Thomas H.E. Quimby Oral History Interview — JFK#1, 6/12/1968
Administrative Information

Creator: Thomas H.E. Quimby
Interviewer: Larry J. Hackman

Date of Interview: June 12, 1968
Place of Interview: Washington D.C.
Length: 30 pages

Biographical Note

Thomas H.E. Quimby (1918-1998) was a member of the Democratic National Committee
from Michigan from 1957 to 1961, a delegate at the Democratic National Convention in
1960, and worked at the Peace Corps at Director of Public Affairs from 1961 to 1962,
Director of Liberia from 1961 to 1968, and Director of Kenya from 1964 to 1965. This
interview focuses on the 1960 Democratic primary in Michigan, the 1960 Democratic
National Convention, and Quimby’s work campaigning for John F. Kennedy in the
Midwest, among other topics.

Access
Open

Usage Restrictions

According to the deed signed March 23, 1970, copyright of these materials has been
assigned to the United States Government. Users of these materials are advised to
determine the copyright status of any document from which they wish to publish.

Copyright

The copyright law of the United States (Title 17, United States Code) governs the making
of photocopies or other reproductions of copyrighted material. Under certain conditions
specified in the law, libraries and archives are authorized to furnish a photocopy or other
reproduction. One of these specified conditions is that the photocopy or reproduction is
not to be “used for any purpose other than private study, scholarship, or research.” If a
user makes a request for, or later uses, a photocopy or reproduction for purposes in
excesses of “fair use,” that user may be liable for copyright infringement. This institution
reserves the right to refuse to accept a copying order if, in its judgment, fulfillment of the
order would involve violation of copyright law. The copyright law extends its protection
to unpublished works from the moment of creation in a tangible form. Direct your
questions concerning copyright to the reference staff.

Transcript of Oral History Interview

These electronic documents were created from transcripts available in the research room
of the John F. Kennedy Library. The transcripts were scanned using optical character
recognition and the resulting text files were proofread against the original transcripts.
Some formatting changes were made. Page numbers are noted where they would have
occurred at the bottoms of the pages of the original transcripts. If researchers have any



concerns about accuracy, they are encouraged to visit the Library and consult the
transcripts and the interview recordings.

Suggested Citation
Thomas H.E. Quimby, recorded interview by Larry J. Hackman, June 12, 1968 (page
number), John F. Kennedy Library Oral History Program.



ENERAT, SZRVICES ATMINTSTRATION
-

NATTCHAT, ARCEIVES ATD RECORDS BER

4
/ =
GiIt of Personal Statement
Zy Thomas H. E. Ouimby
w0 the
REobert P, Kennedy Oral History Program,
Joon Fitzgerald Kenn nedy Library
In accordnges *rrit‘;l Sec. 507 of the Federal Property and Adminis-

uravive Services Act.of 1949, as amanded (&% U.s.C. 397) ana regulations
iszued thereunder (L1 cFR 101-10), I, Thomas H E. Quimby hereinafies
referred to as the donor » bereby g‘f ¢ » Gonate, and convey to the Oaited
Et.:-es of .i:.,er ca for eventusl deposit in the progosed John Fitzzerald
Heonedy Libra ; aod Tor edmimistration there in by the authoritics

taereol, a tape and transeript of o Personsl stetement

and presered for thae Purzose of depdsit in the John 7
“ =

i::*:-*_j_;- Ths gift of this material is mede subject
Terms 2nd conditions:

snproved by mpe
tzgerald Hemnedy

-= = - === -Title £0 the meteriel fransfer—ed Dereunder, and pgll 11t
property “l;,h,t‘“. will pass to the United States as of the date of

::.cliv».r;,r of this material into the physical custody of the Archivist

of the Uaited S'i:atea.

¢0 the following

eraxy

U--L

2. I is the donor's wish vq meke the material donatesn wo the

United Stetes of Zmerica by term

o This ingtmment evaileble For

research &8 s00n a8 it hes been i&mﬁluﬂi in the John Fitzgersld Hennedy

uib'-a‘.:';,r.
3. ~ revision of this st ipulation governing access to the material
for research mey be entered int o between the donor and the Archivist of

the um.‘i;«,d States, or his des ignee, if 1t eppears desirable.

L., The material do:e.teu. to the Lﬁlituﬂ. Stetes pursvant to the

golng shall be kept intac
Librazy.

Signed TL'\-‘C"»-*-*-M H ?

Date “Mimeals anis 70

Archiviet of fhe UnitéX States

GSA OBC g% I9341

GsA LD

e
10T2-

pa*manently in the Jobn Fitzgerald : .u.ar.?c.\_.r

L)



Understanding Regardlng the lUse of the

Oral History Interview Conducted by the

John H, Kennedy Library
with Thomas H. E. Quimby

1. The interview transcript may be made avallable, on an unrestricted
basfs, to anyone applying to use the rescurces of the John F.
Kennedy Library. (This includes journalists and students as well
s professional histerlans, politlecal selentists and other
scholars,)

2. Copies of the interview transeript (or portions thereof) may be
made and given, upon request, to all researchers,

3. Coples cf.Eha-1nter¥i&w-transer1pq may not be deposited for re—
search use in other institutions, such as university libraries,
public librarles and other presidentilal libraries, without my
written permission,

4. The interview transcript may not be published (i.e. reproduced
or printed for sale to the general public) in whole or in sub-
stantial part without my wnibtan-permxaaiﬁn until 25 years from
the date of the interview.

5. Researchers may publish brief quotations from the interview

transcript (but not the tape) and may paraphrase or cite the

‘I ‘ = T .\.'..u.'.'.-:if':.'
homas H. E. Quimby

Signed:




———— S RSN T AT e
GENERATL 4_?"" TO=S AT E_..'.....I—r*_....__l.,'n,-..

IATICGHAL ARCETVES AND RRECORDS SRRVIcR
120 of Personnl Statenent

-

Ey Thomas H. E. Quimby

To tne
Robert F. Kennedy Oral T History Program,
Join Fitzgerald Hernedy Library

14 accoraonce with Sec. S0 of the Federal Property and Adminis-
du s ) e A b L 1 B EHE redulations
srative =nrmrices J"L.-..- ol 191,9: oS 1:._....!1;13" [: ! ..L:; j? UL Teflationg

is3ued toereunder (L1 CFR lC:J,-,.D}, I, Thomas H E. Quimby hersinatier
rezerred to as the donmer, her oy glve, dozite, sad celvey o the Unlted
sStotes of Ameries for eventual de mai-.: in tHe provosed John Fiizgerald
-‘-Cﬂﬂhﬁ}’ Libra tragy 5 &nd for edninisirstion th bBarain D}" thne enthorities
thereof, & tebe aad transeriplt of a persopel statement anzroved by oo
and preparcd for the purpose of Gepdsit in the John 71 ‘"E.en..ld. Fisrainiclanty
Liorery. The gifs of this moteriel is mede subjeet to the Following
terms ‘end conditlons:

o opk iHEle e fibe Jeteriel tramsferved hereunder, and sl '*"e“ﬂ*-;r

Property rights, will pass to the United States 26 of the date of the

riivg

delivery of this material into the Physical custedy of the Archivist
of the United States.

St

2. It is the doror's wish to make the meteriel donated to the
United States of America by terms of this instrument svailebles for

——

resgarch &3 soon as it has been deposited im the Jomn Fitzgeraid Kennedy
uib_a*';r.

3. A revision of thils stipuletion governing &ccess to the mat
for resecarch moy be entered into between the donor and the Archivi
the United States, or his designee s 1T 1T appears desirable.

4. The materia) doreted o the United Stetes pursuant to the fore-

i

going shall be ¥ept intact permenently in the Jobn Fitzgerald ’{‘:L*“dbr’ .

Library.
ted Tl M

Date M‘M}‘??

--Accepted /‘
G.ﬂqﬁrchivisﬁ of Zhe Unitél States

Date M a3 /970

2ldr b1

ol ]
ZL
rl...

= GSA oy

=

e E7 19345




Thomas H.E. Quimby- JFK #1
Table of Contents

Topic

1956 Democratic National Convention

John F. Kennedy’s [JFK] impression on the leadership in Michigan
Campaigning for G. Mennen Williams

Midwest Conference

Williams’ support of JFK

Funding Williams’ campaign

Campaigns in Michigan

Initial impression of JFK’s candidacy

Concerns about whether or not JFK was liberal

Ted Sorenson’s trip to Michigan’s state convention

Effects of JFK’s breakfast with John Patterson

Visiting JFK with African American leaders from Detroit, Michigan
Conversations with JFK about the Democratic Party’s future
Leadership of the Democratic National Committee

Proposal to change the delegates system

Complaints that Paul Butler was biased towards JFK

Reactions to Lyndon B. Johnson’s nomination as vice president
Being appointed as a canvasser for the Midwestern states
Special project for the Democratic National Committee

JFK’s approach to campaigning in Michigan



Oral History Interview
with
THOMAS H.E. QUIMBY

June 12, 1968
Washington, D.C.

By Larry J. Hackman

For the John F. Kennedy Librarvy

HACIKMAN: Can you recall, Mr. Quimby when you : © . John
Kennedy or had any contact wit ..

QUIME Well, I fizsc-smet hiw in 1936 as a freshoan &. Harvard
College; w- we..  boch freshmen at narcvacd Col. .ge. I
remember :«= was cha.rman of che freshman smoker com-

mitce . I would say tnat we rever had more than a kincé o. half

nodii 3 acquaintance in college. After "*ac, I aian-t see him
prozi -y until the National Convention ir 1956 when Michigan
play: a major role in frustrating his ambitions tc ba a candi-~-

dat.: 5]

HAC ¢ MAN s

QUIMBY:

Con. iono

Vice President.

You weren't a Jdelegate to that Convention, 2t ¢asy On
the list I have seen. What c¢ccpacity were you in?

No, I was not a delegate; I was & candidate e
National Committeeman. And the <._ection to t.e

‘National Committee took place at a ce.cus at chat

Sc I attended the Conveantion as zan cluserver.
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HACKMAN: Can you remember any of the Kennedys' efforts with the
Michigan delegation? Did they work, or did they rea-
lize that [Estes] Kefauver had it?

QUIMBY: I think they did work, but I don't remember anything
specifically on this score.

HACH 4AN: What type of impression did people, the Michigan leader-
ship, bring back with them of Senator Kennedy from
that '56 Convention? Can you remember how things de-
veloped in the '56 to, say, '59 period in Michigan? His trips
into Michigan?

QUIMBY: Oh golly, that's pretty vague in my mind. I remember
that I was talking with Neil Staebler at the Convention
and was kind of incredulous that Adlai Stevenson had

thrown the Convention open to the selection of the Vice President

in an obvious, what seemed to me to be an obvious, move to sup-

port Kennedy's candidacy for the vice president. We had been im-

pressed by his nominating speech but, beyond that, did not think

of him as a particularly potent candidate, and even, perhaps, as

something of an upstart going after something that belonged to

a fine o0ld political knight like Kefauver.

HACKMAN : Were there particular stands that he'd taken cu issues
that were upsetting Michigan people 1.. that period?
Do you recall that?

QUIMBY ¢ No, I don‘t recall that. That might be due to my ig-
norance rather thar the absence of such reaction.

HACKMAN ¢ Can you remempber ir any of his trips into the state in
the period after '56 what kind of speaker he was or
how good he was at establishinc relationships with
the political leaders in Michige how successful?

—rrr—
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QUIMBY: I don't recall that he made an awful lot of trips into
Michigan. His major connections, I think, I would say,
with Michigan were through the United Automobile Workers,

[Mildred] Millie Jeffrey, Jack Conway, Leonard Woodcock, who had

had, I think, also special relationships with [Kenneth P.] Kenny

O'Donnell. But Jack Kennedy always made a good and a pleasant,

favorable impression. I have a very brief note from him referring

to a time he came in before we had come out for him, when we still
had [G. Mennen] Williams as a favorite son candidate. And he was
thanking me for my role as a part host as National Committeeman.

And it just had a nice humorous touch indicating that he under-

stood that naturally I didn't want to see him get anyplace, but

I'd been very nice to him just the same. And at some ncint in

this letter, he also recalled how Michigan had given h.m che

chance--maybe it was in his speech at this dinner--how Michigan
had really given him the chance to run in 1960 by frustrating him
in '56. '

HACKMAN: Do you recall anything about Walter Reuther's views
towards Senator Kennedy in this period, '56 to '59,
let's say, any reaction to the Senator's role in the

McClellan Committee or Landrum-Griffin bill, any of these labor

matters?

QUIMBY: No. I do remember that I was traveling to see if there
- was any sort of support for Governor Williams between
'58 and '60, and I remember being out on the west c oast
in Portland, Oregon. I met [James I.] Jim Loeb out there, and I
guess we spent the evening with [C. Girard] Jebby Davidson. And
Jim had an article, the thermofax of an article that came, I be-
lieve, in the February 13, 1956, New Republic. It was a reprint
or & ~'rite-up of a Kennedy seminar with some Harvard students . . .

HAC!:::aN: It was a Seliy Harrison, I believe.

QUI3Y: I think it was, a Sel’g Harrison ar “='e .21 which Kennedy
appeared to come out to justify, as 1 recall, justify a
pro-[Joseph R.] McCarthy stand on the basis of his con-

stiv .acy. And Loeb was using this as an anti-Kennedy piece in

Orevw..., and I immediately start :d using it--I got copies made and

started using it as an ar .i-Ke:edy piece in my travels showing

R————




HACKMAN: This was when Loeb was working for Hubert Humphrey?
QUIMBY: Yes, Loeb was working for Hubert Humphrey.

HACKMAN : Can you remember what the people in Oregon's reaction
was to, well, to his efforts and to your own?

QUIMBY: Well, in terms of people, I don't know that we saw an
: awful lot of people. I think Jebby Davidson just sat
on the sidelines and grinned. Oregon, at that point,
was really becoming quite a mixed-up area with charges and counter-
charges on teamster’ types and so on.

HACKMAN: Well, what about the response in general that you got
in your efforts on behalf of Governor Williams? Can
you talk about some of the people you talked to and
whether you got any cooperation?

QUIMBY: Well, I went around seeing people that I had known--the
National Committeemen, Committeewomen, state chairmen,
state chairwomen--and they were all'very pleasant, very

supportive, they admired the Governor, but it was quite obvious

that there was no real thought that he would be able to develop
any kind of national following. ‘

HACKMAN: Did he have other people in Michigan out for him like
this, or were you primarily handling this?

QUIMBY: I probably was the only one. There's one story that

I'm tempted to tell you. And I think I can tell it

modestly; I hope I can. I mean it in all modesty, in
any .«se. There was a very pleasant group that was traveling
arou..d at that point, [Theodore C.] Ted Sorensen, [James H., Jr.]
Jim Rowe. And we were initially very suspicious of Jim Rowe. We
tho.ght Jim was a [Lyndon B.] Johnson man, and Jim convinced us
tha:. he wasn't at all; he was a Humphrey man. And Geri Joseph
was out traveling for Hubert. We all, we would meet at various--
oh, the meetings of the Democratic Midwest Council or someplace
else And I became very fond of Ted Sorensen, got to know him
quice well. And we'd talk about life. I can remember, I think it
was in Omaha, Nebraska, <. the Cornhusker Hotel, going to bed very
late one night . . .

T ———
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EACKMAN: The Cornhuskexr

QUIMBY 3 Oh, then it would have been in Lincoln. I think it
was the Cornhusker. And Ted Sorensen coming up to me
just outside the elevator and kind of grinning and

saying, "You know, the Senator told me that he knew you slightly

in college, and if he had realized that you were going to be a

Mational Committeeman, he would have spent much more time on you

then than he did." [Laughter] I've always cherished that story.

HACKMAN: Can you remember anything about that Midwest Conference
that year. I think I've heard that, I'm not sure where
I heard, but that the Michigan peopie were impressed by--

I believe Senator Kennedy was there at that, if I recall. Am I

right or wrong?
QUIMBY: Yes, yes, he would have been there.
HACKMAN: Was Governor Williams there?

QUIMBY: Yes. I'm sure he was. The great conference we had was
the one in Detroit, and I think that this was in '60.

HACKMAN: Very early '60? Well, anyway, I could find out.
QUIMBY : Well, it would have been in--let's see, the. . « « I'm

sure it was that one. The Convention was probably July
14, as I recall that, the National Convention. And I

“think this was in the early spring. It would have been before the

state convention, our state convention, I'm sure, and we got the
cooperation of the Democratic Advisory Council in putting onthis
meeting of the Midwest Conference, the thirteen states of the Mid-
west. And, really, we had the headlinesin the Detroit newspapers
solidly for four days with the speakers we had. And it was great.

And Jack Kennedy was one of the main speakers, one of thé main dinner

speakers for that. I think we may have tied this in with: the
Jefferson-Jackson Day dinner as well. And it was a very exciting
and very successful meeting.
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HACKMAN: Did Senator Kennedy and Governor Williams sit down
and talk about the political situation at that point?
Do you remember of any. . . .

QUIMBY: There wasn't. . . . Well, now wait a minute. I can't

remember at what point there was a movement to Williams'

June second declaration for Kennedy. As you may re-
member, Kennedy came to Mackinac Island, and at the end of that,
Williams made a statement in support of him. And I think that
this was a rather important point in the Kennedy campaign because
his campaign had been slowing down a little bit, and this gave it
a good liberal boost at this point. And for several weeks prior
to that meeting, I had been coming down to Washington with a
series of questions. There was a series of about twenty questions
that the Williams people had put together that they wanted answers
from the Kennedy people on. And I'd bring them down to Ted
Sorensen and [Myer] Mike Feldman. And the questions were answered
in volumes, very fully.

HACKMAN: When you say the Williams people, who are you including
here?

QUIMBY: Oh, well, there'd be the Governor, of course, and Neil
Stagbler, and [Sidmey H.] S8id Woolner, I am not sure
where Margaret Price was at this point, but it very

possibly included Margaret, and myself, And I'm not sure about

Millie Jeffrey. Millie was already, I think, an out and out

Kennedy supporter, and we were trying to maintain some Party

discipline here so it's conceivable that she was not in on our

inner councils until the Governor made his declaration on June
second.

HACKMAN: After your swing--you were talking about the trip you
took to Oregon-—-after your visits around the country,
did Governor Williams at that point give up thinking

about the presidency more or less, or were further efforts made?




QUIMBY: Well, I think that there were not clear decisions

of giving things up here, as I can remember. It

was a kind of an evolutionary thing that depended a
little bit on available funds. And I don't think that we ever
had a specific moment in which we said, "Well, it can't be done."
I don't recall it, at least.

HACKMAN: How did the fund problem work out? What were the
problems in this area for him?

QUIMBY: " Well, of course, the main source of funds were the
Governor's personal funds, and he had, I think, made
some decision as to the amount of money that he would

be able to put into this. And then we were able to get some funds

outside of this. I think that one of our chief motivations all
the way through this was to maintain the Governor's political
prominence, both for it to be a force in writing of the platform
and a force in the selection of candidate in the Convention. So
. that even though there was, I think, a recognition at some point

that this was not a viable candidacy, that still there was a

desire to maintain a presence.

HACKMAN: What were his thoughts on the vice presidency as they
were developing through the winter? Was this some-
thing he was really interested in?

QUIMBY: Yes, I think that all of us had hopes that there was
a possible slot here for him.

HACKMAN : How did this shape his attitude toward the other can-
didates? What were his thoughts about the other peo-
ple, [Stuart] Symington and Humphrey, through that

winte ? I presume we don't have to talk about what his thoughts

were oout Johnson at that point.

QUIMBY: Well, we were close, close in all kinds'of ways, to
Humphrey and to Minnesota. Michigan, Wisconsin,
Minnesota: the Parties kind of conferred together
continuously. We had acted as a reform group in the Democratic
Midwest Conference in taking it away from Jake More of Des Moines
-~ and. « « « You asked me what his thoughts were about these people:




We liked Humphrey; we liked Symington; I don't think we had any
firm position as to how we would treat them or what we would do.

HACKMAN 3 What about Humphrey and Symington and Senator Kennedy
as far as the state Party's attitude about people
working on their behalf within the state? Were there
any clear guidelines that you gave these people as to whether
they could send people into the state through the winter? Or
were there attempts just to keep them from coming in and creating. . ..

QUIMBY: I don't think we attempted to keep people out, The
one thing we tried to do was to keep it aboveboard
and fair basis of operation. And there's a great

deal of respect nationally, particularly, I think, for Neil

Staebler. And gee, I think, as I recall, people would check with

Neil as the state chairman, and in the absence of any real con-

flicts, there was no objection to people coming in.

HACKMAN: Who came in on behalf of Kennedy that you can recall
other than Sorensen?

QUIMBY: Sorensen's the only one I recall.

HACKMAN : You don't remember Robert Wallace, who was making some
efforts around the Midwest, doing any work in Michigan?

QUIMBY: Yes. Well, I remember Bob Wallace. I don't remember
specifically where I saw him. He might have come in.
I might have gone down to Detroit to see him, orx he
might have come up to Lansing.

HACKMAN: As far as Governor Williams' announcement for Senator
Kennedy, had any commitments been made to any of the
other candidates that he would withhold announcing
for Senator Kennedy until a certain point?

QUIMBY: No.
HACKMAN 2 The reason I ask is because someone had said that he

had promised Humphrey, at least, that he wouldn't
announce until a primary was over with, and I don't




know which one it was. I don't know if you recall anything about
—hat or not. ’

QUIMBY: Well, I think there was--I have a feeling of familiarity
as I hear you say that. I think that there was no
question of our waiting until Wisconsin and West Vir-

ginia were over, which were the. . . . West Virginia was the

‘definitive primary, ‘of course.

HACKMAN: I had heard also that James MacGregor Burns was out.
QUIMBY : Yes, Burns was out. Sure he was. . I remember having

breakfast with him. He came to my house for break-

fast; he might have even stayed with us in Lansing.
Yes. Of course, he was a very attractive person to some of us.
You may remember others.

HACKMAN: Okay. You had mentioned Millie Jeffrey possibly
backing Senator Kennedy before some of the other
people were ready to come out. Was this seen as

—evidence that Mr. [Walter P.] Reuther had made a decision? Was
—1it apparent that the UAW [United Automobile Workers] was for
Kennedy at this point?

QUIMBY : Well, I remember in the last month or so prior to
Williams' coming out--maybe it was longer than the
last month--that there were some problems, some strains
~here, and I think there's no question but what Millie would be
pretty well guided by Reuther's feelings on this.

HACKMAN: Were the other UAW people moving in the same direc-
tion, or would you say. . . «

QUIMBY: Yes, I would think so. As I recall, yes.

HACKMAN : Can you remember any of the specific contacts between
Governor Williams and your group and the Reuther people
before the announcement was made when the Senator took
his trip up?
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QUIMBY: No, no, this would all be pretty informal. And Neil
might have done this on a very informal bkasis. I
know that of one thing I also have a vague recollec-

tion: We wanted to retain, have the Democratic Party of Michigan 3
retain, political initiative and not the United Automobile

Workers of Michigan retain the political initiative. People out-

side of Michigan have seldom understood the nature of the organi-
zation of the Michigan Democratic Party. It was not run by the
union. And it's a tribute, I think, both to Staebler and to

Williams that it was really quite a remarkable citizens party.

HACKMAN Do you think the Kennedy people had a good under-
standing of how it operated in Mlchlgan, the way
the Party functioned?

QUIMBY I think that they had a supreme sensitivity tc this,
and it's a tribute to them that they were always care-
ful to recognize nominal and elected Pa. y leadership

and no: figure that, well, they had UAW in their pocket, there-

fore, hey could start telling the Party what to do, which would
be the temptation that some less sophlstlcated less perceptive
peopi might have had.

HACKM:x{e Could you see this=--well, this might not make sense--
in the efforts of any of the other candidates to appeal
strictly to the UAW leadership when they were hav1ng

problems with the Party leadership?

QUIMB . I was not aware of it myself.

HACKr. Iz ‘How did your own feelings develop toward the various
candidates, your personal feelings about them as ‘59
and '60 developed?

QUIMBY: We. ., 1nitially, I couldn't take Jack Kennedy seri uisly
because he had been a college classmate of wirz, aid
so.zhow, while this is not as familiar as the Loy ‘ext

door, the boy next door never can really amount to an awful lc .

And there's a chasm that has to be bridged here, a gap that has

to be bridged somehow. And I don't quite know when or now but I

think that as I saw £ront of groups and listened to him

~speak and read his sp=- pecame kind of used to the idea that
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he was a leader of substance. And .his was a matter of evolution.
And I don't know that there was any particular point at which it
became obvious to me; I know that it was prior to June second.
It possibly was before the West Virginia primary.

]
HACKMAN : Were there specific issues, objections yuu had on
issues that he had to satisfy in your own mind that

you can recall?

QUIMBY. Well, I can remember having a number of discussions--
I can't remember the content of any of them now--with
Ted Sorensen over was Kennedy a liberal or wasgit he.

And I remember Ted wanted to kind of get rid of the word liberal;

he thought it was a fuzzy concept and better to talk about specific

things.

HACKMAN : You were talking abcocut ycur own imag. -: Senator
Kennedy. What can you recall about wec.ag hom at
Harvard or observing him or knowing .. =y reputa-

tion that would've made this somewhat more of a prok_cm. Can

you remember having any particulcr opinion of him?

QUIMBY: No, it's just that, I think it's just the idea that

a contemporary of yours should become a great person.

It's an i1dea that takes getting used to., Thact's all.
There was just. . . . I remember I was back at Harvard as an
assistant dean after the war, actually working on veteran admis-
sions, and we pulled--I don't know whether I pulled Kennedy's
file or someone else I was working with when he was running for
congress, '46?--to see if there was anything here that indicaced
anything unusual, whether it was a particularly exciting phenc-
menon or not. And the feeling «t¢ that point was no, nothiang djar-
ticularly exciting.

HACKMAN: Why did Governor William- Jdecide not to run Z.: guvarnor

that time around? That was somewhat of a surprisc¢ to
some people, I believe, when he announced in March.

QUIMBY: Dc you mecn for & seventh term?
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HACKMAN Yes.

QUIMBY: Gee, I don't know. I think just the feeling that he
had really fulfilled that part of his life and that it
was time for someone else. The problems that were

facinc nim were problems at that time with that political makeup

of the state that were pretty insoluble. As a matter of fact,

[Geor ¢] Romney has just finally solved them this last year with

the gz csage of an income tax. He had a Democratic legislature,

whichk "“illiams never had, then finally got an income tax.

HACKM .IU: Can you remember anything particular about Scrensen's
trip out to the state convention that year? I be-
lieve it was May seventh, his efforts on behalf of

Senat -~ Kennedy. I know he met with some of the leaders of the

state -arty, and he had a meeting the next mcrning with Governor

and Mis. Williams. -

QUIMBY. No, I have a very vague recoilection of that. I think
that that vexry conceivably was the beginning of the
June second declaration; the seeds for it were laid at
that =9int. "But “thattws«ail.

HACKM. N3 What can you recall about Senator [Philip A.] Hart's
and Senator [Patrick V.] McNamara's attitude toward
Senator Kennedy and what impact, if any, this had on
the stzate Party leadership? Were you getting any soundings from
these people?

QUIME No, I'm drawing pretty much of a blank on that. I'm
going to say my impression is that McNamara was not
particularly enthusiastic; I think that Phil Hart was,

in a quiet way, as I recall. But, gee, I'm amazed at how vague

this is in my memory. Neither one of them, I think, would have
attempted to sway the delegates according to their way of thinking
without a policy decision by the leadership, primarily Williams
and Staebler.
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HACKMAN : One other thing that came up and hit the news in that
period was when Governor Williams went to the gover-
nore' conference out at Glacier National Park in

Montana, there were articles in the paper about pressure being put

on by representatives of then Senator, Majority Leader Johnson.

Can y:: remember how this developed? Did you go along to that

meeti. =?

QUIMB No, John Sweeney went to that meeting with him, I'm
quite sure. And I have no knowledge of that.

HACKM:. [ Also in that period Mr. Staebler and Governor Williams
came down to Senator Kennedy's Georgetown home for a
conference. I know they were there; I don't know if

anyon: else was; I don't know if you were there or not <r if you

canixezall “that. This was some . . .

QUIML . I remember coming down twice: once bringing a group
of the leadership of Detroi*  =groes down on the
Caroline, but I can't remember when it was; and the
other one--that was the second time I'd been in the Kennedy house
in Ge rgetown, and I can't tell you now what the first occasion was.

HACKM: N¢ Can you remember anything about the development of the
Senator's trip up to Mackinac Island, how this was
worked out, the arrangements for it, or anything im-.
portant about the timing in this?

QUIMBY': No, I can‘t. I car remember theres was .iiccussion aboul
ctime; 1t ad to do with, of course, wcrkirg in a tim=
that was possible, given an already deve¢loped schedule.

Ana think it was on an either east--I think it was on an east

to w st schedule because I joined Kennedy after that anc went on

to Wisconsin (I'm not sure wh=-her I went to Minnesota with him

or n¢ j on the C: - 2line. And 1 remember going to Wiscons. . and

tell ng the uncommitted delegates there about Williams erdorse-

ment. Other than that, I think the time was seleciad on ae basis

of its being a strategically empty spot, a spot wher here was a

need for some excitemc - :.
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HACKMAN: Can you remember any of the discussion that took
place at that point? Was it strictly just a for-
mality, the trip, or was there substantive discussion

of commitments from Senator Kennedy or issues or anything of that

nature?

QUIMBY: Williams had a session alone with Kennedy, and then

we sat as a group. There were no commitments made.

I know this was. . . . We were the first partici-
patory democracy in the United States—-contrary to what the students
think now--in Michigan; we did not seek commitments in return for
action.

HACKMAN: Were there any people in the Michigan leadership who
had opposed Governor Williams' coming out, or who were
very reluctant to this point? What were Margaret

Price's attitude toward Senator Kennedy as it developed, and Mrs.

Staebler's?

QUIMBY: Both very proy very supportive.

HACKMAN Can you remember any discussion about whether Senator
Kennedy would attempt to be nominated without the sup-
port of the South? This was being discussed at the

time, and I believe this was one of the points that Governor

Williams was making to some people in seeking support for Kennedy.

QUIMBY: This was among the twenty or thirty points: how far
was he going, or did he have to go, or would he go,
in order to get Southern support.

HACKMAN: One of the things that upset people was this break-
fast he had with Governor [John] Patterson, I believe.
Can you remember . . .

QUIMBY: Yes. I think Sorensen managed to sell us on the fact
that Patterson was one of the greatest guys that they
had down there, and he was so much better than the

rest of the group that we should give him credit for making that

much headway. I just have a vague recolleetion of it.
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HACKMAN : When you talked about your trip down with the Negro
leaders in the delegation, what do you remember about
that? What were they particularly interested in and
how did it work out?

QUIMBY: The Negro leadership in the country was a big question

mark at that point in the Kennedy campaign. I think

Humphrey's credentials were good with them. As a
matter of fact, I thinktthey were better than Kennedy's. And
there was a real question of how sympathetic he was to the civil
rights causes and this was a move in which we cooperated with
Kennedy, being convinced that if he could get in touch with the
Negro leadership of Detroit himself, he would convince them that
he did have the kind of approach that they wanted. All I can say,
it was a very successful trip. I can't tell you substantively on
what issues they questioned him and what his replies were, but
that they were sold on the return trip.

HACKMAN s Was Governor Williams worried at this point, or were
you worried, about the possible trouble this could
have created within the Party of Michigan,if these

people would not have, you know, in an attempt to get a more solid

delegation for Senator Kennedy?

QUIMBY: Yes, this was an effort to get a solid delegation for
him. And, as it was, I think when we finally came to
vote, we were about nine votes shy, weren't we, of
producing . . .

HACKMAN : Forty-two out of fifty-one.

QUIMBY: Forty-two out of fifty-one.

HACKMAN 3 Who were the people you were having a particular prob-
lem with? Any particular groups represented or sup+

porters of candidates?

QUIMBY: No, I think that by and large they were outstate people
who were holding out.
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HACKMAN What can you recall about, or can you recall any
conversations with Senator Kennedy about the ideas
that some of you people had put into effect in

Michigan and his whole concept of the Party, the Party develop-

ment, or the people around him?

QUIMBY : Well, I remember one of the things that bothered us a
great deal, and that was that we had the idea that
charity begins at home, that you ought to have a decent

and clean political base from which to operate before you go out

to conquer the nation. We didn't think that Massachusetts was a

good political origin at all, and we had some long discussions

about this. And he had and Sorensen had some real respect for
the work that Williams and Staebler had done and real sympathy
for it. I'm not sure. I think that some of the Michigan emphases
and techniques were probably borrowed and put into the national
campaign. An emphasis on registration, I think, might have been
one of the contributions. I don't think of anything else.

HACKMAN : Do you remember any conversations with him about what
he might do after he became President in terms of the
Party, keeping the National Advisory Council or any-
thing on this side?

QUIMBY: Nothing specific except that voter education was some-
thing that we were very concerned with that I think we
got sympathetic sounds that we did have some dis-
cussions about the future of the Party.

HACKMAN 3 Someone has said that during the period before the
Convention he seemed to be very anxious to go along
with some of these ideas, but after the Convention,

during the campaign, he seemed much more reluctant to do so.

QUIMBY: Well, of course, I was just trying to think through
what had happened here. Paul Butler, who had really
been through a major battle, and we had--it was the

Democratic Midwest Conference and the young radicals (we were

young at that point, more or less young) who had preserved Paul

in office, and then [John M.] Bailey came in. We, the people who
preserved Butler in office, had also had a caucus that they
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wouldn't let [Carmine G.] DeSapio or [Jacob M.] Arvey or even
[Paul] Ziffren into. We organized a caucus to counteract the
South.

HACKMAN: This was when?
QUIMBY: Oh hell, ws got this started and going xn 1957,

HACKMAN : And what, kept it all the way through at National
Committee meetings? Or how did you operate?

QUIMBY: Yes, yes. I think this was attractive, ideally, to
Sorensen and Kennedy, but in terms of practical
strength, why, I don't know how much practical strength

it would have in national operations. DeSapio at that time and

Arvey had a good deal of clout.

HACKMA @ What were yow primarily interested in accomplishing
during your vyears at the Democratic National Committee
with it by setting up this caucus and the cther things

you we fe wo - _ng'ror? Did vou and Staebler see eye to e - On . . .

QUIMBY : Oh, yes, very much so. I suppose I'm kind of a

* philosophical political animal if I'm a political

animal at all. I can remember Neil encouraged my

bein: active in politics, and he also is the one who sold me on
the ° iea of being National Committeeman and then sold my candidacy
to the caucus. And my initial conversation with him when he came
out talking politics in 1952 when I had just become a precinct
delegate on my own hook was whether or not democracy can be pre-
served with modern means of influence and communication; speci-
fically, in the environment of 1984, can you keep an individual,
maintain the activity or individuals so that they will look out
for their own welfare against the intrusion of monclithic dic-
tatcsial power? And I suppose you could say that that, at that
pcirnt, was one of my major interests. Then there was the sheer
joy of the game along with this, plus the reform ideas. civil
rights, and so on.

HACKMAN: What was yo » relationship with Paul Butler as it
developed t . ough these years?
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QUIMBY: Good and supportive. He knew that Michigan was one
of the states that was preserving him in that position.

HACKMAN : The Michigan leadership was united in their support;
there was no problem.

QUIMBY: No, no problem whatsocever, no question.

HACKMAN: One thing that I'm just curious about, I don't know
if you have anything on this: in view of what hap-
pened later, what was Mrs. [Katie] Louchheim's re-

lationship with Paul Butler? Did they have basically the same

approach to politics in this period? Was the appointment of

Margaret Price a philosophical shift on this half of the opera-

tion, or this side?

QUIMBY s Well, I think it's reasonable for both your national
chairmen and your national vice chairwoman to change
: with administrations. I think Katie and Butler were
probably in basic agreement. Katie was perhaps more of a big
dealer type than Paul was. I don't know that Katie would have the
philosophical basis that Butler had for it.

HACKMAN 3 Was Michigan generally satisfied with the development
of the National Advisory Council in that period, of
which Governor Williams was a member?

QUIMBY: As a matter of fact, not only satisfied but a great
promoter of it. And I'm thinking, I think this Mid-
west Conference meeting that I was talking about earlier
as being in '60 was actually in '59.

HACKMAN : What can you recall about the plan to change the num-
ber and mix of the delegates at the '60 Convention
as it developed? Can you recall this in '59?

QUIMBY : I presented the plan to the National Convention for
their approval?
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HACKMAN: Bernard Boutin from New Hampshire had originally pro-
posed this at a Democratic National Committee meeting
in September of '59, Butler had sent out a proposal,

called "Proposal G," and a lot of the committee people complained

when they got to the meeting because they had that morning been
given a revised resolution G which changed the way the bonus system
operated, I don't know if you can remember how this plan ori-
ginated or what your role or Michigan's role was,

QUIMBY s Well, I know I was chairman of the committee that had
to consider the thing for two hours and then come back
and report on it and ask for its adoption.

HACKMAN: Denmark Groover was making a big protest, presenting
alternate amendments to this at this point, and Jack
Arvey was very upset about it at the time.

QUIMBY: This was a bonus system for having additional . . .

HACKMAN 3 Well, it was a change. It would have upped the number
of delegates to the National Convention, which, even-
tually, it did by quite a lot, to fifteen hundred and

something. The original plan, as it had been sent out by Butler,

would not have taken any bonus factor into consideration. But
then the amended version, as it was presented the morning of the
meeting, took the '48 and '52 bonus factor into consideration up
to '56., There was some change.

QUIMBY: I'm sorxy, I. . . « The only thing I can say is that
if Denmark Groover was for it, it probably was on the
basis of some kind of a . . .

HACKMAN 3 Well, he was opposed to it as Butler presented it.

QUIMBY: Yes. Well, this would have been a question of the
South getting more votes or fewer votes. That's about
all I can figure.

HACKMAN s Can you remember where the idea of giving delegate
votes to Democratic National Committee members came
from?




=30

QUIMBY ¢ Yes. I think one of the members of our caucus
was Camille Gravel. And there was a good gues-
tion of whether Camille could get to the National

Convention if he hadn't been made a member by the National Con-

vention. 80, I think the National Convention itself did this to

protect the liberals from conservative states.

HACRKMAN 3 There were a lot of complaints as 1960 developed
that Chairman Butler was showing favoritism
toward the Kennedy camp in arrangements for the

Convention. Can you recall this, and did you feel this was

justified?

QUIMBY: I can recall the complaints, but I don't know
whether there was any substance to them or not.
Actually, the Kennedy people were so darnN well
organized that I would think they would have gotten what they
were after with or without.

HACKMAN : You can't remember ever discussing with Mr,
Butler this feeling about . . .

QUIMBY: I can remember discussions going on, but that's
all.
HACKMAN : What was the Michigan leadership's opinion of

the selection of Los Angeles as the Convention
site? Was this satisfactory to you people?

QUIMBY: I don't think that we were particularly pleased
with it, but primarily on the basis of facili~-
ties. It was not a good convention hall; faci-

lities were not adeguate. I think we were, golly, I think we

were glad to see it outside of Chicago.

HACKMAN 3 Well, one of the complaints that a lot of people
were making during the Convention was the way Mr.
Butler assigned facilities. I would assume from
Michigan's relationship with him that this was no particular
problem for you people compared to others.
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HACKMAN:

QUIMBY:

HACKMAN :

QUIMBY:

phone.

-

Well, the alternates were mad from all over, and I had
a bunch of alternates on my neck. And the alternate
facilities--it really was a bad convention hall, and

I think Paul probably did the best he could.

What were you primarily invelved in at the Convention
itself? What did you spend most of your time doing?

Well, I manned the telephone during Convention ses~-
sions for~-who was the floor manager for Kennedy?
Connecticut.

Bailey?
No, [Abraham A,] Ribicoff. Michigan was right behind

Connecticut. He was staying with the Connecticut
delegation, he was floor manager, and I manned the

I don't remember any terribly crucial telephone calls,

but that was it.

HACKMAN :

QUIMBY:

Was there any vote change within the Michigan dele-
gation after you got to the Convention? Any chance
of breaking any of the people who weren't supporting
Senator Kennedy or. . .«

It seems to me that we might have picked up a few
votes. I remember, initially, before the--well, at
the opening of the Convention, I covered certain

states getting the up~to-date tallies (but I can't tell you
which ones they were) for the Kennedy people.

HACKMAN:

QUIMBY ¢

HACKMAN 3

Was there ever any possibility during the Convention
of any of the Michigan delegates bolting from
Senator Kennedy? Any threats that had to be put
down within the delegation?

Not to my knowledge., I don't think so.

Can you recall any discussions with either Senator
Kennedy or Robert Kennedy at the Convention?




QUIMBY:

HACKMAN :

QUIMBY:

QUIMBY:
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No. I attended meetings which Robert Kennedy was
running on picking up the daily tally of how the
votes were going to come.

What can you recall about the Michigan delegation's
reaction to the selection of Mr, Johnson as the ¥ice
presidential candidate?

Oh, that we'd been sold down the river; that we'd been
betrayed; that we couldn't believe it; that it was
impossible: I guess we had all those reactions.

What kind of approach had the Kennedy people through
the spring and early summer taken when this possi-
bility had been discussed? Or had this ever been
discussed with them?

To the best of my knowledge, this had never been dis-
cussed. It was inconceivable to us.

To what extent did Governor Williams and you people
feel that he still had a good chance at the vice
presidential nomination at the Convemtion? Did you
remain hopeful up to the last . ., .

Yes, I would think that we did remain hopeful, yes.
Can you remember any of Governor Williams' own re-

actions after his visits with the people around
Senator Kennedy? Particularly, I know he went to

the meeting where the Southern governors were meeting and were
suggesting that Senator Johnson be picked. He came back, I
believe, and reported to the delegation. Do you remember any-
thing at all about that? Well, can you remember a discussion
on what should be done after this pick was made in terms of
what the Michigan leadership was, what action they should take?
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QUIMBY: Yes, we had a trailer out in back., And the first

thing we wanted to do--and I guess this was more

or less my operation--was to get in touch with our
friends who had really been in the caucus, the pro-Butler caucus,
in the National Committee and see what the prospects were of
stopping this, of voting it down. And I remember I lost my
telephone and they passed out--when the voting came around,
Michigan didn't get its telephone. They'd been turned in the
night before, and ours wasn't passed back. I think we can-
vassed around to see how much strength we could organize against
it. It was a losing battle.

HACKMAN 3 Well, what about the decision as to what the response
of the Michigan delegation itself would be if there
was a roll call vote? I had heard that there was a
decision made that there would be five votes cast against and the
rest would go for it.

BEGIN SIDE II TAPE I
HACKMAN : Do you rememberanything about that?

QUIMBY: Your suggestion was that there would be five
votes against . . .

HACKMAN : If there was a roll call vote, Michigan would cast
five votes against the nomination, and the rest would
be cast for. I don't know whether this was just in

the sense of being a protest vote without appearing to be an open

revolt, or . «

QUIMBY: No, I don't think. . « . There was no question of
our willingness to go into open revolt. We were in
open revolt., I think that we were playing around

with some constitutional ploy of abstaining or doing something.

But I'm gee, I'm sorry, I can't remember what . . .
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HACKMAN 2 Maybe it would have been an abstention by everyone
except five people who--I think it was the opposite--
who were going to vote for it. I don't know. I
don't, you know, I've read this and . . .

QUIMBY: I can't tell you what the ploy was on that, but it
might have been that we would've demanded a poll of
the delegation and, in order to prove the necessity

for a poll, might have some prowotes, I don't know, in order

to stall things,

HACKMAN 3 Who within the delegation--was everyone upset, or
were there particular groups who . . .

QUIMBY: I think it was pretty universal, Labor closed ranks,
I think Leonard Woodcock came in and gave a strong
pro-Johnson speech shortly after, but this was a

manifestation of discipline rather than sentiment.

HACKMAN: Did any of the Kennedy people then come around and
attempt to mend fences?

QUIMBY: Yes. And, of course, there was another thing. It
had been intimated to me--and of course, this seems
to me to be completely wild now--that I would be

national chairman. As a matter of fact, Earl Mazo broke a

story in the Herald Trxibune, in the Paris edition of the Herald

Tribune, that I was going to be, and I started getting letters

of congratuidsionss from friends in France. And I had a wild

idea that I could do this; it was a completely wild idea. And

I was kind of sore that that hadn't come through, and Sorensen

called me to mend that up. I forget what other moves there were.

HACKMAN : I think the possibility of Mr, Staebler had also
been mentioned,

QUIMBY: Yes, yes.
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HACKMAN: What was the reaction then to the selection, or the
replacement of Mr., Butler by Senator [Henry M.]
Jackson at that point on the part of the Michigan
delegation and Margaret Price's appointment?

QUIMBY': That's right, I was trying to remember. Bailey
didn't go in until later. YJackson went in for the
campaign., Well, we closed ranks on that, delighted

to have Margaret in, and Jackson we liked. This was fine. Yes,

by God, I'd forgotten that. It's awful how much one forgets.

HACKMAN Can you remember what Mr. Butler's reaction was?
Was this a surprise to you people or was it obvious
that Butler was going to be replaced at this point?

QUIMBY: I think that we were weady for this; I don't think
this surprised us.

HACKMAN: Well, let's go on to the campaign for a couple of
minutes then. Can you recall what did you do after
the Convention was over then?

QUIMBY: I rode back to Boston--this was part of the fence
mending-~on the Kennedy plane. Sorensen got me on,
and I'm ever so dgrateful. That was an historic

ride in history. And I'm glad to have done that. I remember

very vividly the way Kennedy looked out of the window on
arrival and then got out of the plane and spoke in a very moving

way about this was the place where his ancestors had come a

hundred years before, a hundred andien years before.

And mext after that was a visit to Hyannis Port with the
Governor and the nationalities division of the National Com-
mittee, I think [Michael] Mich Cieplinski may have been with
us, And at this point I discussed--I had my assignment from
the National Committee. I became an employee of the National
Committee to be a kind of a special projects person and can-
vasser for the thirteen states of the Midwest. And I think
probably the most effective thing that I did, and about the
only thing that I really remember at this point, was working
with [James W.] Jim Wine on a kind of a religious conference
that we had in Oklahoma City. Oklahoma City? or Tulsa? It




was Oklahoma City.

HACKMAN: .I'm not sure. I was thinking it was Tulsa, but pos-
sibly « «

QUIMBY: Well, it might have been Tulsa.

HACKMAN: Well, I've read about it, so I can check that out.

QUIMBY: And this really, I think, was quite good. The

major benefit that came out of this, I think, was

- the reporting of the opinions of the other reli-
gions on this candidacy. We got awfully good people to par-
ticipate in the panel. I don't know of anything else that I
did that was terribly significant at this point. I was not
really integrated into the Kennedy operation. I reported to [LawrenceF.]
Larry O'Brien. But I didn't feel that I really was terribly
productive most of the time.

HACKMAN: Do you think the appointment was more, again, a
fence mending thing than it was a substantive . . .

QUIMBY: Yes. I'd been working directly with Williams. And
there was. . . « Although it could be a combination
of things. I had been program chairman for the

Democratic Midwest Conference for quite a while. I could have

been Conference chairman, but we, by design, avoided that, got

Frank ™heis of Kansas to be Conference chairman. We thought it

would e a mistake to have it in Michigan, and we were more

intere¢-ted, in any case, in the development of the ideas that
were c¢oing to be worked on.

"HACKM i3 Who were some of the other people in that group other
than Theis and yourself that you looked to for sup-
port or being of like mind with the Michigan leader-
ship in that Midwestern Conference.
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QUINZY: Oh, oh golly.

SATIMAN: Fred Betz from Colorado? Do you remember him?

QUIMBY: Not well. Colorado would have been on the far wast
anyway, I think. But there were two people from
Minnesota: Ray Hemenway was one, and before him a
guy in Duluth, whose name I can't remember. :

HACKMAN: It's not [Gerald] Gerry Heaney?

QUIMBY: Yes, Gerry Heaney from Duluth, sure. We operated
very closely together. The Wisconsin people, mod-
erately close; we were very close with Frank Theis;

fairly close with Ohio.

HACKMAN: Anyone in Missouri? [Mark R.] Holloran was their
Democratic National Committeeman for a while.

QUIMEY : He would have been what we call the long cigar. T
HACKMAN s Yes, I thought so.

QUIMBY: And then, as we spread out from this group, we in-
cluded Jebby Davidson of Oregon. . . .

HACK . {: Gravel?

QUIMBY: Oh, very definitely, Camile Gravel. And Frankie
Randolph of Texas.
: f
HACK: =z How did [Paul] Ziffren fit into this whole crew? :
QUIN=R: Well, we :-alked to Ziffren. He didn't come tc our
meetings because he was Jake Arvey's nephew, ..1d lLe

aiLso was a big power from a big power state, and we
thoucht that that. . . . I think Ziffren would have been hap:v
to b=z w~ith us, frankly, but we decided we were a small state
grougp. Oh, the guy from Washington, he was a diamond merchant,
a little fellow, an older p¢rson. He's dead now.
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In your job for the Democratic National Committee during
the campaign, what exactly did this special projects
thing involve that you were working on?

Primarily voter education, the development of display
materials. I actually didn't do a hell of a lot of
work on that on the headquarters end of it. Neil did,
and Drexel Sprecher did.

You were traveling most of the time?
I was traveling. And I'd take some of the exhibits

out, I think, and try them. I remember developing
some flip charts. Actually, of course, the religious

thing qualified as a special projectoperation.

HACKMAN :

QUIMBY:

HACKMAN:

Did they have people like you in the other regions
other than the Midwest, or were you pretty unique?

I'd say fairly unique. I think it was probably a
tailored arrangement.

What could you see of the headquarters operation as
far as the Democratic National Committee and of the
operation that was functioning with @'Brien over that

relationship between O'Brien and Jackson and Margaret Price?
Were there any problems in this relationship that you could see?

QUIMBY:

HACKMAN ;

QUIMBY:

No, I wouldn't say so. But I would say that O'Brien
would really be the effective controller of the opera-
tion.

Can you remember what Margaret Price's opinion was of
the way she was used in the campaign, how her role
developed?

Well, she probably would have been busy as a right hand
and would have been in energizing women and developing
women's activities:

Do you remember anything about Mr, Butler's attitude
during this period? Did he get involved to any great
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extent? Did you have any contacts with him in this
period?

QUIMBY: I can't remember what Paul was doing. This is ancient
history.

HACKMAN: It is. This is hard, hard work. How much time did
you spend in Michigan during the campaign? Were you
involved totally in the campaign in Michigan?

QUIMBY: I had an officeée in Michigan, but I was outside of the
state, oh golly, two-thirds or three-quarters of the
time. I covered all thirteen states quite thoroughly.

HACKMAN s Can you remember anything about the Kennedy approach
to Michigan during the campaign, how effective it was?
Did they send their own people in or did they more or -
less leave it up to the state people to run?

QUIMBY: Pretty much left it to the state. I think somebody
did come in at one point, which was highly offensive
to the local people, but I think he may have been

pulled out immediately or may have been folded 1Intc our organi-

zation immediately. It didn't last.

HACKMAN: I know that type of problem existed in a lot of states.
I had thought possibly, as you went around, you might
have seen some of this. Did you ever get involved in

trying to straighten out any of the organizational disputes?

QUIMBY: No, I don't recall this.

HACKM: N2 Were you in Michigan on any of the trips that the
candidate took, came through?

QUIME . Yes, I was. I was just trying to remember. I remember
his coming in from Alaska. Oh, this was the :time at
2 o'clock .. the morning on the steps of the Michigan
Union that he made his “-ace Corps idea. I can't think of any-
thing besides that.




HACKMAN:

QUIMBY:

HACKMAN ¢

QUIMBY:

«30=

Was there any problem in getting Michigan people to
campaign vigorously for the ticket because of the
Johnson selection or any other factors that you know

 of?

I think initially there was a negative reaction to
it, but I think this, in the excitement of the cam-
paign, was pretty well taken care of.

Well, that's all I have on the campaign. If you have
an appointment at 4 o'clock . . .

Let me have a look at my calendar.




