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Signed: 

Interviewee: 

Interviewer: 

This is an interview with Patrick J. Lucey, formerly State 

Chairman of the Democratic Party of Wisconsin and a key figure 

.in the Kennedy-for Pre~ident effort in the 1960 spring primary ,, 

in Wisconsin. The interview is taking place in Madison, vliscon- · 

sin, on the 1st of August, 1964 and the interviewer is Leon D. 

·Epstein. 
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LDE: Now let me ask you as the first question, since al

:: ·most everything about your relationship, given your part in the 

campaign, is crucial to understanding the presidential primary 

, here, when you first met President Kennedy? 

PJL: ·~ I first met him at the 1952 Democratic National Con

., vention. It was being held at the Stock Yards in Chicago. I 

was in the Stock Yard Inn and was introduced to him there. He 

~ :· was a young congressman then, about to launch his campaign for 
~~ 

• ' 

the u.s. Senate against Henry Cabot Lodge. He \tas very deeply 

.. involved in ~he Stevenson effort and while I was sympathetic to 

· Stevenson, in fact Stevenson was my secret preference for the 

nomination, I was nominally a Kefauver delegate, or alternate 

delegate. and the Kefauver people felt that they were getting a 
' ~ 
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:•;; very raw deal o And I, too, began to absorb some of , that and l:'tas ,...,.. 
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annoyed, just in the i~terest of fair play, at some of the 

. tactics being used again~t Kefauver. And my conversation with 

Kennedy involved principally the selection of a vice-presidential 

candidate. I said to Kennedy, "I understand that you Stevenson · 
• ··i ro r 

. , . . . ' 

people are even willing to accept a southerner for vice-president · 

in order to nail down the nomination? 11 And he came· back with a 
I 

remark that went something like this: "Well, if .. you northern . . 
. liberals are going to sit on your hands and not come around to 

.. ' 

.; 

' . ' 

I ' 
. ', ;~·· i . 

' .... ~~: 

·!: 'i!? 
suppor.t ou:r man, the people who participate in putting together , ., . .:·., 

I 

. ~:"'the votes to nominate him are obviously . going to have a voice in 
•-!.tt . 

· .. $electing his running mate. II And I was more right' of course' ' 

. •;·• than I realized because John Sparkman became the nominee. But 

at this point my temper was a little out of control and while I 

:,; didn't say all the unkind things to Mr. Jack Kennedy that I felt 

, toward him at the time, I walked away thinking to myself that, 

' Particularly after his re.ference to you northern liberals, which 

seemed to separate himself from that classification, I walked , 

:.,: ·away thinking that if I lived in Massachusetts, I'd probably be 
\o.. • 

·: :voting for Lodge. 

LDE: This was 1952, at a time when you, along with most 

. ;··. ·'f the Wisconsin Democrats, hand 't tasted very many of the frui:.ts 

, .~ of office. We were still, here in Wisconsin, the Democratic 

~. party out-group, ~1eren't we? 

PJL: Yes, yes. I was then working as the organization 
r·· 

~ .director for the party, a full-time job. And had been doing 

that since January of 1951, after I'd been defeated for Congress • 
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LDE: Let me again pick up the story of your relation to 

Kennedy. Between that t~e (1952), and let's say the 1956 

national convention, when Kennedy was rather briefly a candi-

3 

'· da te for the vice-presidential nomination, had you any relations 

in that period? Had you seen him? 

FJL: None at all. None at all, and I again went to the 

· convention in 1956, this time not as a delegate or alternate 
• 

·; delegate, but simply as a guest. And I sat up in the balcony 

·and I was impressed with him when he narrated the movie that 
\ 

~";. the national . committee had prepared. But · tlhen it came to ·se- . ~ . .·-

. > lecting the vice president, after Stevenson threw 1 t open to . ;. i"i ~"": 
.;_ h_;, 

I . I v;.".:;; ; 

., · the delegates, I was a Kefauver man. I wasn't at all sure that '~·" ' 

. · it would strengthen the ticket to have a Roman Catholic ·even · in 

" the No. 2 spot at that time. 
! . 

, . .,. LDE: So that your early experiences with Kennedy, first . ~ .. 
. ·;f·the incidental meeting, which personally was important to you 

.. ;. in 1952 when you reacted to his remark about northern liberals, 

,and then again in 1956 when he was a vice-presidential candidate, 
... ,,... ' 

' or rather the candiCTiate for that nomination, these two experi..:. 

ences led you to think nothing about a future tie with Kennedy 
. ~. 

( or think of him as a future presidential possibility? 

PJL: That's right. It was the furthest thing from my 

t hought • 

'· LD.t!;: We.Ll, then, we come to the t 'ime in October 1957, 

.. . · When you became chairman of the s tate Democra tic party in W'is-

cons i n • Bet ween the 1956 national convention, that is between 
.!', . . ' 

·.:. t he summer , 1956, and October, 1957, had there been any rela tion 
'• 

· · · :With Kennedy_ in that period? 

. · .. · 

... l • 

I. 
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PJL: Not directlyo -I had been chairman of the Proxmire 

:-~; ~ .'l"" 

' 

· ' campaign committee in th~ special ~flection which culminated in -

... August of 195?. Sana tor Kennedy had come in and campaigned in 

"Milwaukee -and up through the Fox River Valley to Green Bay for 

- Bill Proxmire. And though I was chairman of the camp~ign com-
, ! 

·" ~ttee, I did not happen to be over in the eastern part of the 

· r state when Kennedy was ~ere and therefore · I did not meet him or 

,: ·.talk to him or have any contact with him during that period. 
.'/.·>, I 

~''-)•I was, holriever, aware that his campaign effort in behalf ·of 

!<{ :!Toxmire seemed to have a considerable efi'ect in the Fox River 

~alley and this, of course, gave me a more favorable attitude 

-· toward him than I had previously had. 
.:X;.'' , 

( I .,. LDE: But then not long after, you became state chairman 

in October, 1957. There was a Jefferson-Jackson Day dinner, I 

. -~; . ~ . ·. ~ . ; ~ . 
-· 

! .· ' ~ 

. <\./~'\-. 
.. ..,• . .; 

·:· ... \ .. ~ 
:f ~~ '·~ : 

~: . 

~ : ,' :. ~ . 
:· :· . ':!:~-~ : 
- _. (--' 

'---- . ·r· Y 
·· believe in May of 1958. Does that coincide \'Ti th your recollection? .,_ . ·' 

PJL: Right, that's right. 

LDE: Now, had you been involved directly in bringing 

i'. Senator Kennedy to speak at that Jefferson-Jackson ·Day dinner? 

PJL: The first contact I had with Kennedy's office was 

not too long after I became state chairman. I think it was 

-. still in 1957. I received a call from Ted Sorensen, and Ted 

seemed to be simply seeking my advise on the advisability of 

Kennedy -accepting an invitation from the Milwaukee Press Club 

· to speak at their annual Gridiron Dinner in Milwaukee. I can't 
--. 

... : remember exactly how that went, but as it turned out he did not 

i 

with SorensQn, all by telephone, the idea occurred or developed .. 

·.: ,: 

'i • 

'!. 
·.;.• •.\.. 

'f~;~~;"·. 
·,; . 
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that maybe insteJd o£ his coming to spea~ to the Press Club he 

ou~ht to be the speaker ~or our Jefferson-Jackson Day Dinner 

· which would be held in the spring of 1958 .. ' ·' 

·-~ 
LDE: And lie did subsequently come .. so that your relations 

,•. '·A 

· ... 'w:i th Kennedy, to a large extent thro.ugh the Sorensen telephone .· · 

./ contact, were established some time early in 1958. Maybe I . , 

. shouldn 1 t Call these relations, but \'.TOUldn t t yOU say that the . 

. ~ . r 

' key was his appearance at the Jefferson-Jackson Day dinner in 

. · the sp~ing· of 1958? 
\ 

PJL: Yes, that's true. 
-. 

·:·, ·..,; 

LDE: And did you then establish at the time of the . 
-~f··' 

~ .Jefi'erson-Jackson Day dinner a personal relationship of any 

'· kind with Senator Kennedy? 

"-- :·· .. 1.·· 
PJL: ~ell, we hit it off very well, . and Sorense n sug-

::.: gested that Kennedy \'Tas quite an attraction on campuses. .And . -. -~ ... 

it happened also, at this time, that a young law student, here 

:· at the University of vlisconsin, tras clamoring for a speaker for · 

~i·~~ .. law banquet. So somehow the thing · all. fell together and 
.;: · . 

. <"'X:ennedy came in on Friday afternoon 'instead of Saturday ·after~ 

noon and he. came to Madison instead of Milwaukee •. And we had 
• .Y. .• 

a banquet in Great Hall (of the student. Union) by one of the 
•· 

~; law fraternities, and then he went · to the main theater at the 

<(Onion and spoke to a capacity crowd. of .. students. He gave a 

'' speech that t"las one of his standard speeches for campus audi-
;·' 

~" 
:-_ence~. It had a lot of literary references in it, but I v.ras 

\ a - ~ittle critical of it. I thought it was a sort of a speech 

·that a valedictorian might give rather than the kirld of speech 
4 ' ' ~ 

.. ~ ._;-. -~--~ 

-~. 
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. you '\<lOUld expect from a Senatqr aspiring to the presidency. ne 
-

'audience, ho'l.>~ever, appare~tly was lef:i"s critical than I and re- , 

' sponded very well to his speech. The next day we spent a very 

· busy day. John Reynolds was in town and he and I and Sorensen 

took Kennedy over to meet with Mr. Evjue. Then, I believe, we ~ 
, I 

; held a press conference at the old Park Hotel and finally took 
'I 

·'his chartered plane and flew 'over to Milwaukee. We got over 
y 

there quite late for a luncheon that had been scheduled at the 

Schroeder, ·but we did get to the luncheon. Again it was a 

:ir eapaci ty crowd. And after that I think that he held a press 

conference or made an appearance. I believe he made an ap

pearance on a T.V. program before getting ready for the dinner. 

( J -So he had a very full 24 hours of' campaigning. 

·LDE: . Now as you indicated, by this . time, ·the spring of 

.' '58, he was already being considered and no doubt was thinking 

~-_ himself of' the possibility of running for President in 1960. 

PJL: I don't have any doubt in my mind that he began 

_\,running for President the moment that he failed to de.feat 

.-: Ke.fauver for Vice President in 1956. 

LDE: This was then still some time, of course, before 

:>·his o1.m reelection as Senator, \1hich came in '58, didn't it? . -;_.:; 

PJL: Right. 

LDE: No.-1 i.f this is a fair question, did you discuss 

~':'- either 1<.ri th Senator Kennedy or with Sorensen or anyone else 

_on Kennedy's staff the possibility of the presidential race in 

1960 and if so, did you talk at all about the Wisconsin primary 
. ,. I 

·.:;. in '60, this early, that is in '58? 
,_ '. 
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PJL: Well, I'm sure ·that we did before the year '58 was 
~· - -· 

l~over, but certainly when ~he came in for the Jefferson-Jackson 

.. Day dinner \'le did not discuss it. I remember that night after 

:{·the dinner, my wife and I went to our hotel room and my wife wa-s 

1

' :··convinced that Kennedy was presidential yimber. And my reaction 

:.·.~\vas that this whole combination of Jack and Jackie t'las just· a 

1little too cute and I ·didn't think the American people would 
·,~· 

-;·-t~•.\. 
·.<;,- LDE: While you seem to indicate here that as late as the 
'-;··¢::.'• 

_·· middle of 1958, you yourself were not yet· committed, appare~·tly, 

·~ .. but you were thinking about it, talking about it with your wife, 
~ I 

>:. when did you first, let's say in your mind, become committed to 

} the Kennedy candidacy? 

-~; 

"--.... < 

I 

PJL: Well, in the spring of 1959. In .jumping to that, I 

:·' don't want to omit the fact that he made" a number of appearances 

:.·, in Wisconsin between the spring of '58 and the · spring of '59. 
if 

. ·· In the spring of 1959 we held the Mid-West Conference of the 
I 

' Democratic- party, in Milwaukee, and while Kennedy could not be 
·-~:_:·~. ' ·.1 

· .there, Hubert Humphrey was and Ted Sorensen was. Ahd Ted and' 

\{I, after a .late banquet meeting where Hubert Humphrey spoke, 
I ~t, . 
· :went up to my hotel room .and Ted asked me point blank whether 

~ 

.. :()r not I was prepared to support Kennedy fo~ President. After 

,, .. ·-some discussion, I told Ted that I still was not convinced · that 
J. ~:.·-~ 

,',~. from anything that I had seen of Kennedy .himself, or anything . I 

·..t had read of his voting record, that he was a convinced liberal • 
... 

·: 

~But by this time I had become so sold on Ted Sorensen that I 

~- told Ted that if he would give me his assurance that he felt 

;.' 

,..· i 
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,. 
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that Kennedy was a genuine liberal that I would give him my 

pledge of support because;- I felt that it pr<?.bably would not be 

possible to nominate and elect a more liberal candidate than 

Kennedy. 
,} . 

LDE: This is an interesting connection you have es-

,.,tablished here with SorensQn. This is a little off the subject 

... of direct relationship with Kennedy, but since he .himself was 
I ~· 

•. ·<·,. ' 
',. ,. i 

I 

.... ·-:' 

' -~ 
'·.~l. 

·.-~· :-.~::·.~~ 
·~~_.) 

'~;~:' . 

--~~1~:-

, so close to the President it's reasonable to ask this question. 

.. :. was this compatibility you established with Sorensen related . . j:··r . 
. -_:,a_t all to the fact that he himself was originally a mid--v1estern ·. ··/''~·'f.~'-"~f·' 

person who came out of ~lebraska with. a background a little bit 

more like Wisconsin liberalism than say that of an easterner? 

PJL: I think there was some of that • . It certainly became 
•.· .. \~'! . . 

'evident -from our first telephone conversation that we sort of 
7: 

:· -reached ·each other and we got along very well~ 
I > 

:; I 
LDE: \-Jell, there seems no question that the crucial time 

'I 

. from your point of view is the spring of 1959. This is when 

· you became .. a convinced Kennedy supporter and ready,, I suppose 

,i·:at . that time, as has gener1;1lly been your fashion in \./isconsin -
. I . 

. I ' 

politics, . when convinced of something ·to go ahead publicly in 
I I 

··support . You became publ~cly identified, with him in the ·· spring· 
~ ~' . 

' .. 

.~ ·9f 1959, didn • t you? 

PJL: Well, I was in a funny kind of situation because I 

·-: t<ras· .state chairman, and there was sort of an unwritten · tradition 

f that the state chairman 'ir'las supposed to preserve some degree of 

neutrality in these matters. And so while I was an avO\'led 

Kennedy supporter, and did everything I coUld to advance his 
'·· 

candidacy, I did not publicly declare my support of him then. 

~ •. 't ... :. 
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__; c.!nd \'lhen I tTas a candidate for reelection as chairman in the 

.- 'fall . of 1959, I did not 4eclare fof.Kennedy_. I was approached 

by some of the Humphrey people and was told that they were 

-going to try to beat me for reelection on the issue of my 
.- . 

.bei:p.g committed to Kennedy. And I informed them in private · · , 

· ~: conversations that I was committed to Kennedy, that I did not 

· · ,<intend to publicly decl~e myself until after the primary, and 
·; 

that then my position going into the convention would reflect 
,',: 

I 

· -" ~he resul t·s of the primary, but that I was .for Kennedy, that I · 

. ~~~i\:~ ·. 
. "f · -,~~-<-

\ . ,.. , 

. ·i,'!'OUld use my o!fic~ in whatever WS]fs I could short O:r a public ' .. ·• ... · };[:,:j 
··:- announcement to support his candidacy,- that if they wanted to · ·'~_.:~·~¥' · 

( } 

. -~ oppose me because of my position on Kennedy that I . would we~come 

that because I thought I could win and this would ·be interpreted 

in the press as a test vote between Kennedy and Humphrey. 

LDE: Then in the spring, still go_iflg back t .o the spring 

of '59 (which is somewhat.before the point you have reached 

-. here in discussing the October '59 ,tate' party COllV~ntioil), 

. ,; ~here was organized in the late spring and summer of '59 a 
' ., . 

... Kennedy for President group in Wisconsin with Ma.Yor Ivan 
.. . :~ .' ,. ,. ' 

~· Nestingen of Madison as chairman. Did you have a hand behind 
·,. ·· . .;,·! 

.: ~ . .- the scenes in that organization? 

~·l PJL: Yes, very definitely. 
. ~. 

'· LDE: I think it has been interesting to many people, since 

.. . ; you were kno1m to be close to Mayor Nestingen at the time, that 

'-":·· he became the chairman of the organization. What · 11as the 
. . , 
' 

:.~ si;rategy in choosing him? 
:···~ i 

.. 
·~ 

. .;t; 

<' . :t:;·~:·. 
.. ·· . .:...., ... 

. ~·· · ...... 

: :rlt 
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... PJL: Hell, partly because of my public neutrality, partly ·.· 

':~.because it did not seem ~dvisable -to--have an Irish Roman Catholic 

·.·.heading up the campaign mechanism for the first Irish Roman 

',.catholic prefident. · · 

· ·:: ' LDE: Mayor Nestingen, it has sometimes occurred t ·o me in '-' . -~- \. -· 
',.<; • • ·: .-

. • .... ~.·;-:1'\· 
·:-• ' I' 

.:··thinking about this t . migh1; have had another virtue. in ·. the eyes· '> ':. j .~>.~-
1 • ' ., •• , • ~ ~ ... ~, _ _ -·~:. 

·· of Wisconsin liberals as a Kennedy· supporter. While, · of c urae, .. ·· 
'!' ., l . :~~---~(- ' 

::--, .... ·-, 
"-t';' -·· • ' . . mQst Democrats . or almost all Democrats around here oppased '. _, .. , " ... 

>' • ~$ ~::.= --~ ·:~. 

"" PJL: · "Joe must go" movement. 

LDE: Yes, he'd been· head of the "Joe mus't · go" movement, 
'-~---

'.~~and I thought to ask whether this ·was considered as relevant - ;i . 

.i'~}:~'; -\ 
'f\, ... ~ 

____...:~·~;~ the religious angle, NJstingen ~t- course being P~otestant; ... _ .. ~\ , ~~-:f·: · 
~ .. : 

/ in that there was a suspicion in Wisconsit1 .- that Kennedy had 
::.. ; 

.. \-·been soi't on McCarthy. 
--~. ·:.:'H 

~.-~~:-.--
•...;...-!.< .. 

... :.-_ .. , .. 
i . ..:~ 

PJL: .. Well, of course, that charge was made rather .freely 

.,"::))y those ofposing Kennedy. I don't recall that that came into ' 

'. : ~onsiderati.on, altho'llgh it may have. The way that Nestingen · 

··; ·got involved is r~ther interesting because I believe it was at 
/.~ r' .. 

· . the time of the 1958 visit, in the spring of '58. Sorensep.· · 
_ .~·-.: 

· .,;·indicated that he and the Senator had heard some very good · 
'·. _~. ; 

., :.,,things about our mayor in Madison and since he was coming to 
. ·~-

~, . ! 
.-· >; speak on the University campus any-Way, 'couldn't I arrange for 

r, "' them to meet Nestingen. Nm1, I wondered how Nestingen • s fame 
I . . . 

~ ~ 

"----"' ·;,had traveled so extensively and it ~ras only years later that I . .. 

~'-. 

.... ~_:_~. :- .. 
·'"~·- ·=. 

'.' ~;.:::- ., 

•,1 
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' I 

. ,_ ~( . 

I 
I . 

- :··:found out that after the 1957' trip in he_ re 9 when Kennedy came "------- . 

·'/: .. in to campaign for Proxm~re, Sorensen_, and J~hn Reynolds had· 
' . 

.. become very close friends. And at one po_int 1r1hen John Reynolds , . 

· ': h'appened to be in Washington, and at t4is ·point they di¢in~:t 
kn0\1 Pat Lucey, Sorensen asked John Reynolds if he would. head -L ~- ..:· .. J~'i;:~ · 

: ~ t • i • .: • ' , : ~ • • 

0 

• - • ... ~:. ·~ _ _:-'"·.-__ ;~~::-,.:~ 

, ~i::t a t::e:a:r:~~::t:;:e i:o w~::n:~~::~a::~:i:~:l::~: . ·,;·; 4i~f.: 
~'heading up the organiz~tion. . And he at that '. time . suggested . to , -~:."' ~~·- .. l 

::[:\them that ·the obvious ~hoice to head up ~heir organization · ~~s _ -~~~~fi;;:~.>~ 
· :.:·-Ivan Nestingen. And, so :when Sorensen called me in early '58 .. " .. . ·,~·· :;:':~tj;· 
'-is;. . · - . _ .. -. · · - . . - -. .. · ·-. .:,~ <:~::r:· 

. <;.-~d made reference to Nestingen, it was really on t:P,e. recom~ · ·'·-~ .\;-;t: . 
. •. ~-· " •• / 1_ - • • . • :' .- _ ~·-,. • :• ••• ·., ·: .. .. ' : .?+r·:·..;:~w.~;~~:--~ ·~ 

---;; mendation of John Reynolds. But I didn't know that ' at the tim~~ :·,.:.: .. ~~~-- . 
' . ~'.:: :;~_~.:..9_:~ -,_ 

(, · [!,~- LDE: .Now if we can skip ahead h~re to the , time- rather . :•:·/ ·.~b :_ : ;,\,].~t~ ·in 1959 and right at the beginning ~f +960. ' ~;: '>~M: 
~--:~( 

PJL: Before we get into that, there's an incident that 

· ~:·?happened in this Mid-West Conference that · I ·think ought to be · 

.·:': ... 
.:...··_.r. :~. 

·· ' recorded. 
' . 

~ .. ' -~ -~i~~> 
"\~ ·1 .. ~.-; 

~l' . • -c;_ ': LDE: ... Yes, I was going to ask you, before we skippe'd tcf· _.\::: '- · 
~ .... ·~ t· 

-~.:; ,tf~;' >-:);he later periOd Of the \'linter Of I 59-60, Whether there WaS ,, 
...... 

. -.. _ . 

., · ':.~ ·'anything in the interim that y<;>u }'~Ould put · in. 
: • • -~ ' I 

_· r r',-: _ ~ . PJL: \vell '· my pledge of supp9rt, I thi~, ~~curred late 

··_.:::_on' a Saturday night aud I .rfldid not · ·realize '"-at .. the time . hotl 
~~ . . 

· ~ ·quickly ·I would be pressed into ' service in b-~haif of Kennedy~ . . :~ . . ... :· . . 

, '~( · _~he_· very next morning I ran 'into Jerry ': Heaney, -lflh<? ~~f!i~ the 

national committeeman from Minnesota. Before the I'1id-West 

-C~~erence met; a rumor \1r~s about that this trras to b ·e a -"stop 
. . . . . .' . . ) '·i / .... 

. Kennedy" conference a I t-Tas asked about this by Cy Rice of ;the .. >< .. .- '~·t~ . 
: - • • 4o • - •• • - ~ ~·:r ... -~: -

' ~-

~~ ~:;~: 

.. 



r.-

. ' '!'', '*· ' .. ·:·.:··· 4 , .· .::, ~r.p. : ' .. 

t.-

~. <f:,/. 'it~(~t~~~rr,·~ 
.·~ . .t ~·:r :' .. 

'· ,. > 

"----' :;.,:tiilwaukee Sentinel, and I ·said I couldn·• t conceive of ho~ they 
.. ·~· ' 

' · ~eould use the I1id-West C~nference to stdp :K~nnedy t But when I 

'ran into Jerry Heaney the next day' and I~ .had known Jerry ll!hen 

.:·~;.~ we were students together at st. Thomas College in st. Paul, 
}··-1- ·-~:~<A, • 

~·~.Jerry informed me that as far as the ·. Wisconsin primary was con-
,·l ,-·ii,: 

·~ ·:··- earned, that any prospect of a contest had been eliminated be-, 

cause he and Humphrey and Governor. Gaylord Nelson· had met the · 
" 

,. liight before and they had agreed that Gaylord would be a 

. . ::·t.avorite son stand-in for Humphrey. I'm sure Heaney felt even 

~_,; . .,, then that I was somewhat friendly to Kennedy, if not thoroughly 
~-- / ·. ' 

·:t··; committed. So _ my problem was obvious, and that was that I had 
-·~ .. 

:- to stop the "stop Kennedy" movement before it got startedo So 

( ; _:?r spent part of the morning hours thinkiag about what I might 

.· 

.,Ydo to c·ounter this move, because if this once became public. · 

.; .. :knowledge it might very wel l have accomplished its purpose. 
:~ /' :. 

LDE: We're talking now about the spring of '59? 

·'t PJL: · Right. So that afternoon, it. happened that the. 
.-. . 

. ·:;; state administrative committee was meet;ng. And so I dre~ed 
-·: 

··:qr~ up . a resolution having the administrative committee go on 

, ·· record as inviting all liberal democratic presidential aspir-

ants to participate in the Wisconsin primary. This, of course, 
~ ':· . 

I 

' " created a great d~al of annoyance on . the part of the Governor. 

And when the Governor proceeded, or . t~ough people friendly to 
~- ! I 

·"· 

him in the newspaper business, to get out the word that he 

.. still might be a .favorite son candidate, Bill ProJOD.ire got 

involved in the act and said that in ca~e the Governor became 

.a .favorite son that he, too, would consider a favorite· son 

::,~-? candidacy and that they would have a contest for favorite i·' E?ono 
~- ~~'~,-~ ' j ·.~ ~ •. -! 

·;~ .... 

... 

. ,~ ,.\:· 
.:-"'' 

..... ' . 

'· - .' 

:\ .'· 

_..,..~. . . 

>J 

..} 



( j 

.. ····.~~t{ ~ 
'.' 

13 '. 
' 

LDE: I take it, without putting too much of a . fine point 

on this, that the favori~e son strategy wit~ Governor Nelson 

. as the favorite son \"Ias basic~lly a "stop Kennedy" strategy and 

'" ~o some extent a pro-Humphrey strategy'? 

~·;~,-".' PJL: Well, completely. vlhat Jerry Heaney told me was .that 

the deal had been made and that Nelson's favorite son candidac~ ' 
T~l tf. ·· 1 -~5 :/·: 

.· would simply be a front~ for Humphrey'_s slate of delegates. 

LDE: Now, we still come to what is the crucial question, ' 

' that is the decision of Kennedy to enter the .primary. ,At the 
\ 

.: ·~ime that you participated, in the spring~of · '59; in the stop 

. ,::;'stop . Kennedy" effort at the Mid-West Con renee, you didn 1 t 
~· 

know that Kennedy was going to enter the Wisconsin primary? 

This wasn't decided? 

PJL: No, that's right, that's right. 

LDE: And it's fair to say that during this period it would 

... ~ have been contemplated by. Nestingen and by you· and by the Kennedy 

•' ~- · .. <·-~~:. 
·.,_ ;~ r~ 

.. .,."" . ~ r . ,'· ~ 

. ' .. . ~' 
··:~-·..;. ... :::-o-··· 

. . f-~~:. ;, ~ . . . 
· ', people, but not finally decided. 

~ .. . : \.• . 

PJL: .. That's correct. ~- ., ·.: f/tf" •· . 

.. t. ' LDE: Now this decision as to l'rhether to come I into Wiscons-in, :·:,.:::::< 

;\r take it, was debated for a long time in such a w..;. as to in- "·· •'.;~~~~ 
·:_volve the Wisconsin Democrats for Kennedy a~ well as the KennedY:.· 

... 

·,'~:.People, and it was . regarded as a ver~ risky decision to t~ke. ~-' ' 
.· . ~ 

r · I 

· .1: Even after the decision tras made and the primary was held, there ·} ~.s: 

~j~;·~ust have been some second thoughts as to whether this \i'as right? .. ::·.· 
,, 
,. 

PJL: I don't think Ted Sorensen was ever in favo+ of coming 

.. into the primary and I think to this day he tlould probably argue 

that they \'iTOUld have done all righ·t without coming in. I'm not 
'• . 

. \. 
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i . . . . ' 
"--... sure that he would do that ·, but he · l-Ias opposed. He · \'fas never 

\ 

sympathetic to the idea. ~·I'm told that, at one time, the only ··:.J. 

·---~-two advisors who were urging it were the Ambassador 9 Joe Kennedy;:~ ; ~~ 

LDE: Was it true that, in addition to yourself, the 

l)eople in the 'Ylisconsin Kennedy group, Nestingen and the others, 

' were in favor of it? 

PJL: I think that's true, but as I pointed out in a number 

' :, of communications to Kennedy and to Sorensen, I felt that our 
\ 

<'POSition had to be that he should come in; but that we couldn't 
,.··; 

avoid having a rather provincial view and that the decision had 

.· to be made by them at the national level rather than by
1 
us. 

..;.: LDE: And, of course, it was made that way • 

PJL: That's right. 

LDE: Without any question, do you happen to know for the 

. .. ' record who besides the .father, Joseph Kennedy, Sr., in the 

> X,elllledy group ever came around in favor of it? 
. _,_ . 

. ~ - PJL: .I think the decision was made by Jack Kennedy him-
" ·- Self. I think it was made in the face of opposition from . . 

I 

,
1quite a number; probably the vast majority, _of his close ad-

visors. 
·.··:-·~- ,t 

On the day that he announced, in January of 1960, I 

-<was with him at the airport when his plane broke down while he. 
~ ' was trying to ·get from Wisconsin to Nebrask~ because . he wanted 
~ - I 
to·declare in that primary the same day. There was .about a 

., -~-: .. ~ .. ,• . 

•• .)If. 

~-"'\' (.~ 
,_ ..... ,. 

-~-'' " ' · ... ~ 

:;:-r. i:: ·. 

• ' ~- 0 

__., ... _ "' 
',; ._ . 

i-- -~-- ~ 
. ..:; 

·• 11~~--~~_ ... : 
... 

. , 
;;, 

:--.1 

. ". ~ ~ ), 
-~--""'--~' 

"'',. 

. ·}. 
' . 

'I · ... _ '.._ 

+ '- ' ' I 

:- three-hour wait at the airport and tn~ had a lot of time to stand ' , ... / 
* 

~· : ~~· 

;·around and visit. And he came over to m.e and said "\-Jell, ·now -·i. . ·, 

, -that you've conned me into this thing, how do you feel about i~_?" 
·:.· 

' 
·"· . 
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·,And I said "vlell, that I would feel pretty terrible if you 

·· lost." And, after teasi~g me a little bit ~bout it, he grinned 

and he said "Well, don't feel that · way .about it." He said; "As 

of today, my chances of getting the nomination are a lot less 

"~· 

, .. . , . 
•' .. · .. 

•' . -.~-

~. ···;_,; 

' :than 50~50. If I win the Wisconsin primary, they'll be just 

-~lightly better than 50-50. So if you look at it that way, I'm 

not gambling very much." 

.~ : ...... ~ .. 

. . 
LDE: Of course, even if his· chances were, say, at that 

. :point as little as one out of thre~, in o~her words considerably - ~ . 

1 •.· 

: ... :· . 
,.. .. ; 

' . . . ' . \ .. · ':'!. . ·. 
·. . less than 50~ 50, if he came into Wisconsin and lost the \o/isconsin '· · F;.. ' ... 
:·.... l'· ~ ' . , • .~~· ~- ·~~> , :.r 

-;. <. primary quite decisively--- ' · 

PJL: He would have been dead. 

LDE: But could he afford roughly a stand-off in Wisconsin, · 

,:·'since he was runnin~ against Humphrey, who had certain seemingly 

natural advantages here, while he couldn't afforda loss? . ~: 
PJL: I'm not even sure he could have afforded a stand~ 

. 
,' ·off. I think that the victory he won here was perilously close 
....... 
~Lto what could have been put down as a defeat. I don't think 

• J 

. . .}' that he could have afforded · a single defeat on the primary 

"· route. -· .. At.~. 

-t-... -
LDE: There have been allegations, which you've probably 

"' ,'}' ;;:.... ' ~ 
. I . ' ·• 

· ·~~ heard, about the long discussion and newspaper stories, in le~ 's 

·;:·'·say the couple months Defore January, 1~60, when Ke~edy did 
. ,. . 

announce, in \'Thich all the risks of the \olisconsin primary t1ere 
_·.':!:: ,, 

. _stated and indications were that this \'las a hard one for ~ennedy 
. ~· 

,· to come in on what was close· to Humphrey~ s ol'in ground. There 
,.. 

,"have been allegations that all this talk \'las a little bit .-';; ... ' 

l:·· 

.· . ~·· .t;- . 

.. ·-~ ... :;·· 
,,., 

• "t 

~· J 

·~ •;r·.;,.' . 
.e . . 

.~. ..,. 

":~"·:· 

-~ll.-~: . 
··~ . 

.· ... , .i\. 

.•·. 
;.~~ r; 

·!' . 

.. 
· .. .' 

, ' ~ · ' 

' 1. . ' 

':·- '! 
• ' t 

····- ~ 

... 
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( ,, 
'--· calculated and maybe phony in an effort to build up Kennedy as 

'• - ~ 

the underdog when he did ~·finally decide to come in. 

PJL: It goes without saying that primary victories are 

~sychological victories, and if you're managing a presidential 

-. campaign arid you don't set the stage for . the psychological 

:,.,effect that you want from a primary, then you're no~ a vecy 

effective manager of a ~ampaign. I think, however, that their 

. · concern was sincere, and certainly the results of · the prima,ry 

bears out that their concern was valid. 

':to_, 

.. . , . 
. . 

:~- .-· 

.":: ~ 

.. ::~·. :· LDE: It would seem that way to me in looking bac}.<: at it, :!::. .: ~--~.' 
c'l " I -)~_f;,·l_-;', ;; ' <~:~ ~ . :, .:.l- . 
~,· . . -~- , .. 
. since we knew there was an element of risk all the ·. time. Now · ' 

·t~ .... . ._-_ .. . 
'-t!/': .~ , _--~~'-~t 

·i could I ask you this? Was . there very much work done in 'Wisconsin ,/ ,: - :~:' 
~-..;:. 

\ _ :. by way _ not only of seeking advice froiQ. people like . yourself and · .~· ~ 
. -~ ~\/:~· ;~~-

·· other Democratic political , figures in the · s~ate, but was there · ...::~· :. 
-. ;.~ ... 

,,/· work done by survey organizations on opinion---

-'~\-
·.fo' 

PJL: Lou Harris did considerable polli~g. These po~ls 

~ t11ere kept pretty closely guarded. 
_}· .. :;'i:- ._· 

I examined a couple of polls--

. "_: one completed perhaps a year or so· bef'ore the primary, ap.d one {, · 

· · ~·,.that was much more current. .And they, · I forget exactly ~hat , :' : 

··._-<:'"/they shO\"Te?- and I'm sure they're available, but they provided 
1 

· grounds for some optimism, at the same time they showed where 

. ' the dangerous areas of the state wer~. ·. 

LDE: There surely must have been, in the Wisconsin case, 

• .• ., 

~- .,·. I . . . . I 

· ·· ··. a calculation based on what is usually , regarded as a peculiarity 

. ' 
. \· 

-·: .: . . ' \;.; - ,. 

'~· . '· 

·" , .. 

.. 

· .. of our primary in that it • s possible ·:ror voters normflly of' one - 1~);' 
< -., ·:· ~i:-. 

.· 

party to cros s-over into the party's primary . where there happens .'· 
' 

, to be a contest. So that in a way this matter of testing ·opinion 
. ~ 

i n Wi s consin, wasn't just a matter of testing opinion of Demo

- cra t i c vot er s, but r a ther of all voters, wasn't it? 
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PJL: That's correct. 
~ 
•, 

LDE: po that you ~ould have ·taken into account the aumber 

of Republicans l'lhO might have come into a contested Democratic 

primary? 

PJL: That's true. When the decision was announced, at 

---~ least, not whether it was true when , the decision \'las made, but . 
l, , · 

by the time the decision was announced; Rockefeller had already · . 
I 

<'· pulled out and so there was no likelihood of a contested Re-. -.:;~..) 

_:.·. 'publican primaryT 

·.·(. ~; LDE: It was plain by then that the·Wisconsin Republicans 
~ .. : . 

. ;;:.. were going to :p.ave a straight Nixon slate and there wasn't · 
I .,~ . I 

;:~"' '£ioing to be an; contest at all • . Do. you think, just to talk 

about the hypothetical, if Rockefeller strategy had been dif-

., ferent and he had decided to come in, ·fight Nixpn and the whole 

' ·Wisconsin Republican organization in 1960, ·that Kennedy would 
I • ' " ' . 

I I ~-. 

·· . have then stayed out and conceded the state to Humphrey? 
. :,. 

~i.. 
. ' 

i . I I PJL: I don't know~ I don't know what he would have done 

in that case. 
' I 

LDE: It would have been extremely difficult. There would 

·•, have been no cross-over vote, I should thin'!\, or hardly any, in 

a case of that sort. 
:1·· . 

Wouldn't you suspect that th~ Rockefeller-

Nixon contest would _have been a dominating affair? · . . 

.•-· PJL: Well, I don't know. The Democrats in Septembe+' pri;... 

"' ' 

· maries, ip. recent years, have been getti~g about as .many votes 

as Republicans have, and l think that what you would have had, 

if Kennedy had come in and Rockefeller, would have have been 

two well-financed and hotly fought primaries, with the vote 
'• 

/ ' ··, . 

.. ' 
.~ ~~ I. , 

; .... 
.. I • ~ > 

' , >: 

.· .. 

.•· 
' ' 

• I .... 

. ) ~ .. '; 
' •• • _l '· ~ • 

: i.:;\ . . ;; 

.- ; . 

' :- . 

.;• . ··. ~· 

l . · 

· .... 
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usually do better in spring elections than'they do in fall 

.. elections. 
.I 

· LDE: It would certainly have been an interes~ing . full-
' ........ ' 
(~. employment measure fof' Wisconsin', tiouldn.' t it? With all of 

t · 
,·, 

r· ' '"' • . ~ ;' ·· :, o;~;;;; 

. ·;:,::;;~ .. ·., 

i. , •• ·;~:~::.: 
' ll' 

; t _hese fairly well finan9ed campaigns~. : · · 
1 

' · 

1

. · • ·.t.·"il:·,. 
t . PJL: I think that the Rockefeller candidacy might have had ·~· :-\··::' 

,;. ·'i:i ~ 

·.' an . adverse· effect on Kennedy's prospects in the 6th and 8th 
i ~ . . . 

,, I 

· '..: 'districts. flowever, . his margin there was·. so overwhelming that 
. . ~-;;-~r·~ . . . . . : . . : . , . : 
.! ·:;~;.;'I think f-e would have carried those districts in any event. In 

. ~:~~:the · two Mil\t;auk~e districts, I don't believe that Ro,ckefelier 
c ' I ' . ' ' ~ 

' . 

~... ... . , ~·would have c.ut in appreciably because the votes that Kennedy 

·got ·there, I think, were Democratic vo:tes. That takes care ' of ' 

· four of the districts. In the 7th~ the Rockefeller t:tp.ng .might 
~- <· 

· "~" · ·have made a difference. 

·;.. . . LDE: I have a 11 ttle different kind of ·question about 
1 ·;t:r~ 1 

. ·!., something that came up very soon after the decision of Kennedy 

··,·~~ in January.. of 1960 to ~nter tp.e primary. . There was . a meeting · · 
.. ., ' l ' i 

-~;~ . . . 

;:,of the state party's Administrative Committee at which there · 1 

' . , ~~~· • : ' 1 ' ' •""r_~ ·, ' ' 1, 1~~~ • ':: ~· ,' , .I. ~'' ' • ' ' 

~· was a discussion and decision about. h0\1 'tile~gtate 's delegates 
.... . ~-' 

.-J~"~·should~be allotted. I'm sure you remember the incidents be-

/cause you presided over the Administrative Committee at the 
' · 

·;: time. Now you might, without my intervening any more, want to . 1 
r~\ . 

· -'~>exp:lrain all of this and what happened, but let me point this , ... 

)_question first. l think what were' re concern.ed about is that, 
' , . 

,.,__,.:. since the Administrative Committee decision seemed to be 
. I ' 

'• 
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favorable to Humphrey, tih;t more of a fight tJ'asn' t made abou't it 
'• 

within the Administrative Committee? 

PJL: Well, a very vigorous fight was made on the day that 

. the vote was taken. The issue invoived ·this. · 'Wisconsin had .. . ·,.' 

,• .. . 

-':0 
. ·•"'! 

,••-,.: 

.. ; 
~·"-

'; ; ·:.· \"·"' 

' f_, .. ... v. . ;,}i _ . 
'_':, t ~ 

... (~\~ , I 
' ~:~ 

~ .. ~'to 30 • . The question was, would we ada. .five at-large and continue 

_. :\ ~ :," had 25 delegate ·.Votes Up to then and our allotm~nt JfaS increased 

,. 

·. t\'10 from each district,. or would we have two and a half from 

·\ each district and five at-large. ~'42![::t:e~~~Vil~~~ 
·· -~ In other words, would the fiv~ additional be at-large delegates . 

•. <, ~ 

' , •I 

' ';·;· \ I 

· . "'l· "~-- . . 
••• . .1..·- . 

..... r.··. 
·' ) · .... , 

.· :- · ~·/ 

or would they be divided for half votes for each of the ten ' ' · . .[,. . 

. :,. :].~; districts. This was important · to both eanqidates because the 
... 

.. ·)' ~deal thing . from Ken.nedy' s standpoint would have been a winner-
I . I 

1 ·take-:.all. By this time we were fairly confi'dent that w~ would 
\ ~ 

· get the populFr vote ' but we were not sure how the districts 
. I 

..__..... · would break down. And naturally Kennedy wanted a clean sweep 
.. . 

if at all possibie. A winner-take-all p~imary would have pro-

.. d~ced a sol~d Kenp.edy delegation at the convention. The 

_{ Humplfrey people were fighting to have as much strength at the 
-~ { .. 

· .: ·:. ~istrict level as possible on th~ theory -phat while they probalUy 

·: would not win the popular vote they \tazited victories, district 
. ·~:·~; '. A.. 

''• L.;,:;.;o._ 

.. ''{}:by, districy, to count as much as possible~ ;:. The Adm~nistrative 

-~-··, committee, on previous test votes, had pretty wel). demonstrat~d 
. ;\':' ., 

· '·-.-~, that the 'Humphrey forces. were in the majority. \ole thought that 
-· ~· I I 

·-c:."- tfe might b~ able to l'Tin this thiJO.g. I l'ient to Governor Nelson . , . 
. c 

. :.-;:and · pointed out to him that this was a very crucial vote and 
. } -,: ~' 

\ · ; .that it tlas an attempt on the part o.f the Humphrey people .to . 

change the ground rules for the contest after the contest had . ~ ~ 

.. • 

·. :~J:~_. ; . ' 

..t<'' I ' ., 

\-:- · 
-s~; 

' -•-, I 

•"•:: 
'· . 

,· 
. ' . ~- . 

; ·' ·,. 
. \._~ ~~:.~~ ;.' 

~ \( 
•; .. • 

;~: .~ -~-. 

··: .. 
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, ,.been JOl.ned. He seemed to . agree l'litP: me. aJ:~.d he ~a:lle.d. ,sam . . ~· ': -~·;.- ~ ;.s i;· ·1 ·-.,: . 

. ., ; ... ,! • , r · · .. · · -::;_- :·'- ~ . . .. , . ~ ~·-·· i·:: .. >· _ .. _ .~ -~- k ;=· ~~;~ :_~-- ~~;ii~~~~:~; · 

·.··:·l}!Lzzo, t'lho was at that time the lt:rad~r of 'the · Humphrey forces ··. ·~, f."e:~.~~:·;·. 
'. ' : • ' 1, ' :··_ · , .-~--~ . ~ -~ • . ~: I t , '.-:. ~ - ~· ; ,_ :: ,._ • ... ~:~ -<-:.· ~~~ ::;,\"':,),_·~~:-~~;·.,:i~ 

'·': · ·· . .'.L on the. Administr~tive . Comm~ttee. · , . ife\ f,ini .. Ed. .. <,Ba:Jley . ~ni~rme_(.l ~e j''{( ~~:(:~~\~f.:: 
' ,~::;• : . . ' ' . ; ' . ' . ·., ~ ' :_ > .. ·; ' ' . :. ')i,i<.'.' : ··, ' - · (·~ ., ,.,:~· ~\'t, __ ;.:,~~;,:.t~~~< <~·~> 

. ,~-~hat they thought I \'loul.d "tt,e pleasantly surpri~ed:·', a,t . s~ •·a · · /~,;:~H<f.:'-;..::::_~~i·, , 
' ·;.~,.~'tJ' ·.~ . . ,· .< ' . . 'J,·~\ :~; ' :· .· ... .;_:~"; :_ ·,!.. · , . ' . '·• _" .... ~ .. ~ - ... ~~· ., ... 1'~· .... -;t\7~" .;t ~-. · 

· .. - '.:'·"'attitude at -t;;he Saturday meeting, that.; Sam ·· proba'Qly .'. ~~uld<make ~ .. £''~ :,;,df~("~ 
~-.t ~r:·~- . . .~·; \~ . ~ .,. - !~.;: __ ~~\- :1:::_, .. :·:~ ~ , .... ·;.~'\ .. : :~';~~\~· . t·:t~; .~.~~i~·~,tr;;~~ .. ~ .: · 
~>;j-~he motion for th~ .formula :tbat I \'fas·:.advoca:tii;ig;~ l'[hic~-~w~s_-.. t~o *}·-· : .. _ . 

. . _, :/,. __ } ._ · , .· :< · · . ): · .-.: .: .. : :.;·~ · .. :,.£,:· .. ~·~,~·-)<>~-- -- ·-:.:. :~-· ~.·. ~-,_ .... ·~: .. ~ .. ~ -~~:~.::.~- .·· ... -:~·;_~{1\'r(i~ 
! {,-:votes for dist;rict and · ten at-large. "· ·TJiis to ·, me was s·ort .:,o.·f ~,)'j':~i{~~-~:'"'\".:·.-
.:.:,ii: .. ·_. • · ·· · . · ., ;,· <' , · . ;c~/~.r?·· ·~ ''~. -~! •. ·· • ·.;. ..... .-. ·. :;.: . -~·· •• ~ r:\~~ ·}~ -.~:. ~~~?·:_~~~\ . ~ ~·~ )--~·:·:'· . 
· ::; eompromise decision because reall7 ·,·rhat'·' !fed,· Sorensen· \tas .lUj:ijig~~;;.~\f ·· ~{.Hi"' 

,• . ·. 5fo~: i~ 'the" conversat:).ons . 1' had 'wit~ .~~·,'w~s ~;~~ go :.!:for ''a" \.1±~~:;;21:ti~~jf,;::~:·~ 
< t:.,;.J~ . . . \ : ''·· · · · : ,·, · ':'~ ~ .· . . , ~J.~:'f. · "· · , .. · \ '· · .<, • ~r· :;~~,;,..t~q.:;.~~· · , ·x~)·:,;· <·i1·:<- · 

:: ~. :}take--all pri~ary. But .I ,.P,ew -we . did::Q:~t ·:~a~~ · th~.·;: ·votes c to. /.~~·~- l\_, · · ,,~~J~,~~);:i(~i{~. 
' :·;\~;;-~ - ' .'~; ,' \ ' .:, ', ' ' ' ·l;, •,•:~·. c~.~~- ', :) ·. ·.::~)!' ~;~~::.~ I ' ' -:, ~ :' ~/:'-:~ ···,>·",\ <·~ ,• ->:· ~ ·' '1- k:' ::i: .::~~··>-~ .. · ,~,. ·~ ·~ ::~:.:·11::f~~ ~:~\~~' .:~ •1:.·v 

-:'~:~. : that: There were one dr.;-two Sl'li tches ~ ,; ~e.n we ''.tl~nt :. int'o ·'~~~e .~/t~(~~;~~;~_f7,~ 
. · . f ' ·_ , · '·~ ,~·~ ~- ; ~_·· ... :~).:~':' ··r. < ·"·~~; '. :'-' ' ·,! ;co ··· .. : :~;~\~."··:!.;.'\;~ .. · .. ,. _;.:;~:.::~~?\~-~~~; 

,,: .. ::·}i~etlng ·, I felt we had .a· majority· o.t' ·one •. \ole ·· had . a e'bmmitment ·-_,.~,;:~>'\.;\<!~<:< 

1 
;:·':·~~'(fr~m ' Fr~ Nikolay that ·he tJould sri;po;t:· ~~~ · ~d.~~~e ·1l~~-' th;i·~4ote ·;'.~.y~ ::::;~j~t~~ , 

\ · .~:. ~· . . · · · · · _ ·\: ,.:r : . -.. , . ;,, r ~. . , . . . :, ~~?: . { ~:.;~!t.~\ ~fB~-.; 
<:.' ~t .: Rose Grobe I who was ' · t~e 5th di~~fi?,~.: ·~~-~i~mS;~· . ·~-; ~~ ; . g~:~ ·i1:~:Q .. -~';~:;t:i£: .:i :A : 

'-:-:;::the meeting and Frank Nikolay sw;ttched :tlis ::vote, ''1. Although· it : ·'·.;. ~;~;.::i?~.:J~:·~ f 
?".~ . -~~:;~~r· ~··'! ·( . . . . , . . . . .-' ,.. ~· ... ,' . , ~ , . · .. · I ·\;., . .-''",·~ .<'·: ~: · .~ .. :s;7i_· ~~~~f~~:,~2~~:.·. 

• ·t:.\was · a secret vote, · he said so afterwards.' ·And R~~e; Grobe begged'·""·,_ :,~:, .. ,..,., 

·. ·~~~?ft .~ecause th<lre was a di~er beiag ~~7~; iri', ~r' ho~or , :~t.: • . ,. ,;_~it~~~' 
· j~ evening, · and ~he J::iad to · go ·· home and ·· get· ~e~sed ··.J;pr ~i:t~ -.' , s~e .: .·::~d ~;!.:~·::::e:-~~ · 
~' '-Tr~ J.( 4: ,' I , I ,1 • (.:~~ 'y)~~ ~· ~ ' 1 '\·). •' • :•_:,; ·, . .• _'~ '' -~· . , :_ ~'. ·~~~ ;, ;_; >;1~ .·~~_.· __ ::-?~~~ ' 
· :\f ~1as . .repiaced by her alternate~ who \.fas ~;John ·: ~elan, · and '··Johi:L : · ;,: :·~'t:,:~~'tr· 
~',10:~~~~ • • I'~ · : :~~ ': i'· ::;,•:- :, .;. : . }''• · '·. :.:::,J ... ·;·_·'.t,{ '~~fF~;I' . , .;~~~as Jmoltm to be a Humphrey man~ ·~ And: • 1as a· result''~ -- with Nikolay ·"'i~·''.::: . ./:"~!'1 

-_: ?and John Phelan voting wit:h the. Humphrey f'o:;i;6~~; th~ vote.\ilas 
."'·:... .. ' -l . :. i ... ~~- ·,_. . . . ' .:_ . ;; =--;."' ·,- ;.-<: · 

:"\14-i2. Had Nikolay stuck to his~ eommitluent';',~and Rose G+-9be 
, ... r.;~-~r·-· . ', . ') . . ' : ~ :~'~. 

· <:'<~ stay~d and voted as . a Kennedy supporter'{ it wou:l'a: ha~e bee~ . . . 
: ~~~: ·... . . ..;: _._, <, · • 

. 'l<· 14-12 the' other wa:y. ~' ., :;· ~ . .,',;' : '"·- t -' . . ,, 
~ . ' . _: ·.~ 

· ,'' ·~.~(; · '· LDE: · I don't suppose this turned , ~~'t . to b~ · j3o ~crlic;i~l~ · :. 
i- · .. ' .. ·.. . . · · .. , 1 · ·· · · . ·~ . ·~ _.: ._':. ~:_~~:~ ~s~;:r·. ~~ 
<:- reall~, since ~ it wasn't a matter· o·f delegate_! ~ot~f only,'·. that' . <. ~ .. , · .}'~~~~), 

<, . . . . ·~ . . . :· .. ~ . ·. ·.~ ·l-. _, • i , .~ ' ~ ~. ~-- r :_i,i :~\ . ~~-.,_ .. ~~~~ 

t-- 7r i~ . delegate votes · as such' th,at w~re · be:b~e;,, col!lpeted . for . ~r(tr~e ; ·~ ... ' \,':)~~;·:~: 

.' _r·.~};,p~imary· , b~t· it was a cha~ce for: a . sho~ ·~f· . strength~ ·· '. ·'' :... . ·~·:. :;:,(.~~fJ . 
~:.~J~;~<.. . ·. . . ; '{; .. , i' ·. ; ,.': .·: ~ 1.~1~ < 



l · T) l .. . .' .... · · ~· .,, · "'r .. =~:~tt':i;;,r~rrr't' .;."~:(·J,f1~f~~~:·~-·:_:_·_~~,.:·····:·,•_-,:~.~l-:_.,·_,_.:~-:.··-· __ -._---.-\m···-•~:-• _-:_~-'-!_·_.:_ir· · · :; 

: I '.; PJLi It couiJ liave ~een critiC~;.\ ~~ ;~~;;,{, 1;he;; we ;e~1; ·.. .;:, · ~ 
J:· >:: ~ .. 1 ~ • ' , • •• ,~ ... · ·.• • ~~ • • .: ·Y. :.· ... ·"' · .. · · ·.·.! ·. ' .:r · ·, ·;· t~ "!. ' .. ··: . .,.. ~ . · • ·_., ... ;.··~ • · -~~ .... _t: ... ~-s .. . ,., ~ 

~~ ~-.: to · tlle ~onvention, _that.· ~re had tt11o· f;wer ·y'?tas.' for Kenn~d~::;£ro~ .'::·: -~· .;_·;~ -": ·; :~ · 
~- ,· .. ;_·~:_:< . , . ., . ' . . ·. i . 7.' . . ' . ~ : · , . ·, .-.o;. ' -~·~·]:/.~ .: _. ' ... :. ' : . ... ~. · .. ·,· ~~ ·>·/ :. ~ -·o:;:.::r~~· :.~.i£:;(:,::. c~' ' 

.- · ~~·\Wisconsin than we l'lould ha_ve ha:d_ under .~the · ouher .form,u~a~ ' ~ :J:t, .' \''.:·._;;;~~::. A"'· ~ 

'·-;.~,·; also . hurt be~ause i'n ~arcying r~iu:. ~~t /of: ·~~-~~'·'a:~st;ic,t~~- 'it4~~~i~:~;·:: :;~~~jt'~ 
~~~ <>.;~ ~~~-- . ·. . ' ', . . . f ' • ' • .• ~- · -~--~· • ·:· '··: ' , \ .·.; :' •• . : -, . . ' :- ·~-- ' ~<··!~.-~~--~·: _<:-- .. :~f~ ... :f\~<~(~j,~ . 
··>·caine awa:y ·with ten delegate. votes. · 5He ~woU:ld;·_llave ot:herwis_- t{'ha_ d}.'~-~tf::t~_·:··._··_.t~·:;>. 
_ _. . ,.- . I '. ~ -- . . ., 

·;, -~: . . . . . . • .. '. ~ :.~ - ;·;·~: ·;~.-: .... - · - .;~ .; , ·-:' ~ !it~:~·~~- . '· ... .' . ·- - -~~~-~·~.~: --~ ::~ ~::··-~ ~ ~ i-f~~~-<~-~{i~-< ~~ 
:.> eighu • . And ' I think :that .. from :t)le '-_standp~ii~t . · o.rithe . psychoiogl.~fE!:l:,_~~;;";.:~'- ·.· 

~~~ .. _.; .r;ec't ~f the vic tocy·1 it · wouia: · ~av~; ·~,~~n_.: a i.ii..t·i:t~~ .: ci ~~n-~i;:!f~;:· ~-, '.~)ti:~::~~iV.: · · 
:-! :-; ... ·:~~-:· '. . ' ~ - ,. . · . . ,, ~ --- · :·~~:. ;:· L •• ~-- \ .·.-.:·~_-;:~ __ ; -~- • • :~:r. t __ --,!: ... -~ ; .. ,., ti , ~:~~f-;1.' t _ :>::, .. -~- ~-"---~~;~jL.. ' 

, .: ,· we would have had the formu.la ·I -: 4ad f3upported~ · . :. _,·;_( -~_. · ._.} ' : :.·!-· · ':;";:_~;:._ :~)'_:::;::::; :~'~ _ 
: .J:--=·>: __ ;> ·~ ': ·· · · . -: · ·· · · · · · · · · - ··. · .": · .. ·· ··,' . . ·· . ·: ·. · -.:_--.,: ,. ~: .. ,~ ;· ·_.,-. .: :: .... _. ·:. - ·. :· ::~·· .. ;· = ri~;:_:>~t;t· ;~·: .?t . .-t~--

·. , :~;;:·S;';: :;. :_ LDE_: ·. In_· t(:};rnis. of· the .-~ampai~ ~, \tse~:f?-~: ~~-i~ee .. "lt- ll~~ ·: ~;t·_,;::?J):.::~r~~~~:~> · 
~ : \~::~- _;~p ~0 t'ha:t the delegat,~s w,,·l re di~t~i:b\itted::: "t~ci':: ,th~:~;~dvdh~kg~.>~:r ,., ~~:;,f~_ft;:~~t::}~, t 

.. · ,~;:f~~~"~d~s.tr~~t tOrmu~a ~a~~~r :th~ :~.~f~~[1I~~,'·~~i~j~~!: it~~f~i''j~~~f,~~· · · .~ 
· ···.-<w ·planning . the ·primary strategy; .. here that · specials~:' at~"'·~·<·:\~·'''· ;;,\:··.:':.K· 
..... ,,_,: _- .. . . _ . . -:_ ~· _, _: ":'_;:~-.. :,~;~~ :.:.-· ~-: · \~.- . ·:_>,.-_> , ~- -:{.; · :::f.r~:~· r·\~f.;,_ 

\ ~·· .··:· _te~tion . tias given certain di.stric~s ~;wp.'icJ:l ; wer~: tho~&ht : ~1 ·· be t.{%_:-:· . ,~>;·1'-• . 

' . ~~~gin'~?'' ·J: . take' thaf 'it mti~-t ' ha~~:t:~~-~n·:· ~~~uni~d -~ ~~~~ - iJ~~;d;,~~~ :~'(tt~~: - ~ 
1 " ' ·. . I .·• · . · ' .. ~ .· · , • ' . .r::·, . ;, ·~:>; ::J· .. · .:.{- , :.-.:~i> . ', <~; ·, . ~:,' · .. ·''~~ (<. 'i;~::2~~}':;; · 
'· -~-· · · l1~uld -carry the ._ _ lv1a~ee distr~~t~ ·;rrflie· .tfl·::· t:i~d· . .5th._&. ~~~ : i \:t{~:·::-~:1·'-~_.: I~ · 

·\· ... f" •. _ ..... :.- • __ -.•. • · . ·-•. • -. ~,. ... _ , . . ··"J .. · ~ ·l· -. ...-.~- · ·:-£ ... ,_~·-. -~-.: ~--~; ... ~: ;;:~. _"':~·:\<.~-~· - =·:·~. , . "'~s.!.;, ... :··;,·: ~ .... <, . . · 
; · .:: :questJ.on wa.s · the ma~cin,- ;, wasn • t it? ( .. · .. · ~ .': . . , .. : .,.,,., ;·_·><, .~_...:"· ,i.'' ~~:;'·>-~;~ . 
. ': ..... : ., .L ,':,_, · _·. i ·· t~ ~--· . _ - ,_;.- ~ -· ,_,,~···-~--:. _. · t~:,; .. ··>:.;,~;. ·::,:-~,,~1~:;>"·· ···:t·::'~::"?<~.: .. <';. 
;-:<1:·::-<_< 'PJL: That.' a· t~ue. ·"·Well .. ·"and ' also~jY:tlia :. 6th .. aJ:td' - -8th~' \:e're ··~ . .' .:,;: ' ,~"'r.: -·~ '··r.'f . 
\-(:~· . ,_,, . ... · ., .· ·'. · ' ':-;: .. ·<~~\-: - · :i- - _; . '·'·.?·.::~: .. ~t- . ' .... '{ . : · :>::~"l :/·~·i;·> 
·J:<~hought , to -.be prett~· ~ saf~. · •. r did., all. tb¥.'s¢h~dut~ng, ~d lie' · " .';~,~~~· :::~-!:'~~:( 
'J ~ : • .;· - "~ • • • ' . • : • .~ .- .! .·• :};· . :. ! _: . .. .... oJ: .. ·.. . ' ;~ • .--~ . ~\. -~i . _; : .· . \·· .. - ~ . . -~ .·_ :.l~. ~~-~.';· .:. ·.~;~~~ ···:. 

·, ~, :;·c_ampaigned he som~t;hing· like 29 days ;~rom: ·.' Jariu~r:i. -. ul;.til.'i Apri.l -~ ;~{~'':::~;:~~-

'·~;.~~·,~~: a . ~P.: ,.here . ~ had .cha;rt,ed - ~.;t ~~t;;;s b~ ~~:·~;{ ;~~ ,;f~d~2,}:. ,:~;~ 
... :_ ;~;,:~fqual events tlithin each dp.y• s c~j>aig:h. ·t And ]} :: r~membel;- ~ ~{e •-! ~.- __ i -;f ·f~+!~t~ .,-
·. ··~f- ·~ -~ -,;~~' . : l • • • • :. • • . •.· . • • . _; ) • • .. ' .. . .. .. - '!...' ·:~~---..:; ~ ' ••· '• ~-';)'. -.... ~_... ' · ~:. --~if,;;<.,.~ 

· ·had. ' .ve~y :fe~ d.qs s~cheduled in the --]fox River 'll;il.ey: an~,' e:x;eept~t::-~ ~ · : -·"~;::,~~-~ 
•, \ ·:>,;._ .. ' ·. " " . . •,' l ·: ' , I ::•_, ' ;' '_.:, •. · '· ' ' . • / ', . --,' ·, -~~: • • '>: ; :i(,~ .. ~;'t~1f. 
' , ._}:~·.ror one · reception i~ Green Bay, practidal~Y - )1othj_ng · ;n 1ihe·; ,8'!;ih·:: ,P-::~;;~., , ,~·-:~;. ·· 

"~~~ l .. :~ ·.-· .. ·, . !-t~ . -:· ; ,· • · ~-~ . :;·· .. ·.-<!~,- .. ~ --~; \·~ ·~ ~- ~ :_ )·~~.: - ~ F· "· .--~ , ---~:~::-:;t~,~~·:.T ~i;:~i-4;~:_:-
, ··.:, - ~ ~j_:~t~idt~ .. · -'\le campalgnedtery hea~~~i -irl. ::t:ne':·::?;ti;L• ,'\ .~1?-~ - 4J.~op:>, , -~::_)~:'!~~~~::-

. -· . . ~- - .. .' ~ • • _ ... ~:~. • • · • • · • _ .; , · · l: __ - .-' · ' . • - : --~ •· : •. . :· -~ -!··;:il: /iJ, _ _-;;.1 .. _:-Ji:.;-r 
· · · . /~: b;ro·thers . did __ a piece · on _-the ·7th eB.flY .. ;n the primary_;·in, · which _ -~:/:;~ :f:•At~~::!~-

:,. ' , • '", 'I 1 ' • .• J I ' • J ,· :: ~';. ' • I . i .:·· • • ' ~· j •• ,( .. )i; ,_:; (f&.---; 't'"~ • 

cl~ime_d 'that ' th~ /7th distrie~ wit~_ , v~e -' -~'e:( dis_t:Jr~C~• : :'; T~ey {. ·_ ~'~,\ :t~~:l- · 
' • . , • • . ... l~ J ... _ ·' t· ( .-. y --: ~i - 1'' .;-'' ~:~~: ·:· ; •. • .. • ·_": ·!;": - ~ ~:\/ . • .-.·_~ ( -~!: -·~·~-~~~~~~~~?~ ·~ --

if ·KeDlledy lost ' the 3rd, '9th 'and• ·.t;b.e · lOth:, all , · .:: .... : f'/•t :: ·;{:\>{ 

' ~ . : ,:. ; ~. ;~ ' ,. ; . . ' .y~ : ' \ ~~-··.·~~_:_~:~-:.\~:l.~f::- ~~ 
·- r,-i. :-~:. •· 

'. '. 
1 

·" :. ' ' ,: ' "' . ~· 
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contiguous to Minnesota, that this would not be particularly 
·~ .-- -~ 

· · damaging o They said tha~- if he lo.st the 2nd district;., vihich 

· tas Stevenson home terr:L tory, that; this l'JOuld l,)e interpreted 

· simply as Stevenson people voting for Hu.totphrey. But that i.f 

ii~ lost the 7th district' . which ~ras ·agricul tu:ral' not cont:i'g

uous to Minnesota, that this would be the crucial district. 

And so we did put a lot of effort into the 7th district campaign. 
r 

LDE: This turned out to be a district. Kennedy did. win'" He 
.J 

lost !our districts? 
~ .. . ·- PJL: He lost .four .. He lost the ·3rd; 9th and lOth? all · 

· contiguous to Minnesota but also all rur~l and ·~ as· the papers··. ,, : 
. . \>. . ''· 

:-· pointed out 9 all heavily Protestant .. ,, He ' ~l~o very narrot'lly lost · .. 
~ • • ·'; • • C" 

. the 2nd district, \thich \'Ie thought he lias going to t'ITin .. 
,. 

LDE: Living in the 2nd district, the on~ tha t centers to 

some extent about Madison., I can remember 't'lell that there . seemed: 
........ · 

to me a kind o.f concentration here, and I suppose 9 ahead of tim:e; 

. I might have thought that Kennedy had -a .. good ch~nce to ~Jin this 

'district .... Do you have any explanation as to what did happen ' · 
' ' . 

,.;; '· 1 l .. 

· , here? Was it a loss of the Protestant~ ~- largely Protestant ~arm , . 

. vote to Humphrey on a combination of perhaps religious grounds, 
. ., .- .~ 

'·' and perhaps also the fact that Humphrey did have more 'direct ' ,. 

-'appeal to .farmers? That, · plus some deferiti·on of the intellec: ... ,., 
~ .· 

, ·tuals in · Madison because of their Stevenson commitment? 

:·: .. PJL: I think it was a combination of things. In ·the 
~ . 

' ·: 

first place, he carried ' Waukesha county handily 9. and . the vote 
' 

~n the other counties~ Columbia , Dodge and J efferson, ~Jas quite 

close . He !lost the district because he lost Dane County .. And .. . 
. " 

... ~ . 
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I thiruc he lost Dane County largely due to the hatchet job t hat 

~~as done on him by the Q!:e.ital Time·s ~ver a pe riod of a couple 
k . .· 

' , !· 

of years. I remember one time ~:te had breakfa::rli "ttith Bill Evjne ~ 

and Kennedy came in 1·ri th a sheaf of press clippings_· from the 
' Capital ·Times. He laid them before Mr .. Evjue · and he saj~d., urf· 

I were . to .form an image of myself based on these clippings, even '. ·.~· · 

I \•rouldn't vote for me." 

LDE: NO\iT, this l-Ias during the primary campaign that there 

was this breakfast ~eating with Evjua? 
\ 

PJL: That's righto 

... ·· .. 
I. 

LDE: Now, did you have· the · feeling' that· it tt>Tas EVjue· him-
'·: 

self who was responsible for the CaE~tai ' Times campaign? 

PJL: No, I think the man \'lho u~s doing the 'tlfOrk t1as Miles 
' I 

McMillin. · , ,, , -~ 

LDE: The chief edi;torial writer ··of ·th~ 'Capital Timas?c 

PJL: That's right .. And 9 as far a·s ·r · know 9 the ·1r10rking. 

reporters at the Capital Times vot'ed for Kennedyo 

LDE: ... Nov-1, this kind of job thS:·t w~s done 01:1 Kennedy ltas ?. 

not so much in the primary period itself,'· ,t>ras '.lt? 
'I . 

• I -· . . 

PJL: No, it uas a build-up over a period of t't'TO or three 

years. 

: LDE: 
~ ~ 3·.: k. 

Some of this involved cri 't·icism· o·f" :· Kennedy because 
·' -l> ' , _ 

o£ his father, some of . it--~ 

PJL: The McCarthy business. 

LDE: The McCarthy business. 

. i 

I can remember efforts to 

try to counter this by Mayor Nestingon himself, who at ono ,time, 
, . 

it seems to me, ln:'ote a le·tter to the gapi tal; Times putting hi~ 

\· 

( 

I 



. ' 
:.. . 

I 

,' ... 

'-- personal stamp of approval 9 which he was in a good position to 

do as the head of the uJ~e must go-t' · movement., on Kennedy's 
' ~;. I • '• ' 

stand on I1cCarthyo Was this part of a deliberate effort to ; -· .· ... 
,·· .,.-... 

. try to take the sting out of that charge? · 
' ,<; : ! 

PJL: Oh, sure, sureo But the effectiveness of ~h~ . Capital,_ :·~ ·~-. 1 
. 

' ,~ ' I . t . , _,. , .• 

Times attack on Kennedy, I think, was reflected e"tren in the vote \ : · 
' . ~ 

·. in November of 1960, 'l..rh~n by this time the Q~. Times. ra·ther luke:.;, ' 
. ' 

.·. warmly endorsed Kennedyo Consider that . in ·Dane ·county? Bob · 
. :-- . _.~ · - . ·, ·. . 

· ·Kaste.nmeier carried the county by;_ 23,000 votes 9· and Kennedy· 
~. \ · I .. - - • - -~ ..:· , 

1 
• • _ ·r ~ 

·carried it by only 3,000o Normally 9 you would .,. not have this . 
. . . ~~- -~ r' ··-_,. . -. . .. . ·- - -~ ·. ·--· . ·, · ' . ' f --~ . -~- -

Spread between the national . ticket .and -the cong~essional Vo.te.. t ' · .. ~· ·: · 
... . . . ' . 

. ,·. . ""\ . ·; •::~ ·:·.: ~ . 

. And I think that this lfas a sort of hang-over from the ed:i. torial · · 
,· . . ,\: ,· .. 

' abuse that Kennedy had taken over a~long period o"t time frpm 

.capital Times,. 

LDE: And the effectivene$s ·· of a single nel'~spaper in this 
! •. ~· 

~ . ~· 

·. respect is partly because it circulates most heavily to Demo- · 
:~ t ·... - . 

cratic voters? . ~ . 

PJL: .. That's trueo 

LDE: So its .focus is not so much general ~n the· community...:.:..-:- . 

PJL: Well, I think that and I ·think · too; that the Cap 

Times, because it puts its editorial~ on the ·back of the paper 
I 

instead of on an inside sheet, and becal,lse it is a .form of · 
, ·' 

personal journalism, it influenc·es the voters· more than most 
··~ .• 

ne'l'rspapers do. 

LDE: You aren't suggesting, 'tv-hen you mention it has its -. 

editorials on the back page inateo.d of .on the ins i<;te ot the 

paper, that it only has them on the back page, are you? 
'• 

"'' ; 

. ; . 
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PJL: No 9 not at all~ 
'• 

LDE: It seems to m~ I see one-;· more than once in a tthile ~ 

so.ue here else o 

PJL: In the ne'!i1S stories o 

LDE: 

. ; :" ... <.~ ··, ~~-. ;:·_ . 
·· • • . -· ' -:• r··· ~ l 

Now, t~is is curious that. a ne~1spaper should be this 5,-··. <::;;. 
· .. ···· .. ,. :""·. ~~~-~-~~ 

Did you have any impression of tb.~ atti t .udo -of .tha <" 
rest of the press in the state to't1ard Kennedy? 

y 

.Journal neutral, friendly 9 ·or hostile? 
. . I 

PJL: · I thought the Milltraukee Journal tias very fai~_o -~· ~hey,; 
• 4id not endorse either \ candidate . · One . o~~ tt-r~ .o.f , the. · rep~rt.ers ·· .. 

- •' .;':r; ·• ·; l' ':: '• .. ~ ~ ! ' ~ -.. ... . ~- +. 

·_. -'~n · Milwaukee J ournal, it; seemed to· meg ·tri~d to .exaggerate .. the -. : ., _ · ·. 
rlt-' , · - ' ' < ~ '~ ,-~·', t_',~ il.: T,·~ .... 

· .. ( ·, 

-.,_-religious issue. For instance , one .time · in Racine , we had .such · 
'· 

a crOtld tba t it ~.ras bursting the seams Of the hall for a re'-
·eeption for Kennedy o Yet the key item reported by the 

Journal concerned the religion of the local- hostesses for the .. · · 

.r~ception.. The reporter had interviewed all , of them about theii< ~~ 
' • !~·"'./' • 

rel igion and discovered that 21 out of 22 't"Jere· Catholic .. 

LDE: .- I seem to recal l 9 from tha·t; very good .book. written 

, by Theodore \fuite~> that he has a comm~n'!i something along this . · _ 

. ' 

line , which checks with what you're saying. 
) · . . 

That the religious . -

issue became prominent because the , tte~spapers ' .. said it 'l'J~S ; prom~· 

-inent . And I think he has some special reference to the prim~rY --

here? 

PJL: I think that's true. He ;expressed it much bet~er ' 

th~ I can, but I think his poin·t tJas tl1at . \·then you take this 
•, 

combination of factors and traditions and prejudicea, and all 

that go to make voting patterns, and you sort .. of 

) 

I 
I 
I 
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~ neparate them out in the public press9 that it does t end to 

. • 

distort and to cause people to vo·t;e"":;o~' the ·pas is ~f one factor 
. . ,' : . . . . . 

or another more .than they uould in their . normal ~voting ha.bits o 
~ l .... 

LDE: lrJe tallted a li ttlei bit about . strategy :{.J'i th' respect ·· 

to congressional districtso Let me ask .· you ZJ.0\'1 bout strategy 
•' ~ ~ '\. . 

in the primary campaign with reference to 'particu~ar groupso 

I t has been argued that ,the Humphrey c~paign ·i,..raa·9 in thi's · 
. '!'4<""'.:::~ ,.-i ~-= .• --~: .. ":.~ .. -- .·~ ' 

.· . \· 
respect' more a tradi tio'nal one in that i :·t_ regarded various . 

groups as 'electoral blocs ind went 'after tb.em .in more. o.:f less . . . ( ~ ~ •.. 

a tradi tiona~ way. : l.fas any of this . done 1.n · :the Kennedy c&.oe? -

PJL: Not to the same extent. ·.·· I think ·that it's a fair . 
~ . . ·- . . 

comment that Humphrey did conduct more of a t;radi tional -·ca.mpaign 
,. . ~' •, 

~ ' ' . ;;, 

in appealing to voting blocso The Kennedy campaign was, for a 
r 

yery large part, just an effective presenta·tion o:f a · celeb:rity~ 
. '" . I 

·' 

He spoke with obvious 
·,·. ' .I 

detailed kno'lrrledge on various ·issues . lrJhen . ~ ~ · -:. 
1 · ~ • , • · • · · - · ' • ' r':::·. ·, ·. 

the occasion arose, particularly on labor legislatio:ao 

also spoke knot'lledgeably a'!Jout foreign: affairs 9 about atomic 

energy and about all these other thingso · But the;· appeal, ft 
~ ·. 

seemed to me 7 -vras so~ething different .. ·. And 'it .~ was a ·.broad ·.' 

appeal. It t'las an appeal to young peopleo· In the Kennedy 
J . . ·. ~ 

carhpaign, for instance, there \'ras very little · e'ffort made to 
, .. 

go into the 2nd and 6th and 13th · wards of Milwaukee and· t'iToo:· the . 
\;,' 

Negro vote as such.. When a reception ~ras held at the 'SehroE;!der 

Hotel, an effort trras made to make sure ,:that · in;vi ~ations went to ·- . ·· 

people in the Negro community as well as throughout the rest o£, · 

t;ne ci tyo Bu·t there was not the same kind of rallies · in the 

.\· . ..:.' 

I . 
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'----' Negro churches uith the evangelical zeal ·that became part of 

.the Humphrey campaign o .,· 

LDE: Now, take a group like the Wisconsin farmers tiho 
,,J • 

· , could be ass umed to have star·!ied off 9 especially :ln. so far as : <· 
' . 

? they were Democratic voters , to be pro~Hum.phr~y 9 because of ·the·: -. " 

).ong association wi th Humphrey and becaus·e t he nature of his 
" . 

,_appeal i n f1innesota -'co f armers \1as rather similar to ·t hat i:ri ., 
.lfw·hich Wisconsin farmers ltlOuld be · interestedo 

·:~· .. 
•I . f 

; ..... 
\ '• 

.. 1made to break into that strength? 

.~A+ 
:.'ij;• 
~ ... . 

~ . 

I I \ .··. 
PJL: To break into the farm strengta of Humphrey? v '; 

~· .. · LDE: . Of Humphrey • . 

PJL: The fact is that an effort was made o I think one 
., L •• , ·, ;. i 

., ' ~. of the efforts made \'fas that we scheduled Kennedy a~ the la~e . 

:~of about eight 9 nine, or ten speeches a -day, ~d we took i nto -. ;_ ... t .. -
.·;account communi ties with a thousand . people or more o i ._, We also __ · 

;, ~ried to get him in front· of every REA convention we coulcf ._find.. ; ·-::-~:.:~- :. 

· ~n .fact, one time we flet'l him by helicopter from R:l~hland benter · 
f,·_ 

.. to Lancaster in order that he could appear at an REA anD.uaf~ · · 

','~meeting and another one in Gays Mills, which happened . to eet ' 

,on the same day o 
.· •' 

LDE: The reason I raise this about the, farm vote is that ,· 

· ·~:/it t'lould seem to me that it would have peen ·very hard to 
- ,~ ,· 

' pete with Humphrey in terms of having favored farm legisl 
' PJL : It was hard to competee In fact I remember on 

night ~ Bobby said "Find me a farmer to head Kennedyv s far. _ com-
-
\ mitteee" It \'la.snvt easy. And we finally came up 'l11Tith a f'~llO'l£1 

by the name of 1rJally Mewlberg up in the north"t:Test section ' o.f 
., 

'"" the state, in Pierce County • . . , 
'' 
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LDE: With a group like th,is, even :though, as you say, 

you did schedule t alks b~·i'ore essentially· f~rm g~oups like· the 
1 • i ~ ·1 

REA and any other farm group you. could get to? ua.sn't Kennedy 0 s 
' •. .-

appeal here , in contrast to Humphrey's, lil~ely .to b~ .one 'tihich, 
.. 

instead "of appealing to farmers as farmers9 was an effort i n 
.. ' 

some way or other to cut across that group, · and to appeal to · 

them on some other basis? 

PJL: That's trueo . '· 

' · LDE: ·Personality , maybe religion~ maybe something else o 
\ 

> l;n this case probably not religion, since· there lrJou~dn 't be · 

very many Catholic farmers? 

PJL: No 9 I think that's true o · However-' he 4,id make f re- . ._,. 

·. quent reference to a bill that he and Proxmire had eo-sponsored _ 
-.-j· 

that 11as of interest to the dairy· fa.rmerso : He. did not ignore 
> 

.the ' farm issue, but I think he realized he , t-ras at a t 'errible 

· disadvantage o 
' ! '~. 

' ' /· •• > 

LDE: Let 1 s take another group here of highly organiz~d 
, .. 

};>eople , who, i.f anything, may ha,;·e · been more Democratic" in 

· .. their voting pattern and in their su~port than farmers in ·· .:. 

.. .Wisconsino That is the unions 7 where Kennedy would not have .... 

· ·· .p.ad this same disadvantage that he had , in· .relation to Humphrey 
.' ',.; -~-., . . ;.;.-- ·. . 

. -on' the farm vote, but yet l'llhere Humphrey had contacts ·built 

·' up over many years with trade union leader$. in \'ll"isconsino 

-J&.at efforts were made here in \.Jiseonsi:a by' the Kennedy organ-
,' 

'• 

ization to establish some participation by ·union members in the · 

-~ , Kennedy campaign? 
\ 
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PJL: We brought in Jerry Bruno ~rom Senator Proxmirees 
' ·_s taff very early in the summer o:t ·'59 t;o be .. _ ·ohe first and 9 foE 

-~ long time, the only full-time paid Kennedy workero Jerry ·had 
'· 

··,.been in local ?2 of the United Auto Workers 9 the American 

Motors plant in Kenoshao He had ·also t'llo~ked during the . Koh~er · .,, 

strike on the picket lines up at Kohler and there!ore toras · 
.. ·. 

thoroughly identified \rJi th the labor movemen·t ~ 
• 

And Jerry did 

a tremendous job in developing individual union leaders? many .. ·~ 

"/• 

,, o:f them at the loca l 9 rather than at , the district. or regional' ·· 

1evel, tvho \rT~uld suppo;t Kennedy ' openlyo · ~Also .. Da 1
l
1 

... abino ~itz, < 
;, .- .... 

one of the most prominent labor lawyers in Wiscol;l.s in? and. an 
J . • .• ,•· 

early Kennedy backer 9 did a great deal to keep the Humphrey 

~ .. j ~upport from really becoming consolidatedo Early in the c am- ·· 

paign , Johnny Schmitt, who is now the ·vice president of the . · ~. 

• I I ·.· · : '· · '• 

state AFL-CIO and its COPE director, was an early Kennedy 
-

backer who later pulled out of the movement under pressure_ 

f'rom some of his colleagues in the labor movemento There vras . · 

a. tremendous amount o:f pressure to consolida·qe Humph.i-ey' s · 

·· forces and to bring about a formal endorsemen .. , by the ; Wis- · 
i 

consin labor movement 'of Humphrey .. The endorsement Jtever 
; .r . , 

quite c ame off ·and I think that Dav Rabino\b.i tz had a lo·t to 

do with it. Jerry Bruno was very helpful on ·this front, and 

also it seemed t hat Walter Burke~ while he· was not in a posi

tion to come out publicly for Kennedy,: at l ·east I don't be~ 

lieve he did, but I understand that in the i nner circle of 

labor he kept the labor movement from getting ' !ully committed 

·to Humphrey. 

. ·, 
' -· 

·,.,"' .. 
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,o 
LDE: The problem here was basically to neutralize labbr 

as a:a organize. tion and tq t..rin over ·as ·many ~..nion leaders as :· 

. possible to the Kennedy side even though . the ·bulk of union · . 

. :: leaders might have been personaily favorable to HUm.phre~? 
I .,· ... PJL: Righto And another thing 9 I think 9 that · helped us · .. 

:~. _. 

was that the union leaders knew., in many instances, ;. that the 
. i 

rank:..a.nd-file \·rere not t'lith them.o Harvey, .. ·Kitzman t'ias a ·. very 

.diligent \·rorker for Humphrey and yet as regional di~ector for 
.~ ! . 

.. the United· Auto Workers, he not only ·was unable to take loca l 
~ 

1
):-. /1.2 in Kenosha, 
I~ ;! . • 

his largest local in the s~at~ , awayi from 

: :· but he .finally just accepted this 
.•.. · ... 

. . ... 

as an -~stablished fact and 
. l 

;,;did not try to make i nroads there becau~e . ·I think ·he . felt that 

. it t-Tould endanger his o1:m. position in the uniono 
' 

LDE: I wonder, apart from the personal appeal 1 which by 
.I 

j . 

this time Kennedy had, :for various ·reason.s, ·to rank.;..and-file 

~::~ union people' whether there was any effort made to ; sell wi.~on 
,.;,;' ~ 

'; .~ .. • I 

> <•. : ~~;:~~-.' 
.. ,... ~ 

..... ·'. .,.c.' 

>! i.·<~,r·:·. 
·~~: ··.: ' };. 4, 

' 't->:--\0::.:' 
. ~:-:., 

"': leaders as well as other Democratic party pe.ople in' Wisconstn ;t: ·· · "'·.' -~ 
: ... . ;· 

' ' ~ .. 
. ~on the idea that the choice at the natioftal eonve'ntion was . 

going to narrow do~rn to one between Kennedy and Lyndon Johnson· 
I 

and that really Humphrey at that time 9 in ·1960, wouldn°t have 
.-;·. ,·! 

. ;rhad a chance for the nomination any1r.ray and that opposing Kennedy 
. . 'j . 

: .. ~here really meant keeping votes a~:ray fr~~ thti"' only man who had 

.;;· any serious chance, except Johnson, to be nominated? 

PJL: Yes, that argument t·ras madeo ' 

LD~: I can remember hearing this~ which is why I bring 
! . 

it upo I don't mean this was an argument .used trlit~ rank-and-

'-.. i'ile voters particularlye since it t'Jas complicated, but I can . ... 



~ .. ,~,."{-~·· ... ::r: -·- ;_t)4:r· ~~s 

' . ~., .. 

.. , 

remember hearing it mentioned a As a ma:l:iter of fact 9 the only · 
~ --

time in the campaign whe~ I met Ted Sorensen 9 it was a point 
' • . :Y~ -

of viet'/ t·.rhich he expressedo Do you thin~_" this had any effec.t? '~ " .. · : 
.. -~-'( -

·Did anybody support Kennedy for this rea~on or become neutra,iized ·' 

: <t:or this reason? 
y' • _; 

PJL: I don't think very many did o I unde~st~nd that it ..... . 
('···-

··:bad more of an effect on West Virginia~ ,; 
y 

. l. 
, .... I 

--} . LDE: Now the question that's come up so many 'times about· 
.;~-4-~ ?· ' . 

( 

.. • :our primary 9 and v1hich
1 

"~Pie touched on be-fore 9 _is th<y extent ,to ;~·· .}:X:~~:· . 

·:~-:-.-~thich it would have been strategy by the ~Kennedy organization ._- --.,_ ,::.;,~.)~-::"":. 
. :~- .. ... . . . . - "- -_ .• . -~- ::./: ·• ·-r - ·.:._,5~~-~;:: ... _>; ... 

~ to win the primary state.;.wide 11 and in c~ptain_ key, districts\ by ·.7 .. , ;~~-)~~- ,: 

attractii!fS normally Republican voters to cross-eve;,.' 'into this ,, ::·:;'~ft 

~<:~;o::n:::t::d:r:a::a:e t::d c:p::1· toH::i:eh deyberate ··.. ; ·i~(~ . 
< '" PJL: I don't know that any deliberate effort was mad'e~ '-~ ; .. >'j:J;;~·:·-., 

.;.• \ ·:..~ --~~-i -.... '-:?~.f~,.~ .. 

The party organization that I headed, if \'.Ye had polled the ·-· ,. · :J~> 
., -~- ... ~"''' .::-· -_·y· ..,. . _, pl'o-Humphrey irganization. ::~~ 

So t'le 'had .. to reach out beyond our regular knottn Democra-'Gs ·to ,, 1,;;:· • 

. K . :--:_ f --·.· ! ' ~ ,. ~-- Jf/ ,-•~ -,;-, 

·-.find people in lo:al comm:w1i ties to work~ and. so·, "t:Te : :t:J'ere sort' ". . ·y~;f;:. 

_;,:_of forced into the.·position of reaching but and bringing iJ?- 11 . _,-~~~~;E 
' I ,f~,:~-;\.~.> j ' .j ·' • ~--.: ! i , :_':, .; -~,'::_.· : ·. \ ' ' .: ···'. • ~ • ·, ~-~~-.~~~~-

' .i"~.f not Republicans 9 certainly people wh0 '·9·ons:Ldered themselv~s ·"' ·· ,~·;·,:~J~.' 

. :_~ndependent voters to participate i~ . the ·K:enn~dy effort o . , ~-- .~,:~~~:~~i~ 

·~, • •> 

·.;·membership~ would have been largely a 
I ' 

LDE: Switching to another kind of subject. 'still 'conn~ct:ed , 
" 
·.:.\ ,:. 

' f with the primary 9 you mentioned bef'o_re the man£- appearances_ you . 

, ~- ~cheduled :for Kennedy o Between January and April 9 do you kno1:1 . 

,. . ! . i. 

~peach or series of remarks before a group, hot'!le.ver sma,ll or .. , 
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""':! 

.. ,.. ·i· ~ ':": ""~\~ 

. .; I ·- . ~~ 

'·· 
l,arge.. We'll eliminate no·1·r just tk).e straight hand=sliaking 

thing down the street 9 but ,how many public ~ppeaFances in the 

_:"; i)r oa.d sense of 
1

that term do you think he made? 
, · .. 

PJL: Well, in his 29 days of campaigning~ from January 

. -;..)_;. 

, ~.or nine appearances a day, where he ac·tually got \1-P ' and made 
•).' 

a speech. 

·;,. LDE: Time, a certain time where he wa$ to speak? Time 

-,~;and place? 

PJL: That's righto Scheduled events~ 

~> LDE: No\t, let's just make sure we have this key piece ·of 
.. . ~ ~ 

information in the record. This was over a period ot--~-? · · 

.,. 
:-:: 

~ ... ,. ··.'f.·. 
( I·. PJL: It ttas over a period of three months-~January 9 
\ l I 

February and March. And during that three month period he 

.;.,. y:l' ,-.· ' 

·. 1 ··:.. PJL: No, no most of it ~tTas mo ·~orcade, although oc·.;,;. .:'; ·.· ;,:'<}?~"' ·~ 

"'•· ;;casionally we I d bring a plane ino I wanted. 'Qo use helicop.~er~ ' . . ;_,: _ :.~.-.~.:~t·_ .~_· •. ~_.~·._·.~-·~·,·.·~;····.·_·.·.· .. ·····.·.··_·_:_·.•.•-•~:··.:_·_._._:.·,:_:_·: ~:·Y-~n · the lOth district 9 and they decided that ,;hat \ -1ould lod~)l. "·: ~-:. 
•,• ' ~on 

.·;,~:like an excessive expenditure of money 'so· at the last minute 't<Te- _, 
. . . 

. . . ' 

~ad to cut down the lOth district tour .because ·,th~ distances 

·?'-'{- .:·-?!. 
' '1.-· ,< 't 

, ~ -~ ;: .~?~~ 
r ~-.... ·; 't-~ 

. ·are so great that you just couldn't cover as ~any appearances 
', ··r.';-~ 

~ 

might 
=rJ .. , '. 

,.-as you t"ant to .. I 
. '·~. -~li•f¥::0 '. 

LDE: What he would tend to do, o.f_ cours~? uould be to fly ':'.;;' · >~:,;_ 
. .~. ,k 

\.__...-· in from Washington in his plane and land somewhere .in the . stat~ 

i . . 

then branch out? !<: ,•, ). '.~. 



.... 't.i,. .• .. ..... 
! · . • ~ 

·. r. 

PJL: Yes~ that's right. Motorcade. 

LDE: I'1otorcade .fro~ there ana:· perhaps_ an occasional 

·hop in the stateo If he went 9 letvs say 9 fro~ Madison to '~ 
., 

.: Superior 9 he might go by plane, but otherwise he 

.·; around by car? .,. 

PJL: Right. 

LDE: He didn't have a bus? 

PJL: No, he didn't use a bus, he used cars. 
-;;, 

}.~ ~ . . . ,. 

:J· ~:. 

'Jii . LDE: I wonder, before I get to talk with you about the 

~ -'_~;·results of t~e primary' \trhether there' was anything ~lse 

( 
\ 

.~· wanted to say · about nature of the primary 

, .. ·,~·:questions haven •t raised, or 

· ~- you have of the way in which 
) . ' 

>- paign? His o~m reactions to it, I think, tr~ould be especi~lly 
. .,_· 

: interesting. His O'l.i'n reactions to our state, pcerhap's o 
.. .~ . 

· .. '·~. ~ .... PJL: Well, the first official campaign appearance that 
( ; . ' 

: 'y ' 

>: he made, after he had declared his .candidacy, 't'\Tas· at Oscar ;: ·-
!. ~ .• , .. ~ ., • 

;::~~~~:1·· 
:c,;' f1ayer 8 S~ about 5:30 or 6:00 in the morningo Because· this _' 't'J'asl 

_,. 

_·;_appearance o HO\'Iever, h~ , did not care for this typ~ af cam.!~ · 

~-t paigning and subsequently l:Je minimized the plant.:..ga:te appe:ar..;; . . , : . 
. 11 • 

: ... · ances as much as we could .. 
' .. -, ··~· . 
f.?'' i 

~~;;-" 
LDE: 

' ~ 

Even though this had become, by then, a kind of set · 
., 

r:! s tyle in iiisconsin 9 established originally by Senator Proxmire 9 ·'· 

... to stand at the plant-gate 9 especially early in the morning , 

s hake hands as people went in? 

\ . 

. ,, ... 

.' 
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PJL: I donvt think that Kennedy enjoyed campaigning as 
--~ 

much as some people thoU:.gh·i:i he di'de · I t;hi~k tha-'c he .found i .. G 

·. a n ecessary chore and realized that . he had ·to at iea.st_ proaect · 
• • ;· •• ·~ ~.~~ j~~ :·~: . 

·'an enthusiastic approach to i t 1 if it ~Jere to be a su~cess.fui . ~, ./ X· :':~: .; 
use of this technique o But I think he. to'rce.d himself to some , 

. ·extent to go : through this type of campaigningo 

LDE: It is a ver;z peculiar type of . campaigning ·tllhen_ one 

, ~ seeks the presidency of the United States\) · isn't it? . ·· · :_ 

PJL: Just like running for sheriff~ -_' .. · :· . !- · ... 

... ~ . -~ 

t' • • \ • • ' ' ,.. .• ,. • . . ,.;:.. • ,: ft·- .. 

·· LDE: A: combination of the p~rson_ai' ~a~pearances ~~ hand·· . : I J> · ·~~·~:. 
:-shaking. Even though you got away :from , t~e plant'-gcite ~tr~te~; ':'\J:;;j/ 
it .is true that in addition to the many .public appearances :you ,..c::. ,· ;1,.~ 

.. . . ·, .. ~ '- .;. ,: . -
scheduled for him9 he did9 in coming into small i-Ji_sconsin tolfm~; .. ~'~' .. ,.!:~·:~· [ 
,do a certain amount oi' going up and do;.;, 'the , ~treet , didn't he?',.,,.,'' " ,, 

. 'Talking to people? 
.-

PJL: Yes, that's true .. .. ..,.· ... 
LDE: Going into stores 9 etc? . ~ 

. . 

PJL: .. And he didn't eliminate the plant gates o · We had a . 

~ lot o:f plant-gateso I remember one time ' e~ly·'r in the campaig~/ -\'~· ·'~/'~ t~ 

I had him scheduled in Beaver Dam~ I believ,e . i'l:i tias 9 . and ~ ,:~-·: -l'~~~~J-~~>. . t 
called there to talk t_o Tom 1.Jelles 9 1.1h0 ~~as in eharge of a > 

- ,. 
local event, to see ho'trr it ras going.. Kennedy got on the . ~ ' . 

phone himsel.f, very much to my surprise\) . _and .. said· ·that it 1r1as 

;a good cro\'Jd and that he thought it was weil' a~r¥-g~d .. But 9 
ic~ 

· he .saj.d? "These hotel receptions lead to my• meeting too many 

o! our kind o:f Democrat, rather than the kind ·~hat I meet ·· at 

~plant gates." And so he said that for an afternoon · affair~ 



. 
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, . . :· .. -

'· 

· m~ybe if there was a change of shifts at the local industrial 

_,plant he vJOuld be better~·off to be )ihere ·tb,~n at a reception 

of this sort" Then, "to.rhen I said 9 "vle11 9 what do you :mean 'by 
.r 

·our kind of Democrat?" He said 9 "l-Jell 9 you know 9 the Lucey-
. . . 

· Kennedy kind of Democrato" Meaning that apparently most 

· the crowd at the hotel were Irish Catholico 

LDE: A great deal 'l'Tas made in the Hiscons in primary 11 -as . 
¥ I ~ 

•• i 

'· I guess in others in lrlhich Kennedy took partf 9 by the · large'c 
! .• 

. ··number of ·people in the family who came into ;the state., 
\ 

:i . 

· .. -' you have anything to do with scheduling 
.'~ ~ . 

':;.sisters as well as the brothers? 

PJL: Yes, the girls came ino I remember ver~ early in 

.. ·· the deal I t>Ias in t-Jashington at GeorgetoWn at. their home and . 
. ~ . 

::: · . 

Jean Smith was there. The President's sister. I said 9 "~lh~n 
~ 

. are you coming out to campaign in \.fisconsin?" And she said, · -~ 

. '":"\-Jell, as soon as I'm invited." .. And as rat ate chairman I thouglit .. ~: ·;· ·. ~';,:~,,, . 

. .. ' ~~·'. maybe it was incumbent on me to extend the invitation • .And ·I 

·~\it~~ 
·:r ... 

/:)3aid, "l-lell, from torhom do you have to receive an invitation?"· 

·.:. "Oh 9 " she said, "from Bobby." Bobby t1aS the'' family- campai~ : 

.: manager. vlhen the girls came in, they permitted themselves to 
. ·:;_,. _-,:~,:-~r.· ~·.; -;· 

;:be scheduled very tightly, and Helen Keyes , 't.<Iho had handled 

:· their . coffee hours and teas in Massachusetts' came ?Ut 9 . and sJ;l.e ;>;. ~c . 

was the prime scheduler .. However, she . had help .from a lot of . 
' ' · 

' local people who t'lould set up these teas, usually a~ an interval · 
;, 

, of one hour, and the girls would simply move from one tea to the 

next.. They'd have a local person as a driver liThO kne.\'1 the. ad- , · 

dresses and knew how to get there,- and they would come in and 
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'--..../ ~· have their coffee and ·meet all the ladies present, talk fo.; a 

,,.--
1 

. .f.'ew minutes and then move on to the ·· nex·t tea. or co:ffee o . 

_;' 

•·. 

·' LDE: Did you have a great deal to do with the Milwaukee 

. -headquarters of the Kennedy campaign orsanization· in the spring? · 

Headquarters "t·lhich were run by Bobby Kennedy? . . ..... 

PJL: Well, 1r1hen they first set up in Mil'lfiau~ee they 't..rere . · 

·in a little dumpy placer on the second · floor. Theri finally .· 

,· they got an old abandoned department store building 's £irst 
I 

: .floor, dotm i n the hea~t of the downtown ' distrl:ct.. We also had ·._·::·~_/·::.~::·. 

~,;~~ office here in Madison on the s~uare~ , And at one point 'it . r;;·: ;r;,r.~~ 
•· . . _; . . •.. - ~ ,:l>\ • - ·_' 

'' appeared that the campaign \rJaS going to _be . direct-ed l~rgel~.· fro~ · 4 ·::·:·,:·~··;~~:J.. 
• .• .'r.'f • -~-- ::.~~~ -.:~~~/',_;-

this endo But \ve didn't have very big space , here 9 and the air 
.. 

( ·1 •· transportation 1.1ras mc;>re convenient in Mil"<rJ'aukee " For a number 

of reasons 9 that became the real nerve ·.centero Hovrever, o~t of · 
\...___..., ,, 

.-:" the headquarters here, we got a lot •Of volunt~er ~rork .. ; Mailings 

' -and things o.f that sort. · So we realiy had two 'state-wide l;Lead ... '.~ , ' .\;;:}:~;:. 
' ' I - •·, ~· • 

·;· 

.quarterso I did all the scheduling .for the President') for Jack ·. i~ . . >"-,/\ .. 
.. ··-~ ··..._r, •·. 

·..;·. 

· ·Kennedy, out of · here o 

' . 
Bobby's schedule was handled out of . 

'· llilwaukee o The girls were scheduled pretty much in the · field~ 

· ""When Mrs .. Kennedy, Rose Kennedy, came in; I scheduled her, and 

tor a long time there was a dispute going on about 

Kennedy should come in or not. Bobby thought that she should.o , , .·-~-_::-:.,, ;: 
~ ~-- .~: .:~- .. _::·~~· -... · . 

Kenny O'Donnell thought that she sho~ldn't and I was caught in 

, '·_the middle. And finally Bobby called me,. 'early one morning, as 
., 

he l-ras inclined to do, and got me out of bed, . and said "tfuat 
~ ~. 

·; about the schedule for mother?" I was . working on it, but 'I 

hadn't really shaped it up yet. ,SQ at this point I called .. 

·I 

I 
I 
I 
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; \____.... -Kenny O'Donnell, and I said "Look, I've dragged my feet as long 

r 

! 

as I cano I.f you l:Jant tO.· keep l"'rs 0 ' Ke,nnedy from coming in, you 
• t· . 

·better deal tvi th Bobby directly because I rm going to go:· ahead 

· with the schedule." The argument that .Ken was advancing, and 

t~at I tended to agree with to some extent, was that we had · 

three problems with Jack Kennedy: 

·. the amount of money that he had. \.Jhile his mother was then, I 

: :think, approaching 70 9 everybody assured I)le that she looked . 
· . ,1 

-~>:-like a t1oman of 50 o And how could you pOssibly convince people , 
~ ~ 

.tpat a man is old enough to be President when he has sv,ch a ·· 

' _, young looking mother? But Mrs. Kennedy did come . in, over Kenny 
•' 

.: O'Donnell's resistance, and I think she. tiTas quite an asset ;n · 

·,· the campaign o 

1'. 

LDE: There was a general impression that the family was . · 

an asset, i.f only because it was such ·a glamorized family, ·and 

.probably genuinely glamorous a.s l."iell as e;la.morized, so the 

people were anxious to meet them vJherever . they t'lent.. : 

PJL : .. And they -v1ere so en~rgetic.. ·sarge Shriver ,was 
< ' 

really in charge of the 1st and 2nd districts., And yet, . in' .:; .: 

addition to stage-managing these .two districts, and setting up 
' campaign headquarters and getting the ear-top signs made do~m' · 

in Chi_cago and shipped up here by truck load, ~'tc .. , ·he in ad- ' 

dition to that was out making his quota of five or six speeches ' 

a day. The same thing was true of Bobby. · I ' felt ·that Bobby 

probably ought to do one or the other. Either he ought to 
' ' 

I' , manage the campaign or he ought to make ' himself available as 

~the celebrity that he was , in his own right at that time 9 and. 
'• 

I 

',: 



., ' 38 . 
. i 

s i mply be on a speaking touro But he insisted on doing both and · 

did both quite wello 
•. 

It was amazing to me how he could find· 
! ,.'. 

t he amount of energy that he was able to put into the thingo 

\-"" :LDE: l.Jhen you speak of having scheduled the President, 
!~~-
then Senator, in his speaking tour, and other ~'people, you meaJJ. 

·, arranging public speaking engagements and any ·other appointments 
,. 

or receptions there might be by calling people in the commu~ 
• ...... ~. ·. ... 

~ nities they were going? 
; . 

PJL: "That's righto 
~~..-- .. ·· \ 

· ·.r:-~-~ LDE: Is it in this respec~G that youF usefulness . to the 
.. , . ; 

-:-~K~nnedys was particularly great because :-Qf your 

_;;tp.e state as party chairman? 

.~.,- PJL: I think so, not only as party chairiD:an but 

·'I .0 d been the party organizer in '51 and '52 and I'd "probably 
'-- ,. r 

·_.had, at least at 

-~::than anyone else 

Bill Proxmire. 

.. 

possible exception of 
. ~ 

• •• ;> LDE: .. The reason I raise this question is actually a more 

........ :," 

.<i~neral one. It has often been said, I think t..ri th considerabl'e · 
•t<,..:f .. : ~- .:~·~K::~t 

-. f;ruth, that .. the whole Kennedy campaign technique, that goes · back · · ·~·-_;}>:r)!;~ 
' I • • _•"- :·' -~~: , 

,even to his first congressional race in Massachusetts and then 

'~ J;he senatorial race and so on 9 ttas to ignore 9 because it · t1as 
., .... 

-'~_largely tveak and ineffective, much of the old style .organization 

and to conduct a highly individual 9 personalized e~paigno To 
'. 

'~.- use an organization, it's true g but an organization that '11fS.S a 
.. , 

pers onal family organization. Now that was really true here~ 

\....___. and 
-~ ,. ' o:f course, given the technical neutrality of the state 

·~ . 

. I 

., ,., .-·· 

);&~ 

!· 
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organization, it had to be so 9 but ·they did really make use in 

this t·;ay of your organiz~tional contacts? .. 
•. .. ·; 

PJL~ That's trueo And also 11v-e adopted a policy very ·early··.· 
' .. 

in the campaign that the facili ti~s of ·party headquarters "trTOuld · 

be . avaiiable to both candidates on an equal basis. This meant 
~ .. 

that fo~ mailings they had the machinery up :there, the addres-

. · sograph equipment 9 etc. 9 that they ll.~d our Iiia.ilin@i lis-'.;s. , 'We 
r 

had a complete set of phone books~ for exam.pleo In some com~ 
' 

., .. ~unities t.fhere l'Ie didn
1

't have a go'od ' contact and' We wante~ -~Q . ·:·;;;.:-~·:~~:::~· 
~ ,4lake sure that Kennedy had a good turn-out, . tte 1.-1ould soJne~imes ..,, -- .. '; ·~,~-\~ 

. ~· .. ~ . -~ . ·· ·~ . ·. . ~· ~..-~ .. '·;-. . . .. ·.:~../"'-~·-: ~-
send out a mimeographed f'lyer to_ everyone in ·the' tocal phone · "; '":.,;·~_;·~~:· 

book~ We had those phone books ~t p~rty headqua:rters.' -~o it' :· .. :;,_~;~;,~~]:· · ' 
. -~ .·. <-~- ;!': ~L .... 

\'las considerable help to the Kennedy organization to · have access " :'·. - ·~ 
1 ~ ' .,~ ~:~ ·'"~ r ;.:. •. 

<to the party f'acili ties. If I had been for Humphrey and · j;ri.lb-0!" /: · -~~-;P:~:: 

licly committed and willing to simply close the door of the 
' ' 

, party headquarters to Kennedy, -I t;hink this ~JOuld have put . 
.. 

·him at quite a disadvantage. 

.. '·,_· 

-4 \: • "' .... if~· 

·,. . LDE: .. Not1 this meant that while Humphrey could also use ··' -~\ ~-:~ r~;~~~-. 
···· the facilities, the mailing lists and 130 on, that at .least ·this 

. much was open to the Kennedy people and he could take advantage 
.. 

··< 

: of ito -..... It might al·so be worth noting~ \vhich you know so l."Iell, ·. ·· 

that l..rhen we speak of an organization in . the vli~consin ,.Democratic :'•, :~:.<;·~ 
~ ·~· . . ' . ~·. 

party, e 're talking about something rather ne\1-f'ar:;hioned any-,·· 

way, aren' t -v1e? 

PJL: That 9 s righto At that time, _we probably had in the 

neighborhood of, oh, maybe 15,000 or 16,000 members. This ttas . ·. 

As a matter of fact 1r1hen I took oyer in 195? the memb~rs!tiP · ''.~ 
;or .. 



~ · ~as about 6500 or 6700o It had been, a couple of years bef ore 

that~ it had been as hig~ as 10 9000 b~t never more than ~0 9 000o 
' . 

· .. ··· so "'Ghe t·Ihole idea of even a cadre type party c:>rganiza tion lfas 

... relatively newo - ,..., __ . 

LDE: This, I think, is of some significance because when 
•,, 

.·.you talk about organizations the thing that comes to mind is 9 

' '::; ::e r:~::t 0;e:::n~~a::::a::a:h:9 v:: :d d::a::h::t~:r:r ··.·.· ,·; ~;~~· 
~ Boston org'anization. This isn't really what--- . , .. ')J1~.:. 

1 -\ !~~ ~~[ 

;}"~rgan::~io:
0 

~er:
0

:s t::: :::n::d0::a:::::i:::~~:~::: :::e .. •::.:.~: 
·\~It is not a patronage-oriented organizat~o~, . it's p~inciJ;>all~ a .. _.•.·~.~-.,·~.-~_:·t,;··,·.·~& .. _.··_:~.-.·.·_.~_~.,_:_-_;.·~--.~j 

( ' · }~matter of concerned citizens, who are i :ssue-oriented and who .·. . :;}· c _ 

.r 

'- c<;~elieve in a set of general principles, c'oming together and. :· j · · ~ · 

.':;_.working for candidates who support those principles .. ; · 

LDE: Could you give me some kind o! rough · estimate or 

.. ·: impression as to when you \1Tere getting ~elp, say in . scheduling 

· Kennedy orgetting people to organize localiy for Kennedy~ 
·; ;~ ~·~. 

, .. ' 
.... ~~~· 

~. .~ -~1;~\; __ r:.~ . _ 5 ·i,roughly t-rhat percentage of them were peo~le. l:Jho had previously 
.,, I 

· ; .. been active over a period of a fe't:r years at least? 
'· · 

PJL: People whom I used to scheduie events were mostly 
,, ' :.;:ft!" 

. . 

~·':!<people who had been active in the partyo NOlfi'jl once tte got a ·· 

.;···.rield organization going, they developed new contacts 9 many . of · 

:.whom have since come into the party, but people that I did 'not 

· kno~1. The first scheduling tha"c; I did I had. to do by telephone.!> ·· 

By calling people I knet-r and se·tting up events o But as time ' ;, 
'- , . 

. . · ¥ent on, I \'las aided by the Kennedy t i old organizati on be cause 
'· ' '"' 

' 
they managed to put a person in al~ost eve~y district and once 
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~ _r.e established contac·ts 
1

I ·gave him leads .. Once he established 

-contacts he tJas able to develop net<I -p~opleo Tot1ard the end of . ~ 

• • . ! 

· the campaign, I would simply call Chuck Spaulding · in , Ea.u Claire 
' \:· I 

•,. :or I \'iOUld call Ben Smith in Superior and ·~· say, ·"Here" · you 0 re 

' going to have the candidate for one day beginning at -9 a. .. m .. 

·sueh and such a day. 
l. 

. ~ . . . 

According to my map : he· has~ 0 t .been in 
; • t 

. the Spooner areao Maybe ue ought ·to work out a Sl:Ting ·through 
y 

-~ .• 

,-.:~ there." And then I would suggest a route and·, they would go · 

-. ,around and establish the actual events .. 
:""· ~ ,, -\ ·. · . 

.,_,· 

.... 

•';;'; 

... ' :, ~"' LDE: ~ile you did~ through the_ Kennedy organization; in _ 
• ·, -~' ·,, . • • •· .-.... . r . • ~:; •· • • :·'- _.., 

·•· ·ef.fect, recruit some nel'J people to Democratic··, politics t"lho'' sub- · .. 
• ~-\_-+"I, 

'·'s.equently may have become active in the organization, you dicl 

.·"ina.ke use 9 from the start., of people prev,iously- active? . · 
.. 5~-

. · 
. ~:~~ 

PJL: Another interesting ··~ide-light' on this is 
._,. " 

Right • 
'/. "-- :. ;-that it confounded the Kennedys. They couldn't understand it 9 • . 

-~~\~ut we had many people in the organizatio.n t'ITho, though·_- conimi·ct.ed. ;: 
I:.. ...... I . 

··c to Humphrey, trould work on the Kennedy schedule and set up . '· , 
-. 

,:"- ~vents and .. they'd work j ust as ]:lard ·to turn out a crot<Id for 

< Kennedy \'Then he came into their town as they might work the 

··., .. next week to get .out a crowd for an· eveD,t · for Humphreyo And 
', :·. 

~, ""·. b 

this apparenp-ly ltias not the l'lay it work"s li..n Massachusetts o · • They . . 
.~~~ ( - ' ~ ";.'1. ... -< .. ;-~~:-,/ . ' ,<):.:-~ '. ' ~~ .. ~,. .: ~· • ·: • ·. ll 

.aust ~ouldn't believ(:) this and they wondered: about the sincer~ty 
\.: ... • ' ' .. 

' - ~£ these peot~e, ··but th.~_ proof o£ the pudding 'l:ias' that when 

.'': come in to these to'";ins the cro't'rd tiould be there o 
~- ·._. ;t .. 
,.,:. LDE: Ho-vr did you explain this to them lihen they asked 

: ~bout it? . -
PJL: Well, I tried to explain to them simply that these 

were dedica t ed, that they t1ant to build ·· the par,ty; and 
' • ., I ' 

. . _,-1 

I ' • ._ ., ·.( .· 

'• 

' . 
', . 
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. 
-

~~,.._ f • .... < l(_t•, tf ''~ 0~ t:;'tlf. I 1 \' '.i•.: ' : -,, t 

., 

' ~·· 

< tha·t they don 9 t vrant to get side-tracked by personalitieso 

.: Therefore, as long as thG man met ·tb.e test . of being a northern 

·- liberal, they 't'rere willing to help him out o 

~ LDE: Was it the Kennedy suspicion that they were simply 

trying to hedge their bets? 

:'· ~ PJL: No') I don 1 t think so. I think particularly of the 
.. 

Dahl family over in Viroqua. Chuck Dahl and· his \'rife, and his .. 
,. ·.father Paul Dahl, .they were as thoroughly comtrli tted to Humphrey ; · 

~-

. L as_ anybody I know, and yet when Ke.nnedy came into ·Vernon · county · 

f·. ~ phey did their best to' turn out a crot..rd :for ~im and I do~\ t . , 
!. ·.•. 

·· .. think that they are the kind of p~ople who would have thaf: · 

interest in politics if they were ·trying .to hedge any bets. 

LDE: This tlfould indicate that the .priJ!la~y h?-dn 8 t been · 
. --.. 

generally so bitter as it has sometim~s 'beei::t"lmade . out to ~e 9 

' . .·. .. I 
if you had devoted Humphrey supporters like 'this who ~rere : · 1 • 

. . _;' 

willing to arrange a Kennedy schedule for the communityo The 
... 

bi tter:C:ess seems to me pretty limited?. . ·. · . .. -· -. , 

;..:J· •• PJL: .. The strange thing is, there was bitterness, bitt.er-

.ness of one camp toward the other camp~ but also a'ntagonisms 

, developed within the campso I think that this is generally 
~: 

true, particularly when the candidate loses. , But it seemed to 

me that there was more bitterness amo~g the HumphreY ' l-?eople· to 

.. · each other than there was in terms of inter~camp bi·cterne~s of 
I ;·' . ~ . I •. 

Kennedy people to Humphrey people, .or Humphrey people ·t;o Kennedy , 
. . ,. . ' 

people. And there was some antagonism within the Kennedy organ-
' . 

iza.tion too~ 

LDE : Could I turn 1 no~r=-I think tie 've probably gone over. 
·~-

'the camp~gn as much as :t:;re can unless there's another thing you 

. . 

.. -~ 

'· 
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can thiruc of'--to the results and ask you whether these results 9 

. which were 56 per cent fqr Kennedy ·state-ltlide and 44 per cent 

state-t!ide for Humphrey 9 t<"~i th six districts Kennedy and. four 
. 

•·, 

:·,~Humphrey 9 whether these results accorded1 t'IJ'i th your 
. ~ 

... J:'ll ask you about the Kennedy expectations~ 

~··· ~~·~ 

PJL: Well 9 in terms of popular vot~ 9 I was cla~ming 

Kennedy would win by 100,000. He actually !t7on by 107 9 000., 
v 

in terms of popular vote, I 't'Ias very pleased. . However, I thought . 

. ,.the vote would be distributed differentlyo And the Saturday 
~· ' \ 

· :: ·~ight before the primary I put in an envelope a prediction . 
\~~· .. ~,. 

; that t-Ie t,rould carry all 10 districts. Well this, of course 9 

proved to be rather disappointing. I did not think that the 

·, Humphrey campaign on the :farm issue would have the impact tha·t ·", .. ·;·. ~-~·:·.:.?.·,:.~.'.:~:·:· .. :··.·.'::·,.··:····,··.·.·.·.· 

_it had, particularly in the 9th and in the 3rd district where h~ ~~-

,won over~1helmingly. , Not'!! it may be that · the religious thing was ''-'· ·'">{~k~· 

•. :::: • r:::o::: :::e:~:h::::: v:~::Y t::;e a::::; :::e~e::t- ' ·;H 
~ · .. ~ .. 

·- e~ress ·themselves. But that · was the most disappointing part--
• I 

· ·· the vote there. I had thought we would carry the lOth and we' 

. only missed carrying it narrowly. I had thought that we would 

· carry the 2nd, and again the vote was quite close. ' All and al~ 

. the district break-down t'>las disappointing., 

LDE: It was disappointing enough, looked at now from the 

. ' Kennedy side, so that from the other side it encouraged Hubert 
.':'. '( ~ 

. ' HUJ!lphrey, 1r1ho apparently had thought 9 along ~~i th you and some 

' others , that he ~1ouldn' t do quite this well. Tha·t is 9 he ·thought 

this by the time he was getting near the end of the primary 9 or 

~~:.~ ::; 

. .. . >·~J!i .. 

~ ' ·~~::, 
,. "':·A'~~f{/~ 

~:.~::. 
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so it has been said. And ·he came away from the Wisconsin re= 
'• 

· sul ts thinking he hadn't .-done so badly~ and 'it was this that 

caused Humphrey to go to West Virginia~ was it not? 

PJL: I think that if Humphrey had no~ carried the 2nd 

district he would not have gone to West Virginiao And if _he 

: ~:?~-~~ 
(., .-. ·''. 

':.:f~f 
-. _.··, ._. ... r 

::::; ::::e:o t:e::o::r::::a h~:o:::v~:d w:::e c:::::i :::: ·· ::at ~};,;, ~;~~: 
' Catholics in a con teste~ primary, I'm not sure whether Keruiedy · ... ~~:~! 

·.wouldLD::e :::: :::~::r:d:hether the nature of the Victory in .· ~~i~~; 
. >Wisconsin, which did look so much to be ;influenced by a religious . 'it .. !f.~~> 
'/d ' ~- • ., .: *'·~:~; --~~~~-

pattern, t'rhether this had anything to do -tii th a kind of open1ng -•~ ·~· · 

. up, which seemed to me to begin in West Virginia and· to ru:n .. :-;;:·;~~:·· 
through the national campaign i~self after the ,nomination, if . :~- ;~'\.: 

I 

• ··c ~his had anything to do l'li th the openin.g up of the religiQUS · 

·''";issue by Kennedy and speaking about ·it .. 
\:··,. 

I don't want to' say 

~~'-speaking more frankly, but just speaking about it. at all .. 
"'· .. ; ;: 
;)'.1' 

.- ·_/., ~·; 
·' .. ~~ -)~~. 

~~~·:; . 
... : .•-· 

£ .. ~-~:~f;7J..~: .' 
}after the Wisconsin primary and I spent three days there' · -~here · ,,., :1~.:, "~ ; .. \ . • · · _ !!'r ~t~~~· 

~.. ' . PJL: .· Yes, I think it did .. I went down to West Virginia 

· was a feeling that Kennedy was not being ·scheduled properly 'dow t~J:~~'·< ·.r .. ;t:·:~ 
. ~here, and Bobby called me and \'Ianted me to go dO'b'ln ·and schedule .;''. · .: 

' . 
· his brother. ,. lrJell\l th;~seemed like a ra~@r odd assignment . 

..., ' "·1'1 • ~ 

·. ~::i ::~£~c~ 
. t. :~;~!!-: 

. : because·! knew leis about West Virginia than perhaps anybody in 

' . ·')to.~<.:!. ~ ~ 
:r~ the Kennedy organizationo I did read the atlas very quick ly 

.;; and flet-s down the next day and me t t"li th. ··the P.~ople '!!tho t1Tere 
.· ~' ·I· 

; ' 

doing the scheduling.. And after one day I was convinced . that 

·>the people t"lho were doing the scheduling knew t1ha t they were 

. ~ ! 

. .. .... ~ 
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doing and that I had very-little to offer and I had plenty to 
'· 

do back here in Wisconsi~ holding the party organization to-

gether in the aftermath of the primary. However~ while I was 

there I made one speech for Jack and I traveled around the 

state a bit and talked to people in filling stations and 

s tores and restaurants just to try to get some sort of feel 

to the situation. And it seemed to me that if they were al

~owed to vote on the religious issue, Kennedy would lose. I 

ran into an operator of a filling station who said that he was 

~-'.:·. going to vote for Kennedy because, he sai~, . ''You know I can • t 

vote for that fell ott~ Humphrey~ he's a Catholic." Well he was 

·confused as to t'llhich one was Catholic,- but it t'las obvious that 

, c· if he ever knet1 he would vote his ·prejudice. So my· recommen

· dation to the Kennedy people was that instead of bringing -the 

· religious issue out and sort of laying it on a platter, that 

":··they ought to conduct a campaign of remedies to the economic 
, I ~ 

. wills of \.J'est Virginia that \'Iould sort , of over-shado\'J the re-
-... ~. 

I 

·· ligious issue to the extent that maybe the people could be 
' :_;:-.i·' ')' 

persuaded to vote on the economic issues rat~er than on the . 
•·.· 

No~..r this~ of course, t..ras a sort of a long-

shot proposition because Humphrey had his credentials in this 

.. - ··business of economic democracy too. But at the time the chance 
·; I 

.~ __ .of \'Tinning in West Virginia seemed very remote and I t"'Tas just ··· 

· sure that they couldn't possibly do it on the religious issue. · .. 

--~ \/ell , obviously I l:Tas very t"lrong, because he t...rent on a state 
I 

: wide TV network and laid the religious issue ou·t'i and he \"'On 
'---- ;f' 

. on the basis of it. 
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LDE: While this had ·been muted in Wisconsin? The idea 
'• .... 

was that this wasn't a relevant issue to a political decision 

and therefore shouldn't be talked about? 

PJL: That'• s right, very much so. In fact when Rose 

Kennedy went to La Crosse, she wanted to go and call on her 
r:.ll 

old friend Bishop Tr-ey, who was from Boston 9 and I raised 

enough cane about it th~t she finally decided that she would 

.. not do it. Simply because I felt that 9 particularly in the 

western part of the state, you couldn't afford that . kind of 

-: e.xposure. 

LDE: I don't think I have any further questions to ask 

you about the primary or even about the results but, before 

( ! closing, though, we'll give you a chance to say anything you 

·might want to add about Kennedy personally. It seemed to me 

, : this kind of schedule you've outlined for him during these · 

~1eeks when he was flying in from Washington to campaign would 

impose a very great physical and, I'd say, nervous strain on 

anybody. I wonder how you found, since you must have seen him 

·a good deal during that period, hO"'fl you found he reacted, .first 

· physically and then psychologically? 

PJL: There were a couple rules that we enforced rathe~< 

wel~) n~t as strictly as \'ITe might have but at least they \"Iere 

guide lines. Kennedy always wanted to have about an hour or 

an hour and a half free time prior to the dinner hour. He 

·also wanted an hour of free time at noon? even if he was 

s cheduled to eat at a luncheono He would spend an hour in 
I 

, the hotel and let the luncheon get started and then he would .. 

. ·'f . 
, .. :r~ : 
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come in and join the luncheono Sometimes he t"JOuld have eaten 
'• 

in his room, sometimes hGJ "L'lould eat -- vJhat tta_s served~ ·then he 

would get up and give his speecho Now this was done 9 r · think 9 

for two or three reasonso One~ I think that it was a very 

fatiguing schedule and obviously the candidate has to look 

fresh and animated at all timeso Also~ it gave him a chance to 

be in touch l1i th his Ha;9hington office. And he took long dis

tance calls during these free times . and t.ras ltept informed 

. developments in 't-Jashington. Other than that; however, h:e was a 
I 

· , bear . .for pun~shment and just 1.1~uld resent; it if there. ~ras any l 
I . . 

· kind of a lull in his schedule. · And ·many times, because you 
' .! 

-~et behind time on the schedule, these free periods were in-

:~n a situation like this · \ll'ould be, ·a. growth in a kind of irri

<::·~: tability in trying to keep a ,schedule of this sort? 
'· ... 

PJL: No, he, in my relationship with him, never once 

; ,displayed --a moment of irritation or frustration. He always 

! seemed to be completely calm. Bobby, on the other hand, was 

always the center of activity and wherever Bobby was there-
! 

:·. always just seemed to be a swarm of things going on. Whereas 

· \dth Jack, he \'las, \'Tell, sort of the center of the hurricane. 
I 

-There might be a lot of activity in all directions stemming 

. .- · out from him, but where he was there was calmness and serious

-ness, and he \'las always very patient, very courteous. It t1as 

· ,,really rather remarkable that he could maintain hi~ composure 

"---: under circumstances such as he was exposed to hereo 
··-.:. -;~ 
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LDE: I wonder if there is anything els~ you would like 
' to add before ·\1e concl ud.;e this in·terview o • 

PJL: \..Jell~ I think the most remarkable ·thi~g about 
I 

Kennedy , apart from his being able to remain calm dUring 

48 

crises , \'las his ability to be objective about his ovrn campaign .. 

' ' 

.•' r· .· 

I have managed a number of political c~paigns and you can .. \ '• .. , t'~· .. }' 
' find a candidate who is cool-headed and ob j ective about e·very- ~ -- -·(.~. · 

"{ ' .~ -: ' : i, ~" ....... l., 

, ~:' thing else, but once he gets in the heat o.f a campaign he loses · · . . '?"• ', 
' 
.f~· objectivity in terms of his own chances o:f -vlinning, in terms ') of 

~ •' 

X:~. what the press is. doing to him or 1'1hat the people are doing_ fo~ -~;,i~.=:·~. ·--·~ 
·,: ~ 

!;~ him. 

~- entered the Wisconsin primary he could ' assess the effect of 
:•: 

,. winning here and his standings among the aspirantse 
\ / 

':;,;he announced, and all the 'ltlay through, ··ihe just · seemed to be 

~ · able to stand off, as though he were another person, totally 

-~disinterested in 1.-1hat was going on, and assess the effect of 

_ ·_~various elements o:f the campaign and make studious judgments 

about what they ought to do next .. 
'-' 

LDE: Is there anything you would want to say further 

··.: about his reactions to Wisconsin. This is, _, perhaps 9 a pro

._ vincial point of view on my part, but you sat'IT a good deal of 

: ; hilJ1. during a period lfThen he was spending, I t hink for the first · 

.. ·.· time in · his life, a lot o:f time in the mid-west. 

PJL: Well 9 he always had happy things to say about Wisa 

<:onsin in his public utterances? and even in private conversat-ion 

he never had anything unfavorable to say about Wisconsin. And · 

I couldn't help but sense , oh 9 a feeling of~ sort of 0 a 

.. : . ·~ 
/.~: .. 
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1
\..___. ·_-vrry feeling totvard "W'isconsln. He had ~Jorlted so hard here and 

accomplished less than 1wha:li he · had hoped .to a ccomplish and it . ~·. ·; '. . 

got to be a sort of a joke about t he w·e~:chero · The dull') dark 9 

. •. •; . 

.. we had very few sunny dayso Even when he came in earlier be

. lore we got into the primary period 9 we didn't s eem to have· · 
~ 

, ·."very many qright days. And when he came to the J..;.J dinn;er in 
....... 

. _··: __ ,:62 the weather was overcast and some remarked, ''\1Jell 9 it • s ·· 
.:.:-;;o: 

· -;··c¢other Kennedy day." ' ~ '! 

.; 

.· ....... LDE: I r1ondered if there was any connection back to the 

. ,_ v,ery start of our intervie\'1 h~re _t·dJ.en you . .first met hi.Dl -in .. 1952 

.a.n,d he _spoke t o you about "You northerU: liber~ls 9 11 · thiriking . 
~- ~ 

_here of the 1'1innesota-l.Jisconsin style . of 'th~ Democratic lib~r- · 
·. . I .. . 
·. .\; ~ . 

. ali sm in the late forties and early .fifties,-·' whether this ever 
~ ~-

. ~<?ame up again in his discussion in the 1960 period? 

->:·--.} PJL: I asked him one time if he remembered the incident 

h in '52 and .. he did not' so apparently he made a much . g;reater ' 

.····'. impression on me than I made on him • . 
·I 

. ·". , ; 

· .; -. ·· LDE: .But, I ~ronde red if som~ · o:r 1the , say, reaCtion to the 

kind of liberalism, which we think, of as an almost mid-western 
' I 

;·populist variety, that you noted occasionally in the ne1r1spape~ 

.·locaily' or something like that, whether .this again . came up 

i'~ain in his discussiono Did he show any awareness;, of a dif-
~ ·' 

'• . terence bettrJeen what he thought of as an eastern styl e urban 

-, l~beralism and what might have seemed to h i m, -a·t; least, a partly 

old-fashioned populist progressive liberalism in .t he mid-west? 
i .f. • ... 
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PJL: No, I don't remember any discussion along those ~

. lines .. ' He did on one or:·t't"JO occasions stress the .fact that on 

some issues no constituency could be more conservative than his 

·· and that as far as a poli ·(;ical leader being asked . to bend his 

<· own constituency in his direction he felt that he had gone . ~s 

··· ·'tar as Humphrey had .in his · consti tuencye ··~. The ·McCarthy issue 

became a source of some annoyance to himo i i ' remember one 
~ 

ni ght, when he spoke in Appleton, he answered a question about 

· · 11cCarthyisin rather curtly for him; But .in general it seemed to.' 
' l { . : ' ; ~ ' . . .... 
r l!).e l1hen he came in here he \'las pretty much 'in · accord 't'1i th our 

... 
~ •I • - ;· t ··'· . I . 

position on most of the issues.. Even on ,. th~ sales tax he 
' "I ;ti· • t 

--~hought, in an interview·· over at \IJHA anq. tmA~TV, ~ that it ·was 
' ' 

· Ji most unfortunate .form of taxation. , 

'-~· ·, LDE: Well, if there's nothing else to add I thank you 

__...,; very much and we' 11 conclude the interview .. . 
I 

PJL: Oko · 
!' '-' 

-~_-1 

: 1 

. ·. 

'/)f.: ... 

' ·,. -~-1. 
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