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Transcript

Andrea L'Hommedieu: This is an interview with Mr. Tony Buxton on Méye 12th, the year
2000 at the Muskie Archives at Bates College. Thisndrea L’'Hommedieu. Mr. Buxton, I'd
like to start just by asking you to state your nayaur full name, and spell it?

Tony Buxton: Anthony Wayne Buxton, B-U-X-T-O-N.

AL:  And where and when were you born?

TB: | was born December 19th, 1946 in Augusta, Maine

AL:  And is that where you grew up?

TB: | grew up outside of Augusta in Readfield, Maiakout seventeen miles to the west.

AL:  And who were your parents, what were their @aand their occupations?

TB: My mother was Margaret Murray Buxton who wasadist and a teacher from
Philadelphia. And my father was Wayne Wilson Buxi¢ho was an artist and a writer from
Philadelphia. My father came to Maine in the 193®20s as a child around Stonington, and
when he and my mother were married, after she ffjoh@ ferry in Portland from Philadelphia,
in Portland City Hall, they lived in Stockton Spgsand then Augusta.

AL:  And what was the Augusta, or the Readfield momity like when you were growing up?
TB: Well, it was not unlike most Maine non-urbanaare It was agricultural and silvacultural.
There were very few people from away. We were feamay in the sense that my parents were
not native Mainers. A large contingent of peopteked for the state and some for Central

Maine Power Company, but the, I'd say a solid mgjaf the residents lived by farming and by
working in the woods.



AL:  And what was the majority of their politicdfikation?

TB: Inthe year of 1950, 1960, you know, the 197@s Maine rural landscape, including
Readfield, retained a very strong Protestant fagrepublican orientation. The organizations
such as the Grange and the ladies’ affiliates@d3hange and the Eastern Star and other
organizations were very strong and the communitie® very strong as communities. In fact,
in my town of Readfield all elections were consatkto be nonpartisan as long as there were
only Republicans on the ballot. And it was a veolid Republican area. In fact, when I first ran
for the legislature in 1970 there were more abseb#tiots cast in the town of Wayne than live
ballots.

AL: Okay. And so socially, what did people daawn? Were they members of these
organizations?

TB: Yeah, it was an organization-based commurfiyst of all, people worked, secondly,

kids went to school, and virtually no one did natrkv There really was no such thing as
unemployment. If you lost a good job you took gskx job, and there was always manual labor.
In comparison to the current day, technology aaghimes were absent. | grew up learning
how to, well, learning, | grew up using a shovettosn my way and that was true of most
people. Manual labor was readily available onf#mens and in construction projects, and so
there was very little unemployment.

However, there was no wealth either. It was alehgk for every family to buy a baseball glove
or a bicycle for the children, and nobody reallywded. | can remember getting on my bicycle
and picking bottles in the road, Route 17 from Rietdito Winthrop --- it's not Route 17, it's
141--- from Readfield to Winthrop, and having td gest of the way to Winthrop before I got
enough bottles to buy a baseball glove. And thasshow life was. We had a great time. It
was an idyllic existence, there were many commuaityvities, many more than there are now.
There was no vicarious living, there was no telewiaintil | was about ten. And you know,
you’'d listen to the radio at night but not a latdgpeople did things themselves. They did them
directly, they did not live through other peopletla®ugh television or the Internet or any of
those things. So, when you wanted something tgodowvent and found somebody and did it,
you went fishing or you went in the woods or, yaww, you went for a walk or you got in a
fight or whatever you wanted to do. It was a v@ingct existence and it was very healthy.

AL:  Now you said there was a very strong Republizase in Readfield. Your parents, what
were their political backgrounds?

TB: My parents were Republicans, and that was beoawsrybody were Republicans,
everybody was Republicans | guess. And my motlzeyr active on the Republican town
committee and she enrolled me in the Young Repaidic My father ran the, | think it's
gubernatorial campaign of Herman Sahagian whdasn@us person in Maine political lore and
also in the libel and slander cases of Maine.

AL: Was he the one who owned the Fairview Wines?



TB: That's correct. And, a self-made man, anddaeted very negatively to being told by the
Republican power structure that he had to paycedely, a bribe in order to get his Fairview
Wines into the state liquor stores. And he usatlithrunning in the Republican primary against
Frederick Payne when Ed Muskie ran for the U.SawenAnd it greatly helped Muskie. | don’t
think there was any connection, but my father riarcmpaign, and at that point my parents
were Republicans.

AL:  So they were pretty active as well.

TB: They were active; they were not true believémnshiean, you simply didn’t have a choice
in Maine. If you wanted to get somewhere as lattha 1970s in business in Maine, you had to
be a Republican. There was no choice. And tivai kef rigor and prejudice existed in my
experience into the late 1970s in Maine in varipoekets.

AL:  So, what sort of influence did your parentshair activity politically in the Republican
party have on you growing up, and how did it, wiwdé did it play in you forming your ideals?

TB: Well, let me deviate slightly from that and tgdu about the first time | met Ed Muskie. |
was, let's see, | was eight, Ed Muskie had be@mhtear nine, Ed Muskie had been elected in ‘54
as | recall and my father was working for the statdhe Department of Economic Development,
which then occupied a balcony over what is now afit@e, one of its hearing rooms. That's
how large the department was.

Anyway, and my father was on a trip through wesMaine with Ed Muskie on economic
development issues and the car stopped at the bodslecould see Governor Muskie through
the window, and that was the first time I'd eveers@ny political person. Because remember,
we didn’'t have television, okay? So it was a défe world, and seeing somebody in the flesh
was much more significant than it is now. Andtiisk me how much he looked like the
pictures I'd seen of Lincoln. And then my fathante in the house and was obviously quite
proud he was with the governor, and went backrotité car and left again.

My parents had very little effect on my politicdlilmsophy except that they believed in integrity
and literacy and knowledge, and that was not undeu@arents in Maine at that time. Indeed,
we’ll talk about this | guess, but | think sometloé reasons why Ed Muskie was elected in the
first place were prevalent in my family, the dedoeeducation, for a better life, for a young
family and for education for children.

Education was extraordinarily important to my pase In fact, that's why they moved from
Augusta to Readfield so my sister could go to Kehtill School, a private school that had day
students from the surrounding area of Readfieldabse Readfield had no high school of its
own. And that continues to this day for many townblaine where you can go anywhere you
want if your town has no high school. So educatiais extremely important in my family, and
the discussion of ideas became part of that. Aatlwas to the great disadvantage of any
political organization, Republican, Democrat orestithat was not young, alive, and in contrast
was ossified, somewhat corrupt and inflexible.



AL:  So when did you first become politically irdsted or active?

TB: | first became politically interested with tadministration of John Kennedy. And for
reasons | still don’t fully understand, became veowerfully identified with him as a person,
that is, | was fascinated by his charm and gradermelligence. And when he was shot, it was a
crystallizing event in my life. It was, first ofiaan event that | had to write about as editor of
the high school paper, and | can repeat to yowtedebatim what | wrote, but I'll spare you.

And what | wrote has guided my life ever since,fthal line of which was, “May we have the
wisdom and the courage to continue.” And that'®wh became clear to me that my interest in
ideas was driven toward a fundamental interestoafiéf in the primacy of human liberty, the
recognition of human dignity, particularly in wometo were not and still are not properly
recognized, and the right to achieve those retfultaigh the political process.

It seemed to me that the protests that Americarbegaee after Kennedy was shot, and that
continued through the rest of the 1960s into tids, Wvere a healthy exercise of political rights
and that that kind of system inherently was lorigsting, and properly so, than any authoritarian
system.

And so during the time that America was in turmbikent through that turmoil as a person
guestioning the political process, questioningvilae, questioning the role of business in public
life, and it really began with the assassinatiodaiin Kennedy. And the song, “Bye, Bye,
American Pie,” is for many people like me an antladrthe development of our, of our political
souls. I'm sorry to be so intense about this.

AL:  No, that's fine, that's great. Where did ygoufrom there? You, that sort of sets where
your political interests came in, at what age did gtart becoming active?

TB: Well, | went off to Bowdoin and | was activeariot of semi-movements. We would, we
called them movements then. They were the higbest of political activity but they were by
today’s standards ridiculous. You know, we shutohe school for a day in order to have
women be able to come to our rooms and our dotmegpresident countered by offering to have
them come to the classrooms, | mean, it was jusirab But it was a big step for us and we had
marches and so on. Bowdoin was and | think i$pasure Bates is, a relatively docile place
when it comes to politics. But that was where ifeywas centered, and | worked my way
through school and actually went to classes sontieedfime and spent a lot of time in the library
reading books that weren't assigned.

But what interested me most was, continued to eduhdamental intellectual and political basis
for human freedom. And every issue that came ubarsixties, whether it was civil rights, the
civil rights movement, or the beginning of the ennimental movement, or the beginning of the
women’s movement, | dealt with in the context adad and in relation to what just seemed so
obvious to me, which was the natural right of hurbamgs, of self-determination, and
expression of their political preference and will.

And so, while | participated in some of these tkingdeed in many of them, it was, | was trying
to understand why people would oppose those tlimagsseemed so obviously true to me. You



know, it's obviously true, | spent a month in Rassi 1985 when Gorbachev came to power,
and it was obvious to me that the Soviet systemlaviaul because they were wasting the
intelligence of their people. They had two hundmation people who they did not allow to
think, or at least to use their thought processesy positive way. As a consequence, they had
a handful of people thinking for a lot of peopl€s an inherently inefficient system, because it
does not recognize the supremacy of human reasbdignity.

So, | approached every issue that way in colle®ygd when the elections came along in 1968 |
was still in college, and Eugene McCarthy was rngrand he came to Bowdoin, and, being a
very intelligent man, he came in and read poehgiuiding a poem by a Maine poet that remains
one of my favorite poems today. And | became fasteid that an individual who believed in the
kind of things that | believed in could have a sabsal effect on the country. He didn’t have
anything; he didn’t have any money, he didn’t haymlitical organization, he just had an idea
that the war was wrong. Of course | agreed widt, ttvhich made him much more interesting to
me.

| then spent the next year analyzing the war antidey what my role in it would be if | were
called. And we went through the turbulent evefit6®, culminating really in the assassination
of Robert Kennedy. But every one of the violertsdbat occurred in that time period, | think,
amplified the Kennedy assass-, the assassinatidohof Kennedy to me, not in making me
angry or discouraged but in forging my, my souhiway, to fight that kind of injustice.

AL:  Making you very determined about your belesfisl -

TB: Right. That's right. | mean, it seemed to opgfe frankly, that if the forces of ignorance
or evil thought it worthwhile to take a good persdife to stop the recognition of human liberty
and dignity, then the clear antidote was to beinglto give your life in the pursuit of those
ideals. And over that year | formed a belief thabuld do that, that | would dedicate my life to
the recognition of those ideals. But there was thing called Vietnam, and | was in ROTC,
Army ROTC, at Bowdoin. | had always felt that Mvere to serve, | had an obligation to serve at
the highest of my abilities, and so | did ROTCdifing it incredibly boring, and endured the
water bombs from the dormitories we would walk loyidg drill and all those things. All done

in good humor. Some guys would skip drill to thrthe water bombs.

And then, the only political event that | was aetia was, Charlie Micoleau, who was then
either at the Democratic State Committee or orsth# of the senator, got me to organize the
Bowdoin Young Democrats one night at Bowdoin, drariext day to go to the Young
Democratic state convention with a bunch of voltes tve didn’t deserve and vote for Charlie
for president of the Young Democrats. So that mgsthat was the first political event.

And then | just dealt with adjusting to what myightions would be in the event | were called to
go to Vietnam, and did not consider graduate schball. | thought about it, you know, as
whether | should apply or not and | concluded thvaas one of the, you know, a lot of kids went
to college from my high school class. Fewer wemtnfthe surrounding region, that is fewer of
the natives went to college. A lot of them jusimivi® work, and some of them went to work in
the woods and some in the fields and some of tingiwbis in their family’s businesses. And |



knew that if I, if I didn’t go, one of them wouldgthat’s how the draft boards worked. And |
didn’t have any greater right to be exempted thay tid. So, | decided | would go in the
military and, after all our government didn’t, waemised on defending the ideals that | had
come to believe. And in the fall of 1968 | went its that right? That's right, fall of ‘68. And
ended up not being sent to Vietnam.

AL:  You did not go.

TB: No, | was sent to Korea where | served in teeo®d Infantry Division on the DMZ for
seventeen months, and then was, then came home.

AL:  What was that experience like?

TB: It was a great experience. | really enjoyedrfilitary, | was privileged to serve, | learned
a great deal, and | met a tremendous number of geogle. It's, it was my first experience in
destroying stereotyping. And, not being the mastialy of people, probably a very important
experience at that time. | assumed that everybothe military would be gung ho, to use a
military term, about the war, and they were nothatthey were adamant about was that once
you committed to do something, to do it right. ¥ladhorred killing just as much as | did but
they were in the military, most of them, for thengareasons, that fundamentally they felt that
they had an obligation to serve a country that thadeacon of democracy and that the fact that
the war was either wrong or poorly run or both,idtiaot deter them. And so it was a very
interesting experience.

| also learned a lot about leadership and organizaabout, of the moral, the moral principles
by which we ask people to follow, and what obligatthat creates on the part of a leader. So it
was a very edifying experience, and | enjoyed it.

AL: | have a, | have to backtrack just a secomtlaek you a couple questions about your time
at Bowdoin College. Were there any professors ware particularly influential on you, not
specifically in political, but in shaping your befis and your attitudes?

TB: Well Bowdoin was all-male at that time, a calesable detriment for any educational
institution. But the professors were terrific. ejfwere very good teachers as well, for the most
part, as well as being learned. The, | majorgohifosophy, and | think the person who affected
me most was a ninety-year-old professor named Tdreddeyer Greene, who was one of the
two or three leading scholars of Kant in the world.

What was remarkable about him was that he brougligophy down to the personal level of
decision-making for all of us. He counseled mamgsnts who thought they were conscientious
objectors. He didn’t have a bias one way or tiegtbut he made people go through the
rigorous effort of determining what, whether thegrevin fact a conscientious objector. And lots
of folks were looking for ways to get out of therved that point. And he brought it down to
daily life. In my final oral exam question he agk&Do you have an obligation to stop a six-
year-old girl from running out into the street dming hit by a bus?” That's the kind of

guestion that | think we run into in all parts afrdives. The obvious answer that we say to one



another is “Yes”. But when you think about it yioave to decide why you have that obligation
and what it means to the rest of your life. He extsemely moral without being a proselytizer,
he just sort of, it was like going and sitting wibcrates. Remarkable experience.

There were many others that were very good. Th& mgportant experience for me was to be
able to go into the library and just wander, patady in the rare book section. | once sat
readingHiawatha in an original version and | could hear the pukthe Native American
community, you know, in the poem itself. It waswanderful experience. | wouldn’t mind
doing it over again.

AL:  Was Longfellow one of your favorite poets?

TB: Yes, yes, Longfellow. Also Philip Booth of Giag, who's still alive. [A] truly

remarkable Maine poet, a truly remarkable poet fMaine; far superior to Robert Frost.

Robert Frost has, you know, fifteen or twenty neglbod poems and the rest don't qualify for
roadside signs, but Philip Booth’s poems are reataykhigh-quality across the board.

Bowdoin promised to teach me how to think and foress myself. And | didn’t think they had
succeeded until after I, until | left Bowdoin anddncluded when, | was in the military, that they
had succeeded, despite my best efforts.

AL:  And so at some point after your time servimghie military you decided on law school?

TB: No, what happened was | reached a decisiontatdwat | would and would not do for my
country. | also concluded that having been seHktiea spared me from death, because | am a
relatively aggressive person and extraordinarijjalpand the odds would have been very high
that if in a, if a combat circumstance arose intvaen that | would have put myself at risk for
others and not survived. I've never said thisrpbedy before.

So | had, I led a few combat patrols in Korea dretd¢ was combat in Korea, even during this
time, in the ‘68 and ‘70 period, there was a loindiftration from the north and we were one of
the units trying to stop that. And it occurredne that | had an obligation to those who had not
been spared, and as | shared in the obligatioart@sthat | had an obligation to practice what |
believed, to put all the thought that | had engagezh an intellectual basis into practical reality
And so, | concluded that | would try to changefttags in our society that | found to be unjust,
including the mechanism that created the war.

So | decided to get into politics, and one day, wight | guess it was, | wrote Charlie Micoleau
a letter that began with the lines, “From deepdms foxhole, deep inside Korea,” asking him
to find some way for me to get active, and becoatiw@in politics. And he suggested that | run
for the legislature from Readfield, Wayne, Monmoaltid Winthrop, which district had never
elected a Democrat. I'm sad to say that | maietithat record.

In fact, in 1964 Ed Muskie carried the whole didtby seven votes and Lyndon Johnson by
three. It was a rock-ribbed Republican area. vihdt happened was, | applied for early

discharge. In return for staying in a hardship tolKorea, on the demilitarized zone, for an
extra five and a half months, | was granted disphaelatively early, a couple months early,



rather than coming back to the States. | was diggd when | got back to the States
immediately, and | immediately ran for the legistatfrom these towns, putting into action my
commitment. And that’s how | got involved in padg.

How did | decide to be a Democrat? There was miceh At that point, Ed Muskie was a
senator, Bill Hathaway and Peter Kyros [Sr.] wére tiwo congressmen from Maine. Ken Curtis
had been elected governor at age thirty-five. lde young and vigorous. Muskie was wise and
experienced. The Democratic Party was alive, fonagtg, and not willing to accept the status
quo. It railed against the establishment thatri@dlone a good job in Maine. Maine at that
time was run by a few interests, particularly Cehilaine Power Company, and that remained
true really up until the early eighties. And itsvelear to me, from what | had read of Maine
while at Bowdoin and in high school, that change ttaoccur and that the Democratic Party
was that vessel of change. So I, that underlagleaysion to contact Charlie Micoleau again and
to seek political life.

So | ran for the legislature, | lost to a nicedel] fifty-five/forty-five, had a great time, andeth
went to work in the Curtis administration after gg@pating in the 1970 Curtis recount where,
which he won by some, you know, he won the elediypsome three to four hundred votes.

And the recount took two months and was led byria¢tgs George Mitchell, Severin Beliveau,
and Bruce Chandler, all of whom have become friemdsmentors to me. And that was the start
of my political activity.

AL:  Now we’re talking about 19707
TB: Yes.
AL:  And what position did you hold in the Curtdnainistration?

TB: | wentto work for about four or five monthsthre state planning office doing some really
interesting things, | thought, on focusing the gyeaf state government on solving problems
that had plagued Maine for some time in a variéigreas, particularly in fisheries. And the
Curtis administration was looking at ways to retgilaver-fishing, ways to ensure that the
resource would be there for a period of time, ¢yedecades ahead of its time. And had their
warnings been heeded we would have perhaps nahbaame problems we have now. And
working with a group of people who included a womdro has since become my wife,
Elizabeth Hoglund, and some other folks who wemyfinteresting, the Curtis administration
was strongly committed to changing Maine governméid by the time | got there they were
deeply involved in the first ever twentieth centggvernment reorganization. For example,
there were seven agencies that dealt with vetetiagng combined them into one department,
Veteran’s Services. And there were many things tiiat.

In fact, because the executive council still existbe governor really did not run the
government. It was the executive council thatlyean the government because the governor
couldn’t replace a department head, couldn’t makf@nfunding decisions even though the
legislature had appropriated the money. It all tvaglo through the executive council. And it
was a form of, well, it was an institutional vestigf Republican power in Maine. In other



words, you might be smart enough to get Ed Muski€em Curtis elected, but you're not smart
enough to get the executive council elected bectdngsexecutive council elected because the
executive council was elected by the legislatuit the legislature was the product of a
gerrymandered election process. Remember, thusti@bout the year that the United States
Supreme Court began to spealBaker v. Carr andReynolds v. Smms about the
malapportionment of legislatures and in partictiter fact that they over-represented rural areas.
For example, in Maine at that time, during GoverReed’s administration, a legislator from
Rockland died. Governor Reed appointed his reptacgé. There was no election. These things
were common and the Constitutional protectionsweatake more or less for granted now
simply did not exist.

So there was no hope, really, of the Democratsafigtoontrolling state government. They were
just sort of a nuisance that the Republicans pwritipand bargained with to get things to
happen. Curtis was able, through his persondliggace and charm, to make friends on the
executive council and create a lot of change, dreéhach was this effort to reorganize state
government.

AL:  What was your impression of Curtis as gove?nbio you have recollections of him?

TB: Oh sure, | mean, he was a great man, hesstligreat man. He, he was the embodiment
of the Kennedy ideals. From rural Maine, grewm&urtis Corner not far from here, went to
Maine Maritime Academy. He understood what it \Wees to grow up in rural Maine and have
nothing, and yet still not advocate taking fromestpeople to have something, but rather in
devoting your efforts to be sure that everybodydgsb and that they have an education, they
have an opportunity. | thought he was exceptioftd.brought a group of young people into
state government, and some older people as wedl, wehe really highly motivated. For
example, they would take every plank in the DemiicRarty platform, and then they were
planks that were actually practical, and turn theto a piece of legislation and see that those
pieces of legislation got into the legislative prss. So that, year after year, term after term,
there was constant pressure to have Maine profpesard structurally and institutionally, and
substantially.

| think Ken Curtis was able to do more in his eigbars as governor than any other governor in
Maine history. Part of it was due to his pers@apeal to individuals; he was very reasonable
and fair. Part of it was due to his ethics; he hasest to a fault and straightforward and could
be counted on by people. And part of it was dugigantellectual principles, his political

beliefs. He believed in the right things and heied those things out in everything he did.

Now that’s not to say he didn’t get discouraged aochsionally angry, but he did some
spectacular things.

Just to give you an example, my wife, before slwaibme my wife, worked for him and
established the first Office of Children and Yo&rvices, and it was actually within his office,
it was in the governor’s office. And she wouldtgaural areas to bring mental health services,
some educational services for disadvantaged oblédahildren, and similar things that state
government was just beginning to create with mdnay the Great Society, to bear on the
problems of children. And the problems were prafhu



She went into many homes where there were dirtslo&he went into many homes where the
younger children were clearly the offspring of tidest son and the mother. She spoke at high
schools to the older students about how it waspptopriate to have sex with your parents and
actually had children come up to her and say, “Y®gerious, right, | mean, this is not right?”

In fact, the area of Franklin county, Somerset tpand north was a particularly difficult
problem.

And that'’s the kind of poverty, a parochial, unteddheed, that Ken Curtis found and responded
to. It wasn’'t a moral issue to him, it was a hurhaalth and dignity issue, and wherever he
could he reached out for those people. That'srarkable record that he compiled. You know,
what Curtis did would not have been possible withedi Muskie, but Muskie was a different

kind of governor in different circumstances. Hellba prove that it was safe to have a Democrat
around, which he did.

AL:  Which meant he had to be cautious and slowgyoi

TB: Right, right. He achieved a great deal, budlidet at a different time, a different era.
Remember, it was ‘54 to ‘66, twelve year differebetween Curtis and Muskie, and of course
there had been one other Democrat elected in tla@tmae who did not hold office long because
he died. Anyway, I'm wandering.

AL:  So, is the next step to talk about 1974 wrmnmanaged Mitchell’'s gubernatorial
campaign, or is there something -?

TB: Well, if you want to talk about Muskie we’vetgo talk about ‘72 and the presidential
campaign.

AL:  Okay.

TB: Okay. In 1972 | was hired to work for EImerm\étte who was then the senate minority
leader in the legislature and had run in 1966 agaitargaret Chase Smith and surprised the
political world by winning some forty-four perceoitthe vote. And he was at that time an icon
in the state. He was very well regarded, he wasrthst prominent Franco-American politician,
and a person of substantial personal dignity. &tewanted to run for the U.S. senate again but
Hathaway had announced against Margaret Chase &ndtthere was no way that he was going
to defeat Hathaway, nor did he want to.

So he decided to run for congress, the seat beiogted by Hathaway. And | was hired to
organize his campaign, which | did for several rhentAnd then under pressure from Charlie
Micoleau and people in the Muskie campaign natignahgreed to go to New Hampshire and
try to straighten some things out there. So | wdsew Hampshire for the last six weeks of the
presidential primary there, handling about a tloirthe state. And we could talk for weeks
about this, but the most important points | woulahivto make to you is that | think the role, Ed
Muskie’s circumstance as the victim of the Repuwlidirty trick machine, run out of the White
House, has really never been fully discussed plyblit’'s been documented but not discussed at



length because it's a negative aspect that we dika’to think about.

| was there in Manchester when Muskie gave his@pagainst the owner of thénion Leader,
Mr. Loeb, and when he did not cry. And | was watghTV that night when Dan Rather who, if
you remember, had come to fame in America by b#iageporter on the spot in Dallas when
John Kennedy was shot, when he continued to maleeree by dragging down another political
leader and said that Muskie had cried. Muskie,lamds, | was standing not ten feet from him,
right in front of him, and when | saw Rather’s takethe CBS news that night | was stunned.
Muskie did not cry. There’s no question he wasgngut being angry is a virtue sometimes,
not a negative.

With Muskie on the flatbed of the truck at that¢invere Louis Jalbert of Lewiston, John Martin
of Eagle Lake, Severin Beliveau, | think Elmer \étté was there, and a few other Franco-
American politicians from Maine. The event hadrbeslatively hastily organized by the

Muskie campaign, which was dominated by people hdwbworked in the 1970 campaign of the
U.S. Senate of Joe Duffey in Connecticut. Somha$e people are still very active in
American politics, John Podesta is chief of statha White House, he and his brother, Tony,
were sort of in charge of the campaign. Tony wederp Tony’s a lobbyist now in Washington
for a variety of causes, and he used to head upl@éar The American Way. And there were
many, many people there who have gone on to soamipence.

But one thing they didn’t do very well was go te thmerican Legion Hall and drink beer with
the people who were going to be the voters. Atihk that tells the story of the New
Hampshire campaign of Ed Muskie. The people whiewethe campaign were of a different
culture than the people they were talking to, whthat time in New Hampshire were almost, I'd
say, two thirds blue collar Democrats. New Hamesls not an agricultural state, it doesn’t
have a significant forestry industry, it is an isthial state and the campaign simply did not
properly reach out to people, it did not propesyiraate the anger the people had about
Vietnam, including the blue collar people. And tanpaign got itself put in a position that it
could not, where it could not win.

Joe Grandmaison, who ran the McGovern campaigneriadpress believe that if Muskie
didn’t get fifty percent he’d lost, and he got I¢lsan fifty percent. But he obliterated
McGovern. He beat McGovern something like threevm. But he didn’t get fifty percent so
the outcome, and that was really the end of thekMusampaign. It continued on but it, starting
poorly out of the block as it did, it did not do lweBut my sense is you don’t want to talk about
the Muskie campaign at great length so | won’t,Ijust wanted to note that that was my
involvement in the Muskie campaign in New Hampshire

AL:  Sure. Was there a sense, when, before tidemtchappened in New Hampshire, what
was the sense of his bid for the nomination?

TB: Well, it was inevitability. He, he combinechamber of characteristics that had not been
seen on the national political scene really at plo@nt since FDR. His speech in 1968 on

election eve, written largely by Richard Goodwirdanodified substantially by Ed Muskie, was
a masterpiece of political discourse. It said thate were the politics of fear and the politi€s o



hope, and that Richard Nixon was advocating thegig®bf fear and that Ed Muskie urged
people to embrace the politics of hope. And ofrseuhat was where all of us were
ideologically. That truly was the difference beemehe political parties and it sent shivers of
personal affirmation down the spine of most Demiscaad really saved the Democrats in the
congressional elections of 1968, I'm sorry, 1970adl the date wrong, and catapulted Muskie
into frontrunner status.

And that level of wisdom and ability to communicatere, was or were, greatly in demand in

the country. But there also was the intensityhefanti-war people wanting to use the election as
a referendum on the war. And while all of us wané-war, it's like environmentalists, there
were seven different kinds of anti-war people hesd are seven different kinds of
environmentalists, and McGovern very successfully..

End of Sde A
SdeB

AL:  We are now on Side B of the interview with NTany Buxton.

TB: The great weakness of the Muskie campaign hatsttwas the frontrunner. The
Democratic party has since become a pastiche ofretions, and of course the original
insurrection was 1968 with McCarthy and then Kennaahd then throughout ‘68 to ‘72 it was
the reform, the quote, “alleged” reform of the Dematic party from the McGovern
Commission, which only McGovern fully understoodie context of the political environment
that existed at that time.

And so by the time we got to ‘72 people were mudhmarinto being insurrectionist than they
were in being the status quo. And there was a@vheWw group of people who had come into the
party because of 1968 and events since 1968.ctndaviously all people who were in high
school when John Kennedy was shot had gone togeotlad graduated and were now ready to
get into politics, so it was a different world. drthere was a political structure in each staat th
was the traditional Democratic Party structuret tduamsisted of organized labor and farm
interests and liberals. And then you have to putop of that this vast number of people who
were issue motivated by the issues of the latéesi@nd early seventies. And it was a tough
environment.

And the Muskie people had to keep the regular gaetyple happy in all fifty states, and court
the other people, and that was an enormously exgeharden and required a centralized
structure that I think weighted the campaign dowd mevitably became controversial. And
you’ve seen many examples, the latest being the Gampaign, of how to fight that, i.e., the
Gore campaign moves from Washington to Tennessgettihe hell away from all the people
who want to give them advice so they can get stnimg$ done. The Muskie campaign had
some leadership shifts, Don Nicoll's role was diisired, George Mitchell’s role was increased,
but those were at the top and not at the bottoar.ekample, when | say | ran a third of the state
of New Hampshire, | did. | was the sixth persomuw it in the course of a year. When | got
there people said, “Oh no, not another one.” Arndadk me days to win their confidence. And |
did, including Hugh Gallen, who eventually becamgaynor of New Hampshire and who was



very, he was the chair of the Muskie campaign i Mampshire. But, all the time and effort of
the other people was wasted, it was all gone, #f@arts had been, had produced nothing
because the . . ..

AL:  What was the cause of such a large turnover?

TB: Well, being paid twenty-five dollars a weekged, | think, but a growing campaign, a
campaign with shifting priorities, a campaign tryito be a very broad campaign that appealed
to lots of people. And then McGovern had the ativgm of the insurrectionist who basically
says, you know, | agree with you, the followinguiss are the hot issues, and you don’t have to
look at the rest of his record.

Muskie had to have a position on everything of emysequence. When he came into my area to
go to the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, which is afrse in Kittery we all know, but, to

campaign there, he had to put out a statementovidwv on the development of submarines as
part of the United States Navy. In order for tiwalhappen, that statement had to go through ten
people, most of whom were in Washington, some adrwiwvere some of the leading military
theorists of our country. And here | am driving @gmaro down the road with this piece of
paper that has his position on it that he has@hset, right? All McGovern had to do was go to
Portsmouth and say, “I believe in submarines ahihk we ought to end the war.” Muskie had
to have a position on the future of the U.S. Nawyrsarine force. It's a tremendous burden, and
frankly not sustainable. And | don’t think any déate since Muskie has sustained it. The
obvious exception would be Clinton in the secomthidut Clinton’s the first Democratic
president to serve two terms since Franklin Rodse®», you know, the burdens that were on
Muskie were unprecedented and no one has sinceexded in carrying them as the frontrunner
as well. We'll see how Gore does doing that. \Wandering again.

AL:  Well, let’s go to your, the next significahirig in your political career.

TB: Well, | had decided based on the Muskie expeggand by the way | left the Muskie
campaign after New Hampshire. | did not mesh wéh the New Age people who had come
out of the Duffey campaign. | liked them persopdiut my idea of politics is establishing

bonds with people and sharing in a common purparsethey were more a television age, where
you show a TV ad and get someone to agree witiithad. It had a higher calling to me and |
decided that | didn’t want to deal with it.

So | left the campaign, went back briefly at thguest of a guy named Larry Kudlow, who had
been the field director for New Hampshire and whse &ince become quite famous on Wall
Street, for experiences on Wall Street and in duisilfy life. And | worked briefly in the
Massachusetts primary for him and for Muskie arhtbame back to Maine and ran for the
legislature again. Again unsuccessfully. Beingl@same ticket with George McGovern was a
“wonderful” experience, and | would put wonderfnlquotes. | spent more time explaining his
position than trying to justify mine and | sufferéa appropriate consequences.

The turnout was huge in the ‘72 election. In faetas almost twice, in my district, almost twice
what it had been in 1970. And we still had thpretty powerful Republican machine, a



growing Democratic counter effort, and the Repusiz all voted and they voted for
Republicans. So I lost that race as well, and Wasinprised. | decided after that, that | wanted
to run a gubernatorial campaign. And the questiouald be, whose? | knew Mitchell but not
well. He had taken the Muskie loss really harddiae’t like going around Maine and saying,
you know, answering the question, “George, whapkeaed?” And that's what he got
everywhere he went. Clearly he didn’t want to sémat had happened, if he knew. So | didn’t
have any great relationship with him.

There were other people thinking about runningluitiog Peter Kelley. | knew Peter well.
Peter was a state senator from Caribou and | gotiad with Peter establishing, attempting to
establish the Power Authority of Maine that wouéivé left, made the state of Maine the only
entity that could build new power plants in Mairlewas a public power concept that came out
of New York state, but was amplified by some Newkvlawyers to be more of a monopoly
here. It was drafted as though it were a part@iNork state law, which meant there were no
environmental controls and there were a lot ofghithat were wrong with it. And we pushed it
pretty hard, and what it was, really, substantidllyas public power, but what it really was was
the first political attack on Central Maine Powenpany in Maine’s history.

CMP had been formed at the turn of the century,samce about 1917 had been phenomenally
powerful in Maine. CMP at one time owned Bath IWorks, the Bates Mills here in Lewiston,
all kinds of mills all over Maine. They built ti@hampion Mill in Bucksport, paper mill, they
were an engine of economic development and evéyitaine to be owned by Samuel Insul,
who later was convicted of stock fraud and becarsynabol of the need for the Securities and
Exchange Commission. But the point was that CMiPldeen very politically powerful for
decades and we challenged that. We did it byatinve petition, collected fifty thousand
signatures in the cold of winter. In fact, | renmmncollecting signatures on the steps of St.
Augustine in Augusta and having the pens not virééeause the ink was frozen. It was a
fascinating experience. That's a whole differeitaf stories. We lost about sixty-forty in the
referendum, CMP spent a lot of money, it was pregly, but it was the beginning of the end for
the political power of the entrenched utilities.

At that time in Maine, if you wanted to run for o, you would go to, on your many stops, you
would stop at CMP and they would have coffee with ynd they would show you their latest
poll and show you how you were doing. They hadl thvn polling operation, their own

political operation, they gave a fair amount of prand they took no prisoners. They were
serious, serious people. In fact, Maine Times, when it began, used to do an annual survey of
the most powerful people in Maine and it alwaysiwed the president of CMP. That has
changed over time, and that’s for the good. CMiftsrests were not political, their interests
were economic. But inevitably they were used lgygbwer structure of the Republican Party as
an asset and that’s an inappropriate role for &nbas, particularly a monopoly business that
serves the public good.

AL: | want to make clear because | may have ha,missed what you said. But did their
power, are they not as politically powerful becalisesome way, their power decreased by
political means, or their power decreased by lewyatihe laws changed?



TB: Thisis a long story, but I'll tell the shorérsion and answer your question. CMP’s
political power decreased because the institutib@shocratization of Maine increased, okay?
And that happened in a variety of ways. Firghaippened by the election of popular figures like
Muskie and Curtis who ran state government well\wahd could be trusted. Secondly, the
reapportionment efforts led by many, and I've wakk& every one of the reapportionments
since 1970, reapportioned the Maine legislaturthabthere was one person, one vote, which
gave power back to the urban and suburban areash vé@mded to be more Democratic.

And so the first legislative election following th870 apportionment was the 1974 election
when Mitchell ran. And Mitchell lost, but the Dearats took over the legislature for the first
time since 1964 in the Goldwater landslide whely tien’'t even want to have. And they didn’t
keep it then, but they took it over in 1964 and, Ilthink for one two-term, two-year period
since then the Democrats have controlled the Miaigislature, right. So you can see that the
implementation of these political principles ofpest for dignity and respect for liberty, when
put into effect in Maine, changed the instituti@idaine dramatically.

In 1974 when the Democrats took power, the firstghhat they did was they abolished the
executive council. So then the chief executiveab®se an executive, the will of the people
expressed through the election of a governor dgtosant something in terms of changing
policy or creating policy. And the Democratic Rantas really rolling; it was as good a political
organization as this country has ever seen. Itdoaan in terms of getting out the vote, it was
very good at those things, too, but | mean in tesfr®oliciting ideas and turning them into

policy.

For example, the platform hearings of the Demociaérty would go on in twenty different
places at that time in a given year, and would Ivergaome of the leading intellectual lights of
the state of Maine. And they would listen, intéigg®ups and citizens would show up and make
their case for a particular policy, and if they euccessful it went into the platform. And if it
went into the platform, it went into legislativerfio. And if it went into legislative form it got in
front of the legislature, and it might not succéleat year or the next year but it succeeded
eventually if it were worthy. And when you thinkaut it, the political process can’t get much
better than that. It was not dominated by moneyas not dominated by a particular group of
people, it was a process. To some extent, thatafias into disarray because of the weakening
of the political parties in Maine, not just the Darratic Party. But that's another topic for
another discussion.

| think it happened because of the change in thigqab institutions as affected by the
leadership of the party. During this time, for ypurposes, Muskie’s role was that of a deity.
He never, well that's not true, he hardly ever esped his point of view. For example, in a
referendum issue, it's very common now for the goeeto endorse or oppose a referendum.
Muskie would never do that, he would say, “I'm gpto vote, people may know how I'm going
to vote, but I'm not going to tell anybody how totg.” The result was that everyone was
encouraged to have their own opinion. No one wealg well, King’s against it or Muskie’s
against it, or Mitchell. It was, they were making their own mind, it was the exercise of
democracy.



That encouraged referenda and referenda flourise@dmeans of changing things, starting with
the public power referendum in 1973 and then inLitregley years the Bigelow Preserve, and in
a variety of other referenda. And since then theyjecome even more common. Muskie’s role
as a deity, however, was not the same as the fohe gtaff. The role of the staff, all of whom
had a political personality of their own, each dfom had one, their role was significant in the
party; they really helped recruit candidates, thelped raise money, they helped foster ideas,
they helped make people from outside of Maine abéel inside Maine as examples of what
good could be done through the political procelsey were very significant. Easily as
significant as the Curtis staff people, and som#nem went back and forth.

There was, you know, mild antagonism from timeneetbut nothing like we see now in our
congressional delegation. The roles of the coisgnea were different; they were just
campaigning full-time. But, for example, when hrar the legislature in 1970, the first thing
that happened to me was a fellow named [LinwoodinyeRoss came to me, and he was in the
Curtis administration. He said, “Well, Tony, yoe'a candidate, that’s great. Are you a notary
public?” | said, “No, I'm not, what the hell isat?” And he said, “Well you need to be a notary
public to register voters.” Everybody who wasa&tin the Democratic Party then was a notary
public, and everybody registered voters. And wyaunwere sitting down having a beer with,
you know, some college classmates who were gettigether at reunion, you said, “By the way,
are you registered to vote?” And you had regigtneand enrollment cards in your car and, you
know, we registered tens of thousands of peopleyexeaar.

| came to Lewiston in 1970 when the eighteen-yddvote passed on a project with the League
of Women Voters, dragging Republicans behind measoing. It was all nonpartisan of course.
And in one day we registered and enrolled thessakasses at St. Dominic’s High School,
which was then huge, Lewiston, and Edward Litifée added over fifteen hundred new voters
to the rolls in one day in three hours. We regestea lot of people to vote during that era who
were eighteen to twenty-one, and in every townfatt, every candidate was a notary public,
every candidate did registration drives and grdgwed overcame the numerical advantage the
Republicans had. How the hell did | get on to,thikat was | talking about?

AL: That's okay. George Mitchell’'s campaign Inthis, we were starting to talk about that.
Why did he lose?

TB: Well, there are a lot of reasons why GeorgecMitl lost. Let me give you the history
here. Mitchell was unknown when he started in 194 had a, | think a seven way primary,
some people who were running for governor becausas a good thing to do, and some people
who were serious. The most serious candidates tithe Mitchell were Joe Brennan and Peter
Kelley. The race ended up not being close becklitehell was a very good candidate and very
well-organized and raised enough money. BrenndraHat of support, Kelley somewhat less,
the rest of them were marginally involved. Erwarddy beat Harry Richardson in the
Republican primary. Richardson was running asdafoatliberal Republican. Erwin had run a
terrific campaign in 1966 for governor and a poampaign in 1970 so he was very well known,
and he just barely squeaked by.

During the campaign, Mitchell was initially behiawin because Erwin was better known.



Longley was not a factor, Longley started out wéh percent of the vote, it was all Lewiston,
Androscoggin county, and a little bit in Lincolnwdy. And his numbers stayed ten, twelve,
thirteen, fourteen, in that area, through all of palling. Now, we weren’t polling as often as
you would normally poll now, which is every daydadn’t recall how many we did but | suppose
it was probably four or five polls in the coursetloé campaign, and there was some done by
other, other people we had access to, I'm sured, An the Thursday before the election, two
things happened. First, tlsanday Telegram completed a poll that showed that Mitchell was
ahead by ten points over Longley and Erwin. Emwas still in second place, but starting to
fade. Secondly, thBangor Daily News endorsed Longley.

Longley knew that the poll would come out in then@ay paper so he did a television ad, last
minute television ad, and used his business cantagjet it on television late on that week, and
it came on on Sunday. And it, it was a wonderfatp of political advertising. It's Jim Longley
sitting in a chair saying, “They say we can’t winThen in his Irish accent he said, “Let’s beat
‘em big.” And it captured what was a growing hlistitoward the political parties at that time
very well. It was, ‘let’s tell the politicians theean’t tell us who to elect.’

And we had won, Mitchell had won, every paper taln in the primary. He lost every paper
mill town in the general election. And the aligoatof those workers is a, because of their
alienation they’re a good, | think, barometer olitgzal alienation in society. Mitchell won
everywhere in the state but Androscoggin Countgndley won only Androscoggin County and
he won the election.

In retrospect, | think Mitchell lost because he wasan emotional candidate, he was an
intellectual candidate, very rational, reasonaiblelligent. The poll, we did a poll after the
election, | raised some money and Bob Monks’ peogakeed some money and we went in on a
poll. And the poll showed that Mitchell had metnaohan twice as many people as any other
candidate and that most people rated him as thechedidate on the issues, but they voted for
Longley. People would call up, you know, cryingymsg, “I'm sorry, | voted for Longley, |

didn’'t mean to do it, | just, | got in there ane tthevil took my hand and made me do it.”
Longley was a master of emotion; he’s a masten@ictosing sales pitch. That's why he, at that
time he insured one in every seven people in e sif Maine to his insurance company. And
he knew how to persuade people and he did a grleatje ran a vigorous campaign, it was anti-
government, and the fallout of Watergate was thatio parties, not just the Republican Party,
but the two parties were in need of reform.

In a critical distinction that shows George Mitdlseintegrity but not necessarily his political
prowess, when Richard Nixon was pardoned by Géaid, both Erwin and Mitchell said that
the pardon wasn’t in the national interest. Jimdley said, “There they go again.” And it
really resonated with the people. It wasn’t sonmgththat showed up on the radar, you know, of
polling or anything, but | think it sort of set Lgley apart and he ended up winning thirty-eight
percent of the vote, | think Mitchell had thirty«. There are others with better numbers, I'm
sure.

It was clear to us on the Sunday night before teetien that we were in deep trouble. My
father, who was retired at the time, had beendéafj the Jay mill and came into the Jefferson-



Jackson Day dinner that was being held here in ét@wiand said, “Look,” he said, “Tony, I've
been at these mills for weeks, people are throwhimggs back in my face and they’re saying bad
things about Mitchell.” That’s, that was whenaaly hit home to me.

AL: That he hadn’t reached them.

TB: Well no, he had reached them. It was that legnbad reached them, okay? That they
were upset about Nixon, they were upset about \§atey and they were going to take it out on
somebody. And maybe Mitchell had reached them bmde had not reached them, but he
certainly had not reached them emotionally. Arat th an indication of who he was at that
time, you know, a very cerebral person.

However, the first person to pick it up was Ed Masgkree weeks earlier. He had been, maybe
it was two weeks, he had come in the state to ceyngar Mitchell and he did his own schedule
and did his own thing. And there was a debatedgtgtevised by Channel Six, and Channel Six
was then owned by the family that owned it for mgagrs, and Muskie was in talking to the
woman, Mary Rines Thompson. So Mitchell and | eaitor him to leave that meeting. And he
came out and he looked at me, not at Mitchell, lmmdaid, “Tony, there’s a problem out there.”
He said, “I've been in Lisbon and Lewiston todayl &we talked to a lot of Democrats who are
voting for Longley and you’'ve got to do somethirgpat this.” And the difficulty with doing
something about it was we weren't picking it upur polling. But Muskie, being the

supremely intelligent political person that he waeying a great understanding of people, picked
it up first. And here Mitchell wasn’t picking iy okay? People wouldn't say it to him, but they
would say it to Muskie.

So, you know, we did what we could. We never vadtdr Longley. We had to count on Erwin
not fading. And there had been, that balloon reghlblown up many times, Jim Erwin’s
balloon, and the air was leaking out of it fasteart we knew, and I think he got less than twenty
percent of the vote. But whatever he got, it ahtvto Longley and we lost the truly alienated
Democrats and a few more from Androscoggin Couary, that was the story of the election.

In retrospect, it was an important building, chégabuilding experience for George Mitchell.

He would not be the person he is today were iforothat loss. He went sort of into seclusion
politically, became, as Ken Curtis might have stk were asked, sort of a dead persona in
politics.

AL:  For how long?

TB: Three years. And, you know, there had beeitchdn cabinet in his campaign, | had been
the campaign manager, and we continued to gettegeAnd one of the issues always was,
“Well George, what are you going to do politicallyAnd he had basically concluded he was all
done.

But he had set about the task of ferreting out tivayost. And what perplexed him was that the
formula that he had followed of addressing theassationally, progressively as others had
done, had not worked. And I think he realized thiatcampaign had been too devoid of emotion



because, in fact, he had approached it as anaatedll problem, not as a cause. He went back
and read, you know, Jefferson and Lincoln, manhefgreat liberal Democrat political thinkers
of the ages and tried to put what was happeni#gnerica on the level of alienation and
antagonism into context and understand it. Anditlenot emerge again until Muskie was, well
until Carter won and he was appointed his attorriyd then of course when Muskie was made
Secretary of State, he became Brennan’s choidhéod.S. Senate. | assume others have talked
to you about why that happened. Good. Anywakirk that's why he lost and | think that's

why he became who he became.

AL:  Actually I should say | think, | don’t knowifieir perspective or knowledge is the same
as yours about why he became senator, or the sethatwoice.

TB: Well, there was a night when Mitchell won thierary in 1974, when he asked Peter
Kelley and Joe Brennan and the others to endomse&ha press conference. And | don't recall
who else came but | know Brennan came. He [Brejuidso over the violent objection of his
first wife, and he came to the press conferenc@anicipated enthusiastically. On the way
home with Mitchell, he was sitting in the back saadl he cried.

AL: Brennan.

TB: Brennan did. And Mitchell then understood hmwch of a sacrifice Brennan had made
to come to the endorsement. And throughout hisageilife thereafter, Mitchell made a great
effort to be kind to Joe Brennan because he resgdim and Brennan’s marriage ended, and
this played a role in it.

AL: Is there a reason behind her adamancy agditdtell?

TB: The Brennan campaign was a classic Irish cagnpakay? They had no polling, there
was a lot of emotion. Joe was a good candidatesasea very good candidate. He was young
and handsome and very Kennedy-esque and they thallght they were going to win. In fact
they had no clue how outgunned they were.

We went to the Democratic --- The first time theyufed out that they were in trouble was with
the Democratic state convention in May. When wetigere, we had so many delegates
supporting Mitchell, and then the state convenkiad two thousand people at it, that we didn’t
have anything for them to do. So we gave everggigk, we gave county chairmen and town
chairmen from our campaign, cards with every ddelegaame on it; ‘go find out who
everybody’s for'. The cards were back in two hoargd | think we had seventy-five percent of
the delegates to the convention. And we had madsfart, no particular effort to do that, and
that was an example of how well-organized we wéyed Mitchell’s television was as good as
anybody else’s, or better, and he performed weallt@had a lot of friends. So the Brennan
people really never, never were in the race inmiew. They had a moment when they were
clearly gaining ground but it wasn’t close, andihk there were a lot of hard feelings.

In retrospect, the things that created hard feslimgre minuscule events, they did not involve
candidates, of course, they involved the staff peapd supporters, but you know, they were the



usual things of tearing down signs and the kinthofgs that people get all bent out of shape
about. We tried to keep all that stuff to a minimbut in a hot primary some things happen that
you can’t control. And I think Brennan’s wife, MaKay, was a very competitive person, she
was very bright, very competitive and probably azhted, | don’t know this, | don’t have any
reason to believe this, but my guess is that peaplihe sidelines for Brennan advocated a
harder role in the campaign, a harder line withcliig!, and he probably declined to take it. |
mean, the same thing happened with Mitchell, | meaary candidate gets urged to take a harder
line than they ultimately take, that's why theyad@ndidates and become public officials, because
they have better judgment than the people who supipem. So | think that's the reason.

Anyway, Mitchell was always grateful and was alwaysd to Brennan, and that extended to,
you know, when they were practicing law again tbhegperated on some cases. And | think

they built up a mutual affection that, | don’t kn@as | would call them best friends, but | think
it, it's the kind of bond that people who have #tbin a disappointment have.

Brennan became attorney general, of course, wheeDdimocrats controlled, and so his star
politically was much higher than Mitchell’'s, and@mained that way through 1978 and up to
1980 when effectively he rescued George Mitchelifithe federal judgeship that all the rest of
us would have died to have occupied. The onlyp#reon that he could have appointed and
was urged to appoint other than Mitchell was Culiig Curtis had endorsed Phil Merrill in
1978 for governor over Brennan and there were s@ng very hard feelings over that. It was
not going to happen.

AL:  And it was also the Muskie influence of wagtio appoint Mitchell as well?

TB: Yes, yes, | think that had a, that had a folg,remember, Muskie had never done
anything for Brennan in Brennan’s mind. So, yoown‘thanks, thanks for your suggestion.’ |
was not, I've never been on the inside of the Baenorganization for two reasons, a) | was
never invited, and b) I'm not sure there is oneit Bdon't think there was any condition that
Brennan accepted or that Muskie attempted to mhak@nk he said, “I hope you appoint
Mitchell.”

There were other people who were being fairly sslypconsidered, John Martin was among
them, and the Curtis people opposed Martin. |abexa pretty, pretty rugged competition, but
Mitchell was probably the best person to nominathetime. Politically, Curtis might have
been better, but in terms of continuing Ed Muskmétical vision and his approach to the
world, there was nobody better than Mitchell avaga

AL: Did you feel that Mitchell had learned a lairh Ed Muskie?

TB: Yes, yes, | mean, | think you've -

AL:  Could you see it in their, maybe not in tistydes or the way they thought or processed
things?

TB: Well, both were extremely bright, and they weright in different ways. Both were very



logical; Muskie was extremely logical, Mitchell wadiculously logical. In fact, most of
Mitchell's arguments centered on the device of cauyyour argument, extending your
argument to absurd levels so that therefore ifeitexnot correct at an absurd level, it couldn’t
possibly be correct at a practical level. He'saleped others since then. Muskie argued in a
similar way.

Frank Coffin argues almost in Oriental logic, arshy Oriental in the positive non-racist sense,
that is, it's what called the neti-neti in philosgpif it’s not this and it’s not this, it must leis,
and you can see that in Frank Coffin’s opinionsafls a passive approach to logic.

Muskie was more aggressive, more on top of thesissud dissected things combining practical
understanding and the application of reason ochigirinciples. Mitchell learned that by
arguing with him. The stories are legion aboutdkiéll and Muskie getting into an argument
when Mitchell was working for him. And they wouglgue for an hour and Mitchell would lose
and he’d leave the room, and then he’d go backdhthey’d argue for another hour, and they
clearly enjoyed it. What Muskie did not transfemitchell, which is very interesting, is the
hands-on touch with people. And I don’t know whgttwas the case, | think it may be that
Mitchell was never exposed to, that much to Muskibome.

AL:  The early years.

TB: Well, to the early years and also Muskie at &pypou know, with people. He had a
personality that made people feel really privilegétitchell has since developed that skill, or let
that part of his own personality flourish. And ysaw that in particular in his reelection
campaigns to the senate and in his work natiomedlipehalf of issues for the Democratic Party
or Clinton or his own issues. And | think a vayief things contributed to that, that culminated
in his being the first American that | know of tart down a United States Supreme Court
judgeship so that he could be in love. You kndwt's the, the old George Mitchell never
would have done that. And I'm personally pleadet he’s progressed to becoming that kind of
person, but I'm sure he is as well. He might rgyea with my interpretation of it.

| think Mitchell benefited greatly from Muskie’s otacts, and | mean that Mitchell became
personally known to the establishment in Maineht®épublican and Democratic. He became
respected, he solved problems for people, workedsares, he picked up a fair number of clients
from that experience. When he went to work atdenBaird [law firm] he immediately

attracted clients to that firm who had issues tfegded his skills and they weren’t particularly
lobbying skills, they were in many cases litigatgkills, so it clearly benefited him to be part of
Muskie’s inner circle. And he became the heir appato Muskie because there was no one else
like him, like George, on the staff. Don Nicoll sva, in my view, a classic chief of staff. His
personality was that of the senator. George waswn person, and while he served the senator
| think he was thinking about his own future aslwel

End of Interview
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