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Biographical Note

Charles “Charlie” Jacobs was born on May 10, 1948ti Stephen, New Brunswick. His
parents, Isabelle and Stephen Jacobs, were bathetsa He lived mainly in Buxton, Maine

until the age of ten, and then his family move®&thel, Maine. There, he graduated from
Gould Academy. He then went on to the Universftiaine at Orono, graduating in 1971. At
Orono, Jacobs became politically active, joining student government, and supporting Eugene
McCarthy in 1968. After graduation, he went to kwor Augusta in Governor Ken Curtis’

office. He then ran for the Governor’s Councildaerved on that until it was abolished in

1976. He then worked on Ed Muskie’s 1976 Senatgpa#gn, and became a Washington staffer
shortly after that. He stayed in Washington ub@¥9, when he moved to the Lewiston, Maine
Senate office. When George Mitchell assumed Miskieat, Johnson returned to Washington,
where he remained until early 1984. He then wemtdrk for the Public Utilities Commission,
staying there for eleven years. At the time ofittierview, he was deputy commissioner of
administrative and financial services in the An#lirsg administration.

Scope and Content Note

Interview includes discussions of: living in vargosmall Maine towns; McCarthy campaign;
political scene at the University of Maine, Orori68-1971; organizing for McCarthy in Maine;



Bobby Kennedy; 1968 Maine Democratic Conventiorn, demonstrations at UMO; career
history; leaving law school; EImer Violette’s cangrg working for Ken Curtis; Curtis staff;
transition to the Governor’s Council; James Longleyrtis’ relationship with the Republican
house; driving Muskie in the 1976 campaign; Muskie&mper; contrast between Augusta and
Washington; Major Senate debates; Muskie’s treatmkthhe minority party; Muskie’'s non-
partisanship; Madeleine Albright; Gayle Cory; pressorts surrounding the possible 1976 Vice
Presidential nomination; Muskie’s move to Secretsr$tate; Johnson’s family; transition to the
Mitchell office; working at the PUC; energy criseshe1980s; change in the Maine legislature
from the 1970s; working in the Angus King admirasiton; and his wife’s role in politics.
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Transcript

MikeRichard: The date is July 16th, 1999, we’re here in theskilel Archives at Bates College
with Charles Jacobs. Interviewing is Mike Richahd, could you give me your full name and
spell it, please?

Charles Jacobs: Charles Jacobs, J-A-C-O-B-S.

MR: And what was your date of birth, Mr. Jacobs?

CJ: May 10th, 1948.

MR: And where were you born?

CJ: St. Stephens, New Brunswick, Canada.

MR: Did you live there for much of your life, or dyadbu . . .?

CJ: No, about a week. My parents lived in Calaisjidaat the time, and at that time | guess
most of the people went to the hospital in St. Bégg to have their children. So it was common
practice to go across the border. That's whendimAmerican citizen; actually I'm technically
the son of an American citizen born abroad.

MR: So you lived in Calais for most of your childh@od

CJ: No, we lived there briefly and then moved to losballs for about a year, and then we

lived in Buxton for eight years, Bethel for eiglgays. And then my parents moved to Dexter,
which is where they live now.



MR: And where did you end up having education?

CJ: | went to grade school in Buxton, and, partiahyBuxton. And then when | was ten, we
moved to Bethel, and | finished grade school thémgent to Gould Academy in Bethel.

MR: And, actually, tell me a little bit about youmnidy life and background, what your parents’
full names were to start with?

CJ: Stephen Jacobs and Isabelle Ansel Jacobs. Mgrfegt a native of Hingham,

Massachusetts, my mother was a native of Dextaavé two older brothers. What else can | . .
?

MR: What were your parents’ occupations?

CJ: When | was very young my father was a foreskée.subsequently got into teaching and so
did my mother. So for most of my life until thegtired they have been teachers.

MR: Where have they taught, or what level have theglt?

CJ: My mother taught at high school in Bryant Pond &exter. My father taught at Gould,
well first in Buxton at the high school, and theérGauld Academy and at the high, which is a
high school, and then in Dexter at the high schdy. father taught physics, and my mother
taught English and French.

MR: And you said you were the youngest of three boys?

CJ: Yes.

MR: What was that like growing up?

CJ: Oh, it was sort of typical; we had a sort of pi¢gl rural Maine middle class upbringing.
My brothers would go through stages before | didl would occasionally irritate them because
as | suspect most younger brothers do.

MR: Oh, I'm one myself, so | know what it’s like.

CJ: So, it was sort of a, | would call it a very tgal sort of, you know, rural Maine setting.
MR: So, between the different times that you movediad, well you moved around a lot in
your childhood relatively speaking, but were thang real changes or was it pretty much rural
Maine? Was rural Maine as far as you can remember?

CJ: The two places that | really spent most of mydtiood that | recall is Buxton and Bethel,
and I'd only moved. | don’t recall the moved fr@unxton to Bethel to be particularly traumatic

or anything; it was one small town to another srtwadin. In Bethel we lived in a farm three
miles out of town. And Buxton we lived in the siallage of Groveville which was in those



days very small, it was sort of a sleepy littleatuown. So it really, | would say my childhood
was really rural Maine.

MR: And you said you went to high school in Bethel?

CJ: Yes, Bethel. Since my father taught at Gouldd&ray and it was then the, in addition to
being a private school, it was the local high st¢hmothose days, so we went there.

MR: And what were your experiences there like? Vdetivities were you involved in or what
studies interested you?

CJ: 1 was active in football, basketball, so | waslyaactive in athletics in high school. | don’t
think | was interested by any particular academg@aa | was, | think, a fairly good student; |
graduated tenth in my class | think. Gould Acadehan was a very sort of traditional,
conservative, fairly difficult private school, aitdvas. We did some theater things, we did mu-,

| was in the band, in the chorus, and we had & &duipped theater at the school so we got quite
involved in plays and musicals and so on.

MR: What did you play in the band?
CJ: Baritone horn.

MR: Oh really? That's what | play. I’'m not very gbbut that's what | try. And actually
skipping back to your parents again, what werer tlasi far as you could tell, their political
attitudes or beliefs?

CJ: Well it changed. They voted for President Nixori960, so | have a vague recollection of
that. It seemed as they, from that point forwardhey grew older they grew more liberal and
more Democratic. I'm not sure why that is, it jasems that way, so that it's sort of ironic now
that in some ways | think they’re more Democratid anore liberal than I am now. And I, if
anything, have become maybe slightly more consee/#ttan | was in my younger years, so it
seems like sort of an odd transformation. Maylsecohmmon, | don’t know, but it seems like an
odd transformation that they, like | said, they rang probably more active in Democratic
politics and more likely to vote Democratic thagnh.

MR: Would you have considered yourself more relagivibleral when you were in high school,
or kind of averageufintelligible word) moderate?

CJ: 1think I was totally apolitical in high school.don’t remember any real consciousness of
political things or activities. There were no pickl clubs on campus, there was no discussion
about it. So I think until I got well into colledevas sort of totally apolitical.

MR: And where did you attend college?

CJ: University of Maine at Orono.



MR: And what were your experiences there and anyextricular activities?

CJ: | started out in, playing in the University of Ma concert band for two years, and that was,
| think, my only extracurricular activity. In mypior and senior years, | was active in student
government. And that was the time when, of the\wat protests. And so | was active in the,
through the student government, active in the wati-movement and other kinds of things on
campus.

MR: Were you in college during, no, that must havenbafter. Were you in college during the
‘68 Democratic National Convention in Chicago ahdse issues between Eugene McCarthy
and (nintelligible phrase)?

CJ: The first political thing | ever did was, begargs to work on Senator McCarthy’s
presidential campaign. That's really what got mte politics was that campaign, and, so yes, |
was aware. That's when |, it's that year and #étattion that really brought me into the political
process.

MR: And what year did you graduate college?

CJ: January of ‘71.

MR: What was your major?

CJ: History, European history.

MR: And were there any faculty members or other sitgdthat influenced you in some way in
deciding this, or just in the course of your classe?

CJ: | can't think of any professor that was . . . fidhevere certainly professors who were also
active politically at that time both in the Demaaedarty and in the anti-war movement. So to
some degree I'm sure that they influenced my dewjdbut | think it was really the war that got
me involved in politics and steered me toward tleenDcratic Party.

MR: So like you said, beforeutintelligible word) the war, you really weren't interested in
politics any more than the next person.

CJ: No, no.

MR: Okay. And how did you first come into contactwkEugene McCarthy’s campaign?
CJ: 1think it was when he came to speak on campssm@age point in that campaign. It must
have been, you know, the winter or early sprintf8f And | think that’'s when, I think his visit

to campus was what, what got me involved.

MR: So you were immediately pretty impressed with pensonally?



CJ: Well, actually I, as we got involved in the cangpeand the effort to get McCarthy
delegates elected to the National Convention. dimmeven in the early days | was never
particularly convinced he would have made a goedident; he always seemed kind of aloof to
me and not, not have the kind of, | can’t thinkteé right word, political skills that it would take
to govern the country. So | didn’t work for himdagise | thought he would he would be a
particularly great president; | wasn't even surel lioe a good president. But he was the one
who at the time was, that was the way to work agjdhe war in my view. That was the most
effective way to oppose the war was to support Mtiya

MR: And how did you and your supporters in the Mcadampaign, how did you perceive
the Humphrey-Muskie ticket, and Humphrey and Muskemselves?

CJ: 1think, at least my thinking was sort of domexby the war at that time. And | had, |
think | had a fairly negative, | guess | would sagl negative, somewhat negative views about
Humphrey on the war because at that time. Beferedgan to distance himself from Johnson, |
didn’t view him as someone who would end the wand |, although | didn’t have any
particular views, negative views about Muskie,drdi view Muskie asa . ... And | guess |
viewed him in the same light, not really negativielit not as someone who would be likely to
end the war.

MR: Did you ever consider any of the Republican cdaigis as useful candidates against the
war?

CJ: No, I don't recall ever even that ever even draggghe radar screen at the time.

MR: And what did you think of Kennedy, this is goibgck even before Johnson’s time, but
compared to Johnson and Humphrewiritelligible phrase)?

CJ: Bobby Kennedy?
MR: Actually, yeah, let’s talk about Bobby Kennedy.

CJ: | sort of viewed him in a fairly negative waythat time, sort of as the Johnny-come-lately
to the anti-war effort. You know that McCarthy wad there first, you know, running,
opposing the war. And that Kennedy seemed to nbe ort of just, you know, jumping on the
band wagon.

MR: And in this, it was in ‘68 obviously you were iaet with Eugene McCarthy’s campaign.
What type of role did you have in the campaign?

CJ: 1 guess I, foot soldier. You know, | was, theras, | can’t remember the guy’s name but he
was a French professor at Orono who was leadingttte McCarthy effort, and we were sort of
doing what we needed to do. | mean, we were vaiyerat the time. You know we, at least |
was, and I'm sure some of the others were, you kmoterms of electing McCarthy delegates to
the National Convention we obviously never hadance. You know, with Muskie on the

ticket with Humphrey there was zero chance we’'d get any McCarthy delegates from Maine.



But | think we were a little naive, we were aléiftmore than a little naive about that possihility
And | didn’t have a clue about how the delegatesavelected in those days. So it was, | was
very much a sort of naive foot soldier in that carmgp.

MR: So it was basically type of put up posters, sptea word about McCarthy type of deal?

CJ: Yeah, and | remember at the state conventiorsimanning phones, answering phones and
things like that. | really wasn't in any of thegyknow, the strategy sessions or anything like
that.

MR: Do you have any recollections about what the aphere at the state convention was like,
or were you pretty much absorbed in...?

CJ: 1think it reflected, I think it was a particulgrhow do | put this? It was a, it reflected the
divisions in the Democratic Party over the war.dAhat, and because of a conflict between
them, and | don’t remember the details, there wasesconflict between Hathaway and Muskie
as | recall, it was, that sort of came out on therf which was sort of unpleasant. So it was a
contentious convention by Maine standards. Nqgtrimpably any other state’s standards, but.

MR: And were you involved in other state and locditips, or was this, at this time when you
were in college?

CJ: Not at that time. In fact | remember thinkinglzt time that local politics was a little
boring. And, you know, because | was there fgpecsic purpose which was to oppose the war,
at that point it seemed to me that local politiegevsort of not relevant. After that, later on in
the early ‘70s | became fairly active in local Daratic politics, but just not in ‘68 or ‘69.

MR: And at the University of Maine, what was the mi@i@as among the students on campus?
Was there a large anti-war movement at that tinaes, avunintelligible phrase)?

CJ: It '6-, actually I think it began earlier in ‘68 so, there was a small group of SDS on
campus who opposed the war. And | remember tlegtwrere doing things like demonstrating,
you know, ‘66 and ‘67. But ‘68, that really, thetawar movement blossomed and became
much more, much larger and much more widespreadnimg that not just a small group of SDS
types but more sort of moderate student governigess like myself. And that continued
through, you know, in ‘69 and '70. And | think neoand more students became anti-war. So
that what started out as a small anti-war moverbeoame fairly, quite large, very large by the,
by 1970. My guess is by ‘70 that a majority, anfigant majority of the students were opposed
to the war.

MR: And were you involved in the college student goweent at all?
CJ: Yes, | was, let me think. In, it would have belea ‘69-'70 school year | was assistant to

the president of the student government. So lagéisely involved in all of the student
government activities during that year.



MR: And do you have any recollections about what éxgerience was like?

CJ: The, it was again sort of in part dominated ywar. And the student government took on
the role of sort of the moderate anti-war factitwe, SDS being more, by Maine terms, more
militant. The student government was sort of tttweytmoderate anti-war element. And, for
example, there was an event known as the chickeis erhere the SDS brought three chick-, |
think it was three chickens into the student urdaad had signs around the chickens’ necks with
Humphrey and Nixon and whatever. And the then aéatudents overreacted and called the
police and, the campus police, and had them evicéedl this created a huge uproar on campus
and the student government sort of moved in aed to, was sort of the moderating force and
tried to put it, get a constructive result outtpfahich in their minds was getting rid of the dean
of students, which is what ultimately happened.

MR: Did that happen soon after the chicken crisisgi
CJ: Well, it happened over a period of a year orfter éhat.

MR: And, actually also moving again to the commusitigat you lived in when you were a
child through your college period, do you have egpollections about what the political
attitudes, dominant political attitudes were, exagistrations, Republican or Democrat?

CJ: I'm sure the towns | lived in, primarily Buxtome Bethel, were heavily Republican. |
mean, they're still, at least Bethel still is, spact. But | didn’t have any, it didn’t even regis
on, with me at the time. | remember going to artameeting once when | was in high school.
That's about as close as | came to getting invoimeahything.

MR: And | don’'t remember if you mentioned this aclyabut what were your parents’
registrations?

CJ: Atthat, in my early years they were registeregiblicans. They’re now registered
Democrats.

MR: And your two older brothers, were they ever jxaity active, or what did they go on to
do?

CJ: My older brother works for an independent stagengy in California. And my middle
brother is a retired teacher in Dexter. Theyjnktihey’re both Democrats. My middle brother
might be a Republican, | guess I'm not really suBeit they were never or and aren’t now
particularly active politically.

MR: And what are their names?

CJ: My older brother is Richard and the middle onkdasrence, Larry.

MR: And also, what were your parents’ religious defze Were they, did they have strong
beliefs religiously?



CJ: 1 would, they're sort of Congregationalist Unisalist types; they’re not heavily religious.
They generally go to church on Sundays, but ikis,mhore, you know, has always been the most
liberal denominations, Protestant denominations.

MR: Okay, well I guess moving back to after your eg#t years in 1971, you said you started
becoming more involved in state politics at thanpd

CJ: Yeah, | graduated in January of '71. | went gimaesemester because | was finagling to
avoid the draft and get into the National Guardghst’s the reason for the extra semester.
Normally | would have graduated in the spring di."Aet me think now, so | graduated in
January '71. | worked on, | had to go to basimirg so that took the rest of that spring and
summer. And ‘71-'72 | went and spent a year in &ohool, decided | didn't like law school so
didn’t go back. The following year, the fall of271 worked on Elmer Violette’s campaign, he
was the Democrat running against Bill Cohen for @ess, it was Cohen’s first run for
Congress. And after that | applied for a job ie overnor’s office and | went to work. Got it
and worked for Governor Curtis for two years, ‘f&la74 which were the last two years of his
administration.

Then | ran for the executive council, which wag dpes not exist now, but it was a body of
seven people elected by the legislature, and wirowed all the governor’s appointments and
approved financial orders and granted pardon, thighgovernor, granted pardons and
commutations. So it was sort of a relic of theoo@dl days. And so | served on the executive
council for two years, ‘75 and '76; that was thstfiwo years of Governor Longley’s
administration. And those, particularly the fisst months in there were fairly contentious.
Then in '76, while | was a member of the councikdrked on Senator Muskie’s ‘76 election
campaign. Then went to work for him in Washingtblhjust keep going if you want.

MR: Oh yeah, that's great, yeah.

CJ: And worked on Senator Muskie’s election campaigan went to work for him in
Washington as a legislative assistant in Januaiy7of Stayed there for two years, came back up
here, worked for him up here in one of his offidaghe Lewiston office actually, for ‘79 and

‘80. Muskie was appointed Secretary of State, Geditchell took over. And George asked

me to come back to Washington. So | went back &sMnhgton through ‘83, through the ‘82
election, and into ‘83 and early ‘84. Then decitie@nted to come back to Maine and sort of
get out of the active political, you know, workifay a politician kind of work. So | went to

work for the PUC for eleven years and took theljobw have with Governor King.

MR: And what do you do with Governor King currently?

CJ: I'm the deputy commissioner of administrative dindncial services. We have
responsibility for all of the central functions sthte government: budget, taxation, human
resources, all those central functions. So | gpbsed to a wide array of operational activities
relating to state government. Labor negotiatioegiotiations over health contracts for state
employees, sale of properties, renovation of diatielings, those kinds of things.



MR: Okay, well | guess we’ll backtrack to, you saad71 you went to law school for just one
year?

CJ: Right.
MR: And what did you attend?
CJ: University of Maine Law School.

MR: And was there something specific about it that gimin’t like, or you just kind of in
general law didn’t interest you?

CJ: | have never been a, | never liked school paeityr And so | got into law school and
having never liked school, | really didn't like lasghool and decided | didn’t really want to be a
lawyer. | think I'd made, | think | applied jusebause it seemed like a good thing to do at the
time, not because of any huge interest in lawaf a year | just said | don’t want to do this.
And | be - subsequent to that | began working ormmagters in public administration and ended
up getting my masters quite a few years after suat,

MR: Was that also at U-Maine that you got your master

CJ: Yes, at Orono, yeah.

MR: And what years did you get, or what year did getiyour masters?

CJ: Eighty-six, | think | took longer to get my maste¢han probably anybody in history. When
| was in Washington, those years, | didn’'t workibnSo, when | came back in ‘83 and "84, |

went back to work and got it.

MR: And, so there was no one, there was no one wisaealy encouraging you externally to
go into law at the time that you went into law saghgust kind of a personal . . . ?

CJ: It just seemed like a good idea at the time.
MR: And how did you get involved with Elmer Viole@®d his campaign?

CJ: I'm not sure | remember. It must have been pdmticause | needed to work, which was,
you know, since | wasn’'t going back to school laegtto find a job and that opportunity came
along and so | took it. | don't think | knew Elmeefore except I'm sure | knew him to say hello
to or something, but | didn’t really know Elmeit wasn’t out of, you know, a personal
commitment to Elmer that preceded the campaigma#t sort of an opportunity that was there.
And during the campaign | became very fond of Elaredt have known him as a good friend
ever since, but that wasn’t the reason for takimegjob.

MR: So the job was just advertised, or someonatelligible phrase)?



CJ: No, for those kinds of political jobs you don%ually advertise. I, you know, heard about
it, heard that they were looking for someone thiotige usual political word of mouth. And
worked with, Frank Murray was the campaign diregtbo was then a state legislator. So |
worked with Frank, you know, during that campaign.

MR: And what were, at this time, just after gradugittollege, what were some of the political
connections that you had, through which you coelartabout these positions?

CJ: I mean, Maine is a very small state so it doeské very long to get to know people. And
particularly then, | think it's still probably trueday, it doesn’t take very long to get to know
people once you get active and start doing thimglsvalunteering to work. In Curtis’ 1970
election | was, myself and a lot of other kidsdstnts up in Orono, got involved in the
campaign. We leafleted the City of Bangor, andysao, know, probably starting with that |
began to become, you know, began to know peoptenthize involved in politics, Democratic
politics.

MR: And what exactly was your role in this campaigrthe Violette campaign?

CJ: 1 guess | did a little bit of everything. | dthe, | drove Elmer around, you know, in his
campaign schedule some. | did everything fromipgitip, you know, posters and leafleteering
to working with volunteers. All of the sort of, y&now, trench work in a congressional
campaign.

MR: And who else did you work with on the campaigieo than Violette of course?

CJ: Well, Frank Murray was the direc - campaign dioec John Martin was the finance
director. | guess those were two of the primarypbe.

MR: Was it a pretty friendly, efficient group as & you remember?

CJ: Ohyes, | think we had a, you know, out of thetrfk and | became sort of life long friends.
But yeah, it was a very congenial group to workhwi

MR: And what was Elmer like to work with and as adidate?

CJ: He was sort of like, | mean I, since then of seuafter that | worked with a lot of political
figures, so that | guess he was similar in a lovays. He, ElImer was and is a person of very, |
don’t know, what's the word | want, he has a véman’t think of the right word. | guess he’s a,
it's almost idealistic liberal Democrat, in otheosds, he views government as a way to do good
things. And that, he had served in the State 8eaatd saw the Congress | think as . .. And he
had run against Margaret Chase Smith in '66. Sa thenk, he saw the Congress as a natural
step for him to move up and do more. | mean heayag was and is a very committed, liberal
Democrat, traditional liberal Democrat committegtlic service kind of person; very high
integrity, very intelligent. And he went on to lo&ee a member of the Supreme Court, the State
Supreme Court.



MR: And would you say that your political attitudesne pretty similar to his at the time that
you were helping in the campaign?

CJ: Yes.
MR: So there were no big issues that you had, peltgamraanything like that?
CJ: No.

MR: Okay, and after the Violette campaign, you said started work with Ken Curtis, is that
the next thing?

CJ: Yes.

MR: And how did you, was it kind of the same way tyhal heard about this position as before,
or was it a special connection that you heard &bout

CJ: | can’t remember how | heard about it, but | jestmeone left his office, | think it was
Kermit Lipez who left his staff; it was either Keitrhipez or Neil Rolde. | think it must have
been Kermit who left his staff. Kermit later wemnt to, is now a federal judge on the court of
appeals in Boston. And | heard about it, | obvipireard about it, | don’t remember how; I'm
sure it was word of mouth. And sent in a resuh@vasn’t the kind of, those kind of jobs are
never advertised, it's, you just hear about them, iaterviewed for the job and ended up getting
it.

MR: And what was Ken Curtis like to work with as azgomor?

CJ: In some ways he was, he’s probably the mostlilkeeperson, political figure I've ever
worked with in terms of his just general personalitie’s just one of, plain, the nicest people

I've ever encountered, and it's so rare to seeithpolitics. You know, his, like everyone has

an ego but not the kind of ego that you often seslacted figures. He was exceedingly pleasant
to work with.

MR: And did you become very close with him personaillywas it kind of a professional
relationship all the way through?

CJ: While | was there | would say it was professioniainean it was certainly friendly, but you
know, we never socialized. And he was at thatyae quite a lot older than | was of course, and
| certainly wouldn’t consider myself then or nowaaslose personal friend. But it was a friendly
relationship and in subsequent years | would, a@asion, call him up just to shoot the breeze
and, or seek his opinion or whatever.

MR: And the staff, how large was the staff that he warking with?

CJ: It was smaller than most governors have now.rd lagere, must have been ten or twelve of



us all together, including secretarial help andiso
MR: And were you more of a junior member of the stafintelligible phrase)?
CJ: 1 was definitely at that stage the junior memtsiethe staff.

MR: Were the other staff members pretty helpful itting you involved in the new process and
kind of getting you acclimated to state politics?

CJ: Yeah, they, when Eric Stauffer was the governooisnsel, Willis Johnson was the press
secretary, and Allen Pease was the administrassistant who had been with Curtis since he
was first elected. Yeah, they were exceedinglpsdat people to work with.

MR: And, what was | going to say? Oh yes, how didkivay in state government, how was
that a new experience for you? | mean, were tthengs that were really, that you didn’t expect
to find at this level, from before your experiengath, you know, working with Violette’s
campaign and being politically active in college?

CJ: lreally didn't have a clue what | was gettingolved in. It seemed like | never planned
any of this in advance, | just sort of, things caatang, and | took, you know, took the
opportunities. So | didn't really have a clue dfat’| was getting involved in until | did it. It
turned out to be a, | would say one of the two s, two or three best jobs I've ever had.
Being in the executive branch is just inherentlyrenoteresting | think than the legislative
branch because you can initiate things. In theslegyve branch you're almost always reacting
to events and initiatives as opposed to initiathngm. It's more action oriented, and | think |
saw that very early when | worked for Governor @urtyou'’re sort of in the middle of things,
you’'re kind of initiating things, you're in the ndte of what's going on. So | thought it was a
very exciting job to be in, even in my junior role.

MR: And what was your role in the office?

CJ: We were, each of us were assigned certain depatsno work with to deal with problems
and so on, and | think | had DHS, that being thpddenent of Human Services. | can't,
honestly don’t remember what the other ones wBrd.we were assigned different agencies to
handle issues as they came up, respond to, fgoe write letters for the governor in those
areas if somebody was complaining about. In mg ed®ut, some doctor was complaining
because they hadn’t received their Medicaid reirsénent, then | would respond to the letter,
and if there was a problem to be looked in | womttk with the commissioner of that
department to try and resolve it. So it was fastigndard staff work.

MR: And did you come into contact or witness any egpondence between Governor Curtis
and some of the politicians at the state levegryr. . .?

CJ: No, I think, | don’t remember any. As the jungiaff person | wouldn’t have been in on
the more high level political discussions at thags.



MR: And what was the transition to Governor Longless®cutive council like? How did that
first come about, first of all?

CJ: Well, it, I was sitting in Allen Pease’s kitchamen, at that time he lived in a staff house
behind the Blaine House, and | was over with Aleid his wife one day after work towards the
end of the administration. And Allen’s wife Vi glashe was going to run for the executive
council, and I just, without giving it any thouglbatsoever, said, “I think | will too.” And
because | had worked for the legislature as partyofiuties for Governor Curtis, | knew most of
the Democratic, | knew all of the Democratic legists and figured | might have a shot at
getting their support because the council was edkly the majority party. So the, so | was
elected by the Democratic, actually technicallyalsvelected by thirteen legisla-, Democratic
legislators in Penobscot and Piscataquis counéeause the council had seven districts and |
represented, | ran for the, because | lived in Brelktan for the council seat in Penobscot and
Piscataquis County. And | was, so | was nominaiethe Democratic representatives and
senators from that area, those two counties, wihicimk were thirteen at the time, and | won,
There were several other candidates, and | woheiourth ballot, | think. Actually | beat
Clyde MacDonald, who also ended up working for $ensluskie.

The first few months, particularly the first six ntbs of that two year term were very
contentious because Governor Longley was cominghimwas, what's the word, anxious to
make his mark on the world as every new governoAisd we were there in his view being
partisan and, and obstructionist. We voted dowerse of his appointees for commissioner and
other positions. And we, for the first time wedelblic hearings on nominees. That had never
happened before, everything had been done behisdatidoors, and we decided to have public
hearings on gubernatorial nominees, and he resémédreatly. So it was six months of very
visible political skirmishing between not just tbeuncil and the governor, but the legislature
and the governor. | think the governor vetoed tinstt session thirty bills or something,
(unintelligible phrase). And it was a, there was a very tumultuous malittime, actually kind of
exciting.

MR: Did you personally have any confrontations witbv&nor Longley, or was it kind of him
versus the executive council in general?

CJ: No, | actually had a, | think you could say pe&@lo| mean | never sort of viewed it as a
personal thing, but he did. And I think he viewed as sort of a key person on the council who
was opposing. At one point he wrote a letter eodhairman asking that I, saying that | should
resign because | was so prejudiced against thergoveSo |, it was, | think there was, if you
viewed it just from reading the papers you’'d sat tie and | were at odds. Directly | mean, not
just as a member of the council.

MR: And was he pretty much at odds with every menalbéine council, all seven members?

CJ: Not in the same degree. | mean, I've alwaysjalsly if we turned down a nominee that
was, the majority on the council would have to votevote down the nominees. So I think he,
to some degree or other, he viewed all of us atiqgalenemies. | think he viewed some of the
members of the council as less enemies than myself.



MR: And what reasons did you have for voting downrnaminations?

CJ: The, at the time, and | still think that's theseal think we, we didn’t do it for political
reasons just to obstruct the governor. | thinkiaele some poor appointments, and we were
there to, you know, to say no.

MR: So, personally obviously your relationship witbv@rnor Longley was much more
strained than it was with Curtis, | mean very di& relationships.

CJ: Oh, night and day, yeah. | mean, it was a difféposition too. | mean I, in, with Longley

| had a constitutional role to play, to give, yawk, approval or disapproval to his nominations.
And with Curtis, | worked for Curtis, and it wavery different relationship, and they were
very different people. In other words, Curtis i opinion, and | think most people would
agree, was probably one of the two or three mdst&fe governors in modern times, and
nobody would say that of, no objective person waag that of Governor Longley.

MR: And you mentioned that even during your time v@trtis you had a lot of
correspondence with the legislature, with the degeslature.

CJ: Yeah I did, | was, as did all of his staff. Wd tegislative work, | mean, we worked with
the legislature to oppose or support bills andrso o

MR: And what was the atmosphere in the legislatik@ &nd, the legislature | should say? Did
you get to know any particular legislators wellwhat was the partisan situation like?

CJ: It was, both house were rep-, when | worked forti€ both houses were Republican.
Curtis was in his second term and he had had t¢cplarly early in his first term the
Republicans had really taken off after Curtis. rEheas a lot of direct political assaults on the
governor in his first term, as is often the case.

The second term was much calmer politically andi@aarly the last two years. So the
Republicans in those last two years, the rep-jqaatrly the Republican leadership was really,
had a very, pretty, what | would call a pretty gaealm relationship with the governor, so it
wasn't like there were, you know, political warsidg those two years. You know, it was a,
well | would call it pretty productive, you know,orking relationship with the Republican
legislature.

MR: And do you remember any certain legislators yioat particularly worked closely with, or
that really stood out at some point?

CJ: Of course John Martin was then the house mintedger, so | worked closely with John.
On the Republican side, the president of the seKate McCleod. And, at least in my case to a
lesser degree, Dick Hughes who was the Republipaaker of the house. Those are the ones
that stand, that come to mind right off.



MR: Do you remember anything about, I'm thinking abloouis Jalbert at that time, he was
still active in the house | believe?

CJ: Yeah, he was on the appropriations committesdtidri’t, in my role then | didn’t have
anything to do with the budget side of things. | 8@n’t really get, | didn’'t deal with the
appropriations committee in my role and therefadm'd really, at that time in my career, didn’t
deal with Louis particularly. | remember there voa®, | mean | knew who he was and had, you
know, some contact with him but not a lot.

MR: Okay, and how did your relationship with the &giure change when you moved into the
Longley position, the executive council position?

CJ: The council traditionally was sort of in sesswinenever the legislature was in session,
meaning that we’d literally sit in the council chiaens and not do much of anything when the
legislature was in session. So during the, thatldvbave been in the regular session of ‘75, |
was there at the legislature virtually every daynd John Martin had become speaker, so |
worked very closely with him on various issuesrtiealarly, we were supporting a bill to
abolish the council because the Democrats had aladyocated abolishing the council. And
we decided that once we controlled the council meukin’t change our tune, so we actively
supported abolishing it, which we did. So | wasuad, you know, working with John and other
Democratic legislators on various issues throughiwait period.

MR: Actually, I'm going to stop and flip the tape highere.

End of Sde A, Tape One
Sde B, Tape One

MR: This is the second side of the first tape ofititerview with Charles Jacobs on July 16th,
1999. And we were just talking about, on the oslide, your time in the executive council in
the late ‘70s with Governor Longley. And you mentd that you voted to abolish the council,
or you were a supporter of abolishing the council.

CJ: Yeah, obviously I couldn’t vote because | wasmthe legislature. But we, the council,
passed sort of a resolution early on supportinguts abolition. And then | worked during,
throughout that first session, to get legislatiasged to abolish the council. Actually helping to
draft the legislation and convince the legislatiarpass it, which was fairly difficult. Even
though the Democrats were sort of committed tthére were some who began to get cold feet
at the, towards the end and decided they might weakeep it. In the end, we managed to get
two-thirds in both houses to abolish it.

The real issue was the role of confirmation of gnb®rial appointments. The issue was the
Senate, both the House and the Senate wanted ia tokt; and it was very complicated to try
and figure out a way to give both the House andSimate a role. In Washington only the
Senate has advice and consent on presidentialrappsj and figuring out a way to do that, to
get them both involved in it, was difficult. | tik there were five committees of conference on
that bill. And in the end the system they set &3 10, it would take, in order to approve a



gubernatorial appointment, it would take an affitm@vote of the committee.

Here in Maine we have joint House-Senate committdére is ten house members and three
senators on each committee. So it would take anihayote of the committee to approve a
nominee. And since the committees were obvioysly,know, controlled by the House, the
way they gave the Senate a role was to say thatHinds of the Senate could overturn a vote of
the committee. So if a committee voted to app@weminee, the Senate, it then goes to the
Senate and the Senate by a two-thirds vote camud@ehe action of the committee. So that was
the compromise that still exists today.

MR: And you mentioned that the first five or six mosibf your time in the council were the
most tumultuous and controversial. How did, whatevsome of the reasons that it settled down
maybe a little bit after that, was it just kindtbé breaking in period of a new governor that
caused that?

CJ: | think with any new governor there’s a periodvgrnors come to office, whoever they are,
| think, and are not used to, don’t really expéetttsomebody can say no to them. And it gets, |
think with anybody it's frustrating to deal with.think Longley partly because of his private
sector background and probably because of his parsature, | think with him it was more of
an intense adjustment than with most people. t8mk what happened is that after the first
session, | think he began to acknowledge thatabislature and the council could say no to him
and he seemed to become less, less argumentategs@anxious about that.

MR: And so after your time in the council, that endet’6, you left the council?

CJ: Actually it was January of ‘77.

MR: Actually, was that the time the council was afiu#id or was? It was.

CJ: Yeah, | was a member of the last council.

MR: And, so you moved immediately, or almost immesliato the Muskie staff then?

CJ: Yeah, | literally, the council was abolished @&y, and | was on my way to Washington
the next.

MR: And what made you decide to join up with the Masitaff?

CJ: It was sort of like my same decision to join @irstaff, the opportunity came along and |
took it. | never really sorted out or plannedtijust sort of came along and | did it.

MR: And you mentioned from before you preferred Mdaat least, Eugene McCarthy over
Muskie in the ‘68 election, or nomination. Wastththd you have any qualms about working
with Muskie due to his Vietnam views in the pastwas it just kind of another job?

CJ: No, it was, since | worked with, on the ‘76 rexien campaign | worked with Muskie, for



him | should say. And the, I think the sort of t8 anti-war thing had sort of long gone. |
don’t know as I, | don’t ever recall him, | don&aall ever even thinking about that when | went
to work for Muskie on the campaign. You know ttsdtould | work for someone who wasn’t
where | was on the war in '68; | don’t think thatee crossed my mind. | was, at the time | went
to work for him on the campaign and later on hagfsyyou know, on his Senate staff, | don’t
think | ever had any feeling other than that | waspletely compatible with him politically.

MR: And what were some of the ways in which you wamepatible? Was the environmental
issues any big issue, or was it something else?

CJ: Well, | certainly had generally similar views tviall of the people | worked for. | mean it
just sort of seems to work out that way in politigsu know, you don’t, you don't just end up
gravitating towards people who don’t share younggenerally. But | think that, | think with
Muskie it was something, and with Curtis, actuaith all of them | should say. | guess there
was, it was his, and | don’t know if this was canses with me at the time, but | mean there was
something about Muskie that was attractive; ardén to this day I'm not entirely sure what it
was. But there’s something about him that, andagn’t personal because | mean in some ways
he was just personally less likable than Curtisefaample, but there was something about
Muskie that just always attracted me to him aslaigal figure: stature, integrity, or something,

| don’t know.

MR: That Lincolnesque quality that people talk about?
CJ: Yeah, | don’t know.

MR: So was this the first time that you had a reelibgse working and personal relationship
with Ed Muskie?

CJ: Yes. Well, actually it was during the campaitire ‘76 campaign, | was responsible for
northern Maine and drove him around a lot durirgg tampaign. So it was actually during the
campaign I'd probably had more personal contadt Win than | did when | went to work on
his staff, because I'd drive him around all ovex fitace and have hours, spent hours in the car
with him.

MR: What was that like? I'm sure you’ve got someis®about that. A lot of people . . ..

CJ: 1did, later when | came back to Maine, | worledhis field office. Whenever he was in

my area | would drive him around. So in thosehbpntthe campaign and in, | worked in the
Lewiston field office. For that reason | actuallgt, had more direct contact with him than | did
in Washington. And it was sort of interesting, ¢am, I, at times he would be very talkative and
other times he just wouldn’t want to, he wouldnamnw to talk. So I, when he got in the car and
we headed someplace I'd always sort of throw agtdbnversational softball and see if he was,
which mood he was in, you know, whether he wanbetdlik or whether he wanted to just not
talk. So if he was in the mood he’d just takeaoftl start talking and be very talkative, and other
times he would just sort of grunt and not say aimgthand | could go either way.



MR: | remember hearing some stories from some obther transcripts I've been listening to.
Such as Dick McMahon often was a subject of hidl haon’t want to say temper, but
sometimes he would be a subject of Muskie’s, | guelluskie got irked at something he might
kind of go off on Dick McMahon about something whengot in the car. Now were you ever
the subject of anything like that?

CJ: Well, | certainly was the recipient of an occasiboutburst. | don’t remember ever that
happening in the car. | mean, Muskie had a tengi=olute, no doubt about that. He’'d always
say that he used his temper, not, you know, fdrdalgourposes, which was certainly true on
occasion, but at other times he would just, hehasta temper. | always thought he got
frustrated because of, you know, after years aideulled in ten different directions by
schedules and staff, | think he got, it just wastitwally something that grated on him. You
know, being on tight schedules and being pullegimdifferent directions, and it was just the
way he was. | don’t remember that ever happemirthe car.

MR: Did he usually seem pretty stressed out or predSu

CJ: No, no, no, not on a normal day, no. On a typaes/, either on the campaign trail or in
Washington would be, he didn’t, no, | wouldn’t gagt at all. | think he was always pretty
comfortable. It always seemed to me that he wadeamore comfortable in Maine than he was
in Washington. | mean, | think, he said it oftand | think it was true just from observation,
that when he came back to Maine he felt at hommaedn that sort of sounds like a trite political
thing to say, but I think it was true. You knowthink he enjoyed being here in Maine and got
reinvigorated by meeting Maine people.

MR: Now I think in ‘76, around then, there was kirfdhanovement to get Muskie back in
touch with Maine after his time in Washington forleng?

CJ: That's right.

MR: Do you remember anything about that, did you ¢arwith him about that, or any staff
talking with him about that?

CJ: Well during the ‘76 election there was, | mean pathat. He had run for president in '72,
and that obviously had necessitated that he befaiate a lot during that period, and I think
there was some concern that that might hurt hithérf76 election. So there was a real effort
during the campaign to have him back here a lalorf't remember the number of days he was
in Maine in 1976 but it was very large, and ‘75.tdanean | think he, I recall in ‘75 he was
back in Maine a lot.

And we did radio ads and personal testimonials fp@mple who had been helped by Muskie in
various ways. You know, people who had problenth te federal government and Muskie
had been able to help them out; and they had ¢hiessof radio ads where these folks would
describe how he had helped them, you know. Itpeasof our effort to show that Muskie had
continued to be close to Maine and helping Maingppeeven while he was involved in national
campaigns.



MR: And were you following Muskie’s career before yjoined up with his campaign staff in
‘76, or was it kind of you heard about him oncaiwhile?

CJ: Well, it was certainly more than heard about hirmean when he was running in ‘72 |
remember going over to New Hampshire and leaflefiingre was a whole bus load of
Democrats went over in the New Hampshire primanyg, laafleting New Hampshire. |
remember going over and doing that. So it wasagdyt more than, he knew who | was and
we’d had some contact, but certainly not closeu Xoow, it wasn’t any kind of close personal
or professional relationship until I went to wode him.

MR: And were you present for the ‘72 incident in Maester in front of William Loeb’s
office?

CJ: No, no. | remember going, | remember when | kiaeht over on this bus to leaflet New
Hampshire. | remember having a very bad feelirguathat election; you know, | just didn’t
have a good vibrations about what was going on thexe. And at the time, now | don’t know
if I could really explain why | had those, why Ichthose feelings, but | just remember very
distinctly feeling that that election wasn’t goimgll. And of course, even though he won, |
mean technically won, he lost politically becausedidn’t win by enough.

MR: And who were you working with on the staff in tiié campaign?

CJ: Phil Merill was the campaign director. Gingerdhm Hillier was sort of the office person
working with him. Mary McAleney was, well there meethree regional people, staffers; Mary
McAleney had Southern Maine, Jim Wilfong had Cdnttaine, and | had northern Maine.
Those were the principal ones.

MR: And what were they like to work with, | guess hdia they interact with Muskie also?

CJ: They were great people to work with; they’ve bekrse friends ever since. And | think
their, and | think all of our relationships with gkie were, | guess, | think, | never thought
about it, but | think they were all about the saand | think we all had a good relationship with
Muskie.

MR: And you said after the ‘76 campaign you went deavklVashington with the Muskie staff.
How was that, | mean, obviously that’s a big chegrmut in what ways exactly was that different
politically?

CJ: Actually I didn’t find it a lot different politially because I'd worked with, in the legislature
which was considerably different, but not totallffetent than working with Congress. Though
the living down there was a big change for a, yoovk, a rural Maine boy. Went to the big city,
and | didn’t like living there at all; that's oné the reasons, the main reason | came back.

But | enjoyed the work and, you know, | got to moone of my jobs was to monitor activity on
the Senate floor and advise the Senator about astésey came up. In those days they didn'’t



have speakers like they, it's hard to imagine bayf the only way you knew what was going on
on the Senate floor was to go over there and lis@mstaff members would be assigned to track
what was happening and when there was a votenteénator what the vote was, the motion
was, as he came on to the Senate floor. So iwiaisvas very, it was a lot of fun.

MR: So you must have come into contact with a Itesfators and congressmen through that?

CJ: Yeah, not congressmen, there’s a real, when yw# @n one side of the Capitol you don’t
have a lot of contact with the other side. At tedisny level, | mean, maybe the senior staff do
because, when they have conference committeesth8w was a, | virtually never came in
contact with congressmen or congressmen staff.

MR: What was your time like in the Senate, on theaBefioor with the senators and during the
Carter administration? Like, | don’t know how mumimtact you have with any of Carter’s
staff?

CJ: Some. It was mostly, | mean it was, in one sénsas boring. | mean you’d just sit there
and listen to senators drone on. Most of the dp=eon the Senate floor aren’t particularly
exciting occasions of great debate. But just béwege and sort of being in the, you know, in
what is arguably one of the great chambers, delther chambers in the world, is, was pretty
exciting for someone who was twenty-six or whatewv&nd keeping track of the issues as votes
came up, we would do memos to the senator, you ktt@t this issue is coming up on the floor
tomorrow, and here’s the, you know, they'd esséytize one page memos outlining what was
happening. So it was, it was interesting work.

MR: And were there some major debates that you remeémBome really interesting issues
that popped up while you were there?

CJ: Iremember one. Carter was trying to pass hadthieost containment act which was
essent-, as | recall, essentially price control¢herhealth services and doctors and hospitals;
hospitals particularly I think. And Maine at thahe had had some early activity in that area.
And | remember standing on the Senate floor wittskiel and Senator [Gaylord] Nelson from
Wisconsin and one of, another staff person and lnys@ad there was a White House staffer
who in that event was on the floor lobbying theé. bAnd Muskie wanted to exempt Maine from
the provisions of the bill. And so Muskie said\telson, “Senator Nelson,” he said, “I want
Maine out.” And Nelson said, “Fine.” And the deas done in seconds. And the, Carter’s
staff member was sitting there sort of objectingrmt purely daring to say much of anything to
the senators.

So this other staff member and | went out on tepssbf the Capitol and drafted this amendment
that exempted Maine from the bill. And Muskie wemtheld it out, and it passed in a few
seconds. And it always struck me how differemd there in the, just in a technical sense from
here in Maine. | mean, you can draft an amendmenhe steps of the Capitol, run in, and have
it passed by the Senate in a few minutes, wherellgine we go through all kinds of, you

know, the legislature is very careful never to makaistake. You know, to make sure
everything gets done carefully and written andtédafind proofed and all this stuff. And



Congress just doesn’t do that, they fix it up lateéinere’s any technical problems with it, you
know, they do it later. So that's one issue thanhember distinctly.

MR: Well you had a great opportunity to witness Maskvell, | guess Muskie in action in the
Senate. What was he like? What was his debatytg lgke, and how significant a player was
he?

CJ: He was then chairman of the Senate Budget Coeeniéind, | mean he was a senior,
respected senator. | mean he was viewed by eveya | knew of or heard of down there as a
very powerful senator. And | think he, | think Wwas, I'm sure he was viewed that way by the
other senators. Not because he was a, you kntwusda style sock-em-on-the-back politician;
he wasn't that, that wasn’t his style of doing gn | mean, | think he was respected for the
merits of his arguments, you know, and his abitlityarticulate those. | mean, he was very
eloquent, he was probably one of the, at the timeréis certainly one of the most eloquent
debaters on the Senate floor, if not the most edoyuAnd | think if people would look back
today and, you know, gave you a list of the tentremyjuent senators over the past twenty-five
years, he would certainly be one of them. So bghad the feeling that | was, | sort of was
proud that | was working for someone of that calilyeu know, that intellectual caliber.

MR: And who were some of the senators that he wakimgrclosely with?

CJ: Well this, well one of his, | mean just on a @eral note one of his closest friends was
Senator [Phil] Hart, who later died and was notehghen | was. But he worked with the
Republican, ranking Republican on the budget cotemitvas from Oklahoma | think. | can’t
think of his name right off, but that would certigibbe one of them. He was also on the public
works committee, and | can’t remember the chathefpublic works committee, but whoever it
was would certainly be, you know, from a sort @iracedural sense the people he was working
with every day. Bellmon, Henry Bellmon was thekiag Republican on the budget committee;
| think he and Senator Muskie had a particularfgative relationship.

He was a, Muskie had always treated the minorithisrcommittee as if he might some day be
in the minority. You know, he always divided thafSup in a fair way and treated the minority
fairly. You know, he was not a partisan, in thg-tlzzday business of the Senate and the
committee work. He was not a partisan type timathé same sense as say, well, Boss Reed,
speaker Reed from Maine, you know if, you may hasard of, who started his staff meetings
every morning saying what outrage can we perpetmatée minority today. | mean, Muskie
wasn’t into that at all, you know, he wanted to énaw effective working relationship with the
minority.

MR: Do you think that was pretty unusual in the Serdtthe time, his relatively non partisan
way of dealing with things?

CJ: 1think he did more, he went, did more in thaael than most senators. | mean, | wouldn’t
call it highly unusual but it was, because theedgays been sort of a clubby kind of atmosphere
in the Senate. But it was, at the time | would sayvent further in that regard than most
chairmen would have, and certainly far differeninfrthe way it is today. It's the difference



between what Muskie was doing in the ‘70s and Wla@ipens there today just from reading the
papers. I'd say it was like night and day.

MR: And do you remember any confrontations that Meisidad with, in the Senate with other
senators or maybe some staff members?

CJ: On issues certainly, but | don’t remember anyllohpersonal kinds of things. But the one
| remember was actually over a limitation on honaraMuskie had always supplemented his
income by making speeches around the country atticg@aid for it. And there was a bill
sponsored, and | think it was by Senator Nelsan,dietty sure it was, from Wisconsin if I'm
remembering correctly. And it was one of thoserldebates that people stop and watch. |
mean it was this, not, not in the least bit per§dna very eloquent intense floor debates over
the issue of limiting honoraria. And | can rememioethis day Muskie standing up on the floor
debating that issue. And | wish | could rememberdetails of that speech. But he, in the
course of his speech he referred to some event)'t tkmember what it was, that reflected now
Senator Nelson’s position on honoraria which whsntdifferent than they were at the time he
was debating. In other words, he was pointingamuinconsistency in Nelson’s position,
Nelson’s position on honoraria, and it was extrgnedébquent and effective. | mean, in the end
Muskie lost the vote but it was just a, | thoughwas a particularly dramatic moment on the
Senate floor. It had sort of two titans, you knol@bating. It's what people think the Senate
should be.

MR: Sounds like an exciting time to be there.
CJ: It was, yeah.

MR: And what was it like working on the staff in tb#fice itself down in Washington, as
compared to the Maine staff in ‘767

CJ: Well of course up here we were doing, | meansesd before, | saw the Senator, you
know, much closer personally up here because Reedrround with all over the state. Down
there, particularly because | wasn’t, was not assestaff person down there, | had, my day to
day contact with him was less when | was theneag certainly less than it was up here. And
more, my days were more devoted to, you know, eeyeday staff work. You know, working
with Maine problems, working on legislation, traggiwhat’s going on on the Senate floor, also
answering letters to the Senator, those kindsing#h

MR: And the staff was obviously larger down in Wagjtam than it was in Maine, or was it
pretty much . . .?

CJ: Well the campaign staff was pretty small. DoWwaere there must have been, in his sort of
central office; he had committee staff that workadhim on the Budget Committee, on the
Public Works Committee. The staff in the centffice down there must have been fifteen or
twenty people | guess all together. And then hiedtaff here in Maine, Senate staff here in
Maine who dealt with, you know, constituent probéenAll together it must have been thirty if
you count those in | guess.



MR: Did your office have close contacts with the Maoffice while you were in Washington?

CJ: Yeah, | think almost on a daily basis. You knewe, would deal with, you know, the Maine
offices would deal with us on various issues, ynaw. Obviously things that were particularly,
were Maine issues, like you know, potatoes, forewpnkers, Canadian workers coming in to
work in the woods. Those kinds of Maine, uniquenédgroblems were often, you know, the
Maine staff would be sort of the front line peoplethose. And we would deal with the
Washington aspect of that, you know, meeting, theyht be meeting with a group up here who
are concerned about an issue, and we would follpwm Washington.

MR: Did you yourself have much correspondence wighMiaine office, or was it kind of left
up to other people’s duties to do that type of egpondence?

CJ: Oh we would, I mean it was mostly done by photterik; | think most of our contact was
over the phone.

MR: And what was it like to work with the Maine, I'sorry, the Washington staff? Did you get
to know many of the people there pretty closely?

CJ: Yeah, yeah | think so. Madeleine Albright wasrtlthe, Muskie’s legislative director, so |
got to know Madeleine well. Jim Case was his lagige counsel who is now a lawyer here in
Maine. So, lgrief interruption in taping.) | wasn't close to all of them but | guess thegle |
was closest to were Madeline and Jim and Gayle @odyMike Aube. | guess there was a
group of us that just ended up being closer.

MR: What was Madeleine Albright like back then?

CJ: Pleasant to deal with, very bright. | guessdidn’t, she didn’t strike me, at that time, as
being terrifically ambitious, but now that I looladk on it it's clear that she was. But | guess
what, in addition to being pleasant and bright, stteat struck me about Madeleine right off the
bat even before | went to Washington when, jusbigethe election in '76. | was in the Bang-,
working out of the Bangor office, and we had gottend that some of the Washington folks
were coming up to help for the last few days of¢ampaign. And for people in Maine that’s
always sort of a, you know, great, we're going &avdrpeople around here who really don’t want
to do the work. You know, we’re going to have peagpme up who don’t want to leaflet or that
kind of stuff. We’re going to have people whoaibund and go out to dinner. So my
expectations when Madeleine, when | heard Madeleasecoming to Bangor, were fairly low

in terms of actually getting any help.

But when Madeleine came to Bangor, she picked lifeeally picked up a stack of brochures
and said, “Where do | leaflet?” And she’d do amygh | mean she would go out and do
whatever we asked of her. And, you know, she waslbto do, you know, Washington society
type person and | thought it was rather extraorgitizat, you know, rather extraordinary that
she would be willing to do virtually anything, y&aow, trench work in the campaign. But, and
she was great, | mean | liked here, even beforentwo Washington | liked Madeleine very



much.

MR: Now I've heard Gayle Cory was kind of an all ardisecretary person for Muskie. What
was she like to work with, what was her . . .?

CJ: Gayle was far more than that. | mean she weWadshington with Muskie in '59, when he
first was elected, and stayed there right to thte dn fact stayed after that with Mitchell. But
she was, | don’'t know how to describe her rolee #has confidante, friend, political advisor;
she knew every player in Washington and in Maindipally. 1 mean she could pick up the
phone and talk to virtually anybody in WashingtanroMaine. And | mean she was just one of
those people that's invaluable to an elected @iificBut is, you know, was very much behind the
scenes. | mean you wouldn’t know, to people orotliside, they wouldn’'t know, probably
know who she was or what she did. But within timeles, you know, of, political circles and so
on, she was someone who always knew what was goingyho was always there to deal with
particular problems as they came up, and besid¢skie was just a great person. She was an
extraordinary person. She was very close with J&aoe | mean she was very close friends,
personal friends with Jane.

MR: And did you become close with Jane at all orydid have much contact with Muskie’s
family?

CJ: During the election and when | was working her®iaine | probably had more, much
more than I did in Washington because | would pipkVuskie at their house in Kennebunkport
or drop him off or that kind of thing. So | gotkaow her more here than down in Washington.
So | would say we had a, always had a pleasarttaeship. 1I'd occasionally drive her places.
Not a close personal relationship, but certainpfemsant one. | always thought it was
extraordinary that Jane was, went to WashingtoB9rand never lost her Maineness. You
know what | mean? She never, she was always smeabMaine. | don’t know, you know, it
was just in the way she spoke and acted and, ste# lust her Maineness, | guess that’s how
you would say it.

MR: Now you mentioned a while ago that you wererdy gidn’t have any real confrontations,
or Muskie didn’t really blow up at you | guess agi. . .?

CJ: Oh, he did, just not in the car.
MR: Yeah, right, yes, what were some of the timeshbalid?

CJ: The first time was when, let me think now, waerl€ar-, it was during the ‘76, it was
during the ‘76 campaign. | got a call, | think &svin Bangor or someplace, and | got a call that |
should go to Muskie’s house in Kennebunk or, ggeanebunk, because there was talk then
about Carter picking Muskie as vice president, #wedpress was beginning to gather down in
Kennebunkport because of that. There wadtime magazine, and other people like that were
gathering there because they thought word was goiogme that Muskie was going to be
selected as vice president. So they said youoggd idown there and, they meaning the
Washington folks, the Washington staff.



So | went down and went out to the house and gatiold Jane that | was there, and I'd be at
the hotel. And she said, “Well don't tell, Muslgedut fishing, but he’s coming back this
afternoon, but don't tell anybody.” So, “Becausedoesn’t want to, you know, deal with the
press.” So | went back to the hotel and thEsee guys are around and they’re all, you know,
obviously nosing around trying to figure out when$#ie was coming back.

So then | got a call from somebody in Washingtare of the staff members in Washington and
they said, “You know, it really would, if the preagnt out there they could get some great
shots, you know, of Muskie in his home and so ahsmon, and that would be a great idea.”

So even then | was, knew enough about these thangsow that you didn’t just walk in on
Muskie with a bunch of press people at his homel s&id, “I'll do that. I'll take them out
there, but you've got to call out there and make #s okay.” So | went out naively thinking
that this was was all going to be arranged andeabertything would work just fine.

So | got out there and the guys frdime magazine knew more than | did; they wouldn’t go to
the door with me, they stayed behind at the cahould have, | should have sensed
(unintelligible phrase) at that time. But so anyway, | went to the daod Jane answered the
door and then Muskie heard, when | explained whatwere doing, Muskie heard. That was the
first he’d heard, nobody had called in advance,f@das really pissed. | mean this is an
example of | think the frustration he felt, you knan his schedule, and private time was being
invaded upon, you know. And he was more thartla jlissed. And so | said, “Okay, you
know, I'll take them back.” And so | went out teetcar, and | was about to say to these guys,
you know, “Sorry, we aren’t going to do it.” Anlden | heard footsteps behind me and Muskie
was right behind me coming out just as nice asccbalto these guys, saying, “Hi, how are
you?” You know, “Come on in, let me show you ardtnAnd so he gave this tour of the
house, you know, and they took all kinds of pictused that was the end of that.

But that was sort of my first exposure to his temp&nd | remember being sort of slightly
shaken by it at the time. But it's like, you knatis like chicken pox, you know, you get it once
and then it doesn’t bother you after a while. bam¢hat was, it's just the way he is, and it's aot
personal thing so, you know, after that | didnitdd can actually only think of one or two other
occasions when he lost his temper. And I’'m ngyéss temper isn’t, not so much as he lost his
temper, he was real pissed was a better way ofidexgit. But it seemed to be on, most, at
least on two occasions, when he was sort of unéeg@lsc his private time was being invaded.

And | remember another time when | was up in, dyrthis was during the campaign also, and |
had gotten some word about some potato farmens Apoostook with a problem; | don’t
remember anything about the details. So | call@éd/Eskie and suggested that he should meet
with these people. And he was, he didn't wanh®was pissed off and so on and so on, but he
did. And then he went down to Washington, anddteoff the plane and walked into the office
and immediately started giving orders about deakith this problem. So I always felt like |

did the good, you know, the right thing by sorpokhing him to meet with these folks, but at the
time he was pissed off. You know, he didn’t wamtake time out of his private time to do that.
So, that was sort of typical. It didn’t happemyveften.



There were, other times | think he just got frustta | remember trying to explain to him once
that there was this vote on abortion, and it weessadly complicated procedural vote, and | was
trying to run him through the procedural stuff, yawow. You had about thirty seconds to
explain it out to him, because that's about alhbd time or patience for when he was walking
onto the Senate floor. So you'd get it down pretell so you could say this is about to table a
motion by Senator blah, and do this and this. Was pretty complicated and | couldn’t figure
out how to say it in a short period of time sodpot sort of twisted up about it, and he was
getting frustrated. And finally I just said, “Votgth Kennedy.” And he said, “All right,” and
walked into the Senate and did just that. And'$hadw | would, or those are the times | can
think about, and | just think that’s the way he ywasu know, just his nature.

MR: Now did you ever talk about these incidents aféeds, or was it just kind of, they
happened and then life went on?

CJ: Oh, the staff talked about it, sure. But, . ..
MR: But you and Muskie never really discussed it?

CJ: Ohno, I mean | never, | don't, | doubt if he'de® remember. You know what | mean? |
think it's, you know, | think it's just, | neveryen the first time | never took it as anything
personal, you know, as anything directed at mevak just his frustration, you know, with the
way, with events and pressures on his time andsdo it was, in my mind it was not a
significant, you know, occurrence or event. lItistjthe way he was, you know.

MR: Do you remember any times when you or other steffnbers kind of had to, you know,
guide Muskie along or keep him in line if he wasdof, his temper, well not necessarily his
temper, but he was getting out of control on aaterissue? | remember Gayle Cory at least
kind of had a, | wouldn’t say motherly relationskijth him I've heard, but kind of people that,
you know, advised him on an issue or . . .?

CJ: Muskie had something of a, what'’s the word, sdvingtof a love-hate relationship with his
staff, you know. He didn't, like a lot of electefficials he didn’t like to admit that he relied on
staff a lot, and compared to some he didn’t. Bhink he would, with Muskie it was never a
case of, in my view, at least, of scripting himouvknow, of saying, like if he was going into a
meeting with some potato farmers or somethingas wever a case of saying senator, “Here’s
what you need to say to these people.” It wassa odsaying, “Senator, here’s the situation,
you know, they’re upset about x, y, z. And, yowknthis issue has come up before and this is
your.” You know, reminding him what his backgrousdn that particular issue if he does
have, did have a history on it. You know, “ThisvbBat you did two years ago on this,” or
something like that. | never felt that Muskiefaat | haven’t with any of the people I've

worked for, that they were the types that needdxbtecripted, you know, you have to sort of tell
them what to say.

MR: And then when Muskie moved on to the Secretai$tate position did you, you came up
to Maine immediately after that, or pretty sooreathat?



CJ: No, I was in Maine when he was appointed, workmthe Maine office, and stayed here
working for Mitchell in the Maine office for him,r@ of the, the Lewiston office. Until Mitchell
asked me to come back to Washington in Januamnk it was January of ‘81.

MR: And so you've worked with, the first time in ‘76 the campaign you were in the
Waterville office, and then in the Bangor office'19?

CJ: No, I was, in the campaign | worked out of thengar office.

MR: Oh, okay. And what were some of the differermetsveen working in that campaign and
then working in Maine again in ‘79 in the Watereibbffice?

CJ: In, now in ‘79-'80 | was in the Lewiston officéSorry, | may have misspoken. But it was, |
mean it was obviously not a, a campaign is muchemgru know, intense in every way. | mean
being on the staff here in Lewiston, working withmstituent problems was just sort of, you
know, every day work. | mean it was less excitimgn Washington. You know, | came back
because | just wanted to get back to Maine, butmbi& wasn't as exciting. | mean it was, it
was fun, it was okay, but you know. By the timeo@ge asked me to go back to Washington |
was ready to do something else anyway. | wasmggtiied of, you know, doing constituent
work. | think it's easy to get burned out doingttlafter a while. You know, after you’'ve heard
several thousand constituent complaints, you kiyow,want to move on and do something else.

MR: And so you started, you were living in Dexterdyefand then you started living around
the Lewiston area at this point?

CJ: I1lived, when | was working for Curtis and them the executive council | was really living
in Augusta more than any place else. Well I, ynaw | still had my home base in Dexter but,
and when | lived, worked here in Lewiston in ‘79a80 and ‘81, or ‘80, I still, I lived in
Augusta and commuted down into Lewiston.

MR: And actually, something | didn’t ask you yet, &1 married?
CJ: Yes, I'm married and have a daughter, thirteear yéd daughter.
MR: And when and how did you meet your wife?

CJ: 1 actually met her when I, way back when | workedGovernor Curtis. | went to some
event in Winthrop and met her there casually artiling else. And then when | was leaving
George Mitchell’s staff, | made a very consciousmf | wanted to come back to Maine, |

wanted to get married. And so I, | mean this sewstdpid really, but | made a list of women |
wanted to check out, you know, and she was firgherlist and we ended up getting married, so.
| called her up and asked her if she wanted ttodonch, and she said she couldn’t, but she was
definitely interested. And she called me back asiced me to go to the movie theater, the
theater down in Brunswick, which we did, and weexhdp getting married, so.



MR: And what’s your wife’s name?
CJ: Linda Smith Dyer.

MR: And has she been politically involved with yowa#itor on her own, or what has she been
doing?

CJ: She’s been, she’s actually a registered Repubhithough she votes both ways and is
certainly a social liberal. We never have workieg¢ther politically]. When | came back to
Maine and started going out with Linda, | was afsaking a deliberate decision to get out of
active political work because | didn’t want to,dutdn’t envision myself at age fifty still
working for a political figure. So | made a delibte decision to come back to Maine, get
married, and to get out of politics at least inaative sense. | took a non-political job at the
public utilities commission. And so since I, frdhe time | started going out with Linda | was
sort of phasing out of political activity. So wewver did anything together politically, really,
except she went to some political dinners with ime things like that.

She’s been active in her own right in her own issughe’s a member of the Winthrop town
council now, and she’s been president of the MB@eAssociation and president of the Maine
Women'’s Lobby. So her activities have generallgrbeon-partisan but, you know, issues
directed specifically, women'’s issues or thingshatt kind.

MR: And what has some of her non political work been?

CJ: She’s an attorney and has, up until recently begs a lobbyist; most of her work being
lobbying work in the State House. She just togibaas deputy commissioner of agriculture, so,
you know, we are now both deputy commissionergénking administration.

MR: Okay, actually I'm going to change the tapestrigbw.

End of Sde B, Tape One
SdeA, Tape Two

MR: This is the first side of the second tape, therinew with Charles Jacobs on July 16th,
1999. And we were about to start talking aboutrytoue with George Mitchell and on his staff.
What was that like?

CJ: I was, as | mentioned earlier, | was workingNtuskie here in the Lewiston office when he
was appointed Secretary of State. So | stayedittmMitchell here in Lewiston for a while.

And then sometime in the fall of ‘80 he asked medme down to Washington as his executive
assistant, which would be the second ranking p&fon. And so I, | sort of knew that request
was coming, and so | said, “Sure.” | think | sdidet me think about it.” But | got back to him
the next day and said, “Sure.”

So | went down, | think it was right after the N&gars in ‘81 and stayed there through the fall
of '83. And then stayed on his staff, transitiongdhere for a while, and then left his staff ia th



spring of ‘84. While | was there my job was, hisef of staff or administrative assistant was
David, can’t think of his last name. I'll think @fin a minute. David, anyway. And | was, he
was a Washington person who had worked on Muskm@smittee staff in Washington. And
George wanted a Maine person to be his sort ofamé/political type to be the second staff
person there to oversee the Maine offices and ti@tthe, you know, the leading, head Maine
person on his staff. So | went down and did thedugh the campaign andn{ntelligible word),

a year or so after the campaign transitioned othepolitical life.

MR: Did you know George Mitchell before you startedyet involved in this work, or was it
kind of . . .?

CJ: Not closely. I'd known him way back when | wodkior Governor Curtis in the early ‘70s.
And George ran for governor against Longley, s, know, I'd seen him around. | didn’t
work actively on his campaign, but | saw him aroimthe ‘74 time frame, so | certainly knew
him to speak to and so on, but | didn’t know himlywersonally and didn’t until, you know, |
got to know him in the senate.

MR: And what was he like to work with compared witludkie or some of the other people you
worked with?

CJ: George wouldn’t show his, you know, his, he wagimmore controlled, you know, in
some ways than Muskie. He, when he’d get reatketi off the worst thing he’d ever say was,
“This really distresses me.” You know, he wouldo$e his temper or get visibly upset or
anything. So, | mean he was, he was, in some Waysard to distinguish between Muskie and
Mitchell in terms of working for them.

Mitchell was very good, very pleasant to work withmean, again | had the feeling like | was
working for someone who was rather extraordinaoy know, in terms of his intelligence and
discipline. But to make the comparison in a vegyspnal way, | never felt quite the sort of
personal affection for Mitchell that | did for Musk And | like George, and | respect him
enormously and loved working for him and all of¢edhings. But with, when Muskie left the
senate | always had a feeling of personal loss kyowv, that, there was something about
Muskie that made the connection between me andrione emotional than it was with anybody
else I'd worked for. And | couldn’t tell you whiat it? | mean, it wasn’t because of his warm
and fuzzy personality, it was something else. i'dknow what it is.

MR: And did a lot of the Muskie staff stay over wjthu to the George Mitchell staff,
(unintelligible phrase)?

CJ: Yeah, most of them did.
MR: So it was mostly the same crew, the same congitis Muskie’s?
CJ: Yeah, it changed obviously over time. When Geargme in he said that he would keep

the staff on, but would reserve the right to makanges. He didn’t, he never really made huge
changes, but just things worked out so that varpmaple left and new people came in. But



initially everybody stayed on I think.
MR: Did you get to know some of the new people well?

CJ: 1think the, sort of the core, I'm trying to tlkimow, that's a good question. | think the
people | was closest to are probably the peoplkehidd worked for Muskie. | can’t think of
anyone now that was, that was new that, you knloat, Itbecame patrticularly close to.

MR: Did their, did they, did you see them interadtwbeorge Mitchell much, like the new
junior members of the staff, or was it pretty much?

CJ: He was pretty open to his staff. So it's, smdan, it was a, he had a more open door than
Muskie had so that staff had more freedom to ganish talk to him than they did with Muskie.

So | guess I'm trying to think now, | guess thewasis yes. | mean | would have observed that
more than | did with Muskie.

MR: Now it was ‘83 or early ‘84 that you went to teblic utilities. . .?

CJ: David Johnson.

MR: Oh, David Johnson, great. It was in ‘83 or ‘&uywent to the PUC, you said?
CJ: Spring ‘84.

MR: Spring ‘84. And what was your, you spent thintgears there, right?

CJ: Eleven years.

MR: Eleven. What was your time there like, | mean $ure you witnessed a lot of changes
around the commission while in there for eleverrgeaut . . .?

CJ: Itwas, | was the administrative director for twnmission, and so it was, | didn’'t have a
policy role although | was involved informally im&wing what was going on in policy issues,
but it was basically an administrative role. Buwas during, when | first went Peter Bradford
was the chair, and I think there were, | think dlltlaree, there were three different chairs while |
was there, | think. When [ first went in, the Bgue was with the Seabrook, not Seabrook, yes,
the Seabrook Nuclear Power Plant, and the probtetated to that construction and all, you
know, the, it was then under con-. If | remembmrectly, it was just about coming on line at
that time and there were huge issues about whethewas, what impact that was going to have
on the rates because it was so expensive, it waowexr budget. And public service in New
Hampshire was getting ready to go bankrupt. Anthsowas sort of the, | guess the, my early
years there were sort of dominated in some wayneyehd of the nuclear era you might say, or
the beginning of the end of the nuclear plant era.

MR: And what were some of the groups, or who wereesofithe individuals, in state and local
government that you dealt with closely during tivae?



CJ: Well, we certainly dealt with the legislature amdrked with the legislative public utilities,
well the utilities committee of the legislature &dy. | set up this group of my counterparts in
New England which would get together periodicaligtjto talk about mutual concerns and
issues. The PUC doesn't, | mean we didn’t dedhwite dealt with like local utility districts and
the large utilities. So most of the contact orag-tb-day basis we had were with utilities, as you
might expect. Also with groups that were represgnvarious interest groups before the
commission. There were, you know, were attornepsasenting the, for example, the large
electrical users, the paper companies, and there eamsumer groups, you know, who appeared
before the commission. So it was pretty much peegio had something to do with the
commission, as opposed to other state agencies.

MR: And you've had at least sporadic contact withdtage legislature since 1973 to the
present | guess.

CJ: That's right.

MR: What have your, how has it changed as you'vegiezd it, or how has the partisan
politics changed or the goals anahifitelligible phrase)?

CJ: lthink it's, | think the legislature, the Dematic. Let me back up a little bit, the
Democratic Party in the, from the mid-fifties whigliskie was elected governor, through the
seventies, was, had a pretty clear program of ithedist was pushing in the legislature. You
know, it was a fairly coherent legislative prograAnd it would be hard for me now to go back
and tell you exactly what it was. But in the, liwas, it was a, ideas, what sort of held the, was
a group of people with common ideas pushing thdsasd in the legislature, | guess, is the way
to phrase it.

And they were certainly partisan, but | think treetges, the two parties got along, had a better
working relationship than they do now. | don'trtkithe partisanship in the end got in the way
of getting things done. The Republicans in théslagure in the late ‘60s and early ‘70s were
sort of, you know, moderate Republicans who youccwwork with; you know, who you could,

in the end, reach an agreement with and get songetitne. | think as the ‘80s, say the early to
mid ‘80s on things seemed, the legislature seemegeéttmore partisan. The, both parties, |
think, had less coherent political agendas. Atidnk frankly the Democrats; the Democratic
Party | think has been adrift, you know, througé lte ‘80s and early ‘90s. | think they're, |
don’t think they have the coherent agenda or progtat they had in earlier years. It's been a
less pleasant place to be, less pleasant placederierally.

MR: Do you think these changes in the state legisddtind of parallel the changes and
developments in the national Congress?

CJ: Yeah, | think what's going on here is not realifferent than any place else. Maybe le-, |
mean, and in fact it may be less dramatic here, 8w know, increased willingness to use
attack ads in campaigns, more partisan, whichnkthesults in, you know, more partisan activity
and less civility in the legislature. | think itakes it harder to cut deals because everybody sees



sort of the next attack, how this vote might bedusethe next attack ad. So | think we generally
mirror what's happening around in Washington aredréést of the country probably.

MR: Now it was ‘95 you started work with Governor K
CJ: Yes.

MR: And you started in right then as deputy commissiaf finance and administrative
services. What exactly do you do in that position?

CJ: I have, I'm responsible for our legislative pragr, I'm the lead person for the department
with the legislature. | deal with, because we a@ti all of the central services of state
government from taxation and budget to buildingd grounds and human resources and health
insurance and all of this, labor and employer refst So | get involved in all of those things in
one way or another.

| was, for a while | was chairman of the health awssion, which negotiates the contract with
our health insurance provider; which is a largeydrad million dollar contract annually. | got
involved in the strategy for labor negotiationshwiihe unions. | was responsible for the current
renovation project we have for the state officdding in terms of, you know, emptying the
building and helping the commissioner get the mijhe renovation project under way. I'm
responsible for trying to sell the Pineland campulsch is a now abandoned mental health
facility in New Gloucester; that's where | was thigrning before | came here.

So | get to know a lot of very different thingsvety day is, involves something else. For
example, when recently there’s been concerns gimweér shortages in New England in these
hot days, I'm involved with working out the programstate government to reduce our electrical
usage on these days. To do so, we're doing otitpaeduce consumption. So it's been a great
job, you know, it’s, in terms of sort of day to dexcitement and interest, this is similar to
working for Governor Curtis back in the early ‘70s.

| like being in the executive branch. Muskie useday that the best job he, | don’t know if he
used these words, but he sort of said the bedtgadver had was governor. Every governor I've
known has said the same thing in one form or ampthat it's the best job they’'ve ever had
because you get to be, you get to act. You knaw,can, there’s a lot of things you can do and
initiate, as opposed to the legislative branchciwls much more difficult. It just isn’t designed,
you know, as an initiator. So this is, you knowké being in the executive branch, | think.

You know, you mentioned that | dealt with the léajisre forever, and I like dealing with them
as a member of the executive branch | think.

MR: And you mentioned, | think, off the record thaty wife is also a deputy commissioner in
Governor King’'s administration?

CJ: Yes.

MR: Do you have much contact with her through that?



CJ: Well, she only took the job two weeks ago, sor’dknow.
MR: We'll see | guess.
CJ: So we'll find out, yeah.

MR: And, so you've worked with Governor Curtis, Gavar Longley, and now Governor King
all in different capacities. What have they bake, |l don’'t know if it's easy for you to compare
them or not, but what are they, over all what asrtdifferent styles and personalities?

CJ: Of course | wasn’'t around when Muskie was goverso that was. But | think . . . maybe,
I’'m just thinking of my, I've never really thoughbout this, but there maybe a theme that
connects Muskie, Curtis, not Longley, but Muskieytd and Governor King. And that is that
Muskie was forced to work with the Republicans hseathey controlled the legislature by huge
margins, and he did that very effectively.

Curtis was in the same position, he worked effetyiwith Republicans, got some amazing
things accomplished in terms of restructuring thecetive branch. And as you probably know,
enacting an income tax and so on. And | think Kipgcause he’s an independent, has also been
very effective in dealing with both in this casettbparties of the legislature.

So | guess there’s a certain similarity in stylegbjnk, that is sort of an ability to work, you
know, beyond politics, meaning with either the otbarty or both parties. And the fact that all
three of them had a very clear program, when Musdaefor governor he had a very clear
program; when Curtis ran for governor he had a e&gr program, and when Angus ran for
governor he had a very clear program. | think tieethe only three governors in recent
memory, or at least in my memory at least, thaehaad that kind of clear agenda.

MR: And how would you compare your own views to thos&overnor King?

CJ: Well, when I read his book, and | didn’t decidevbte for him because I've always voted

for Democratic governors. | didn't decide to véde him until | was actually on my way to the
voting booth. But in August of that year, whichwid have been ‘94, | read his book, and |

liked what | read in — | liked what | read. AndIsoegan to think seriously about it, about voting
for him at that time. And ever since then | guass everything that's happened since | went to
work for him has reinforced my, sort of, my earlieelings that | was on the same wavelength as
he was, that he was someone who had very simgasitb me.

MR: What are some of the specific issues that thisesoup in?

CJ: 1think a good example is his belief that youwhdo | want to say this? I've never really
articulated this before, that everything, the econas the key to everything. That you can’t
accomplish anything you want to in terms of whateweight be, social programs or tax cuts or
anything, unless the economy is in sound conditi®a.the first policy consideration when
you're considering, you know, what to do, is whatvee do to make the economy stronger.



And if you succeed in that, which of course, nlog jovernor certainly can’t take sole credit for
that, but he certainly can take a substantial peé¢ke credit for what's going on in our
economy now. And that’'s in my view bearing outttyau can begin to do some of the things
you want to do if the economy is sound and peoglehobs and they’re paying taxes and the
revenue is coming in.

And, let me give you a more specific example. Dieenocratic Party is, created the worker’'s
comp. of program that we now have. And what threated in the ‘70s and early ‘80s was an
enormous burden on business. And Governor Breandrsubsequently Governor King have
both tried to rein that in so that worker’'s comtsacould be reduced, and to the great gnashing
of teeth in, at least in some Democratic circlBst it's had a lot to do with business being able
to grow and prosper in Maine. | mean, the actmSovernor Brennan and now, and Governor
King in restraining worker’'s comp costs have hddt&o do with our current business climate.
And so | guess that’s sort of the practical sowttjjnent kind of thing that I like about King.

He just, he seems to have a very, very good judgmetgment that | agree with | guess. My
definition is good, about what we need to do tonfra policy point of view.

MR: And over all, what would you say that Senator kiels effects on politics, Maine and
national in general, and on the state of Maine Heen?

CJ: Well, sort of, | mean, there’s all the traditibti@ings that people say which are all true, is
that Muskie was sort of the father of the modermberatic Party. And, you know, he made it
acceptable to be a Democrat. You know, he waspgbkesperson for the Democratic program
in the ‘50s. So it's not stretching anything dttalsay he was, you know, the father of the
Democratic Party in Maine. But | think it's, | tik his sort of effect on Maine goes beyond, you
know, specific accomplishments. | mean, you csintfiem all, our clean rivers and various
things that he did, but it took me a long timeituufe this out, but | don’t think that’s his legacy

One time | was driving into Rumford or somewherenepr Rumford and we crossed the
Androscoggin River. And | made some comment kaj know, “It must make you feel proud
to see that river being cleaned up and knowinghamisomething to do with it.” And he sort of
dismissed it with a grunt, and obviously that didsttike a chord with him; it wasn’t something
that was important to him. And | didn’t really fige out what that was all about until a long
time later when he was being interviewed on telewigind | happened to see the interview. And
somebody asked him what meant the most to himsirbanate career and he said, “I think it's
credibility.” Meaning that, being able to speakidraving people trust in you and believe what
you're saying. And I think that, that then madasse that response that | heard on television
then allowed me to understand what he’d said irctrg/ears earlier, indicating that, you know,
specific things like clean rivers and whatever gh@av bridges, whatever, weren’'t what was
important to him.

What was important to him was his relationship vtite Maine people and being listened to and
believed by Maine people. And so | think perhaisdégacy, or his most important contribution
throughout his career was not any specific thing the fact that Maine people, | think, trusted
him and believed in him more than any other, propahy other political figure we’ve had at
least in this century. So | guess that's what Ulddhink of as his, his real legacy, as one of



trusting and believing in your political leaders.

MR: And did you maintain any contacts with him in tB@s and early ‘90s after he was
Secretary of State?

CJ: Not alot. I'd see him at various, you know, et They had an event here, for example,
when they opened this, the Muskie Archives. Angdtbly did, there were several other events.
They dedicated the federal building in Augusta, edrt the Muskie Federal Building, and so |
would see him at occasions like that. But | dididtze any close contact with him after I left his
staff.

MR: Okay, well is there anything else that you wartialk about that we might have missed, or
about your involvement with Muskie or anything B? a

CJ: Idon’t think so. But I, one thing just sortstfuck me when Muskie died was that, the
comment that, that | found was sort of most appad@ramong all of the hundreds that were
made was that when the press asked Governor Kimgf ftuskie’s death. He said, “It's just

like looking over towards the western mountains seeing one of them gone.” He was just sort
of a presence. Muskie had such a presence thatayouimagine it not being there. And I think
that relates sort of to what | said, you know, alwadibility and maybe also about my sort of
attachment, personal attachment to Muskie wasinéiad a presence that no other political
leader in my memory certainly has had. And evengih we’'ve had some extraordinary leaders,
you know, Curtis and Mitchell and Cohen and Anguod athers, nobody in my mind has had
really the presence that Muskie has had. And Itdoow how you define presence, but it's,

it's something like, you know, like you can’t imagi a mountain being gone; well you can’t
imagine, and to this day | sort of can’t get usethe idea that he’s not here.

MR: Okay, great, thanks a lot for your time.
CJ: Okay.

End of Interviews
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