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Biographical Note

Robert E. “Buddy” Murray, Jr. was born on June 2969 in Bangor, Maine into a politically
active family. Buddy’s father, Robert Sr., work&tdSears Roebuck in various positions. Laura,
his mother, was employed by several financial tn8tins. Buddy’s parents were both active in
state politics. Buddy’s younger brother, Frank Myr and sister, Cynthia Murray-Beliveau
(wife of Severin Beliveau), have been involvedtie state legislature. As a child, Buddy met
President Carter and Maine governors Kenneth Mti€and Edmund S. Muskie. He attended
John Bapst High School and Boston College, whema&jered in Political Science and
Theology. He worked for a year at Eastern Mainedlpment District, a governmental
agency, then ran and was elected to the Maine Btaise of Representatives in 1982. After
serving one term, he enrolled in law school. Hegd the law firm Rudman and Winchell in
Bangor, where he has been an attorney since 11983%vas elected to the Maine State Senate in
1996.
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Transcript

Greg Beam: If it’s alright, the way we usually do this &g with some background
information and then try to segue into more pertingsues. So we’ll start. This is Greg Beam,
and | am at the law offices of Rudman & WinchelBangor, Maine. It's 1:30 P.M. on, what’s
the date today, July the 18th, 2000, and I'm hatk ®obert E. Murray. To begin, could you
please state your full name and spell it?



Robert Murray: It's Robert Emmett Murray, Jr. Everyone knows aseBuddy, and has ever
since day one as far as | know. The spelling isdRp and the Emmett is E-M-M-E-T-T, which
is a historical story in and of itself; and MurngyM-U-R-R-A-Y.

GB: And where does the Emmett come from?

RM: Robert Emmet was a great Irish patriot, and IRohert Emmett, Jr., and so obviously my
father is named Robert Emmett Murray as well. Aadvas born on Robert Emmet’s Day, and
so | always often ask myself what he or | may Hasen named had he been born one day early
or late because I'm sure his name came almost gixely from the fact that he happened to be
born on March 4th. But Robert Emmet is a fasciptiharacter in Irish history, and so it's kind
of a neat bit of history in and of itself. And taromaly is that my father’s parents, | assumed,
spelled it on my father’s birth certificate E-M-M-ET, and the historical figure Robert Emmet
is E-M-M-E-T. So he never changed it back to thedrical figure. But that’s clearly who he

was named for.

GB: |see. So doyou come from a strong Irish heamknd?

RM:  Quite strong, yeah. My father’s parents arahdparents all came from Ireland on all
sides of his family, so that branch of my familyish. The Irish heritage has always been a
strong component of our family as we grew up.adtgreat history and the Irish influence in this
city was always very strong. So that became kina wéat thing that was always kind of present
as we grew up.

GB: And when and where were you born?

RM: I was born right here in Bangor, June 29th,9195

GB: And you grew up here in Bangor?

RM:  Yup.

GB: And what was your mother’s name?

RM: Laura Guité Murray, G-U-I-T-Egccent aigu.

GB: And what were your parents’ occupations?

RM: My father worked for Sears almost all of hisifadife; that was thirty odd years before
his retirement. And he worked in a variety of piosis with Sears before he retired in, probably
around 1982 | would think he retired. My motherkex in a variety of positions mostly in
financial institutions. She worked for a coupleddferent credit unions, managed the
University Credit Union at that facility at the Weirsity of Maine, and worked at a couple of

different banks here in town. | think the lastqaahe worked before she retired was with
People’s, what's now People’s Heritage Bank, it tesPenobscot Bank back at that time.



GB: Isee. And what are your memories of the Bamgonmunity from growing up? Does
anything stick out in your mind?

RM: It was a great place to grow up. | have verydfmemories of growing up as a kid. The
neighborhood was always a fun place to be. Theimged well in the neighborhood. Our
family still owns the home where | grew up on Ma$lkeeet in Bangor. And | went to parochial
school from the time | was in first grade up, andlgat was a fairly close-knit community from
the school as well. And a lot of the kids, notadlthe kids we played with in the neighborhood,
but a lot of them that we played with in the neigtitood were also kids you went to school
with. So | have very good memories of growing up.

We'd often talk about how different it is as farjast the way kids grow up now, although
Bangor | think is still a great place to raise kaigl raise a family, and there’s the closeness is
still an element of growing up here. The struciareery different as far as how kids are now
much more into particular routines and programstaimdys of that, formalized camps whereas
everybody my age remembers growing up as basiballyg, at least in the summer time, you
get out, and you go outside, you come back foratindind we would get some friends together
in very informal gatherings and who knows whatdlag may bring, but in that sense it's quite
different. And that’s not just this community;hink that’s fairly typical of everywhere now
where kids are more involved in the organized caamgsorganizations and even park that they
grow up with.

GB: You mentioned you went to parochial schoolss your family Catholic?
RM: Yes.
GB: Was your neighborhood predominantly Irish Chtf?o

RM: There was a pretty strong element of that mnmighborhood. Not as much as in my
father’s day in his neighborhood. | mean he cowddlgwn literally the neighborhood where he
grew up, and every house was an Irish Catholic&ofisd that wasn’t the case in our particular
immediate neighborhood although there were quitaveof my friends, who were also kids |
went to school with at the St. John’s School, wase Irish heritage as well. That presence was
always around, but it wasn’t exclusively that, asm’t identified as an Irish neighborhood when

| was growing up as a kid.

GB: Were there other, what were some other vigthaicities?

RM: There was a fairly well defined Jewish commymtBangor. You know, we always
played with, | remember the kids down the strdet,Weiner kids down the street were good
friends of ours, Jewish friends, and kids thatevgup with and played with. In fact | recall
going to, they had a Jewish, what did they cathi¢, Jewish day school or day center or
something like that, Jewish community center dagpmm or something like that. And I'd go
with Jimmy Weiner every once in a while. You knowe’d go down there to the Jewish center.
They’d have days where you'd make model airplamesomething like that. So, and there were,
as | say, four or five houses down the same stihe¢tve lived on and there was a fairly well



defined Jewish community that you grew up with.dAather, it wasn't as strong a, there were
kids with French ancestry but not as much as sdrtleemther cities where it was much more
predominant than there is in Bangor. Never so nasch defined French community here in the
city where | grew up, but there were obviously Kidat were of French ancestry that you did go
to school with.

GB: And, do you recall how your parents were ineolvn the Bangor community when you
were growing up?

RM: My parents were very involved with the churatganizations at the church, the CYO
and the, Dad was a member of the Knights of Colusnbat an active member but involved with
different groups in the church. And my mother waih the Women’s Council, it was called,
and very active in the running of the, not the iagrbut the maintaining of the St. John’s School
as she was called, too. And my folks were alwaterésted, involved, active in politics as well.

| recall that growing up.

GB: How were they involved in politics? Did theyt gevolved in campaigns?

RM: Yup, they were involved in campaigns. My fatkerved for a time as the city chair of

the party and also the county chair of the partyafperiod of time when | was growing up. He
never held elective office himself. And my motléwriously did do a lot of work, nuts and bolts
work involved with campaigning both for races that brother and | were involved with, but

also for others and always was just very much éstexd in and involved in, heavily connected
with Democratic Party politics. And it was just setimng that was constantly a part of our life
growing up as kids. Dad was in particular intezdsh, you know, | recall him reading the paper
every day. It was just part of his routine, andheavas on top of issues and had a fascination and
an interest with it. And he was a fascinating wuilial himself. And it just became something

that we were inculcated with, | think, as we weravgng up.

GB: And would you say that that influenced you oWer years?

RM: Oh yeah, unquestionably, his influence was,ragdanother’s influence. My mother was
clearly a woman who was, with regard to politiashimd the scenes but very much involved and
in fact did a lot more of the work than Dad didmany respects. You know, he was more in the
forefront | guess. But both of their influenceghat regard were something that motivated me
as well.

GB: Did you get to meet other figures in the DeraticrParty when you were a kid?

RM: Yup, yeah, as a kid often times we would haghgrings at the house or elsewhere where
individuals would come. | recall Ken Curtis, fotagnple, came to the house on one occasion
when | was fairly young. | can't recall if it wéefore he was elected governor or when he was
running the first time. | think he, no, he waseally governor in fact, now that | remember, he
had the car and the state trooper accompanyingdarne must have been governor at the time.
He was at the house for a reception or some fumttiat was going on. And Ed Muskie, | think,
had been at the house, too. It wasn't that pdaticaccasion, but he’d been by on occasion; and



other folks over time. Governor Brennan came bg@veral occasions. He used to, used to use
the house for a shaving stop. If he was on thédral needed to freshen up, he’d come by and
use the place often times. In fact, he joked &lle@he president came to the house on one
occasion, and obviously that was a big thing foofilis. And Brennan contacted my folks
shortly after that. And he made the call, or adyulahink he made the call initially before the
president arrived to ask if we knew the presidess$ woming, and was trying to give my mother
a hard time saying, “Is my room going to be redat night?” Of course my mother was upset
because she couldn’t have them both, of course.

GB: Which president was that?

RM: President Carter came and stayed with us i8, 4841t of his, during that time when he
would hold town meetings he would often stay wittamily in, wherever he was visiting. And
he stayed with us one night overnight and had lasakvith us the next day at the house.
Obviously that was a big event for us.

GB: Could you tell me a little bit about your impsgons or your recollections of each of those
figures from when you were a kid? | guess wedrstwith Ken Curtis; what do you remember
of him?

RM: | was quite young at that point in time. Ir@donember he was, | remember Dad talking a
lot about him, and obviously he was one of the Bsmocratic governors that had surfaced in
Maine for quite some time. | mean, | recall Da#titey about Louis Brann, which was a
Democratic governor from the thirties | think. Aafler that there was no Democratic governor
until Muskie. And then after Muskie, Ken Curtis. Bwvas a, it was exciting to have a governor
who was a Democrat first of all. And obviously ladt time Ken Curtis was a young man, an
energetic fellow, and he engendered a lot of eimbos So as a kid | don't recall a lot about
him as far as the specifics, but | do recall thveas a general enthusiasm about him. And | know
Dad was excited about the fact that we were garitaive another Democratic governor, which
was a bit of a rarity in his lifetime, you know.

As far as Muskie, again | recall, you know, thenthyou are first struck by is his stature
physically. He was an imposing character and baedbviously left an impression, when

you're a young person especially. And he obvioushg a dynasty, an icon, all of those things
himself when you, when you look back clearly, bugreas you were experiencing him. He
made an impression and justifiably so. | mean hg avaright man, and he was a leader, one that
had character and obviously very effective. Adbthose qualities, you became very aware of
right off, really.

GB: Now he must have visited when he was in thea®&h

RM:  Yup, yup. I don’t, | can’t, | don’'t know whdre may have first had any kind of
connection with our family. But | can recall theydavhen he was in the senate, and that's when
| remember having whatever brief contacts | perbpihad. As far as President Carter, | mean,
he was very impressive as well. | mean that wasooislty a big honor for our family. And he

was a very warm and engaging fellow himself. | mda came to the house after he had a



public town meeting, as he called it, at the audita on the Friday night he arrived. In fact, he
came into town and was at a reception for Bill lathy, who was running for the senate that
year. And after that he went to the town meetimgl, @went from the town meeting, he came to
our house for the evening. And as soon as hekgow, came into the house he set everyone at
ease. And we’re obviously, we're not used to hastire president. So it was a tad intimidating,
and became, just, you know, all of the things mkhthat he became known for and, his warmth
and down to earth qualities were something thaewery apparent very quickly with him. And
he stayed up with us for a few hours and chatted v just had a very nice evening with him.
So, and he was a very bright man, that's also sangethat quickly came to the forefront when
you're dealing with him, as well as being engagang friendly. He clearly had a lot of candle
power as well.

GB: So, do you think that being in such, you knolese proximity and having contact with
these political figures had an impact on you, gnt ynore interested in politics or influenced
your particular views?

RM: | suspect so, | mean I, | don’t know whethee éollowed the other or whether there was
some §ic]. There was obviously a link though to, you knake closeness we as a family felt to
politics in general and the process. My brotheraad served in the legislature himself in the
early 1970s, and | was relatively young at thahpas well. | mean, when he was first elected, |
think | was probably, you know, ten or eleven yedds And so | kind of grew up with the idea
of not only having some exposure to other people ware in office but somebody from my
own house who was in office himself and the idepudflic service in that means, you know,
became relatively natural and something that | wiesested in as well. And so | looked to him
as a source as well as these individuals who were mell-known to the public.

GB: So through high school were you interestedm dér government academically?

RM: Notlaw. When | was in high school, in facttpaf my high school years, Frank was in
the legislature, so | had a fairly close connectmit. | mean, | on occasion would go down and
visit while he was in session and so had some expds it there and some familiarity with the
process, and obviously he would share with usxpeences and what that was like. And so in
that regard the interest in government was therelatively early years and definitely through
high school years. But at that point in time,d dot know that | would myself either try to run
or | certainly didn’'t have any sense of a legakeanat that point in time. That didn’t occur until
really beyond college years.

GB: So did you go to Bangor High School?

RM: No, | went to John Bapst.

GB: John Bapst?

RM: Which at the time was a Catholic high schodbiwn. It's still, it's now John Bapst

Memorial High School, and it's still a private sdhdbut it's not a Catholic school at this point
in time.



GB: And what were your activities and academicregés in high school?

RM: In high school | was a pretty good student laad a fairly active involvement in several
clubs and played some sports. | played baskettgashiman year and was on the golf team | think
all four years. But | was in student governmertt gear book and Key Club and all that stuff.

GB: And after graduation did you go directly tolegke?
RM:  Yup, | went to Boston College from high school.
GB: And what was college like?

RM: Oh, college was a great experience. | wakhited on campus all four years and met
great friends, some of which [ still consider myarest friends. And it was a wonderful school, |
mean it was, from my perspective at least, it lneddest of all worlds. | mean, it was in a city,
and you had the great cosmopolitan aspects of eiadpig city, especially from the perspective
of a Maine kid. And yet the campus of Boston Calégnot right directly in the city so that you
had some sense of being, as opposed to BU or Nastédra, which are clearly, are city
campuses. You had the sense of a somewhat sepanateunity that had some green on the
campus. So that was very nice, and you’'d justditg hop on the ‘T’ and be in the middle of
Boston in fifteen minutes by getting a trolley rid8o that was a great experience for a kid
growing up in a fairly rural state, even though 8airis not rural.

And the people that | encountered were just wondi@dople, both fellow students and the
teachers that | had. Boston College is a Jeshdacand Jesuits, although they make up, | don't
know, probably a fifth of the full faculty at mos® you didn’t have all Jesuits by any means.
And many of the other teachers that | had that wedesuit were great quality teachers. The
Jesuits themselves were really brilliant teachéraean they, regardless of what the field is,
becoming a Jesuit requires a considerable amountediectual discipline. And that becomes
fairly apparent when you have them as teachergyfédjust gifted in that regard. And so
growing up in, | mean going to school in that tygfe&eommunity, that was clearly intellectually
challenging as well as a community that maintaimeseénse of a Catholic community as well,
was | found to be very beneficial. And | just havenderful memories from my college years.

GB: What did you study?

RM: | went as a math major actually. | was in tbadrs math program, and | was accepted
there. And survived four or five semesters in mattil | butted up against linear algebra, which
was my demise in math and opened my eyes to théh@icl guess | wasn’'t going to be a math
scholar after all. So | had been taking some ipaliscience courses as well and shifted my
major to political science at that point. And alem been taking some theology courses as part
of, initially as part of the core curriculum thaiwyhad to take. And | found it interesting and
challenging, and so | had continued to take theotmyrses to the point where | had decided |
might as well get a major in that as well. And $@d, my majors are in political science and
theology with a close second in math, not quite.



GB: And did your theological studies reinforce yoeligious background, or?

RM: Well I, you know, I think so. | mean |, my stuoh theology was clearly much more
focused on the academic in college, although itglemented my upbringing and faith as well. |
mean there wasn't anything that | took as an acad#mology course that | felt challenged
what | believed from my faith experience. So intthense | guess it reinforced it. But it was, it
was clearly an academic endeavor, the theology.asnidsay, the teachers that | had in that
regard were intellectually challenging to a degasenuch as any other course I've had,
regardless of the subject matter. And so for thatgrateful. They’re great teachers, and, as |
say, | enjoyed that course of study.

GB: So toward the end of your college years stuglpiolitical science and theology, what did
you see yourself doing after graduation?

RM: Well, | faced the same dilemma ninety percénhe students do | guess at that point is,
now what? And fortunately, | was able to get agaob of college with a local agency,
governmental agency back here. Eastern Maine Dewedat District, it was called at that point
in time, which was a six county governmental ecoicatevelopment type agency in this area.
And | got a job working for them as kind of a gaweental affairs type position.

GB: What were your duties in that job?

RM: Idid a fair amount of research as well as lohd liaison with, the agency was a five or
six, five or six counties we had under, under itisgvAnd at that time was an EDA, Economic
Development Administration funded agency in pddpdunded by the counties in part. And
would get grants from different private and pulalgencies. So part of what | did was kind of be
a liaison just to the some of the county officard anunicipal officers that we had particular
programs with. And also deal with state governmémn we had to deal with state government.
And sometimes on occasion we had to go to Wastinigt deal with our EDA funding and stuff
like that. So it was an interesting job for somsdjpaght out of college.

And | wasn't there a great deal of time becauséarted there in, right after | graduated, which
would have been in ‘81 in May. And | decided to myself for the legislature the first time in
'82. So, Fic] and because part of our funding was EDA, | washed. As soon as | made the
decision and announcement that | was going tolriad to quit my job. So that happened the
following whatever it was, May. So | was only irathob for a year when | ran for the legislature
for the first time.

GB: Could you tell me about your candidacy in ‘827?

RM: Yeah, | ran for the house, Maine House of Regmtatives for the first time in 1982. And

| ran from the district that included the east sidléeown where | grew up, and at that point was
still living in the same house where | grew up, &nas a great experience. | mean, as | say, it
was, it was obviously a challenge to do that butaisn’t quite so intimidating because Frank in a
sense had paved the way in that he had at leasttdahhimself as well. And so | had some



familiarity with what was involved in the procesBut, | mean, it was a lot of work and a lot of
door to door literally. Meeting as many folks asiyamuld, reinforcing those contacts that you
knew and friends that you knew from whatever aveminether it was school or your parents’
friends or your siblings’ friends or people you'@sked with. And it was a good experience.
We were fortunately successful and | began my lletiye career in ‘82.

GB: And what were your impressions of the legisiatwhen you first entered? As a fairly
young man?

RM: Yeah, | mean, | was treated very well as fayaa know, | felt that those people were
my colleagues, and | hoped and believed that tekyhfe same way about me, and | felt | was
treated with respect. And there’s something vengue and special about serving in the
legislature regardless of the age you are wheruyolertake that effort. There is a bond among
people who serve and that's something you comadwiand appreciate fairly quickly once
you're there. So, the impressions that | quickbde when | began my legislative service is that
fortunately, | can think of very, very, very fewqgde that | didn’t enjoy working with in the
legislature. And that’s a nice thing to be ablsag regardless of what you’re doing for work.
You know, the people that served there, both wHestlstarted and currently as a legislator
[sic], | can say without hesitation are there for tightrreason. Their hearts are in the right place,
they’re doing the best job they think they can, #rat's reassuring. And that's something, as |
say, | was at least comfortable and confident iofyfguickly. And it was one of my first
impressions once getting there.

| love the committee work in the legislature. Yi@uassigned to a particular committee or
committees when you become a member and thatly rehére the nuts and bolts of the
legislative work happens in my opinion. And | gota committee where | was very fortunate to
have a chairman who was, | think, very talented, lamied very hard to learn as much as | could
from him. And | credit him with being, whether hedw it or not, a teacher of mine in that
respect.

GB: Who's that?

RM: Joe Brannigan was his name. He was a legidiator Portland and just a very talented
guy in that not only was he a bright fellow, buthea great people skills as far as his ability to
lead in a quiet but effective way; in both the caoittee setting and as a leader of the committee
in the full house. So that was a very positiveegignce and as | say, | think on the committee
level you can effectuate things well if you undanst. You know, one thing, and you also learn
quickly, or at least the impression | had and mkht's true is; if you do your homework and if
you do, if you understand and learn the rules hegtocess well, it will serve you well. And so
| tried to do that as quickly as | could, and hthior | hope at least, | was perceived as being a
good legislator.

GB: Who else do you remember working with in thedes?

RM: Oh, all kinds of people. | mean part of whatiggested to you a few minutes ago about
the unigueness and the ties that you make witketfislature. I, just this past year took a trip to



Ireland for the first time. And there were elevdmusg that went, eleven guys that went on this
trip. And of the eleven that went, eight of usveertogether my first year in the legislature.
Eight-, whatever that would have been, that woaldehbeen eighteen years previously. So |
mean that gives you a sense of the closenessahatavelop in a setting like that. And some of
those individuals are clearly my dearest friendshis day, and, you know, we’ve maintained
that friendship. And it’s part of the process.

| mean, you are in some respects, thrust intotsittswhere you work very closely with
individuals on very important issues and sometinesso important issues, but you're still in
that process where it works. It serves you welbiii have the abilities and the people skills to be
able to work well with people like that. But if yalo so, you develop these fairly close
relationships that survive your passing and leattireglegislature. | mean, during that trip last
year | was the only individual who was still in tlegislature. | mean, | had a significant gap in
my service between those times, but obviously despe fact that none of us were colleagues at
the current time, we still, we still were close agb to go on a trip like that and have a great
time. | mean, that trip was a wonderful trip.

GB: Well, who were the major players in the houaeklin the early eighties?

RM: Back then? Well, clearly John Martin was. lamgJohn was still the speaker during
those years and he, his presence was clear. AmdsJo always got along well with John and
found him and consider him still to be a good, &ffe legislator. And | was always treated
fairly by John. | mean, John’s got this reputatdiaving ruled with the iron hand; the “Czar

of Eagle Lake” they call him. But I, you know, lixays found him to be a fair and reasonable
leader as well as, clearly somebody who knew holaeta leader and was effective and, was not
afraid to exercise his authority when he thoughtas appropriate. But | never thought he
exercised it in an inappropriate way. That's my fiegsion of him. So clearly he was a leader at
the time. Libby Mitchell was a leader back in thamys. She was a very effective legislator and
a good speaker from the floor. Ed Kelleher wasllav legislator from Bangor who was in the
house at the time.

GB: What was his last name?

RM: Kelleher, K-E-L-L-E-H-E-R, he was a rep from8pr as well who had served a number
of years. And in my opinion, at least, he was test lextemporaneous floor speaker down there
at the time. | mean he could, he was gifted en@agtinat he could get up and speak upon any
subject and speak well on any subject. | remembeple down there who didn’t have qualms
about getting up and speaking on every subjecthbuguite as effectively as Ed could do it.
Who else that | can remember, | mean there weseat breat people | served with back then
who were, who are still in many respects in theypeein different ways these days. Jim Tierney
was a fellow who was a good floor speaker. He wagiglative leader back in those days. And
| have a number of friends who were colleaguesiaenwho are still on different functions. Pat
McGowan is a guy who was a good legislator wha Ve with during those two terms. Paul
Jacques, another guy, a legislator from Waterwhe was subsequently, after | left anyway, in
a legislative leadership position. And Paul wag®ad extemporaneous speaker, too, from the
floor. Paul, much more so the folksy kind of gulyem he’d get up, but spoke well from his



heart.
GB: Were, was everyone you mentioned, were thepeathocrats?

RM: Those were all Democrats, yeah. On the oflderaf the aisle there was, Tom Murphy
was a floor leader back in those days, who is atigréloor leader again. And Tom was good,
Tom was effective. There were other Republicanghercommittee that | worked well with, on
my own committee. They weren’t, | don’t think, peived as leaders from a, in the house at
large, but | enjoyed working with them. | remembae Republican that I, in the senate back
then, who | worked well with. Oh, Tom [Mclintyre®hat's his name? The senator from
Hancock County, geez, now it's gone; ran a pharnameyn in Blue Hill. God, | can picture him,
and | can’t think of his last name. That’'s awfuly aging process. He was a good fellow, he’d
been down there a number of years and a, had lbeeffective legislator in my opinion.

GB: So was there a pretty friendly dynamic betwihenparties at that time?

RM: [Ithink so. | mean there’s always a friendisalry, but people got along well. | mean it
was, | wasn't in the legislature during what everyadalks about as the real difficult years,
during the early McKernan years and the budgetlpro$, and luckily didn’t have to experience
what | guess was very difficult times. No, whenmds there in the early eighties, | recall it being
congenial, people had respect for each other. ofian times would do, you know, |, at the
time, was single, and during the session | wowd tlown there, and so you had an opportunity
to, on a social level, interact with people fromtbparties. And that was healthy and | think
served the process well as well. But I, you knbthjnk people for the most part worked well
together, and it was a positive experience.

GB: One second, I'm going to flip the tape over.

End of Sde A
SdeB

GB: We're now on side B of the tape of the intewigith Buddy Murray. Okay, so did you
get a sense at all of, or were there partisan aggghBid the Democratic Party have an agenda
versus the Republican agenda at all?

RM: Oh yeah, sure, that was, you know, clearly tivalry was there. | think it probably
always has been and that's part of the procespmnthbly always will be. And, you know, that
sense of the politics of it is something that wesé¢. You didn’t tend to see it on the committee
level as much if at all, quite frankly, on a lotafmmittees. | mean, there are some committees
that have historically, and I think to this dayll fteen committees where partisan positions are
taken and are often difficult to overcome like labgpe, labor committee issues where you've
got worker’s comp. type questions. Or minimum wagehatever the issues may be where the
partisan positions are fairly clear and fairly diyent and partisanship, or not partisanship, but a
partisan position is fairly clear. On other isswEsain especially on a committee level, there
aren’t as many partisan issues.



| mean, it's ironic in one sense when you get sadghrom the outside who comes into the
process and sees it working and is presented hatingality that, you know, ninety to ninety-five
percent of the legislation that one actually death is dealt with in a non-partisan way and that
it's a fairly small minority of the actual total mber of things that you deal with as legislation
that either become or are perceived as partisat dbviously gets the greater exposure and
coverage in the press, and that's why the percaeptioink in the public is that everything we
therefore deal with is something that's dealt viitla partisan manner, and voted upon in a
partisan manner, and that’s clearly not the trutmean, if that were the truth we would never
get through anything, and you could not physicg#y through a legislative session in the time
frame that's allowed. But that isn’t the realityhe reality is, you know, ninety percent of the
stuff you deal with is dealt with in a unanimousywiet alone a non-partisan way, so. And
people, like, for example in the last four yearewlive been in the senate, in my committee
where | was the chairman, which was the criminslipe committee of the however many
hundred bills we've had over the last four yearsgver had a committee vote that split along
party lines in four years.

GB: Wow.

RM: That's the reality. If you were to say thattoyone in the public | suspect the reaction
would be similar to yours.

GB: Yeah, very surprised, yeah.
RM:  But that’s the truth.
GB: What committees have you served on?

RM: When | was back in the house, | served on wiaat my first year it was called, | think,
the Committee on Business Legislation. It gotm@&hange my second term to banking and
commerce, or banking and insurance, or somethiegthiat. But for all intents and purposes the
subject matter was the same, which was basicaliitibg issues, insurance issues, professional
regulation type issues, licensing, that sort afighil served on that committee my whole tenure
in the house. When | went back and served in¢hatg, | was chairman of the criminal justice
committee both terms in the senate. And | alsoeskon, my first year in the senate, served on
the banking and insurance committee as a secomdicseAnd this past year | served on the
education committee as a second senator, not #ie ch

GB: What are some major legislation that you'veltdedh in committee or on the floor that
you remember from either tenure in the legislature?

RM: That | was particularly involved with or just general?
GB: That you were involved with or in general, eithvay.

RM: Oh, we're going way back. Well, | remember diiEl had in the house when | served in
the house. | sponsored a, the first legislation leaame enacted as the living will laws back in



the; | don’t know what year that would have beaoppbly ‘84 or something. Prior to that,
there were no living will legislations. | don’t &w if you know what living wills are but...

GB: Could you, yeah, could you give a little ex@ton?

RM: Living wills allow an individual to designate advance their ability to make choices
about not having extraordinary treatment at enlifeafSo that was a statutory creature; there
was no ability to do that prior to the law thabated for somebody to designate that intention
and to have it enforced, be enforceable. So thatam interesting, | mean that, it's now
accepted as a fairly foregone conclusion thatahght to be something that can be done; and
there have been changes and improvements to thairae that time. But that was something |
had sponsored and was very proud to get througtyihouse days.

Oh boy, there were, | don’t know, all kinds of $tilfat we dealt with, the Rivers Bill back then,
the first Land for Man’s Future legislation wentdbgh back in those years. So there was all
kinds of interesting stuff, you know. But thatfetfascination of being in the legislative process
directly is: regardless of what your intent is drat/you think you may be able to accomplish or
how quiet you may think a year will be, there willvays be fascinating issues to pop up and
occupy your time and fortunately have the oppotyuta provide some positive results
sometimes.

These past years, | guess | have become, thisdasion | ended up becoming involved in this
fingerprinting issue more than | would have anttgu or expected. But it had become, it
became a fascinating legislative experience evigie &#m the merits of the issue, which |
ended up kind of being a spokesperson on one $itthe @gssue this time around, which was kind
of fun.

GB: Which side was that?

RM: I was not supportive of the idea of fingergngteverybody and had proposed an
alternative, which would have just fingerprintedwigires to the teaching profession or people
who are transferring from one area to some newtitmtavhere you wouldn’t necessarily know
as much about them. And that, the bill went togtlecation committee that | served on and it
went through. It was kind of an unusual posture itheame to us in that the law had been
enacted the previous session. | wasn’t on the ctteenat the time, but it went through the
process, and it went through the process relativieliyerally had no debate the first time it went
through because in the committee process, things hgammered out among the stakeholders to
the point where the committee unanimously endotisadeffort and so, and we had a unanimous
committee report that kind of just flew through recess and never was debated, literally, in
either the house or the senate. So that wentiiféot and became law. And it was structured so
that it didn’t take effect until a few years dowretroad when things could be put in place. So it
wasn't literally until things actually started takj effect and you started having teachers being
subjected to the process of the background cheukshe fingerprinting that the reality struck
and the issue became such a hot bed issue.

So it was at that point that this last year it wessented again to the legislature as, you know, it



was literally a concept draft legislation, whichaiairly unique thing but basically says, “Here’s
the issue, committee; deal with it, make some resendations.” So that process began, and we
had public hearings where there was clearly narsensus from the public anyway and literally
several hundred people showed up at the publidrigear

And anyway, but the committee process was intergsti that it ended up becoming a vote that
was eleven that supported the current law basicdift would require the fingerprinting of
everybody existing, and new teachers and all sgpexdonnel. And | was the only vote that said
let’s just focus on new hires, and then there wessather committee member that voted to do
away with fingerprinting altogether. So the repwéas a very strong committee report, eleven to
one to one. And so it was a senate bill so it cemtbBe senate first and those of us on the side |
supported prevailed in supporting my version, tteomity report of one that said let’s just focus
on new people. So | was obviously pleased abotit #had then it went down to the house,
which was a real challenge because there were ugehnembers on my report. Obviously, |
was the sole member so that | had nobody fromdhenattee that | could rely on. And usually,
typically, committee members on both sides of #sai¢ kind of take the lead on the debate. So
we had to do some work in trying to line up somegbe in the house in advance, not on the
committee who might, who were inclined to suppbe position | was supporting. And
obviously, I had the whole rest of the committeaiagt me on that particular issue.

And we, anyway, to make a long story short, we gited in the house as well by three votes, |

think. Four or five votes the first time it wentdligh the house. And obviously, the committee
members were not pleased with that in the house,wére strongly on the other side. And the
speaker was on the other side, and the house Datiwoftoor leader was on the other side, so it
was a strange alliance in that sense. | workey elesely with the Republican floor leader who
was aligned with my position on that issue. Angveay, we, they flipped it once when it came

back for another vote, and so they prevailed, anthsn we were in non-concurrence.

Anyway, the long and short of it was we ultimatphgvailed getting it passed, the version |
supported, in the senate and the house, and iemated to basically just be new hires.

And then the governor vetoed it. And | only suedvthe house vote by two votes. And so |
clearly did not have enough to override his velilhoaigh we did in the senate. That was my last
bit of (unintelligible word). We were able to take up the veto, and overioidethe senate
handily. I think the vote was twenty-somethingfitee to override the veto in the senate. But
then it went down in flames in the house.

So anyway, it was an issue that was very muchaniththe news at the time. Clearly people
were, obviously felt passionately about it, andded up kind of being a poster child for one of
the sides of a position just because | ended upgltbe one vote. And, you know, it was a fun
experience, and it didn’t end up prevailing ultiglgtbecause of the governor’s veto. But | was
pleased with at least getting it through the legigle. And it was a, | felt somewhat torn in that,
in my eight years as a legislator, that was thg timle | have ever voted as an individual on a
committee. That was the only time | had ever vatedhe lone person on the committee vote so,
and | had mixed emotions about doing that; buttlférly strongly about the issue and that we
shouldn’t be doing what we ended up ultimately doiBut, so | guess that was kind of one of



the issues that, this time around as a senatdridbla up an enormous amount of time anyway.
But it was interesting.

GB: Now, let’s back up a little bit so we can cogtplour time line. You served two sessions
in the house?

RM:  Yes.

GB: Right, and after that where did you go? Did gouo law school?

RM: | started law school, yeah. My last year inlitbese was my first year in law school.
GB: And where did you go to law school?

RM: At Maine.

GB: Okay, and what was law school like?

RM: I didn’t really enjoy law school, you know,ust, if | could have done it as a purely
academic exercise, it might have been interesBagat that stage in my life | was not

privileged enough to be able to do that. | was noorgcerned with, quite frankly, getting the
ticket so | could start practicing law. And | falit, at least in my opinion, a fairly inefficient
way to teach people about what you needed to kgowknow, from my perspective. | mean it
was, it’s kind of an interesting, with the wholec&atic type method of teaching and, is
interesting if you were, had the luxury of takingat needed to be imparted by way of a body of
knowledge and getting it to somebody. But | fouirigirly inefficient as far as getting what you
needed to know. And so in that sense it was &ustrating to have to go through the exercise
of that three-year process of law school to lednatwvas basically both a body of knowledge
and a way of thinking. And | think you can, yowk in a way of analyzing things, and my
perspective, | guess, was there should have bbettexr way to do that. But, | mean, | suppose
if | went back in my retirement years, | mean, luln’t mind going through that kind of an
exercise. It could be kind of fun. But, you kndwdon’t have any regrets about doing it; and the
teachers at the school were obviously very intefligand qualified; and | don’t have any qualms
about that. And | certainly feel the school iscad law school, but | basically just wanted to get
that process over with as quickly as | could.

GB: What had propelled you into the field of law?

RM: Actually, | didn’t decide until | was in thegsslature. You know, at that point in time, |
guess going through the legislative process andg®ew i- it could be effective in that regard,
it made it much more intriguing to me. And | guésaw at that point the benefit of going that
route. And decided at that point in time, at some you know, of my second or third year of
legislative experience, that I'd like to have a ldegree as well.

GB: And what was your career path following lawaal?



RM: After, and as | say my first year at law schioehs still in the legislature, and it wasn't,

it wasn’t until sometime in that first year of lasghool that | realized it would not be possible, at
least from my perspective, to do both the legis&atand, or to continue to do both the legislature
and the law school and to do either well. So | lofdat that point, | made the decision that |
would not run again for the legislature at thatetjrand focus on getting through law school and
starting a legal career at some point after that that’'s what | did. | focused my last two years
of law school exclusively on law, other than justn® part time work, summer time work. And
then | graduated in 1988, and started working aeRRudman & Winchell.

GB: And what type of law do you practice here?

RM: A bit of a hodgepodge. For the most part, edployment related law. But | also have a
practice in probate law that’s related to either gmardianship type proceedings or adoption
proceedings. And | have a bit of a debtor-creditalection type practice; it's kind of a
hodgepodge. The firm is a, by Bangor standardsiogy, and by Maine standards even, a big
firm. And so the firm itself does virtually everytig; which is nice to be in that kind of a
practice where you’ve got good people, and youbmaaxposed to all kinds of different work
opportunities, legal work opportunities. But tisavasically my focus.

GB: Do you know a lot of the major figures in tiegal community around the state?

RM: Oh, | know some, | don’t know how many. Certgj | feel like | know more probably
up in this part of the world than in Portland. Butough both actually, exposures through law
and the legislature, you are exposed to a numbigreaihembers of the bar.

GB: What made you decide to run for the senat®amwas it?

RM: Ninety-six, yeah. Well, when | left the legigire in the house, it's something that | had
always kind of, in the back of my mind thought Igii return to at some point in time, because |
truly enjoyed it and found it rewarding, fascinagtimnd all that stuff. So the idea of coming
back was appealing to me, although you never; nofigthat ends up focusing you or

motivating you is happenstance a lot of time. Amat very much was the case in '96. | mean,
the seat became open, and it's something that hagpelatively quickly, as | say, although |
thought about it in the past. The seat came dpeame at a time where | thought | might be
able to take a shot at it, and balance things ¢h suway that | could maintain a practice, and
give it a good shot. And | spoke a lot to peopléry get a sense of the timing that would be
involved if | were successful and, what would beoired, because | obviously hadn’t served in
the senate and, wanted a sense of what that weulllebas far as time commitments were. And
| was encouraged to do so. And | started talking tew people, so that was reassuring. And my
family was willing to stand by me and give it a she well, because it's obviously very
demanding on them, as well. So when all thosegthadame together we decided to give it a go.

GB: Is it difficult balancing your career with yoservice in the senate?

RM: Yeah, in fact that's why I'm not running agailt's, you know, the same kind of
enlightenment that dawned when | was a first yaardtudent, has struck again. As far as the



recognition that, in my position where | certainked to be earning an income to maintain my
family that’'s more than a legislative income. Ahe tealization of what's involved in
maintaining a law practice where, you know; | hawiuty to my fellow partners here as well. It
is very difficult to maintain both an ongoing legmahctice, as well as being an effective
legislator. And | found, being in the senate wasgaificantly greater time commitment than,
being a rank and file house member. As a semathgeisenate, especially the majority party of
the senate, you have the chairmanship of a conenittied there’s a certain responsibility
involved with that that requires a time commitmeiid you're also serving on a second
committee. And so that, there’s not a lot of dowmetas a senate member, so. And you're
representing a district that's four and a half Sniige size of the house district. So you've got
that much more constituent work that you have t déth as well. And my kids are eight and
ten years old now, and so |, you know, | found gpidal routine would be; I'd be either in here
early in the morning and going to Augusta. Gettiagk whatever, seven thirty at night. So I'd
be missing supper, and get home just in time tthddhomework with them and put them, to
bed. And come back in here for the night shifhat ¢ffice here. It's kind of a drag after a while.

GB: Do you know how other legislators manage todteit?

RM: I'm sure some are better at it than I, thadgt pf the issue probably. But quite frankly, a
lot of the legislators now are; a significant prdpm are retired. A significant proportion are
either independently wealthy enough so that theytd@ave the pressures of having to have
another income to do that. A certain proportiomfartunate, or at least in a position where their
spouses are working and can support them in swayadhat that pressure doesn’t exist. And
there’s quite a number that are, you know, youkeg lliwas the first time around. You know, and
it's easier to be a single person that doesn't lrawv®rtgage or something else, or kids that are
growing up that need certain requirements. Anceg,tthere’s that percentage of the legislature
that allows them to serve. And that, you knowt'tha problem with the legislature, although |
don’t know what the solution is.

You know, we've got a quote, unquote “part-timeiséaure”, that likes to maintain the idea of
having the average citizen be able to respondagtiblic call, the call of public service. Come
do legislative service and then return home anchtaia their business or whatever they're
involved with. But the reality is, that that isryalifficult to do because the quote, “part-time
legislature”, is in many respects, part-time in amnly. When you are there, it is very much so
a full time commitment, and that leaves little tifioe the other demands of life. So, as | say, |
don’t know what the answer to that is because thetearly a benefit in not having a full time
professional legislature, but there’s this defisitiiggle there.

GB: Did you see, witness any changes in the ldgigdrom your first experience there until,
what was it, twelve years later when you enteredrédy

RM: Yeah, | left in ‘85 and went back in ‘96 or ‘9xhatever. Well, a lot of the faces were
different obviously. And, being in the senate ppased to the house was a different experience.
But as far as the process and the people in geaardhas | indicated to you earlier, the
reassurance that it was, you know; virtually all geople that were down there were good
people and down there for the right reasons. Anifately that was very much the same. It



seems like, I don’t, | can’t quantify it objectiyellt seems like we are dealing with a lot more, |
don’t know if sophisticated is the right word, maytomplicated. Maybe that’s not the right
word, issues. Certainly a lot more issues, yowmknkhe sheer numbers of bills, I think, has
increased significantly from the time | servedhe early eighties to now. There is a, | guess the
structural, or the systematic change that is prigh@st significant, is the idea of term limits

and the effect that's having from the earlier tentar this experience, which | don’t think is a
positive thing, but I think it does have its effe¢tguess those would be the most significant
changes.

GB: Who are currently the preeminent legislatargaur opinion?

RM:  Well, obviously the, you know, the current leeglin the legislature are Mark Lawrence,
senate president, and Steve Rowe, the speakeypaddeaders and have done a good job in my
opinion. There are a number of leaders in thetseh#hink, and in the house that are very good
legislators. And they lead on particular issues aeg you know, have come to be experts, if you
will, in certain areas where, you know, | have eagrdeal of respect for them. You hesitate to
start down the path because you know you’re garlgave somebody off that you certainly
wouldn’t want to. But, | mean, people like Mike diaud. In my opinion, Mike has done an
incredible job as the appropriations committee rchan. | mean, he just has a great deal of skill
in regard, and an incredible amount of knowledgthat whole process, as well as the minutia of
the budget details. And, as well as an ability tigto his own people skills to work that process
through. And that’'s one of the most arduous praeess put together, the budget and making it
actually into a law. And he, I've just been vemypiressed with his ability to do that the four
years | was in the senate with him.

Geez, |, there’s all kinds of people on both sidiethe aisle that I've worked with the last four
years that | find to be very good leaders. Johttibyiin agriculture is somebody that | respect a
great deal. Judy Paradis is a woman who is pailerce as far as constituent work. And

Chellie Pingree is a very effective leader in mynamn. A very bright woman, skilled at the
process. And Bill O’Gara is somebody that | foandelight to work with. And Rick Bennett, |
think, is somebody who is a talented leader, ahbifigllow, is somebody that | worked well

with. | enjoy working with Paul Davis, another Réytican who is on my committee with me,

my seatmate. You know, there’s just a lot of gpedple.

GB: Is there anyone in particular who we shouldoiwattut for who you think might have a
major impact in, on state politics in the yearsdme?

RM: | fully expect Chellie is going to be somebadyo will be in the limelight in some
capacity. | know she has expressed an intereshimng for office again, and she’s just a very
skilled and talented woman. And | would expect #te’s gonna be around. And Mark,
obviously, is a very bright fellow as well, and Ismne good skills, and certainly got an uphill
battle in his current efforts to unseat Olympiat $ou know, stranger things have happened,
you know. | wouldn’t bet against it. So | meamyduld not at all be surprised to see that. Rick
Bennett’s a fellow, who is a young man, who | expeil be somebody that the Republican
Party rallies behind in years to come, so.



GB: I guess time will tell if your words turn out be prophetic.
RM: | haven't won the lottery or too many horseaisso | wouldn’t think that, 1.

GB: Alright, finally, on a completely different veicould you tell me about your siblings?
First, how many siblings do you have?

RM: There are five of us.
GB: Five of you, okay.

RM: I'm the youngest of the clan. My oldest sisg¢e€Cynthia, Cynthia Murray-Beliveau.
Frank is next in line. Kathy is my next sister, Klaen Murray. And my sister, third sister is
Winnie, Winnifred Murray-Higgins.

GB: Now, Cynthia Murray-Beliveau, she married ittte Beliveau family obviously.
RM: Right, we have started to begin to forgive foethat. A long healing process.
GB: So do you know the Beliveaus fairly well?

RM: I do now obviously. We just like to tease Savas much as we can.

GB: Could you tell me about Severin Beliveau?

RM: Oh, Severin’s an interesting character, arydufve had the chance to meet him, I'm
sure you’'d find out yourself. He’s a great guyesmgaging guy himself, has more war stories
than probably anybody in the state with regarddiitips in Maine over the last forty to fifty
years. Yes, Cindy and Severin first met througlitips back in the early seventies, were
married in 1973. And obviously Severin’s been & pathe family ever since and we’ve come
to know him and his extended family throughout thgsars. It's been great for all of us.

GB: So has that had an impact on your perspecfibbeiag close to a family that was
obviously not involved, or was it just kind of axtension of your own family’s political
interest?

RM: Idon’t know if it's had any impact as far &spean, certainly we were already fairly
involved and interested ourselves before any ehesSeverin, or before Cindy married Severin.
So in that regard | don’t think our attachmenthe Beliveaus increased our interest or
involvement any. But obviously having similar irgsts and involvements, | think it made life
pretty interesting since then. And certainly itsweampatible in that respect.

GB: What have been your siblings’ political invalrent? Have they been as interested in
politics as you?

RM: Oh, | think so, yeah. | mean obviously, Fraekved in the legislature himself back long



before | did, and ran for secretary of state hifsatk at the end of his house tenure. Was not
successful, but that was a, he lost that vote leyvate back in 74, | guess that was. So | mean,
he’s obviously been very active and involved battmfally back in those years, and really has
kept up his interest and involvement ever sinced fanthis day, remains interested in the
process and enjoys the process as well.

Cynthia obviously has been involved in her own trigg well as through her involvement with
Severin in politics, public service. She served asember of the University Of Maine Board Of
Trustees for a while back in the seventies as Mblhk that was.

And my other two sisters have, | think, always egsed the interest in the political process as
well but not as much or as formally as maybe theist of us have. But you know, they’'ve
worked on our campaigns as well as been involvedoartop of issues as they unfold. | mean,
it's a great, if you’'ll permit me a divergence frdramility, | think it's a great family and they're
certainly a gift to me. | think they have helpedkeane whatever | have become, and whatever
I've contributed, | owe very much to them.

GB: Well, with that I'm just about done with my cti®ns, so do you have any final remarks
you'd like to make, anything you'd like to add enghasize?

RM: | can’t think of anything; we’ve covered mohah | would have expected.
GB: Allright, great, well thank you very much.

End of Interview
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