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Biographical Note

Anthony “Tony” Podesta was born on October 24, 1®4Ghicago, lllinois to Mary and John D.
Podesta, Sr. He grew up in Chicago, along wittbhisher, John D. Podesta, Jr. He attended
the University of lllinois at Chicago, and graduatdool at the Massachusetts Institute of
Technology (MIT). During the 1968 presidential gaign, he left school to work for Eugene
McCarthy. After the 1968 campaign, Podesta worfke@ short time in admissions offices
before becoming active in Edmund S. Muskie's 19@8idential campaign. Podesta has
continued his work as a political consultant in Wagton, D.C.
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Transcript

Tony Podesta: | was born October 24, 1943 in Chicago, lllin@ed my parents are John D.
Podesta, Sr. and Mary Podesta. | have a brothien, D. Podesta, Jr., and that was the family.
And John and | worked for Senator Muskie in hissptential campaign in 1972 in lllinois, New
Hampshire and Massachusetts, and many other places.

Don Nicoll: The interviewer today is Don Nicoll. And Torwere you always interested in
politics?

TP: lwas. Well, | was, | grew up in Chicago andasmgrew up with Mayor [Richard] Daley
as the dominant force in our community, and gariggted in politics as a college student,
studied political science and worked, was in grégsahool at MIT in 1968 when the 1968
campaign occurred and got carried away by it andfato New Hampshire for a couple of
months, and then traveled around the country withelie McCarthy and then later worked in
the general election in that campaign, which wadimsyconnection with Ed. | never really met
him, but it was my first sort of association witbrtator Muskie, who of course did so well.

DN: What were you studying at MIT?

TP: 1 was working on my Ph.D. in political sciermad urban social policy at MIT, which is
what | had studied in college at the Universitylirois in Chicago.

DN: Was Bob Wood there then?

TP: Yes, he was, and Ithiel de Sola Pool [ChathefDepartment], the whole collection of
very distinguished faculty members, interestingugrof people, and | loved it there but sort of
failed. | guess | got bit by the political bug radghan by the academic bug.

DN: And where had you done your undergraduate work?

TP: University of lllinois in Chicago.

DN: Now, in the 1968 campaign you said you workethe general campaign. What were
you doing?

TP: We were trying to, a bunch of us who worked] harked in the McCarthy campaign ran
around trying to organize students to be for Huraptvluskie, and that was my job. In the
McCarthy campaign | was a, did field work in thelgaays and then ended up running the
scheduling advance operation in California and Istates.

DN: Now, were you, after the nominations and yoarking in the general campaign with
college students, were you going all around thentg@

TP: Yeah, traveling around the country. But nebet,sort of, | was organizing rather than
traveling with the, anywhere, so | never bumped #&ither of the candidates. So | never saw



Vice President [Hubert] Humphrey or Senator Mudkie had some connection to, some very
small connection to their effort. And | was tryiatpo to go back to school, so | was doing it
part time because | had disappeared during thegpemester of my second year in graduate
school, so | wanted to try to get the professothat school to remember who | was, so | tried to
spend a little more time at Cambridge.

DN: Did you get a sense in that campaign of how tliel students were responding to the two
candidates after the miserable time around theeaion?

TP: Well, the convention was terrible. | was iotfavas at the convention, and | was running
the scheduling advance operation for McCarthy. Anehs the scheduling advance suite which
was the suite that the police raided, | guess & Waursday night, or Wednesday night, sort of
after it was all over, and broke a couple of balybs on people's heads. It was kind of an awful
experience, not just for the people who were detnatiisg in the streets, but even for the people
who were involved in the convention.

So it took everybody a while to recover from thiadl @et back to work on what was important,
and what was important was electing two good gayhase two important offices and making
sure that Richard Nixon didn't arrive there. Bat&nded up running a, it was a difficult task for
the vice president to sort of thread the needlb Riesident Johnson and try to both build on his
service and also kind of suggest that he wanteld ttsomething different, but we ended up
coming a little bit short. Which was bad, butlgagave me a chance to then sign up for the
Muskie for president campaign in '72, or in '7luady.

DN: Now, what did you do after the campaign of '68?

TP: 1 went back to MIT and did some, finished myise work on my Ph.D. And then |
ended up becoming a, at the time there were gradiiatient deferments and, which | enjoyed
for a while, and then they announced that they waring those. So | was faced with a choice
of either being drafted or finding a different wiay a different deferment, so | took a job as a
teacher and taught political science and was tleetir of admissions of a small Catholic
women's college outside Chicago called Barat Cell&3A-R-A-T, and did that for a year until

| was no longer eligible for the draft, and thesrtgd heading back to MIT to work on my
dissertation but got waylaid by Anne Wexler and Doéey.

Anne was the campaign chairman and Joe was theded@dor the Senate in Connecticut, there
were two other candidates in the primary, and these, and Ann convinced me to sort of work
the primary. It was August 19th, classes starte@eptember 7th, so | figured | could, you
know, earn a few dollars, have some fun, work fgpad guy. He was going to lose and | was
going back to school, but it turned out that he wWanprimary and we all started measuring our
offices for, you know, where we were going to sithe Senate office. And | decided to
postpone going back to school for another semested then we ended up losing the general
election to Lowell Weicker, and | ended up neveidlyegoing up to school.

| ended up coming to Washington at that point, chere to work for Common Cause. It was
one of the first, in the very early days, the vieeginning of Common Cause, worked there for,



sort of the end of, from the end of 1970 throughniiddle of 1971 when, which is when the
presidential campaigns were heating up and peogte picking sides. And | picked, you know,

| picked Ed Muskie and so had conversations witbrGe Mitchell and Berl Bernhard and some
of the other folks over there and ended up sigoim¢p leave, ended up quitting Common Cause
and going to work in the Muskie for president camgpa

DN: Why did you decide to get involved in the Mweskampaign? What in those
conversations convinced you?

TP: Well, it wasn't the conversations, | was fomeéan, it was the conversations with those
people that convinced me. | was, | felt Muskie \wasedibly impressive and was the, you

know, would be both a very fine president and g vime candidate. | was, | think | was more
right about his being a fine president than | mayehbeen about his being a fine candidate, but |
thought both. And some of my friends were goingvtwk for McGovern and other candidates,
but | thought Muskie was the best, was the clagbefield. And so it was really only a

guestion of whether or not they needed me to wotké campaign, or I'd go back to school, not
a question of whether or not I'd be for Muskie, thiee or not if | couldn't get a job with Muskie
I'd go to work for McGovern. | actually was plangito go back to school but then got sort of
recruited into working on the Muskie campaign, ara$ very happy to do that.

DN: And when did you go to work on the campaign?

TP: Right around the middle of ‘71, June, July, ssmere in there, and | started traveling.
My initial assignment was to worry about the sixAiNEngland states and lllinois. | didn't really
have to worry about Maine, | mean, that was softvef New England states. The notion that |
would have to worry about Maine was, of courseppsterous. But | was sort of, so | was a
little bit spending my time between Manchester,tBosnd Chicago trying to organize the early
part of the campaign, trying to get people signedtkying to get elected officials signed on,
trying to get volunteers organized, trying to ded telegate slates put together, the sorts of
things that one does at the very beginning stagekbirying to lay the groundwork for what
would be a hard fought race.

And | ended up taking up residency in New Hampslsiogt of living in, you know, after
organizing in a number of places | ended up. A& Nempshire became, as it became clearer
and clearer that New Hampshire would be a big westyou know, | sort of spent the winter in
New Hampshire. And we ended up, | guess we, yawkihguess there sort of two pivotal
events in the campaign occurred there. One was 8baator Muskie did his speech about Bill
Loeb and Jane Muskie and he cried, and the othemiaan he beat McGovern but then let the,
but then seemed so, McGovern seemed so exultariteaséemed so disappointed that we sort of
allowed McGovern to walk away with the, you knowatch a victory from the jaws of defeat,
which sort of turned, which gave McGovern an enarsnamount of momentum.

Those two events, | think, made a huge differenitle people's perceptions of Senator Muskie.
This is funny now that sort of like everybody criegolitics, you know, this president cries, the
last president cries. But, you know, it's not vienyg ago, it's thirty years ago, the notion that a
man would shed a tear about something he cared alasjust sort of like disqualifying to some



people. But now it's become sort of a necessaalifquation; if you don't cry now you can't be
president. Then it was if you did cry you can'oesident. Amazing how time changes.

DN: Can you recall the circumstances of that ewdr@n he made the speech at Manchester
Union Leader?

TP: Sure, he came in the night before, and it wagk the day before that Loeb had written
this really nasty editorial about Jane Muskie whieldl gotten under the senator's skin. And he
came in with a, you know, said, “I want to get adnt a flatbed truck, | want a sound system, |
want to go stand out in front of that newspaper landnt to tell that guy what | think of him.”

He was, you know, he was, he had a, his, I'm prgbadi the first person to say he had a bit of a
temper. And he was sort of pounding on the tabteraising his voice and was really furious
with Loeb, and furious with what he had said ahlarte, and furious with the fact that he had
attacked, you know, brought his family into it abd/as sort of really a low blow.

And so we all, you know, he got in at like, | ddiriow, it was ten o'clock at night and we were
all scurrying around to do an open air speechra niclock the next morning, which was not the
easiest advance assignment we had but we managed tuf get it all together. And | don't
think he, you know, | think he just planned to dpbes mind and ended up, his voice cracked
and he stopped for a moment, and he, you knowinrshé&éd what he was doing, he got back in
the car, we went on to the next stop.

| was actually in the car with him and he said & mhen we got in the car, he said, “I wish,” he
said, “I shouldn't have broken down like that.” dAhsaid, “Oh, you know, it's a human, you're a
human being, it's a human situation. People wantdu know, it's not, | don't think people will
....” Shows you how smart | was. You knowijrdof tried to say, you know, that it all
seemed authentic and real, this was not a canrgitgcspeech, this was not something your
speech writer wrote for you, you know, you're sjegitrom the gut, that's what people want to
hear from you. You know, what is it, what do yavé in your gut that says you should be the
next president. So | said, “Don't worry aboultti, a good thing.”

So we went on to the next stop, another one, aanlhie flew off to another state. And | got a
call from Bob Squier | remember, saying, Bob called we had this conver-, he probably had
the same conversation that | had with Senator Muygkiu know, was it a good thing or a bad
thing, was it a terrible thing and so forth andbso And Bob said, “Oh no, it's a great thing. It
humanizes him; it's fabulous.” But it turned duatt it turned out | guess a little bit otherwise.

Saturday, it was a Saturday morning when this haggbe Saturday night, the evening news ran,
didn't mention it. Sunday the New Hampshire pagets't mention itBoston Globelidn't

mention it. On Sunday morning tMeéashington Posthough, David Broder, did a story in

which he almost suggested that for someone to lieak and, you know, someone to cry in
public was evidence of mental stability and themefoow could you be president if you were so,
if you were, if you couldn't control your emotiolilee that, which was on the front page of the
Washington PostAnd theWashington Postews service then circulated and it was, on Monday
morning it was on the front page of tBeston Globend front page of thehicago Sun Times



and the front page of thdilwaukee Journal And the next several primaries they had this
Broder story which kind of made it all into a vetiyferent thing. And it was, you know, and the
networks all by Monday night all had, you know,tsafrbig stories on, you know, is Muskie out
of it. Saturday night it was sort of like it waed, but you know.

So one of my, you know, one of the things aboutthele experience was if David Broder had
not been there, no one would ever have remembbiedIt was only because of David Broder
that this, that Ed Muskie crying became a kindyof) know, history changing political event.
The rest of the journalists, you know, Jim Naughidmo was covering the campaign for thew
York Timeshad a story in the Sundalew York Timesn page A27, and it was in the sixteenth
paragraph that Muskie's voice cracked with emotvben he attacked Bill Loeb. So it was
clearly, you knowNew York Timethought it was nothing, the networks all thoughtas
nothing. But Broder just drove the story, and thensort of reeled for a while after that.

DN: Who were some of the other people involvedat tampaign in New Hampshire that
you remember most vividly?

TP: Well, the person | talked with the most abowtas, at headquarters, was George
Mitchell, who was sort of the guy | dealt with thst. Eliot Cutler | talked, in headquarters, |
got with a lot because Muskie was spending a boftime there, although we were always
fighting about him spending, they always wanted torgo, you know, do ten markets, do three
markets a day and travel all over the country. Anas always saying, don't take this for
granted, you know, this is retail politics, you gotcome and ask for their votes. And they were
all saying, no, we'll get there in a couple weegs. we sort of had all that, the standard
arguments that one has when one is in the fielsugethe ones in the headquarters.

But in the headquarters the staff was, you knovg mesatively small. It was myself, there was a
guy named Ron Rosenblath who was from Boston ardwas, had run for office in, run for the
state senate in Massachusetts and had been invalpetitics. There was my brother, John
Podesta, who later went on to a little more glosioareer with a different president. And the
local person who was in charge was a woman namet@arrier, she was like the local
coordinator, she was the one who famously saidyltiEkie doesn't get fifty percent, I'll shoot
myself.” So when he got forty-eight point nine [@Bpercent, we got her a gun and she refused
to keep her word.

She was the one who sort of, was sort of, helpegttthe bar high. That winning wasn't
enough, we needed to win by an absolute majorigyneg the field, and indeed the press sort of
held us to that. And I think Muskie didn't hel@thwith that, he kind of gave a concession
speech instead of a victory speech, and McGovera gavictory speech instead of a concession
speech. And then we had Maria Carrier saying wt 8o. The other person | remember pretty
well is Hugh Gallen who later went on to, was ohewr, was one of the co-chairs of the
campaign. He was a terrific guy, went on to beegpoar, later passed away, but was very active
with us. And Chris Fiero -

DN: What kind of a fellow was -?



TP: The other person | remember most vividly isi€B&pirou. He [Hugh Gallen] was a, you
know, he was from northern New Hampshire. He wad kf taciturn, quiet, a bit more like
Muskie than almost like anybody else, you knowndof a, a good guy, smart, decent, hard
working, a little bit frustrated with the peopl®in Washington not kind of, not listening to, you
know, not listening to him any more than they Istd to me about what they needed to do in
New Hampshire. | don't think there's ever beearapaign in which that doesn't happen.
(Telephone interruption

DN: - Chris Spirou.

TP: Chris Spirou was a character, he was sorteofydis a state legislator, just arrived, spoke
with a thick Greek accent. Was just, had soryofy know, recently naturalized U.S. citizen,
was sort of the boss of Manchester, was the guywdsrunning around, you know, trying to
organize precincts and organizing people everywhgve actually seen him recently; he's
running the American Center in Athens. You shoiflgdou want somebody to go over and
interview him, I'd be happy to take the assignmdiit he's doing very well, and we still talk
about the Muskie campaign. | had dinner with hast lyear in Athens and we were trading
stories.

So he went on to be the state, he went on latee the state chairman and to run himself, and
then sort of retired from New Hampshire politicgaugh he still leapt his finger in a little bit.
Was involved in Clinton's successful campaign i82,9vhich, and | think was also involved
with Carter in '76, so he went on to sort of be ffwa1 know, one of those New Hampshire king
makers after being this kind of back bencher itestgislature.

The state legislature, it's important to understamélew Hampshire is as large as the Congress.
It's sort of three hundred members of the lowerseo so it's like every other person in New
Hampshire is a state legislator. So it was nat apt a high honor to be a state legislator, kind
of anybody who wanted to could sort of get electddd so Chris was, you know, but Chris

built that into a real base. And we used to havetbgether, he'd take us out to the, take us out
for Greek food, take the whole campaign staff ontGreek food every Friday night. Another of
the people we worked with most closely. Probaltyi€and Hugh and Maria of the New
Hampshire types were the people we worked witmtbst.

DN: Now is Maria Carrier from Manchester?

TP: From Manchester, yeah.

DN: What was it like working with the Manchesteddahe New Hampshire politicians?

TP: Well, most of them were for Muskie, but mostleém don't deliver very much, and so we
had most of the public officials, Senator [Thomaméds] Mcintyre was the senator then | think,

and there was a congressman there who servedyhriefl

DN: D’Amours?



TP: [Norman Edward] Norm D’Amours and there wasthrocongressman who served in the
other district, was elected in '64 and defeated@n | can't remember his name. French
Canadian American, | can't remember his name.sBulhe whole public officialdom in New
Hampshire was largely for, either Republican, nyostey were Republicans, and the small
number who were Democrats were mostly for MusiBet -

DN: What about the Dunfey family?

TP: Oh, they were, | think they were for Muskiehel were not, they were sort of more, they
were more national players, or more, you know, ttaése money and were in Boston and Maine
and so forth and so on. They were less involved,know, they provided us with some, we got
some free hotel rooms in the local Dunfey, notgbhed Dunfey Hotel, but the run-down Dunfey
Hotel which is where we sort of, where some oflaptdor a couple of months. But they were
not, you know, sort of, like active, they were imothe headquarters and actively involved in the
same way that some of the others were.

DN: Now, was there a great debate around the ogatttat you'd come at the end of the New
Hampshire campaign, or was this something thatguslved into Senator Muskie's “concession
speech”, as you put it?

TP: No, I think, | don't think, | think unfortundyethere was no, there were, you know, it
would have been smarter if we had had a meetindignced out what to say, but it sort of just
happened. And I think he was clearly disappoinéad, said so, and that helped to solidify the
results.

DN: What did you do after the New Hampshire campaig

TP: | went off, you know, | sort of called in todquarters and said, “What do | do now?”
and we were, we sort of went off. | was sent offMisconsin and arrived in Milwaukee a

couple of days, you know, on Thursday or somethingas like two weeks later was the
Wisconsin primary. The lllinois primary was in seten, | had handed that off to Jim Johnson in
the meantime. And so | went to Wisconsin and Hhlckes was in charge of Wisconsin, who
later went on to be deputy chief of staff to PresitdClinton.

And Harold said, you know, a bunch of people sthftmneling in from various places around
the country because we were doing poorly and we kyow, it made no sense to have people
working in California for the June primary, kind ldde everybody started trying to build a
firewall in Wisconsin. Wisconsin was heavily Palis©ieavily Catholic and moderate and, you
know, Clem Zablocki was the congressman. And & s@t of, people thought it was the kind

of place we should be able to do okay in. And st off to Kenosha and Racine, the first
congressional district where Les Aspen, who wasdreof, about to be running for, | think it
was, | don't know if he was running the first tiorerunning for, or was a freshman congressman
running for reelection. It was right around thedihe ran the first time; we worked a lot with
him.

But | got a list of the people who were for Muskiem Harold at the headquarters in Milwaukee



and went down and started calling them up in Keaasid Racine. And it turned out that half of
them were McGovern delegates, and indeed they aretke list, they were on the Muskie list.
Some of them wrote to Senator Muskie after he ¢wéamous speech in 1968 saying, “l want
to help you if you want to run.” And then the nperson who called them was me. So, you
know, McGovern had stayed at their house in themi®a three times. And so it turned out
that we again had like all the public officials wtlioin't, you know, who sort of thought they
were entitled to go to the convention as our detsydut they didn't want to work at this. And
so we ended up doing credibly well in the first gassional district, but McGovern winning the
primary and that was sort of, that was kind of, kaow, we weren't. | ran back to Boston to
sort of do, to do the Massachusetts primary andiadame experience.

All the politicians who were for us, you know, #ike politicians who were insisting on being, on
standing next to the candidate and being, and bate most exalted title, wouldn't return our
phone calls then. One exception | should saystivaportant to point out for history's sake is
Mike Dukakis, who was one of the seven co-chairhef‘Muskie for President” campaign in
Massachusetts, and was the only one who kept wpediier Wisconsin. So he kept coming in
to the office, kept giving speeches, kept doingaaaterviews. Everybody else was, the other
six co-chairs were all on vacation for the last imeeks before the primary. But Michael, you
know, | always admired him for keeping his commitise It's the kind of thing | always
thought that Ed Muskie would do, too, so it waadjthing.

But then, you know, it sort of turned out that mepped out and decided not to pursue his active
candidacy, or | don't remember how he said it,Hauvas on his way to the Ohio primary, |
remember that, and sort of kept postponing his depafrom Washington to Ohio by one city

or one event, and then eventually just said, “lohaoming at all,” and pulled out here.

DN: What was your sense about the reasons why Eskigluvhom you felt would make a
great president, wasn't an effective candidatbermprimaries, or not for the nomination?

TP: Well, | think he, | think in part he tried tam a general election campaign in the
primaries. You know, he's a unifier, he's run state that's not heavily, that was not when he
started very heavily Democratic. And the Democrptimary electorate is, you know, is sort
the base enthusiasts of the party. And he's tiievpo's ideal to get you from forty percent to
fifty-one percent or fifty-five percent. But the@ple who made the blood surge in the veins
were George McGovern, who, and that was, you kriid@grge McGovern had his twenty-five
percent, but his twenty-five percent all turned tmuote. And Muskie's supporters were, you
know, were for him but not for him hard enough.

And | think he, | don't think he was quite prepafedthe rough and tumble of it or for what it
was like, or for how simple, you know, | think ha'somplicated thinker, he worked hard on
complicated issues from foreign policy to enviromtad policy. And you know, presidential
campaigns are more about bumper stickers and dmtexdthan they are about things like
balancing the equity interests of the Clean Air.Act

So, | think he would have been a marvelous presiden | think he, the skills that made him a
very fine senator sort of made him talk in polieynhs, made him talk in complicated terms.



And you know, for McGovern, for the other candidat@nd other candidates who have run
subsequently made it, you know, “it's the econotuapid,” is not something that Muskie could
ever say, you know, whenever he was running. $Sbothek his, | think he, | think, you know, |
think he did a credible job, | think he served tloeintry well, | think he, | was proud, | still am
proud to have worked for him. But his approacpublic service was not as simplistic as it
needed to be, or as emotional as it needed to be.

And so, | also think he was, partly it was an idgidal question, he was sort of a centrist
candidate, not just stylistically but philosophlgalAnd the centrists have a harder time, you
know, the extremes tend to nominate the partieslidates and don't always nominate the strong
general election candidate, and that's certainlgtwiappened in 1972, you know. He carried
Massachusetts and the District of Columbia asdllec

So, but the base, the party was really enthusiaktitzean, George McGovern was flying around
the country thinking he was going to win becausgdtawenty-five thousand people would
greet him every time he got off the plane. Buwtdis, you know, it was the, he got his twenty,
the twenty-five percent were really, really entlagsic about him but he never, he could barely
get to forty. Whereas Ed Muskie had the oppositdlpm, so | don't know. It was the nature of
the way these things work.

DN: Unfortunately, we're out of time for this margj Tony. Thank you very much.
TP: Pleasure.
Continuation of Interview, September 18, 2002

DN: Itis Wednesday, the 18th of September 200ds iB our second round of September
2002 interviews with Tony Podesta. Tony, weredhary things that we missed the other day,
from your point of view, in our conversation?

TP: Well, Senator Muskie, you know, | made it solikd the only two things that, the only
two times he came to New Hampshire were one t@uedythe other to concede, or the two times
| saw him anyway. That was certainly not the cade.was, you know, he was there a lot, he
interacted a lot. He was in Chicago when | wasigloivhen | was, in the early days,
superintending the campaign in lllinois, helpingaiput together a very widespread coalition of
all the leading elected officials and people whiped raise money in campaigns and the like.
You know, he's a, you know, was a sort of engaginggarious, charming, occasionally
cantankerous, occasionally misanthropic guy, Butother New Hampshire story that is worth
telling is the story of Rose Economou. | don't\wnbyou had that story from someone else, or
know it somewhere else.

DN: No.
TP: She was the first, the Muskie campaign broke geund in hiring the very first of all

time woman advance person. It seems unthinkatbiegshere in 2002, that thirty one years ago
there wasn't such an animal. And Rose Economottiveairst advance woman, and she went,



she worked in the Muskie campaign. Actually, I\krieer from Chicago, we went to college
together and | was involved in getting her into ¢taenpaign. And there was a sort of some
controversy about whether, you know, whether a wowmlbo, you know, can you go wake up
the senator, could you, what if he wants, whatl§hin his tub and he wants to talk to you, what
if you're supposed to brief him and he's on thé’can

And, you know, there were sort of all of these ogasthat, looking back thirty years ago,
seemed like totally preposterous. But these wiksrave conversations; | mean there was a
sort of active discussion that went on in the cagipaMike Casey was the head of advance,
and Eliot Cutler was the director of schedulingl &and others were sort of, you know, in this
conversation about how it would really be a goadghf Ed Muskie were to, you know, who
was such a ground breaker in so many other waysdvmaak this barrier for women. It's a
small barrier -

DN: And you three felt that way?

TP: Well yeah, I think, yeah, I think, and eventya&verybody sort of went along with it.
Some of the older folks in the campaign, you knBetl Bernhard and George Mitchell and
others were sort of, who had been through thisvaifees before couldn't imagine the idea of a,
you know, of the senator listening to a woman otiofving a woman through a crowd, or
taking, having a woman take him out of his hotelmo But she did a marvelous job, she did a,
she was one of our advance stars. And he becatiniak] quite fond of her and enjoyed their
encounters together. And she, there was actisgipe, one magazine, | don't remember if it
wasHarper'sor someone else, did actually a little blurb os,ths the first advance woman in
the history of the world. And that happened in Néampshire, too, so there are lots of, you
know, there are lots of good memories as well.

And just, you know, he was, he had such integmiy was so much at home with, when he was
sitting around with a group of, you know, twentytess in Claremont or, you know, or, you

know, this was a man who was completely at homk hiihself and there was no canned speech
and there was no, there were no note cards. He&ipgof felt like he was, he felt in New
Hampshire like he was talking to his neighborsatiasn't always true in some other parts of
the country, but that was always true there.

DN: Did you observe him in lllinois, for exampleitkvvoters?

TP: Yes, but it was, you know, in the early daywats much more come in and raise money
and come in and get, you know, this congressmamabralderman or this political factotum
signed on to the campaign, and we were trying tdqmether the delegate slate, stuff like that.
So it was much more, it wasn't, we were not dogtgit campaigning in Illinois while | was
there. And after | turned it over to, | turned t@npaign over to Jim Johnson at some point
toward the end of '70, toward the end of 1971 dfeéaing done it for the first five or six months.
And then the senator went and campaigned thetekyow, after he left New Hampshire.

DN: Did you see any difference in the way he rehtiethe kind of sessions you had in
lllinois and the sessions that you described in M&ampshire where he was talking to rank and



file voters?

TP: Well, I mean | saw him campaign more, actubfigw him more campaigning with rank
and file voters in Wisconsin than I did in Illinoi¥ ou know, he was always, | was never able to
tell whether, | think there are two theories, hersed more comfortable in New Hampshire. He
seemed more at home, more at ease. Now that baulbeen because he was the front runner
and doing well, and it could be that when he camgahe time he came to Wisconsin he was sort
of, you know, had three purple hearts and was wglkh crutches.

But he always seemed to me to be, you know, theo$ddidwestern auto workers were always
a little different from the people he met in Newri{ashire. They sound a little different, they
talk a little different, they had different concsrand ideas, and they . . . . So | think he, Ikhin
don't mean to say he was not at home there birik tre sort of felt a kind of comfort in New
England that was very much part of his groundiragt pf where he, you know, part of what he
understood America to be like.

| think, you know, when he spoke from Maine to tést of the country in that famous speech in
'68, it was not, it was clear that he was speakiom Maine, he was clearly speaking as
someone of Maine, but he was also, spoke wellgahole country. But in terms of his, in
terms of the way he walked around, it was alwayshmit was always easier | think in New
Hampshire.

But in Wisconsin, that was really sort of the ldisgt was kind of the last time that we interacted
a lot after, | went back from Wisconsin to Massaaits. And he spent a little time there, but
that was again mostly sort of fund raising, paiéics, press conference, and to the airport. In
some ways | think the campaign sort of may wellehlawmd of loosened him from his moorings,
as he was trying to, you know, three media mar&etay and riding around in the back seat of a
limousine and, you know, kind of go from press evahce to press conference and fund raiser
to fund raiser. He never really, you know, aftgroént he never really had a chance to talk to
anybody anymore. And | think, you know, | think lyeu know, he was sort of an aficionado of
New England town meetings, and of the legislatireecpss in Washington, and that he was very
good at both those things. But neither of themmadh to do with what the campaign was like.
So that went well.

DN: And as you looked at the campaign, did youagetsense of a strategy that was being
pursued?

TP: Well, the strat-, | mean, yeah, the strategydss was a little bit related to inevitability, a
little bit related to electability, but there wasmuch of an issue focus. There wasn't a, people
weren't given a, you know, everyone was told whe fea him, and everybody was told you
have to be for him, but | don't think we did as g@s we might have in telling people what a
difference it would make if you were for him, anoMhbeing for him would help make the
country better, help make the world better. Anddme extent his, we got into, we got sort of,
we got | think a little more into endorsements &nat raising and a little bit away from issues.

| mean, | think that he had such a good recortiénSenate, and we tended to talk about that; he



was an accomplished senator but we didn't talk ialvbat he'd really done. So | think that, you
know, George McGovern came along and said votentoand I'll end the war. People
understood that, you know, cause-effect. And, kmow, vote for, whereas our message was
more, you know, vote for him because he's goingitg and | don't think, you know, people
didn't care that much about that, especially Newmptshire. New Hampshire loves knocking
down, loves to knock down people who are, you knsto think they're, who think they've got
it made, and we had some of that.

DN: | know you'd gone to university in Massachusditit was it a culture shock at all for a
young man from Chicago to come into New Hampshgk @eal with politics there?

TP: Well, you couldn't understand what they wenrgrgahalf the time, so there was a sort of,
there was a kind of, it was a question of whetherspoke the same language. But | managed as
a result of my brief time at MIT, much to the carsiation of my friends in Chicago, to actually
pick up something of a New England accent. Wheert back home at the end of the first
semester at graduate school, | found my family nvaking fun of the way | talked, as opposed

to my making fun of the way everybody else talkdtew!| first went to Boston. So it's, | guess
it's contagious.

But politics is politics, | mean, it's, you knowkihd of grew up watching Mayor Daley stitch
together an organization and provide service t@lgeand provide an idea of what, you know,
make a difference in people's lives and, you knmwsure to ask them for their vote. There was
never, you know, never an election went by whemtlagor didn't ask for your vote, and when
the precinct captain didn't ask for your vote, god know, those lessons are, you know,
sometimes a little bit lost in the era of thirtycead attack ads.

And especially when you go to places like lowa Biestv Hampshire, which have a tradition of
citizen activism and people expecting to actualoy know, people say, “Well I've only met
three of the candidates so far, you know, | havaatle up my mind yet.” Well, it's not an, you
know, it's not an uncommon thing in New Hampshi@g, “I only met him twice so far, I'm not
really sure what I think.” Whereas in much of thet of the country it's, you know, politics is a
spectator sport, not a participatory sport. SojmChicago it's a participatory sport, and in New
England it's a little bit more like, in a funny wayore like Chicago than, certainly than

California or Florida or some of the, you know, soai the states that, the big states that tend to
have big events happening in them these days.

DN: Was your family involved in politics directly?

TP: My father was, my father served admirably i@ thle of voter. He tended to vote all the
time, that was as much as he ever did. And my enaibt a patronage job as an election day
worker, this was a, this was not, this was .She was interested in public affairs and interested
in politics, but this was also sort of a way foe timachine to, you know, essentially provide a
small reward for a couple dozen women who weredrgeng the day. You know, give them, |
don't know, probably it was ten bucks then, or neafpee bucks then, to sit and check off the
names at the polling place. But we never, you kneg/never went to political meetings, we
never signed up things. My mother would talk a I8he was a, she and | were both night owls



so we'd watch late night talk shows, which thers we in Chicago where people would talk

about politics and public life a lot. So she andere then sort of, were interested in that. My
dad was never that interested in it. And evenyualy brother and | ended up sort of living the
life, so my mother must have affected us in somg wa

DN: Did, what was her attitude toward Mayor Daley?

TP: |think we all felt Mayor Daley was a damn gaudyor. | think that the convention was
hard to swallow, | think the civil rights era waffidult. 1 mean, you know, I, | mean we lived
in a completely white neighborhood, you know, sdtike, if some Black person walked on the
street someone would call the police. And, batj know, you go to college and you meet a
diverse group of people and you have a differenvsealues. And Martin Luther King, when
he came to Chicago to sort of try to organize, baid never seen hatred in Mississippi or
Alabama like he saw in Chicago.

It's here, | mean it's sort of a, so, so | thind) know, | think that I'm, you know, in terms otth
convention, in terms of issues of race, there'sesstuiff in Mayor Daley's career that the, that his
son the current Mayor Daley would, well, I'm sugsstdamn proud of his dad, I'm sure, you
know, he would never, he wouldn't do the same ththg same way. But, you know, I think the
country's changed a lot, so | don't, you know,'tlbear him any ill will. | still think he was a
terrifically talented public servant, if slightlprigue tied from time to time. But -

DN: At the time of coming out of the '68 conventamd then getting into that campaign, did
you, did that have a traumatic effect on you, os waimply one of those things you live
through?

TP: No, it wasn't traumatic. | mean it was, yowwn it was very disturbing, it was very
troubling, it was awful, it was terrible, you know.ou'd see friends, you know, friends of yours
walking down the hallway, you know, in the Conraittdh Hotel being hit over the head with a
billy club is not a, you know, it's not an expegerthat you, you know, put aside or expect as an
American. You know, you see that stuff on TV inliBia or, you know, or in Russia, but you
don't see that kind of, that stuff doesn't happethis country. So it was, you know, it was very
troubling.

It was not, it didn't, you know, | don't think anfus who were involved in the campaign were,
sort of said, well this is evidence of the, howitde and corrupt the system is, we're dropping
out. |think everyone, you know, two or, that ntewe happened to some volunteers here and
there, but of all the people who had, who were gbréally working in the campaign. And a
bunch of us met right afterwards in the, like rightund, | think it was in late August, it was
after the Democratic convention, maybe it was raglound Labor Day at a sort of reunion of all
the senior people in the McCarthy campaign in MastVineyard, and if my memory serves me
correctly, Governor [Philip H.] Hoff of Vermont canand talked to us and said, we need you
guys in the campaign, you know, we can't, there&abdifference here.

And some, you know, a lot, | think a lot of peofek, | think people didn't sort of go straight
from Grant Park and the Conrad Hilton into the Hangly headquarters without missing a beat.



So | think a lot of us needed to, you know, neegl@gkek or two to recover from that
experience. But, you know, come, by the time #aely September rolled around people were
willing to work again, and understood that everutjfiothey had spent, you know, had spent six
or eight months tangling with Hubert Humphrey, resvgome, you know, he was a hell of a lot
better than the other guy.

And, you know, you sort of, anytime in the primgwu kind of, you get madder at the guy who,
the guy who you agree with most of the time than go with the guy who you don't agree with

at all because you're not running against himattpbint. So | think for me, and probably like,
pretty much like everybody else, it kind of toolwvaek or two or three to kind of, you know, sort
of just say, | need some rest, | need to get dusy this is, how could this have happened, to say,
in a, you know. You start, first you start thingiabout yourself and then you start thinking
about Nixon and the country and you say, | bet&grof my duff and do something, so that's sort
of | think what a lot of us went through.

DN: As you look back on your experience of '68,dn#8 beyond, what sticks in your mind as
most important about Ed Muskie, his impact on yang also his legacy?

TP: 1think his strength of character, his integrhis, the fact that he was not, you know, the
fact that he had a core as a person and as a gebliant, and a set of values that he didn't, you
know, he didn't need to sort of go, you know, | mdhere must have been a pollster in the
campaign but | can't remember who it was.

DN: Anna Navarro, a young woman, very able.

TP: Ohyeah, yeah, yeah, okay. So, so, that, yowkthat, | mean now it's sort of like, you
know, the pollster is the one, the pollster ispglkeson who wakes up the candidate in the
morning and tells him what to say and, you knodesiin the car on the way to the debate. And,
you know, and all the, you know, the speech limesadl polled and tested. So | mean | think
that, | don't mean to denigrate polling, I'm jusyisg | think Ed Muskie had, you know, had a
kind of strength of character and integrity thatlst we could use more of, that we could use
more of now.

And | certainly, | certainly remember, | certaimgmember fondly there were, he was not a
person who suffered fools gladly, or who kept he&agdpointment to himself. So, you know, so
being yelled at by him was not one of the thingd,thot one of the things that, you know, it
never made you, it never made me want to kind bfiggeouraged or say, “Oh hell, I'm walking
out on this.” It always made me want to do beberause he always held himself to a high
standard, and he held all of us to a high standard.

So, you know, | feel that way about it, but | fdajuess | look back on it a little bit like, | don
know, could we have found, you know, three thousamd thousand extra votes in New
Hampshire and gotten the fifty-one percent and,grmw. Or maybe if | had said, “It's stupid to
get up at nine o'clock in the morning and go attitikl_oeb,” or someone had said that. |
wasn't the only one there, you know, there were diight or ten of us there sitting with him on
the night before he went to cry.



It wasn't, you know, | mean it's kind of like harpof it was he was such a strong guy that he
said, this is what | want to do, and it was, yoownmost of the time people didn't talk back to
him, people didn't say, ‘now have you thought alibig?’ or ‘does that really make sense?’ or
whatever. It's kind of like once he barked a comdyahere was a, everybody else just sort of
fell in line, which is probably a weakness as vaslla strength.

DN: Thank you very much, Tony.
TP: Pleasure.

End of Interview
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