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RL:
This is Bob Lange with the Oral History Project of the University of Wisconsin, Madison. The interview today is with former governor Lee Dreyfus and former faculty of UW, Madison, and chancellor of UW, Stevens Point. Today’s date is March 7, 2006. Lee, if we could begin with the first time you joined the UW--Madison, faculty.
LD:
Actually it was as, oh, Madison, I’m sorry. Because the first time was with the Extension centers.
RL:
Really.
LD:
1949. I had entered as a freshman in ’47, or ’46. Just fresh off the navy. And because they had the trimester, I entered graduate school in January of ’49 so that I was able to get my undergraduate work out of the way in a little less than two and a half years.
RL:
At Madison.

LD:
At Madison. And I was married as a freshman. We lived out at the Badger Village, which is the veteran housing, the old Baraboo powder plant. And then I, I was a graduate assistant and then a fellowship. But I was offered an instructorship in the Extension division, to teach in the Extension center system. And I taught beginning speech in Fon du Lac, Neenah-Menasha, Green Bay, Marinet, and Wausau. Two on Monday, two on Tuesday, and Wausau on Wednesday. And I’d stay overnight in Green Bay, and stay overnight in Wausau.
RL:
So you were itinerant.
LD:
Oh, yeah. As were almost half of the faculty for those places. Sam Hayakawa, Senator Hayakawa, told me he did exactly the same thing, but just prior to the war. And in the process of doing that which, by the way, I had a brand new 1949 Ford from the university, so we didn’t own a car. We thought we were in Fat City. Plus sixteen hundred dollars for the full semester. And after all, on a 120 a month GI, suddenly almost four hundred a month, that was an incredible kick in the income level for us as a young married couple with one child. Then in ’52, I finished my doctoral work and took off for Michigan. And eventually accepted an appointment at Wayne University in Detroit, mostly because they had a radio station that I could manage. And they needed a TV station built.
RL:
And you had gotten a PhD in mass communication?
LD:
In, at that time, in speech.
RL:
In speech.
LD:
They didn’t have communication, or any of that. But I had a broadcasting major. And I came from a broadcasting family. And that’s what brought that on. So running that radio station in Detroit really appealed to me.
RL:
Who was your PhD advisor at Madison?
LD:
Henry Eubank. And Henry Eubank and Fred Haberman and Andrew Weaver. [sneezes] Excuse me.
RL:
Surely.
LD:
I’m having trouble with this. I’m going to take it. 
00:03:45

At any rate, I was there over in Michigan for ten years. At which point I was brought back to Madison by the Speech Department in 1962. And I was brought back as a full professor.
RL:
With tenure?
LD:
With tenure. Well, in those days, once you got associate, you had tenure. The two went together. I don’t know if they still do or not.
RL:
But you were brought back as a full professor.
LD:
Correct.
RL:
From Wayne State?
LD:
Right. I was pretty marketable at the time, and I wasn’t about to come back unless. And they knew it. 
RL:
Was that Fred Haberman who brought you back?
LD:
Yes. And Henry Algren of the Extension Division. And Henry Eubank. These are the people who wanted to get that television statewide network developed. Darn it. [coughing] The committee, which was called, darn it, I can’t think of what that, it was a steering committee.  It was a steering committee for statewide television. And I was chair of that. That had a lot of varied people on it. But within the old Speech Department, my task was one, an academic program in mass communications. Which I did. And I introduced what was then called Speech 250, which is the mass media course. Still in operation today.  As far as the development of the system– oh, also, managing WHA was a part of my responsibility. I was general manager of WHA 21. And eventually responsible for all of television for the university.

RL:
So you were both teaching and managing.
LD:
Yes.
RL:
And you were brought back with those twin objectives in mind from Wayne State.
LD:
Yeah. And frankly got both of them developed. And we eventually developed a statewide TV network, which obviously exists today. That’s what brought me into brush with the state university system. Because in that capacity, I was the television consultant to the state university system. Got to know Jim Albertson of Stevens Point very well. Who was chairing their side of the development of TV.
RL:
And this was before the merger.
LD:
Right. Oh, yes. Long before. In fact, when I first proposed the merger, it was to Pat Lucey, who was going to run for governor. That was 1970. So this is 1962-3. And in the process, we finally figured out, we put one up on the Green Bay campus, where they were developing a full bore university, it wasn’t in existence then. When I taught there, it was an Extension center. And one on Rim Mountain. Studios at the University of Stevens Point. And one over in the Eau Claire/La Crosse area. I can’t remember now where they all were. I think one was down in Richmond. No, maybe not. It doesn’t matter. It’s where they exist today. And Milwaukee already had its own, through the technical school. And Madison had its own. And that diversity of ownership, I thought, was a good thing. So that no one group had control of the content. And that’s what helped sell it to a legislature that was very leery about statewide television in the hands of the university.
RL:
And why was that?
LD:
Fear of thought control. That was a period when those kinds of things were a concern.
00:08:20
RL:
Do you remember who you had to work with in the legislature to–
LD:
Yes. Kurt McKay, and Senator Hollander, Senator Panzer. Not Mary Panzer, but her father, Frank. And later on, became Ed Jackamonis. That was when we were trying to get a merger. He and I had worked on the cable commission Pat Lucey set up. But those rural legislators, Milo Knutson over in the La Crosse area was critical. And I think that’s about it.
RL:
Were the Republicans or the Democrats in control of the legislature in those days?
LD:
Republicans were in control. There wasn’t any question about that. Democratic Party at that point was just moribund. If it hadn’t have been for Gaylord Nelson, they wouldn’t have had anything. Although they did have the governor’s wing, they had Johnny Reynolds for two years, before Warren Knowles knocked him off. There had only been, between Nelson and about 1880, there had only been one Democratic governor. Think of that.
RL:
That’s quite interesting, actually. So you’re at, in the Speech Department at Madison from 1962 until?
LD:
’67. Partly Speech Department, and partly radio television Extension. 
RL:
And you were teaching the first course in mass communication.
LD:
Mass media, it was called.
RL:
Mass media.
LD:
Journalism grabbed off the term “mass communication.”
RL:
I see.
LD:
Journalism, quite separate from speech. In fact, I always thought if I had stayed there five years longer, and Ralph Nafziger had been five years younger, they’d have probably merged those two.
RL:
Oh, really?
LD:
And today they’re quite separate.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
Students, in fact, they’re in danger of changing floors [laughter].
RL:
At the time that you were with the department, then, for those five or six years, was it a pretty strong department?
LD:
Yes, it was. Had been very strong. And I think what was happening, it was right at that period when there was a decline in basic speech teaching. Today I don’t think there’s more than one course up there on the hill in which they teach public address. The ability to stand on your feet and think and talk. That’s too bad. I think that’s an error.
RL:
Yeah. I would agree with you. And why has it been dropped?
LD:
Everything went research oriented. Journalism did the same thing. Finding [?] the big research and all of that stress, instead of just having kids write. Got lost in the process. I think it’s swinging back, but I don’t know.
RL:
So you were teaching and managing in the mid ‘60s. Then you left Madison to come up to Point?
LD:
Yes. A friend of mine, Jim Albertson, had been the president up at Point. And the Point people, particularly Eugene McPhee, who was the general from the 32nd, Jim Dan Hill, he was president up at Superior for years. They had been pushing me to join their system. And I was not interested in leaving Madison. But there was that plane crash in Vietnam, because Point had the USAID contract for Vietnam, to build four universities: two public, one Catholic, and one Buddhist. And Jim, that plane went down, and Jim died. And so did Harry (Bainsburg?), whom I had known in Madison. And they began pressuring me, saying, well, look, just leave the university for three years. Get those universities built so those men didn’t die in vain. There were seven of them. And I finally agreed to do that.  So it was my intention to go up there, fulfill that contract, then come back to Madison. It never happened.

RL:
So did you go up to Point, then, as chancellor?
LD:
Well, as president. 

RL:
As president.
LD:
[We weren’t merged?] I was president of the state university. Yeah. [always?] questioned. I don’t think the faculty had a lot of input in my selection. I’m not sure of that. But at the time, I think that system was being run from Madison. And they just decided I was it. I knew some of the faculty up there. But you know, I was a professor. I was teaching. I had large lecture sections at Madison on mass media. It became a very popular course. As of noon on the second day, you couldn’t get in it. Consequently, when I went up there, I wasn’t willing to give up my teaching. So that I went up there and I insisted that I go in there as a professor in that department, Comm Department, Communications Department, and that I would teach a class every semester. In fact, I taught the same class in mass media, but to a dozen students. And I had my room wired so that when I was off campus, we could still deal with each other.
RL:
So, did you teach during your entire tenure as president?
LD:
Entire, yes. I know a lot of them don’t do that. But my basic tie, since I’d not been an administrator, I was a professor dealing with students. Maybe that’s the reason why my closest ties up at Stevens Point were student-oriented. In fact, the faculty used to complain about that.
RL:
How so?
LD:
Well, the students could always get to me, but they couldn’t get in. And at a faculty meeting I said, “Well, that’s because you’re not willing to meet with me at 5:30. You’re all home at 3:30.”
RL:
Oh. [laughs] That probably didn’t go down too well.
LD:
No, but it was accurate. I said, “If you’re willing to take my time when it’s available, you know I’m available to you.” And it was that proximity with students that was always important to me.
00:16:03
RL:
Did you find fairly quickly that you enjoyed being president?
LD:
Yeah, I thought it was a lot of fun. And in fact I was surprised at, probably, I think the things that I did, and it was an exciting period, because we put in a lot of new programs. I abolished a couple of colleges, and created two new ones. The College of Natural Resources, for example. Well you know, if a chancellor did that today, they’d hang him. But I didn’t know what the limit, I thought the president could do all that stuff. I thought Fred Harrington was president, and he could do what he wanted at Madison.  So I just didn’t see the limits. And I had control of the money.
RL:
And Point did not have a board of its own, its own Board of Regents?
LD:
Yes, it did. Yes, it did. But it didn’t have a faculty senate. He had a monthly faculty meeting, which the L&S people dominated. So as I look back on it now, some of the things that I did, I eventually built eight overseas branches. And old McPhee wanted to know where I was getting the money, and I said, “I don’t think you want to know. This way, if I go to jail, you don’t go with me.” And the old colonel understood that. Because he didn’t mind, as long as I was delivering. 


And our enrollment was growing. Because I had worked at that. I was literally giving speeches everywhere in that state, in order to develop a statewide student body. What I didn’t realize, I was also building a political base.
RL:
So now I’m curious. Were you, while you were president, before you actually run for governor, is it in the back of your mind?
LD:
No. Never.
RL:
Really?
LD:
Really. Never. Never. Just wasn’t there.
RL:
So when you were speaking around the state, it was really with the focus of building Point.
LD:
Right. And did. We eventually had, my goal was a student from every county.
RL:
And in fact, I did not realize that you had created the College of Natural Resources. It’s quite a significant school of natural–
LD:
You bet. It’s the largest in the country.
RL:
I know they recently got Mike Donback up there.
LD:
Yeah.
RL:
And he could have gone anyplace.
LD:
Well I thought it strange that we didn’t have one. Isn’t that odd? Also, I created the paper science program. Isn’t it strange? There was no undergraduate paper science, really, it’s an engineering program. Now if I’d called it engineering, I wouldn’t have gotten it. So I called it paper science. Because we didn’t have an engineering program approved for Stevens Point.
RL:
At that time, did Stevens Point have an assigned area of intellectual inquiry?
LD:
Yes, it was starting to get divided out. And pretty much into the natural resources, game wardens, fisheries, all of that. Pretty heavy.
RL:
Did it have a large range of the liberal arts as well?
LD:
Yes. And a strong program. And that was an eye opener for me as a Madison faculty member. Because there was no question in my mind when I went up there, I was going to show those bush leaguers how to play ball. No question about it. And I found out there was pretty terrific teaching going on.
RL:
As good as what you had encountered in Madison?
LD:
Yes. That’s what surprised me.
RL:
Does that fact that you went from UW Madison and then had a stellar career at Point affect your subsequent behavior in a political sense toward the university system when you were governor?
LD:
Give me that again.
RL:
Does the fact that you had taught at Madison, which was the flagship, the best in the state, and then you went to Point, and you found out that it was surprisingly good, and in some cases, the equal of Madison, did that inform the way you related to the UW system when you were governor?
LD:
No question about it. I no longer saw it as a second class system. Very early on, and as governor, I never did accept that. Because by that time, you solidified—plus we’d merged the systems under Pat Lucey. I was leading the academic charge, and he was leading the political charge. It had been attempted before, let me think, by Walter Kohler. I can’t remember if Gaylord tried it, too. But where those people only had somebody out there in the political arena, unlike Pat Lucey, who had his own people in the political arena, David Adamany and himself, particularly, he had me out in the academic arena on various campuses. And I’m getting a pretty good listening response by faculty and parents and students. And that became important, both ends of that were pushing for this merger.
00:22:00
RL:
Tell me how it was initially that you and Pat Lucey became colleagues?
LD:
Pure geographics. We were neighbors in Madison when I came back in ’62. In fact, when I left Madison, sold my house through him, he was a realtor. His son, Paul, and my son, Lee, Junior, the judge, were schoolmates and close friends. And so Pat and I went to many a PTA meeting together. It was that kind of a relationship. Then when he started taking over the Democratic Party, he wanted some help in the speech area, which I was quite happy to do. He understood that I was basically Republican, mostly by family and tradition, and wanted some training. So a lot of those Democratic freshmen legislators, I was holding sort of a night course, teaching them how to extemp.
RL:
Really? [laughs]
LD:
Yeah. And I enjoyed it.
RL:
How interesting. So by an accident of geography, you and Lucey ended up engineering, designing, engineering and managing the merger of the UW system.
LD:
Yeah. What happened was that in 1970, when he was looking to run, when I got back from Vietnam, I think that was February of ’70, he wanted to have a meeting with me at the Maple Bluff Country Club, a lunch meeting. Just he and I and David Adamany, who later went to Wayne State, was their president. And at that time, he wanted an issue in education, higher education, other than long hair and unrest. And I said, “Boy, have I got an issue. And it’s parity for my faculty.” Well, he wasn’t sure how that was going to sail. I said, “The way it’s going to sail is you get rid of the two boards of regents, and you have one.” Because every time I talked to regents, whom I knew pretty well, about the disparity between the financing of students who go to my school, as opposed to going over to Green Bay, which wasn’t even open yet, they’d say, “Well, I agree with you. However, those students are not our responsibility.” Which they weren’t, under the law. So I said, “You need one board of regents, and one university system, so you quit this unseemly competition.”
RL:
He was receptive?
LD:
Oh, yes. What he wasn’t receptive to, however, was to make it a campaign issue. He said, “Absolutely not now. We don’t discuss this publicly, period.” I said, “Why? There’s nothing partisan about it.” He just laughed and said, “You’ve got a lot to learn.” He said, “The minute I propose it, it will become Democratic. And the Republicans will be opposed to it.” And by George, that’s what really happened. And when Kohler had proposed it, the Democrats were against it.

00:25:26
RL:
So Lucey was elected that fall.
LD:
That’s right.
RL:
And you’re still at Point. And are you, then, solicited fairly soon to work with Lucey on this?
LD:
Just before the inauguration, he held, if you’ll remember, well, you wouldn’t remember particularly. But he held the pre-inaugural budget hearings. So we set it up when I was going to make this proposal. And I had said, “Okay, what I want to do, though, is we need statewide coverage. How do we get it?” I said, “Let me sit out there in the audience in that budget stuff. And when the last television camera breaks down, so all we’ve got left are all these print guys.” And that’s what happened. When [Channel] 27 was the last television camera to finally leave that audience, and then I nodded at Dick Weening, W-E-E-N-I-N-G, who was an aide of Pat’s. And so then Pat called next for me to get up. And it wasn’t a very long proposal. A couple of minutes, at the most, in which I had said, “We’ve got an unseemly competition going on, wasting public monies. And the students who are on these campuses do not vary. They’re Wisconsin kids. Why should they be treated so disparately?” And I said, “The solution is to merge that system and merge it now.” Well of course now the print guys have got a major item that video didn’t have. And we got literally statewide print coverage for the next day’s editions. The merger became the issue all over the state. It worked.

RL:
Did you get, did you, at that point, have the support of most of your colleagues at the other state schools? Did they know you were going to do this?
LD:
No, they didn’t know I was going to do this. And eventually, yes. All but, I would say, two, became pretty firm supporters. But would not come out publicly. I was out there all alone, until I was joined by the chancellor from La Crosse, Kenneth Linder, who later became my DoA [Department of Administration] secretary. 
RL:
That’s right. Did you get much angry reaction from former colleagues in Madison?
LD:
Madison? Angry is hardly the word. Almost like I was a traitor. You know, I’m turning on my own.
RL:
Just from public–

LD:
Well, a lot of them didn’t understand why I even accepted the job up there as president. “How can you give up a tenured professorship here to be president of that dinky school?” The only one who really understood what I was doing was a guy named Barbash, Jack Barbash, of sociology and economics. But, no. In fact, some of that still exists today. There are still those in Madison. Scott Cutlip left the university, over in journalism, went to Georgia, he was so upset at the notion of merging. Because what merging was going to do, it was going to tear down the university. I’m not saying that the merger wound up the way I initially proposed it. It didn’t. But pretty close. I had proposed that Madison be the only one to keep the name UW, that it was theirs. That it would be taken off Milwaukee and Green Bay and Racine, and those all become Wisconsin State universities.

RL:
Oh, I see. But Madison would remain the University of Wisconsin.
LD:
Right. And I also proposed that the head of the system be the chancellor, John Weaver. And that all of the campuses be presided over by a president, a president, which made some sense to me at the time. But for personal reasons, John Weaver just did not want that to happen. And I explained to him that chancellor, if he was the only chancellor in the state, we had forty-six college presidents. But I said, “You’ll be the only one with that title. Just by singularity, people will quickly learn this has got to be the super domo.” And I wish it had been done that way.
RL:
It’s interesting to me. I continue, as I do these interviews with a lot of faculty, to hear about the black day of the merger.
LD:
Oh, yeah. Still there.
RL:
It’s interesting to me that it’s quite alive. And there’s a significant sense that the UW Madison has gone downhill ever since the merger.
LD:
And that’s not true. In fact, Madison would have been inundated by students. Madison might have, been unchecked, gone to seventy, eighty thousand students. Would have become an Ohio State. It would have destroyed it, I think. Many of its qualities.
RL:
It’s just interesting to me. And that’s why it’s so important to get your story on this. When exactly did–
LD:
Fred Harrington died believing it was absolutely positive.
RL:
Did he?
LD:
Oh, yeah. He was convinced, wound up being a good thing.
RL:
Now, Lucey did this in his first term, did he not?
LD:
Correct.
RL:
And he had a four-year term or a two-year term?
LD:
Four. He had the first four-year term in our history. I never agreed with that. But that’s another thing he and I’ve always disagreed on.
RL:
So did Lucey enlist you in speaking around the state? 
00:31:38
End of Tape 1, Side 1 
Tape 1, Side 2
00:31:39
RL:
This is side two of tape one of the March 7, 2006 interview with Governor Lee Dreyfus.

LD:
Now by the time we merged, understand, because of what was happening in enrollments, the state university system was getting up at a point where it had actually more students than the UW system. There was no question that it was carrying its share of the load. Can you imagine if all of those had gone to the UW? It would have been a very different institution today.
RL:
Could they have gotten into the UW?
LD:
Well, if that’s where the legislature was putting the money for buildings.
RL:
Interesting.
LD:
But what was happening was that these institutions were growing in size. Stevens Point was about a four thousand school when I got there. When I left ten years later, eleven years later, it was a nine thousand school.
RL:
Really? More than doubled in a decade?
LD:
Oh, yeah. Which is a pretty viable institution. And by that time, the numbers are, when I came, 27 percent had PhD. When I left, it was the reverse: 72 percent had PhD.
RL:
Interesting.
LD:
We’d changed those standards.
RL:
That much.
LD:
Yeah. So I had taken the approach, still do today, that all of the systems are to be treated with equality, with the exception of Madison. We recognize Madison as a world class institution that has research contributions to make. The rest of them can’t, and shouldn’t. Those, essentially, are teaching institutions. Milwaukee may come up, and it’s certainly trying to move in that direction.
RL:
And should Milwaukee come up?
LD:
I think it should. But as an urban university. They were trying to be Madison on the lakefront for a while.
00:33:47
RL:
So the merger went through. Was there much trouble in selling the legislature on it?
LD:
Oh, yes. In fact, the merger went through by one vote.
RL:
Really.
LD:
Pat needed six Republican votes. And I had five.
RL:
In the Assembly, or in the Senate?
LD:
In the Senate. And the sixth one was a guy named Tiny Krueger from Merrill, Wisconsin. And the Republicans knew it. They were trying to get to him. Ody Fish out here. They were all over the place trying to find him. And the thing is, I had him hidden in my home up at Stevens Point.
RL:
[laughs] You did?
LD:
Yeah. He was up there with Joyce. He was uncomfortable at that. He didn’t like being there when I wasn’t there. Tiny was of the old school. You don’t stay at a place with a woman whose husband is gone. But he went down then and voted for it. He was the sixth vote.
RL:
Why were the majority of the Republicans against it?
LD:
Probably mostly because Pat–
RL:
Was for it.
LD:
–was for it. And, too, UW had lobbied them pretty heavily. And the UW made a mistake. As Ody Fish explained, I said, “This is never going to happen.” “Don’t worry, it won’t happen. They’ve tried before. We’ll kill it.” And they didn’t. Almost did.

RL:
So at that time, the UW forces, administration, really were relying on the Republican votes–
LD:
Yes.
RL:
–as opposed to the Democratic votes to keep it, keep it special status.
LD:
Yeah.
RL:
How interesting.

LD:
And odd, too. Because they’ve always, the Republican Party has always relied on the rural areas. And the rural areas were clearly serviced by the state universities, not the UW schools at Racine and Milwaukee and Green Bay and Madison.
RL:
So what were the arguments that you used with guys like Tiny Krueger and the other state senators to bring them along?
LD:
Fairness, to Wisconsin kids. I said, “Why should a kid who lives in Merrill and goes down to the university at Stevens Point have this much money coming behind him from the state for his library, this much for his instruction.” I went down the line. I said, “Now, if he chooses to go to Madison, same kid, and he has this much money, this much, this much.” And the disparity at the time was pretty eye opening. I said, “Now I have no fight at Madison. But what if he’s going to go to Green Bay?” Which wasn’t open yet. I said, “Or what if he wants to go down to Kenosha? Milwaukee?” Those were all, Milwaukee was Milwaukee State Teachers College.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
I said, “Why should the children of Wisconsin families that go to those schools get so much more money than the students, particularly up north, who tend to go to Stevens Point, and Eau Claire and La Crosse, why should they get so much less?” It was just such an obvious fairness issue that it wasn’t that hard to sell. It was the political impact was hard to sell.
RL:
And did most of those, I assume they were all men, suffer any consequences at the ballot box?
LD:
No, not that I’m aware. I don’t think so. The regents were opposed to it 100 percent in Madison. And the regents of the state universities, other than three, were opposed to it.
RL:
Really? And why was that? 
LD:
Well, they liked, because they knew they were going to lose their seats. If you go to one board, somebody’s going to get laid off.
RL:
So the proposal for the new board was not just putting two boards together and keeping thirty or forty seats.
LD:
Oh, no, no. Oh, no, no. Right.
RL:
And there was no guarantee that if you were on the state system board–
LD:
That hadn’t been worked out. It wasn’t until the merger was passed that all those things now had to be ironed out. Bert Grover, who was later superintendent, was the educational chair for the majority of the assembly. John Percy tells how he and Weaver, I can’t think who else, but they were over talking with Grover about what they wanted done. And he said well, he’d have to look at it. He said, “Unless Dreyfus approves of this, I’m not going with it.” Percy says they about went ballistic. [laughs]
RL:
Really.
LD:
Bert and I had become very close. And he trusted me. He trusted my judgment. And I trusted his.
RL:
So clearly your stature and your influence was on the rise at this point, across the state.
LD:
Yeah, and I didn’t realize it. I wasn’t interested in something to be on the rise. I just enjoyed playing college president, and I liked starting all these new programs. And they were successful. When I couldn’t get legislative support for paper science, I got it from the paper industry. They came up with the money to hire the faculty and everything.
RL:
Is that right?
LD:
Put a paper machine on the campus that run, all the paper used at Stevens Point is produced there.
00:39:58

RL:
Hmm. Interesting. What colleges when you were at Point did you close?
LD:
The College of Education. And what they call the College of, it was sort of like the practical arts or something.
RL:
Home economics?
LD:
Well, they were part of it, yeah. But it had been the old outreach schools from the early days. And I created a College of Professional Studies. And they first thought they didn’t have anything in common. It was speech correction, phy ed, or physical education, education, home economics, design, forestry. Well, no, not forestry. I finally left that out. I was looking at it, though. The whole point is what they had in common as a college was that they were not fully in charge of what they taught. There were external institutions that decided what you better teach or you’re not going to get certified nationally. And that wasn’t true of L&S. Whatever they wanted to teach, they could teach. That isn’t true of the professional schools.
RL:
So after merger went through and you sort of returned to Point, Lucey was reelected. Did you do anything to help him in his reelection?
LD:
Oh, sure. Because I knew if he wasn’t reelected, I was going to be bounced out.
RL:
And Lucey won. Who was the Republican opponent in ’74?
LD:
I don’t know. I don’t think it was Jack Olson. It was Jack Olson in ’70.
RL:
He’d been Knowles’ lieutenant governor, right?
LD:
Yeah. Isn’t that funny? I can’t think who that was in ’74, running against him.
RL:
Well Lucey, as I remember, won pretty handily.
LD:
Yes he did.
RL:
It wasn’t difficult.
LD:
Big time.
RL:
Yeah. So what do you do between ’74 and ’78?
LD:
Well, as I’m saying, we’re building new programs.
RL:
Right.
LD:
Because I figured as long as I kept ideas out there, and a lot of ideas they threw out, the faculty rejected. But a lot of them they didn’t. And when they were talking about closing Superior, I was pushing the idea that we change that campus to a total Spanish speaking institution. That’s where Spanish speaking kids could go. And of course, they couldn’t believe that. In Superior? I said, “The difference between Superior and Madison when you’re down in Colombia is nothing.”
RL:
Yes.
LD:
But rather than closing it, I think you’d be better off building such an institution. It would have been an interesting experiment. But as I had a chance to try ideas. And that’s basically been my stock in trade all my life, ideas.
RL:
You seem to be a receptive person to new ideas.
LD:
I love them, yeah. I find them exciting.
RL:
So while you’re being president of UW Point, you’re not threatened by faculty reaction to your ideas.
LD:
No.
RL:
In fact, my sense is, you enjoyed it.
LD:
Very much so. But at heart, I’m trained as a debater. All through junior high, high school, college. I love debate, and I like to clash.
RL:
Were you continuing to speak around the state after 1974?
LD:
Pretty much. Yeah. Because by that time, and it was coming in as a request. I had to cut it down. It was beginning to take too much of my time. I had other things I needed to do.
00:44:19
RL:
Was your red vest part of your trademark at this point?
LD:
Yes. That occurred very early on, when I got to Point. I think it was the second month, in fall. The students attempted to take over Old Main, the second floor, including my office. And kids are lying all over the floor. And I was wearing a red vest that day. I used to wear them often. And I was madder than hell. I said, “Look, I’m giving up too many of my evenings in the student bars.” That’s when we had the eighteen year old beer law. Never should have changed it. And when we had the dorm meetings, I said, “My wife doesn’t appreciate the fact that I’m down here in the evening. Then you pull this junk?” “Well, we can never find you.” I said, “Oh, all right. Tell you what I’ll do. First of all, you got to understand, you’re going to leave here. Hard way or easy way, that’s your choice. But what I’ll do for you is I will wear a vest like this every day on campus so that you can spot me, until the war ends.” Now who knew the war was going to go seven years.

RL:
[laughs] Yes.
LD:
And then I couldn’t get out of it. But by that time, when I went political, it turned out to be an incredible ID. Because I could go in any little town store, hardware store, whatever. Bang, you had me spotted.
RL:
Yes. Speaking of the days of student unrest, was it much of a problem at Point? Was it anything like Madison?
LD:
Oh, yes. And it was probably more of a problem than Madison in this sense. While we didn’t have the radicals, I knew if that campus had exploded to where it went down and trashed downtown, that basic Polish community absolutely would have taken two generations to be buried before they’d forget it. I knew that it would split that town in half.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
So it was important to me to keep it from exploding. And I did. I spent a lot of instances that have brought it to the brink and we were able to defuse it.
RL:
And what did you do to keep it from exploding?
LD:
Essentially I made a pact with them: I’ll listen to you if you’ll listen to me. Give me a chance now to teach, to debate. And that basically became the agreement. And the other one thing was, don’t let these Madison kids come up here and take over your campus. And as a result, it really, in fact, it almost got physical in a couple of instances when some of the Madison radicals came in.
RL:
Was the student population at Point almost exclusively Central Wisconsin kids?
LD:
No. Not by then. By then, I’d scattered it around.
RL:
From around the state.
LD:
Yes.
RL:
But not nationally.
LD:
Oh, no. Not particularly. But internationally, because we reached out. But essentially, statewide. And I said to the faculty, “Don’t even think about doctorate programs. We’re going to be the finest undergraduate education in this state. That’s where you’re going to put your stress. There won’t even be a master’s program unless you can demonstrate to me one, it’s needed, and two, it won’t damage the undergraduate if you put it in.”
00:48:20
RL:
Now, did your faculty labor under any kind of publish or perish phenomenon?
LD:
No, but it labored under a degree phenomenon. I finally made it clear I wasn’t promoting anybody without a doctorate. And life up to that point, that had not been the case. See, up until 1955, they were just called faculty. They gave them rank based on how much money they were earning.
RL:
It sounds to me like you had a pretty free hand in how you ran it.
LD:
I sure did. But I took it. And my basic rule was, unless it says somewhere in print that I haven’t got the authority, I’ve got it. I was always going to debate first affirmative. You want to take me on, you’re going to have to debate the negative. And it worked. But as I say now, no chancellor would ever dare take and exercise the kind of authority that I did. The end result was that a lot got done. A lot got done.
RL:
And you probably can look back now and see that the quality of the faculty at Point is much higher than when you came.
LD:
Oh. In some respects. I don’t know about the teaching quality. Some of those non PhDs had been teaching so long, they were first class teachers.
RL:
So why did you change the environment and require a PhD?
LD:
Because of what was happening nationally. You don’t get the recognition and status if you don’t have a certain percentage of PhDs on that faculty. And you see, I agree they should get a doctorate. But not because they’re going to do research. In fact, anybody who really wanted to do research should go to Madison. The reason they need the doctorate is so that they can read somebody’s research and accept or reject it. And say, “I’m going to add this to my teaching,” or, “I’m not. I think this is junk.” And you can’t do that unless you have the ability to do that yourself.
00:50:42

RL:
Lee, would you comment on who some of the outstanding teachers were when you were there? And also observe about people you were working with then who became important in your term as governor?
LD:
Well, let’s see. First of all, over in history, they had a guy named Crow. Pat Crow. I don’t know if he had a doctorate or not. Pat Crow, and I sat in on some of his lectures, absolutely an outstanding teacher. Over in biology, very strong biology department, by the way. Guy named Becker, George Becker, absolute first class teacher. Over in communications and speech, a woman named Isaacson, Pauline Isaacson. Not only good teacher, but a first class administrator. I put her in charge of developing our overseas branches. Boy, did she go. Because as I got all these programs off the ground, I saw my role as president of selecting the person to run the race. And then two, clearing the track so they could run it. But get out of their way. Don’t tell them how to run it. Just tell them where the goal is, cross the finish line. Now you figure out how to get there. And that really works as an administrative system. A guy named Jerry Johnson in correction and audiology, which had been part of my own doctorate when I was at Madison. And I thought he was absolutely first class. So there were people in almost every department, almost every department. We had a guy named Dick Schneider in art that I think was one of the more creative people. Music, or theater department, guy named [Barouk?] over there, since passed on. First class theater guy. And understand, with a faculty of less than five hundred, and I’m up there ten years, I get to know a lot of them personally. Because the town isn’t that big. The town isn’t that big. So that whenever I was invited to a faculty home for a party, some gathering or something, I went.

RL:
Oh, did you?
LD:
Oh, sure. Because I wanted to know them.
RL:
Were you and Mrs. Dreyfus happy living in Point?
LD:
Joyce was happy as a clam. She hated the idea of going up there. She sat out at the Antlers, a restaurant outside of town, crying. Saying, “That isn’t a town you live in. You drive through there!” Three years after we were there, I had troubles prying her out with a shoe horn. She loved it! And then went back to college as a forty-five year old.
RL:
At Point?
LD:
Oh, yeah. 1972. Graduated in ’77. I signed her diploma.
RL:
Really?
LD:
I stopped the commencement and said, “Twenty-five years to get this degree. Talk about a slow learner.” I said, “Not only that, she had to sleep with the chancellor to get it.” They gave her a big cheer. Then she hit me with the diploma, and they gave her another cheer.
RL:
[laughs] That’s wonderful.
LD:
So the relationship was tight. It also allowed me to do things like, I tended to do not all, but the vast majority of freshman orientation sections with parents and incoming freshmen. I did them personally.
RL:
Really.
LD:
Yeah. I thought they should know who the president is of this system where they’re going to send their kid to school.
RL:
And that, too, probably paid dividends when you ran for governor.
LD:
Politically, oh! Ran into it all the time. Absolutely it paid dividends. I didn’t realize how this stuff was building. But it clearly was.
RL:
So–
LD:
Because we did that whole campaign for $508,000.
RL:
I know. It’s astounding.
LD:
And when you win 58-42 in the primary, 55-45 in the general.
RL:
I know. I feel nostalgic for those days. 
00:55:29

When at this, you’re president at UW Point, when is the first approach about you running for governor?
LD:
Well, there had been several approaches by some of the Republican leadership. One of whom had gone to high school with Joyce and with me, Bob Inglehart. It really was for running for Congress.
RL:
For the House or the Senate?
LD:
For the House. When Melvin Laird was pulled out of it.
RL:
Oh, to be secretary of defense.
LD:
Right. And that I would take on David Obey, the assemblyman from Wausau. I had just been up there a year and a half when that came up. So one, even if I’d had the inclination, that was too soon to be going out. I wouldn’t do that.
RL:
Oh. So that was before 1970, actually.
LD:
Right.
RL:
That would have been in ’69.
LD:
Right. Then after the merger, that brought me in close contact with the student governor leaders from all the campuses, including the senators. And they used to gather at Point occasionally. You know, they felt comfortable there, and they felt comfortable with me. And they could use my conference room, which they aren’t going to get on a lot of campuses. And it was really that first group, about ’75. And they got cranking about the system. And I’m telling them, “This system’s the best system in the world. And I’ve traveled.”
RL:
Oh, the democracy in America, you mean. Not the UW system.
LD:
Yes. Right. And I said, “With all its flaws. You’ve got Spiro Agnew, you’ve got Watergate, you’ve got Richard Nixon, you name it.” He had resigned by that time. And I said, “I agree with all that. And I’m telling you, it’s the best.” “Well, you couldn’t be governor. You don’t have party backing, you don’t have any money. Without that, you’re dead in the water.”

RL:
So that’s what the kids were saying to you.
LD:
Yeah. I said, “That’s not true.” I’m thinking of students like Sue Anne [Kesner?], wound up in my government. Jim Hamilton, who didn’t, but could have. Bob Badzinksi, who did. And they’re all cranking away about this. And I said, “That’s not true. You find a way to communicate and get to the people. Just don’t overestimate their knowledge, and don’t underestimate their intelligence. And if you can get to them, it can be done.” And that’s really how it started.
RL:
So this is 1975, ’76.
LD:
Yeah. ’76. A student group.
RL:
Has Lucey left yet for–
LD:
No. He doesn’t leave till ’77.
RL:
Okay.
LD:
And they also understood that if Pat was going to run, I wasn’t going to run against him. This was a friend. You don’t do that to friends. Well when he left, they came trotting in that next day. That very day. “Pat Lucey’s not governor.”
RL:
So Sue [Kesner?] was part of that crowd.
LD:
Oh, yes. Oh, yes.
RL:
And Naomi Bodway? Wasn’t she Steve Gunnerson’s sister?
LD:
Yes. But it was Steve who eventually got into it, not Naomi. In the Osseo Whitehall – that area. And Steve, at the time, had been an assemblyman, I’m not sure. But he was in the state government.
00:59:32
RL:
So did you make a decision in ’77 to run?
LD:
Yes. And to join the party. Because I wasn’t a member of the party. I’d sort of been an unnamed lobbyist for the system, on both sides of the aisle. Now most of my dealings were with Democrats, because they had control of the legislature.
RL:
By then.
LD:
Yeah. They did all the time I was in office.
RL:
Now you said earlier on the tape that you were a Republican mostly by habit or tradition.
LD:
Yes. Republican in the old, progressive sense. Coming off that La Follette line, my father, strong follower of Robert La Follette. Broke with Phil La Follette later.
RL:
So I wanted to ask you on record, what kind of Republican were you at that time?
LD:
I was fairly typical of the Germans who came here.
RL:
Carl[Shurz?
LD:
In the 1840s. My own family. They arrived in ’47. These were people who were quite socially liberal. When people needed help, you gave it to them. However, they were fiscally absolute die hard conservatives. You never eat the seed corn, no matter how many are starving. Otherwise, you’re all going to starve. And as such, that mixture of conservative fiscalism, but socially quite liberal. That’s a streak in this state that’s always been here. And you give people the help they need, if you can afford it. And never to the point where you create dependence. Those are the two issues: fiscal integrity and nondependency. Don’t create dependency by making life too easy for them.
RL:
But at the same time, quite socially liberal.
LD:
Yes.
RL:
Quite respectful of the individual, I take it.
LD:
Right. And that people were going to have hard times every so often. You’ve got to give them a hand. So they can contribute later without being given a hand.
RL:
So how did it begin, Lee? 
LD:
How did what begin?
RL:
Your campaign for governor.
01:02:21
End of Tape 1, Side 2
Tape 2, Side 1
00:00:00

RL:
This is tape two, side one, of the March 7, 2006 interview with Governor Lee Dreyfus.
LD:
Cause they were educated boys.
RL:
So we’re talking about your getting ready to run for governor. And you were saying that spring of 1977 was the last time you taught a course.
LD:
Right. And then I went over in a house off campus, joined the party, and then came back and announced my candidacy.
RL:
In 1977.
LD:
Right.
RL:
And I remember when you did that. It was sort of a joke, wasn’t it?
LD:
Yes.
RL:
Or it wasn’t taken seriously, I mean.
LD:
Right. You know, this is a student thing up there. Fun and games on the campus.
00:00:50

RL:
Had you connected with Bob Williams at this point?
LD:
Oh, Kasten, that’s the guy that was running on the ticket.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
Bob Kasten was running. Going to run against Lucey. Turned out running against [unclear]
RL:
But had you established a relationship with Bob Williams at this point?
LD:
Oh, yeah. Well, ever since I got up there. Mary Williams and Bob were the same class as I am at Madison, 1949. And Mary had been the head of women’s student government. In those years, we had the real student government, men, and the women’s student government.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
WSG. And Mary was the president of that. I wasn’t that involved with him, because remember, I’m married, and I live out in the village, where we had our own stuff, and our own government, literally. Township.
RL:
So, so how did you begin?
LD:
Well, met with Bob Williams, and then Bill [Cross?] got into it.
RL:
And Bill Cross at this time was–
LD:
[With Sentry?] and was just leaving. What I didn’t know was, Bill was in trouble with his marriage.
RL:
Oh.
LD:
And was really looking for something to tie him up and occupy him. And that turned out to be of value to me. But when the students decided they was going to back this, understand, it’s all twenty-six campuses. That’s a lot of students, eventually. 
00:02:35


But Williams and [Kraus?] engineer my becoming the keynote speaker for the Republican Convention that summer of ’77. And could have it right on the [Quonfield?] House at Stevens Point and the chancellor will be your speaker, it won’t cost you a dime.
RL:
I see.
LD:
But what’s happening now is they hold their convention, and suddenly it comes time for keynote, and the place is filling up, all in the bleachers, all these students are pouring into the place. And they’ve got long hair and cutoffs, and these staid Republicans are wondering what the heck is going on. That really kind of threw them a little bit. Was it a protest group? Are they going to protest the chancellor? And instead, they’ve got buttons saying “Dreyfus for Governor,” homemade buttons, and they’re cheering, and raising the roof, every time I made a point. In fact, some of them said later, Davis, of McDonald Davis, was saying, “I knew right then, this is where we’ve got to go. Because we need the people in the bleachers, not the people in the seats down on the floor. We’ve already got them.”
RL:
But you had declared for governor before this speech.
LD:
Yes. Well, yes. Yes, I had.
RL:
What was the theme of your talk? Do you remember?
LD:
Mostly, again, history. You’re dealing with a history professor, basically. So I got at the history of this country and why I thought we existed, and why that was important to continue both in our state and federal governments. And I’m trying to think what else. I know that thing’s in print somewhere. But at the time, I was really cranked up. And it was a stem winder. It was a stem winder. And I wound up that whole convention on its feet.
RL:
Did you at this point hear anything from the Kasten operatives trying to discourage you from running?
LD:
Oh, yeah. Oh, yeah. And after that meeting and that speech, some of them were really down in the mouth. In fact, Bradley Foundation, Mike. Boy, it’s ridiculous. I should know his name as well as my own. He said boy, he thought, holy [unclear], with that kind of crew behind him, where are we going to get new recruits? He’s got them all. All the additions to the troops.
RL:
Did you hear anything from Pat Lucey about your decision to run?
LD:
Oh, yeah.
RL:
What did he say?
LD:
Mostly from Jean. In fact, she was going to come and hand out my literature on the Capitol steps. Pat got to me and said, “You’ve got to tell her that this would actually hurt you. I can’t dissuade her.” She was a little hard to dissuade, anyway.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
I finally convinced her don’t do that. That would have been a problem. But frankly, I didn’t think it would hurt me at all. I thought it would be pretty good. But I didn’t want to do that to Pat.
RL:
It would get you good press, anyway.
00:06:15

LD:
Oh, yeah. That was the other thing. My ability to get free press. Schreiber, as he points out, has pointed out to me on several occasions, he had to pay for it all. And I’m responding to him. And the way in which it was handled, he’d come out with some ad, I’d get on a phone wherever I was in the state, call back, it would be recorded there back in Central Wisconsin, my response. Ninety seconds or less. And they had machines like this. And plugged in some hand wired telephones. And they dialed up all these little radio stations all over the state. Not the big ones. And say, “I want to talk to the news director.” You know, you’re talking about a station with three employees, one of whom is the engineer. And so they [unclear] “So and so is the news director, WXXX, would you like the chancellor’s live response to Governor Schreiber’s latest charges?” “Oh, yeah.”  So we were getting all this live coverage free. Just for the cost of the phone calls out to these stations.

RL:
So Schreiber was, you didn’t declare till you knew Lucey was leaving for Mexico as ambassador.
LD:
That’s correct.
RL:
And that must have happened in the spring of ’77.
LD:
Well, he left, actually, in July.
RL:
Okay.
LD:
But it was not, yeah, it was coming up.
RL:
And did you know Marty Schreiber?
LD:
Very well.
RL:
Oh, you did.
LD:
His father and my mother are close friends. My mother was president of Milwaukee School Board, his father was president of [the common?] council.
RL:
Oh. But that was not enough of a relationship to discourage you from running.
LD:
Oh, no, no, no. But it did discourage me from any kind of a personal attack. And did Marty. As a result, Martin and I never had a personal attack on each other. Our parents would have knocked our head together. My mother would have resurrected. 
RL:
So, but your big problem, of course, was defeating Kasten.
LD:
It wasn’t. But we thought it was.
RL:
You thought it was.
LD:
Yes.
RL:
Because he had the entire Republican establishment, didn’t he?
LD:
Right. But they didn’t have any money. And the establishment didn’t have any fresh blood. What we noticed in the convention, when we were beaten by Kasten, that it was almost totally Milwaukee, Waukesha, Washington and Ozaukee County. The convention was down here. All around, upstate–
RL:
Oh, in ’78.
LD:
Yeah. All around [upstate?] we carried. That told [Krauss?] something, and Williams. Because Republicans don’t win elections down here.
RL:
Right. Or didn’t, then.
LD:
Right. And Johnny Schmidt, who had been teaching on my campus for me, and I got along very well. Raymond Majerus –
RL:
Of the UAW.
LD:
–I’d really helped his daughter, who had a major problem on my campus. Personal issue. But you know, those old Bohemians, you do something for their family, they don’t forget.
RL:
So Majerus helped you?
LD:
Majerus literally sat on his hands. That’s how he helped me. So did Johnny Schmidt.
RL:
Of the AFL-CIO.
LD:
Yeah. And Ray Majerus later said, “We gave our money to his opponent, but our members gave their votes to him.” That’s how he introduced me. I also spoke to the AFL convention.
RL:
Oh, you did.
LD:
And I don’t know, I think Lincoln was the last Republican before me to do that. Yeah. And I mean, I had a good reception from those guys.
RL:
Certainly it’s become part of the political lore of the state, whatever that bus was.
LD:
Yeah.
RL:
I’ve kind of forgotten. When did you start doing that? And how did that idea develop?
00:10:46
LD:
That’s a result of the meeting right around my birthday, June 20, after the convention where we’d lost [unclear]. We’re meeting at Stevens Point, and we’re going to decide, are we going to go ahead or not? Boy, we had seventeen thousand bucks in the pot. We thought with seventeen thousand, we ought to go ahead. Shows how much we knew. And there was a point where I had said, I’ve got this rag tag band behind me, mostly Gunderson’s. I said, “Too bad we don’t have railroads the way we used to have them. I could give them a bit of a ‘give ‘em hell, Harry’ campaign around the state.”  And I could hear this kid behind me. “Who’s Harry?” And I thought, oh boy.  At any rate, it was Lowell Jackson, later secretary of transportation.

RL:
Oh, yes.
LD:
Professional engineer, UW Extension, calling. Lowell said, “Well, it’s simple. You just get a train that goes where the people are. And that’s called a bus.” And another former colleague, Reed Gilbert, head of the Mime Theater out at Spring Green, taken his doctorate in speech same time I did. But over in mime and reading and so on. He said, “I’ve got a bus. It’s old, needs work. But I’ve got a bus for the Mime Theater. An International.” So Professor Jackson and some others reworked that engine, redid the body and created this locomotive front. Put a platform on the back with a former brass bed and bunting. It looked like the old rail cars did. We’d have had torches, if they’d been legal. And that’s really what started the railroad thing. And we went around the state. Probably broke every campaign law that existed. We’d go to a gas station, fill up with gas. Then the owner would come out on the ramp and crank up the thing. “Oh, I forgot to get the numbers.” And he wouldn’t charge any money for the gas. We had people feeding our kids. We were sleeping in houses all over the state. When I think of the liability of all those kids on that bus, it would be a lawyer’s nightmare. And Sue [Kesner?] was in charge of the bus.

RL:
Oh, was she?
LD:
She’d been one of the students leading the charge when I said there wouldn’t be twenty-four hour visitation on my campus. I wouldn’t allow it. And I told a bunch of guys, I said, “If you haven’t scored by two o’clock, go home and get some rest. Don’t give me this nonsense, we’re in big discussion at two.” But she was controlling some of the hormone raging going on. And I said, “How come?” She said, “Not on my bus.” I said, “Oh. Maybe you remember I said that. Not on my campus.” She still gives me a hard time about that.

RL:
Lee, do you think that what you did with that approach, and I remember it. We were living in Madison at the time and you were getting great, I mean, we would read about it. Is that type of thing possible yet today?
LD:
I don’t see why not.
RL:
Really?
LD:
If you can find a way to get to the people. And by the way, if you create enough– [telephone interruption] If you create enough copy for any newspaper reporter, or television, radio. I mean, they’re looking for stuff to go on the six o’clock, or in the sheet tomorrow. And if you give them stuff that’s quotable. Now that was one of my strengths. Easily quoted. Hardly a session went by there wasn’t some kind of a quip or quote they could use.
00:15:10

RL:
Now as I recall, weren’t you debating Marty’s primary opponent?
LD:
Right.
RL:
Was that Dave Carly?
LD:
David Carly. Correct.
RL:
Didn’t you and Carly have debates?
LD:
One of the brighter minds I’ve ever known. What happened was Schreiber would not debate Carly. And Kasten would not debate me in the primary. So David and I said, well, hell, then, we’ll debate each other. And we’ll do it on the nine campuses. Pick a different subject. And the only rules are, nobody goes for the jugular. And whoever loses gets to be appointed a regent.
RL:
[laughs] Really? Was that your deal?
LD:
Right. That was the deal. And on that basis, we took off on each other. Because I remember Bob Bjorklund, I think, was his name. He was the ag editor for the State Journal. He was going to be down at Platteville to hear us debate agriculture. Because he knew David was from Detroit and I was from Milwaukee. He said, “I want to hear a couple of urban kids debate ag.” And we took a different major subject for each campus. So that means that summer, we owned the press.
RL:
And you got a lot of press.
LD:
Oh, yeah!
RL:
I remember. 
LD:
Oh, yeah! We owned the press that summer. Kasten couldn’t get into it, and Schreiber couldn’t get into it. Because everything was these guys willing to debate.
RL:
Were you, at this point, were you doing polling? Did you know how you were doing against Kasten?
LD:
No, no, no. No. We couldn’t afford a poll. We didn’t have the money. And I think Krauss’ tendency was, polling screws you up, anyway. It screws up your mind. Don’t even do it. And he may be right. But finally, Kasten had to debate me at Green Bay. And made a key error as a congressman. Got going about education and so on, and what needed to be done. And finally I said, “Where in the United States Constitution, what section covers education?” Well, he didn’t know. I said, “It’s because the word is never used at anytime, anywhere in that document.” I said, “It’s Article X of the state constitution. State of Wisconsin is totally responsible for higher education. Not the federal government. And in fact, you guys are sticking your nose into all kinds of things you shouldn’t be. And I suspect if you became governor, you’d help the guys that you left back home come and do some more.” And he left me an opening. Oh, he was mad at his staff. Because they hadn’t prepared him for that.
RL:
Was this–
LD:
I asked him, I said, “Where is this covered in the constitution of the state of Wisconsin?” Of course he didn’t know. Article X. Why would he?
RL:
So you had one official debate with Bob Kasten.
LD:
I think the one in Green Bay was it.
RL:
And he then at that time was a US representative from Waukesha, is that right?
LD:
Yeah. Now I talked down here. I remember in Waukesha they had a band, everything, for Bob. And when I got up, not a note was sounded. [laughter] I looked over at Ody Fish, who was a regent. I said, “Not even on Wisconsin? Or varsity? I’m an alum.” But before I got through, I had those people on their feet. Ody said as soon as that happened, he knew the game was over.
RL:
Was Ody supporting you or Kasten?
LD:
No. No. Kasten, at the time. At the time, Kasten. And Mike, who heads the Bradley Foundation?
RL:
Back then–
LD:
No, now. You know, Bartie. The night I won he said, “You understand, if you see any value for me, you ask, it will get done.”
RL:
You won pretty decisively over Kasten, didn’t you?
LD:
Oh, 58 percent. 58-42. And the thing is, Bob told me, he kept sensing this. And he’d go back and he’d say, “Let’s do another poll. I don’t like what’s happening.” 

RL:
Bob Kasten, you mean.
LD:
Yeah. And they’d say, “Oh, no, no. The least you can get is 53 percent. That’s the least.” He kept telling them their polls were clear. And they were. There was nothing wrong with their polls. The problem was that the first question on a poll like that is, did you vote in the last election? Well if you take all those young people, the answer was no!
00:20:12

RL:
And so they–
LD:
So they were all cut out.
RL:
Right.
LD:
And what happened on the campuses, we just swept the campuses. Including Madison.
RL:
Really? Including Madison?
LD:
Oh, yeah. You bet.
RL:
Had you spoken at UW Madison?
LD:
Yes, Memorial Union. Schreiber and I debated there. And he kept calling me “Professor,” like it was some kind of a bad name. And I said, “Well, you keep calling me professor. Let me give you a snap quiz.” And this audience knows what that is, and they reacted. And I’d ask him a question. And, “Your answer’s this. You flunked that question.” I asked him the next question. “Your answer’s this?” I went right down the line.
RL:
I bet the kids loved it.
LD:
Loved it! Sure. Sure.
RL:
So–
LD:
Now, faculty? That’s another matter. I don’t know if they were that keen about Marty.
RL:
I’m not sure.
LD:
They should have been keen about me when I got in. I gave them two nines and two eights. That compounds out to over thirty-eight and a half percent increase over four years.
RL:
Yeah. We’ll need to talk about that once you’re governor. So you win the primary quite handily. 
00:21:42


And does the state Republican Party quickly coalesce behind you?
LD:
Yes and no. First of all, they don’t have any money. That’s when we find out they’re in debt, three-quarters of a million dollars. I spent most of my fundraising, I never had fundraising for myself once I was in office. Isn’t that odd that no reporter spotted that? That I had no war chest. I spent all my time getting the party out of debt. George Parker was the treasurer. And we eventually cleared the party. But a lot of the day to day workers got right into it, yes. And a lot of them were brought in by their kids.  See, it wasn’t just the kids voting. It was when they’d go home, it was what they were doing with their parents, and their aunts and uncles. Fred Luber, who was pro-Kasten, anti-Dreyfus, but his son, Fritz, used to go out and put Dreyfus stickers on his bumper. So he and Fritz were always tangling about that.
RL:
Once you won the primary, did you feel confident that you’d beat Marty?
LD:
Yes, I did. Yes, I did. But I had felt, Joyce and I both had felt, I’m going to do this. This is what’s supposed to happen. I wouldn’t be making this effort if it weren’t.
RL:
And was Mrs. Dreyfus pretty supportive of your decision to run for governor?
LD:
Yeah. But in fairness, she’s been supportive of every decision I’ve ever had, every time I’ve changed course, career course.
RL:
But this was going to give the two of you a much higher profile than you’d had to date.
LD:
Yeah. But she didn’t like leaving Stevens Point. And she didn’t like living in the mansion. And Jean Lucey hadn’t helped. She and Jean are pretty close friends.
RL:
I see.
LD:
And Jean pointed out what a pain in the neck it was living there. It’s a public building. And Joyce wouldn’t come out of that private quarters unless she was fully made up and dressed. So she always felt trapped.
RL:
I could understand that. What was your–
LD:
Loved the people, by the way, the staff. We got very close to them.
RL:
But the campaign for governor now, when you’re running, and you are a professor, and you are a university president, and you are clearly an intellectual. But you also, of course, understand people. What were the issues you ran on?
LD:
Essentially, at the time, that there was a surplus. And I argued that that’s, they used the wrong word. That means the state overtaxed the people. I didn’t believe in surpluses. I still don’t. I said, “If there’s a ten cent surplus in Madison, the legislature will spend it. And the notion of rainy day fund, one cloud is a rainy day.” So I said, “They had no right to take that money.” And I said, “So the key issue is, my first act as governor is to return that money to the people from whom it was overtaxed.” Which sold pretty well. And I did. The legislature didn’t like the idea of doing it that way. See, I’d never send anybody a check; I just didn’t take it. You follow me?

RL:
Yes.
00:25:18

LD:
We had a ten-week moratorium on taxation. And if you didn’t get in on that, then when you filed, you could take 16 percent off of your tax.
RL:
I see.
LD:
But my argument was that surplus is a euphemism for overtaxation. And no state has a right to tax people for money it doesn’t need for a program for the people. So I only went to [unclear] on payday. Only went on payday. And I’d say, “How much did the state take out?” And I said, “They’ve got a surplus of,” at that time, close to a billion dollars. I’d say, “How’s your surplus?” And they’d look, a lot of them didn’t know which one was the box. Those sons of bitches! You know, I’d get that reaction.
RL:
So this was a surplus that had been generated during the Lucey years.
LD:
Yes. In the positive times of the economy.
RL:
And I’ve forgotten now, was the economic climate then a bit of a downturn?
LD:
Not then.
RL:
Not then.
LD:
About halfway through my term it was.
RL:
Okay.
LD:
And everybody said, “See? You shouldn’t have given it back.” Yeah, right. In other words, we’d have saved it, right? To take care of the downturn? I said, “Anybody who believes that ought to get their head examined.”
RL:
You have a bridge for the–
LD:
As a matter of fact, we would have had a bigger deficit. Because I wound up with $183 million deficit. We’d have had a bigger deficit because we’d have spent all that money either with new programs or expanding the current ones. Now I’m glad I sent that back, because as it turned out, that was like pump priming. We’d put money into the economy, just as the economy starts down. And that’s a pretty good thing to do. And the end result was, we went into the rust belt recession about six months behind all of our neighbors, and came out earlier. So we were not hit as hard.  I was saying that on a Milwaukee program, channel 10. And they said, “Well, was that your plan?” And I said, “No.” I said, “I didn’t know we were going to have a recession.” I said, “That was just dumb German luck.” And Pat Lucey called the station to talk to me when the program was over. And he said, “Lee, don’t ever say it’s luck!” I said, “Well, I’m not going to lie and tell him I knew–” He said, “No. just smile and nod your head and don’t say anything. Let them attribute it to you.”

RL:
[laughs] I take it that Lucey didn’t do a whole lot to help Schreiber.
LD:
Didn’t do anything.
RL:
And Lucey was–
LD:
Schreiber had alienated himself from the Lucey forces. He and Wayne McGowan.
RL:
I remember that name.
LD:
Wayne McGowan. Marvelous administrator. I would love to have had him, but I couldn’t touch him. He was persona non grata with the Dems, and with the Republicans. Because he’d sent this memo to Marty about using his family. And something that involved the Lucey family. And that’s the wrong thing to do with Jean, I’ll tell you.

RL:
Oh, you mean using the Lucey family in publicity for the campaign?

LD:
Yeah. Well, he was saying use the Schreiber. The Schreibers had a little tiny one, as well as some teenagers. They had a nice family. But at that point, in fact, I have a telegram somewhere in memorabilia downstairs. The night of the election. “The secret nest of scarlet vests sends congratulations from Mexico City.”
RL:
So Pat was solidly in your corner.
LD:
I think so. Yeah. And I think that he felt he’d given Schreiber the opening and the opportunity, and Schreiber didn’t give him enough credit? I don’t know. I’m not sure what. But Pat was not, did you say openly? No, he was never openly in my corner.
RL:
No. Solidly, I said.
LD:
Yes.
RL:
You know, privately.
LD:
That’s right.
RL:
And he couldn’t do much from Mexico, anyway.
LD:
No.
RL:
And I’ve forgotten your margin in November. Was it decisive?
LD:
55-45.
RL:
Oh, that’s very decisive.
LD:
Yeah. It was like 885 to 619, or something.
00:30:08
RL:
Uh huh. And were you thrilled?
LD:
Oh, yeah. Oh, yeah. But because it was so different from primary night. See, primary night, we had no coverage. We’re up in Stevens Point, and all the press are down here with the winner, Marty Schreiber. All of a sudden they find out it ain’t going that way. Because Bob Williams, I can still see him sitting on the floor up there in the Holiday Inn. On the phone, he’s with Wayne Youngquist. You know Wayne?
RL:
No.
LD:
Channel 12, I think. And he’s their analysis guy. And in effect, I see Bob saying, “You think it’s going to be 60-40?” And Bob said, and he was serious, “Which way?” I mean, that’s how little we knew. And Youngquist tell him, “It’s going to be Lee.”
RL:
Wow.
LD:
It’s going to be 60-40. And then, of course, it was a stormy night. And these poor people on television got to get up there on these little planes. Katherine [Henin?], nifty girl, went up there in a plane, scared to death by the time she landed. She swore she was never going to get in a plane again in her life. Because Marty’s people kept telling them, “Well, we’re still waiting–” 
00:31:35
End of Tape 2, Side 1 
Tape 2, Side 2
00:31:40

RL:
This is side two of tape two, Governor Lee Dreyfus, March 7, 2006.
LD:
And you can smell the grass. And by the time, you could have brought down an orangutan in a red vest, and they’d have been cheering. Plus it was one of my grandchildren’s third birthday. So he thinks this whole party is for him. The best birthday he claims he remembers. And they’re singing “Happy Birthday” to Christopher. But it was a mixture of townspeople, including the Polish north side. Father [Chilinski?] at St. Stan’s, apparently he, on Sunday before election, said, “Certainly I should not tell you how to vote from the pulpit. However, the fact that our chancellor brought our beloved Holy Father to the city must be taken as an omen.” You know, omen. So I carried Stevens Point, and I don’t think there’s a Polish word for “Republican.” Certainly in the primary, it created problems. Because some of those old farmers would not get out of the booth. Because they pushed my name, and then they’d go to vote, and it wouldn’t work. Because you’ve got to stay on the Republican line. Half of the offices didn’t even have candidates. Not in Portage County. It’s like a Democrat running here.
RL:
So–
LD:
So that evening, by that time, they still were expecting the election to be closer than it was. But it wasn’t the surprise that the primary was.
RL:
So you’re governor now. This is November. And you take office, I forget when, exactly, in January. Is it early or late January? 

LD:
No, it’s January one.
RL:
January one.
LD:
Yeah. Technically, that year. And I had myself sworn in on the lawn of Old Main by Judge Levi.
RL:
Oh, up in Point?
LD:
Right. And all the townspeople and students, everybody out on their front lawn. Colder than blazes. We swore me in then. The inauguration was strictly ceremony.
RL:
How interesting.
LD:
Well, those people had put me in. I wanted to do that. 

00:34:10
End of Interview Session.
Second Interview (March 8, 2006)

Tape 2, Side 2
00:34:15

RL:
This is a continuation of the oral history interview with Governor Lee Dreyfus, March 8, 2006. 
LD:
Well, got to realize, we didn’t have very many people in the history of this state from anywhere north of the center of the state.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
Other than Bill Upham over at Marshfield, and Scofield out of Oconto, that was it. Everything was down here in the south. So this was a big thing, my election from Stevens Point. That was just considered terrific. And I felt a great tie there. Now, I had an advantage in dealing with the Democrats, because the former district attorney, who helped me make it through the protest period safely on campus, was William Bablitch, who by this time had gotten into the Senate. And when I came in as governor, he became the Senate majority leader. So now I’ve got a close friend in that job, even though in the opposite party.
00:35:23

RL:
Did the Democrats have both houses when you came in?
LD:
Both houses. So it can work. In fact, I see some values in that, Bob. I think it forces dialog. It doesn’t have to force antagonism and rancor. If there’s mutual respect, it can create a dialog situation.
RL:
But don’t you think it worked in your case because you were a past expert in the art of communication?
LD:
Oh, I don’t know if I was a past expert. But I really wanted to listen to them. But that had been my method of administration as university president. I would put something out and say, “This is what I want to do.” But then I listened to the faculty to find out if anybody had a better idea, and a better way to achieve the goal. And maybe they do. And in many cases, they did. That’s true in legislation. Something that I say we can go this way, I’ve got people who are sitting in that legislature twenty years before I came.
RL:
But you didn’t seem to be afraid to change your mind.
LD:
No. Oh, no. I find that, that’s, I think, a press created situation. The press has turned that situation in Madison into a game. This is now a contest between opponents. And they keep score. Who’s ahead and who’s behind. Who won one and who lost one. So now the only goal is, I’ve got to make sure you don’t win any points that are positive for you. That’s too bad. Because it doesn’t have to work that way. Not at all.
RL:
So when you took office as governor, did you have a pretty long agenda of what you wanted to accomplish?
LD:
No, not all that long. First of all, I wanted to bring young people back into the process. Prime objective. And I think the very election did that. Then it was necessary to absolutely convince most people that what was happening in Madison was positive, ethical, and intended to be for their best interests. And at the time, that was in question. And here we are, what, twenty-five years later, it’s in question again. There’s a tendency, I had made the crack about Madison being fifty-two square miles. Paul Soglin corrected me to sixty-two, later. I said they were fifty-two square miles, surrounded by reality. That was really true. I don’t think the regents, for example, during the merger fight, back in the ‘70s, ever understood how angry–alumni, I’m talking about, and parents of children on campus–how angry they were out state. They lived down there in that Madison enclave, and that’s not good. Because it isn’t reality. You know, Madison, the whole state’s built like a funnel. And all the money rolls down to Madison. Either for the university or for the state. And as such, they live in a different world.

RL:
Do you think that’s true in every state? Or is it particularly potent in Wisconsin?
LD:
It’s potent in all the states, I think, where the key state university is at the seat of government. Like Columbus, Ohio. Now Michigan, I think, has the fact that Michigan State has moved so well. And once it got in the Big Ten. At least it’s an offset between Michigan State and Ann Arbor. Because Michigan State is where the Capitol is, but Ann Arbor is not. It’s when those two are joined, and nothing else counts. One of the values of merger now is that some other places count. Milwaukee, coming into its own, in terms of graduate work.
00:39:30
RL:
Lee, when you made that statement about Madison is surrounded by the state of reality, which has become one of the great summary statements about Wisconsin–it reappears and reappears and reappears, and is quoted and used repeatedly–when you’re talking about reality, what did that mean, exactly? Could you elaborate on that? 
LD:
Sure. I meant that the environment down there is such that it doesn’t really bring out the general concerns of the average Badger taxpayer and family member. They don’t know what life is like up in Oneida County. And I think that’s really what was involved here. That they’ve got more employment, for example, three percent unemployment is considered high in Madison at a time even when the state was moving toward ten during the Rust Belt Recession as I came out of office. Madison doesn’t have unemployment, I don’t think. I think the people who aren’t working don’t want to. I think anybody who wants to work down there can find work. That’s not true everywhere else in the state.
RL:
Did you make that statement in the campaign, or after you were in office?
LD:
Huh. I don’t remember. I don’t know. Maybe Bill [Cross?] would know. Probably a campaign thing. Because I was almost pushing myself to make sure that anytime something came up, I had something that the media could use.
RL:
You were talking yesterday about how you got all this free coverage, because you always had something to say.
LD:
Well, and I worked at that. Remember, I was a teacher of that.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
Teaching mass media. In fact, some of the press corps were former students. 
RL:
Oh, is that right?
LD:
One that I gave an A to gave me the hardest time. I should have flunked him. John Powell.
RL:
[laughs] Oh, really? He’s one of your students?
LD:
Yeah.
RL:
So as you’re, as you’re becoming governor, clearly you have to work on the state budget and prepare a budget.
LD:
Right. Which was no problem, the first part of my term. Because we had this huge surplus, which I didn’t believe in. I don’t agree with surpluses. States should never take in more taxes than they need money to run programs. When it starts, then it was heading toward a billion dollars. Today, they wouldn’t sniff at that. And they say well, you save it for a rainy day. That’s a lot of nonsense. In fact, while I was in office, I put in what amounted to a rainy day fund. It has never had any put into it since I left. Never.
RL:
Really. But you created the entity of a–

LD:
I think it still exists. After a certain point, the money’s to go to the people. And when that goes to a certain point, it’s to be returned. I also tried to divide the budget from legislation. I wanted first to have a budget built, a revenue built, if you will, and see how much money’s going to come in. And once we know that number, that becomes the number that you legislate toward.
RL:
Okay. And so the, you had to present a budget to be passed, in theory, by June thirtieth of 1979.
LD:
Sure. I had to take the Schreiber budget and see if we wanted to rework it.


RL:
And did you rework it much?
LD:
I think so. But not anything major.
00:43:30
RL:
Did you have any particular goals in mind for the budget in terms of how it would impact the UW at Madison, and the UW system?
LD:
Yes. I felt the faculty needed to have its salaries moved in terms of where we were nationally.
RL:
All faculty, or just Madison?
LD:
All faculty, and all state employees. That’s a matter of philosophy. I believe in keeping the number of state employees down, so that people have a lot of work to do. Because I think if you’ve got eight hours work, eight hours moves pretty quickly. It’s when you don’t have anything to do that you go nuts on a job.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
It’s been my experience. So I froze the state employment at fifty-six thousand.
RL:
Oh, you did.
LD:
Yeah. And I was having a hard time, I don’t know if you remember that, trying to find out how many employees we had. Nobody seemed to know!
RL:
No, I don’t remember.
LD:
And I threatened to have a day where everybody has to come to Camp Randall, and we count them as they go out through the turnstile.
RL:
Did you say that publicly?
LD:
Sure. I said, there’s a way to do that, and somebody’s got to know. And eventually they did come up with the numbers. But wasn’t that strange? Nobody seemed to care what the number was. By the way, since I’ve left office, they’ve added, as far as I know, at least twelve thousand. And I can’t see that.
RL:
When you froze the number of state employees, did you need the consent of the legislature? Or could you do that at your own–
LD:
[unclear] I think needed the consent of the legislature. Now, I could control it by telling department heads, “Don’t hire any more.” But I never really wanted to do things without consent of the legislature. Didn’t want to cut them out. Particularly since they weren’t my party.
RL:
Yes. So–
LD:
Now I had some noses out of joint in my own party, that I was spending too much time with the enemy. Isn’t that strange?
RL:
Who was leader of the assembly then?
LD:
John Shabaz. Very conservative Republican legislator. First class debater. 
RL:
Who was the speaker then? Was Loftus?
LD:
No. When I came in, Loftus followed, was it Jackamonis?
RL:
Oh, I bet it was Jackamonis. So you had to work–
LD:
And I had worked with him on the commission that Lucey appointed us in terms of cable, to try and set up legislation to control cable in the state. Cable TV.
RL:
So when you were preparing the budget, and looking to essentially allocate more money to the UW, you had the support of the full legislature?
LD:
As far as I know. At least I’d made the case to them. And also, I had put in major tax changes, which they were really focused on, rather than what I was doing with state employees and with the legislature. I didn’t need to worry about the Democrats and the legislature, because what I was doing had the approval of the employees’ union. And TAUWF, the faculty union out state. And with that backing, Democrats are not going to make any noise. Obviously.
RL:
I meant, I alluded to this yesterday, and I would ask you to elaborate again today, going back to the subject of merger, particularly now, when you talk about more money for faculty. I continue to hear today–
LD:
And state employees. Don’t forget that.
RL:
And state employees.
LD:
I dealt with them as state employees. 
00:47:38

RL:
I continue to hear to this day that the UW at Madison has had a straight decline in support as a direct result of merger. Is that true? And if so, what’s your reaction to that?
LD:
I don’t think it’s a direct result of merging. I think there is a fact there’s a decline. But it’s been going on, I think, long before a merger. This is a matter of a shift in attitude in this legislature.
RL:
Okay.
LD:
That’s what’s happening. And the irony is that when the legislature was filled with farmers and merchants and tradespeople, non-university educated people, they protected their university, especially Madison. But ones in it now, the legislature’s filled with their own product. I don’t know how many degrees there are in that legislature from the UW system, but it’s got to be a huge number. Last time I heard, it was a hundred and thirty-something. Isn’t that odd? The very universities that spawned these people, they won’t take care of them. Very strange.
RL:
And why do you think that is?
LD:
I don’t know. Because when I was a student, and tuition was essentially 20 percent the cost of instruction. When I was chancellor, I think it was up to twenty-five. When I was governor, it had already gotten to be about thirty. And when I was a regent, in the ‘90s, they were already beginning to lean toward thirty-five. I don’t know where it is right now. But we are a state-assisted system now. No longer a state-operated system.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
That’s a mistake when they say that.
RL:
And does that concern you?
LD:
Yes. Because I’ve argued that the university budget is the only one that doesn’t cost us money. Now, that gets their attention when I first propose that. But at the time, the legislature was listening. I said, “Look, the truth is, you don’t have any other part of the budget where you invest the money and you can see the results producing more tax revenue down the line.” Now we hope that in the prison system, but we don’t have any tangible results.
00:50:12

RL:
Interesting that you bring up prisons. There, you did not, during your term as governor, I don’t remember much expansion of the state’s prison system.
LD:
Just as I left office, I had gotten through the shift from [unclear]. And that’s when I tested the old axiom, “not in my backyard.” It wasn’t true. I finally had nine communities vying to have me build.
RL:
As you look from your position as an elder statesman, has the state made a mistake, fundamentally, in the shift of resources into the prison system?
LD:
I don’t think so, because clearly, by getting some of these bad apples off the street, the whole crime thing, violent crime, has dropped in this state. People are saying, “I wonder why,” you know. What’s to wonder? They’re up behind bars. And if they’re behind bars, they can’t commit crimes. So in that sense, I think not. And maybe eventually that will top out and the world will get out on the street that they’re just going to start putting people away.
RL:
Now between ’79 and ’80, ’81, ’82, did you have some other priorities that you wanted to accomplish as governor?
LD:
I wanted the tax base changed. And I lowered every tax, except for the sales tax. And I wanted to protect the road systems in this state. So I wanted to index the gas tax, which now has fallen into disfavor, which is a political piece of nonsense, because they just saved a penny per gallon. And most people drive a thousand gallons per year. But I wanted to index that. But then with that had to be the notion that it was inviolate. You don’t touch that fund, except for transportation. Because I did want to build snowmobile trails. They were important where I’d come from, and people were getting killed. Being decapitated with some farmer’s wire across his open fence [unclear]. And that did come about. And I also wanted to stop the sale of any railroad right of way in that area. So we take it for snowmobiles, hiking trails, biking trails, and we have.  And further, the ORAP, it was called, I don’t know what it was called when I was in office, what used to be the ORAP program, [unclear] Knowles and Gaylord Nelson had started, to buy land when it was available that the state could take and preserve. The other thing I wanted to do was to lower every tax. We were at 11.4 percent taxation, income tax. On anything over fourteen thousand. That’s confiscation, not taxation. I got that down to nine. And it continued to go down after I left. Tommy finally got it down to about 6.7.
RL:
Do you think–
LD:
But I made it revenue neutral. So the legislature didn’t really, wasn’t worried about it. Because where I lowered that income tax, I raised sales tax from four to five.
RL:
Were you, during your term as governor, did you have Democratic leadership the entire time?
LD:
The entire time.
RL:
And yet you still were able to accomplish quite a significant amount.
LD:
Well, I would think so. Others say no. It varies. I didn’t have that much of an agenda. Plus, it irritated the press, some of them, that I didn’t see it as their game. The notion that, here’s my plan, and now whether it passes or not, I’m going to rise or fall on that. I didn’t give a darn if it passed in the form I put it out.
RL:
No.
LD:
You want to change it? Change it. Let’s make it better. And once you create that environment, you’ve got a different legislative attitude.
RL:
Lee, would you talk a bit about some of the key people in your administration?
LD:
Sure.
RL:
Who you worked with–
LD:
Came out of the university.
00:55:00

RL:
Yeah.
LD:
Don Percy. He’d been a key university administrator. Lowell Jackson, professor of engineering, over at Extension. These were important people in terms of what I was trying to do. In terms of roads and social services and getting some control of the health costs that were beginning to rise. And the matter of checking with the university area. But I knew them intimately. I could personally, for example, I was interested in this biotechnology that was beginning to move. So I could have Winston Brill, remember that name?
RL:
Of course.
LD:
Come over to the mansion. We talked about that, to give him my understanding better. And from that came my decision to ignore the regents, who did not want to build a vet school. Did not. They had other priorities. And Schreiber had proposed one, and it was shot down. And then I talked to a professor named Easterday.
RL:
Bernard Easterday.
LD:
Yeah. He must still be, he must be retired.
RL:
He is.
LD:
At any rate, I came to the conclusion that we were world class in this area on the plant side. And that if we could build a vet school, then thirty years later, in 2010, we would have, we could have a world class faculty on the animal side. And Madison could be the biotech capital of the world. And in some respects, they’re on the verge of doing that right now, depending upon how the legislature decides to mix politics and science. Now if they say no money on stem cell research and so on, then it’s going to be done somewhere else, not in Wisconsin.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
But because I built the vet school, that brought James Thompson here. Who will someday get a Nobel.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
For isolating the human genome and all of that, and embryo and stem cell research. He really set it in motion, and here at Wisconsin.
RL:
And it was because of the vet school. There’s no question.
LD:
Right. Now the veterinarians opposed it. You don’t want the competition. University didn’t want it. But they saw it in terms of farmers and poodles, and I did not. A couple of the regents understood where I was going.
RL:
So you went over the head of the Board of Regents and put it in your budget.
LD:
Yes. Which normally I would not do. Normally I would not do. And I can say to this day, after I once appointed a regent, I never ever called him or called him in, talked to him about a position on the board. Ever.
RL:
Really? So you appointed and then left–
LD:
I’m not saying I didn’t talk to them. But at their initiation. 
RL:
And did you get to appoint many members of the Board of Regents?
LD:
Oh, yeah. Finally they were all pretty much shifted over.
RL:
But they all have existing terms. You don’t get to throw them out as governor.
LD:
Right. It just happened they were coming up. So finally there I had enough of my own appointees on that board by the time I left office.
RL:
Any particularly noteworthy members of the board?
LD:
Well, I don’t know. I hate to pull one out, because I think they all were. Gerard [Beneman?], [unclear] why was he on there? Because he had no UW connection, whatsoever. I wanted, he was private school education, Catholic education. I wanted somebody sitting on that board who represented all those Wisconsin people, who don’t have a connection with the UW. But it’s still their university system. And he served very well.
RL:
Interesting. Did you appoint Mary Williams? Was she on the Board of Regents?
LD:
No, she was on the board. But no, I did not. She was in my staff. 
RL:
Oh, she was on your staff.
LD:
Mary was an aide. No, she did not go on the board.
RL:
Who was president of the Board of Regents while you–
LD:
Well, let’s see. Ben Lawton, I think, for a while. And I can’t remember who was there when O’Neill, when I left office. But it wasn’t Ben anymore.

RL:
Well you would have known Ben from–
LD:
Oh, yeah.
RL:
From Marshfield?
LD:
From Marshfield. I knew all of those people because I had to deal with them since merger.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
The only one I wanted to get rid of was DeBardelaben from up at, was it Park Falls? One of the few truly mean men I ever met in my life.
RL:
Really.
LD:
I just thought he was nonsense.
RL:
I remember the name. I don’t know–
LD:
Oh, he could be violent, verbally. I thought.
RL:
I have to ask you, when you ran for governor and were reelected, had you already decided that you would not run for reelection? Or was that a later decision?
LD:
No, that was a later decision having to do with my family.
RL:
I see.
LD:
Joyce was really in trouble, I thought. And I think she was. She’d probably agree to it today. Her migraines were frightening me. I got called off a Badger game to get home because she couldn’t get off the floor, she was so hurting. She found political life very personally damaging.
RL:
Being in the endless spotlight?
LD:
That and she didn’t mind whacking at me, but she didn’t like anybody else doing it.
RL:
I see.
LD:
I’m her personal property.
RL:
So because I remember when you did not run, there was much–
LD:
They expected me to run.
RL:
Many of us were quite disappointed.
LD:
Yes. And I had held it off until the beginning of April. Now why did I delay it? And I caught a lot of heat for that. I delayed it because the five percent sales tax had not been passed. The day after that was passed, I announced it.
RL:
And it’s pretty clear, is it not, that you would have been reelected?
LD:
At the time, I was running 71 percent in the polls.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
So other than doing something egregious, I suppose I would have. And I wasn’t sure who the Dems would be willing to run at the time. Although I think Tony would have run against me. And that would have been a fun debate.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
And Tony had been in my cabinet, at least I treated him as if he were, when he was D&R secretary my first two years.
RL:
Oh, you inherited him from Marty?
LD:
Yeah.
RL:
And you left it–
LD:
No, from that board. Remember the board individually chose that secretary.
RL:
Oh, I forgot that. So you had cordial working relations with him?
LD:
Oh, yeah. Well, he had been the Wausau city attorney. And then he was the representative from up there. So I knew Tony from Central Wisconsin. Again, another one of these Central Wisconsin connections, like Tiny Krueger and Walter John Chilsen and Bert Grover.
01:02:57
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RL:
This is tape three, side one, of the continuing oral history interview with Governor Lee Dreyfus. Today is March 8, 2006. Lee, after you finished your tenure as governor, and you had many activities, I know. But we’re particularly interested in when Governor Thompson appointed you to the Board of Regents.
LD:
Okay. When I came out of office, I went out on the, I tried the corporate leadership. A year and a half up at Century. I found that really isn’t what I want to do with my life. A lot of money, and I hate to turn that down, but it was not what I intended to do with my life. And so I went out on the national speaking circuit, which merely meant I was back teaching again, and lecturing, but to a larger audience. Which, by the way, is the best legal scam in the United States, that lecture circuit. But in 1990, that’s when Tommy and Jim Klauser talked to me about coming on the Regents. Which I wanted to do. Told them I did. Because I wanted to get in there to undo some of the damage I’d created as a chancellor, and all the others, in deferring maintenance when buildings were going up a percent a month in cost. And the university had accumulated about a third of a billion dollars in deferred maintenance. And you’ve got sixteen hundred buildings out there, you’ve got to take care of them. I don’t know what the number is now. At any rate, that’s essentially what brought me to the Regents, was to do that. And I was there until three years later, when Tommy asked me to be state superintendent of public instruction for three months. And Bert Grover resigned early.

RL:
Oh. And did you do that?
LD:
Yeah. But essentially, myself and Dr. Gunderson of the La Crosse Clinic, and the building commissioner, got control of that. And I guess, to put it simplistically, I was saying, “No new buildings are going to be built while I’m chair,” or while he was there, “unless there’s a major donor.” And that’s the way it set up. I later walked into a problem of my own when we wanted to build the Kohl Center. They had Nicholas, I thought, was enough of a major donor with ten million bucks. But the state building commission did not. Because I went there expecting to say we’ll raise, I don’t remember the numbers, but I think 25 million, the state comes up with 47. I think that was it. They reversed that. Said, “You’ve got to raise 47.” But Senator Kohl, not senator at the time, stepped forward with 25 million bucks. And then Ted [Calendar?], too. So we have the Kohl Center. But what I did was set in motion a program that over ten years was going to bring that down. And did. The other thing was, I wanted to wire every single dorm room in the system of the state, anywhere, and every library and every classroom, with outlets for computers. And we did.
RL:
And that was your initiative.
00:03:50
LD:
Yes. I also tried to move the administration out of Van Hise, which they didn’t really want to do.
RL:
Why did you want to move them?
LD:
Because half of them were in Van Hise, and half of them were elsewhere. And like any good corporation, they ought to all be together. And I was going to suggest first, there was a new building going on over near the Old Milwaukee Road Depot. And that would have really served the entire administration. But, and they could still use the board room on top of Van Hise. But it’s not really a very good place if you’ve got trouble, like we had when the protestors were coming up that hallway. But they turned that down.
RL:
Now I, when you instituted this program for building maintenance, and at the same time that all new buildings had to have a major donor, that was quite a significant shift for the UW, was it not?
LD:
Yes. Yes.
RL:
Because the state, up to that point, had built the entire physical structure.
LD:
Right. Except for the centers. Counties built those.
00:05:04
RL:
The counties built those. Was that, do you think that that was the right decision, given the reluctance of the legislature to allocate any more money toward the construction?
LD:
Well, I think it was right from the standpoint that we had, what was it, sixteen hundred acres of roofing? All of which was flat. I don’t know why, architects insist on it. And all of which, in my opinion, leaked.
RL:
Leaked. Right.
LD:
So that, sooner or later, and I thought later would be disastrous, we’d already put it off too long. And as far as I know, they carried that program out the entire ten years. so probably by 2003, it must have been done. You may want to check on that. And at the time, this thing in the legislature wasn’t that obvious. Except we were beginning to see opposition where there shouldn’t have been opposition. Now I think what we lost, it used to be that you had viceroy regents. By that, I mean the regents were tied to an institution, in effect. Mary Williams was Stevens Point, for example. Steve [Vanderperren?] was UWGB. And that was, and with all the centers, you’ve got twenty-six locations.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
Harrington played that like a Stradivarius. And we’re no longer doing that. I think that’s too bad. Because if you dealt with anything dealing with Superior, or the centers up there, you had to deal with [Cinta Wissman?]. So partly that was one of the changes. But something has happened in the legislature. They no longer feel any tie to the university. 
00:07:03


And maybe because college education is almost a given now. We’ve even got courts ordering fathers in a divorce that they’ve got to pay for their kids’ college education. When did that become a right? See, by the time I go to school, right after the war, and go for a PhD, we were a very small number of people in the whole economy.

RL:
Yes.
LD:
Easy jobs, and so on. So the university had always, basically, produced first class taxpayers. That’s what I meant by the university budget didn’t cost money; it created money.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
Maybe that’s no longer true. Now they argue that they’re all getting their degrees and leaving the state. Well, they better look at why. There are a pile of things, I’ll tell you. Merger is just the easy scapegoat, in my opinion.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
If we’ve got people graduating at Madison and elsewhere, and then leaving here, we better find out why. Because the answer ain’t merge. It’s just not going to happen that way. If they can’t find employment at the level they would like to have it, then we better look at it.
RL:
Do you think– I’m intrigued here. Do you think that education, higher education, has been made too available?
LD:
In some respects, except by using the term “higher education,” I would say no. Because that would then include this beautiful vocational technical system. And there is a growing notion– you know, John Garner had once said, if we keep this up with everybody’s got to go to college, we’re going to wind up a nation of third rate philosophers with leaky pipes. There’s some truth to that.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
But now, these skilled jobs are producing better income than the college graduate gets coming out with a B.A. or a B.S. And so there’s now a natural market thing taking place. For example, right now, Wisconsin’s key problem for the future is not lack of collegiate education people. It’s a lack of technical education people.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
And skilled laborer.
RL:
Do you see that, do you see that changing?
LD:
Oh, I think we’ve got a system that can and is changing. First [class?] development of the whole technical college system.
RL:
Interesting. Then, Lee, you said surely that Governor Thompson asked you to step in as–
LD:
State superintendent.
00:10:00

RL:
State superintendent of public instruction.
LD:
State superintendent of public instruction. 1993. It was Good Friday. I was down in my daughter’s home in Illinois, and I got a call from Tommy. And he said, “How good a friend of mine are you?” And I said, “Uh oh. What’s up now?”And he said, “I need you to come and be state superintendent. Because Bert Grover’s resigning three months early.” I said, “Well, I know, but they’re putting a budget together. You’ve got a man elected there, John Benson, over at Marshall. Superintendent there.” I said, “He should come in.” That’s going to be his budget [for two years?].” He said, “I did offer it to him. He turned it down.” Which really shocked me. Never did understand why Benson turned that down. He should have wanted to be there, and get that budget for him that he could live with. And even after I was in, I offered to get out of the chair, sit down. But he didn’t want to do it. So I was there for the last three months of the Grover term. And I did eliminate twenty positions that I thought were superfluous. The key thing that I did in that situation was at the time, tax freeze was the big thing, really. And politically, very sexy. No question about that. And particularly as it pushed the elderly. Jim Haney and his group were already putting out TV ads. The little old ladies who say, “I was so worried I was going to be driven out of my home. But now Governor Thompson is going to freeze the taxes, and I’m going to be safe.” Well, I knew that that was going to be a disaster economically for the state. And also, for Tommy. Who, at that point, I didn’t know what his longevity was. Neither did he. And if he wanted four or five years, this could really come back and bite him, and bite him hard. Tommy, he was the political engineer in the legislature for most of what I was able to accomplish as governor. So I owed him big time.  And I went to the DPI people and they were all very suspicious of me. Obviously, I’m a Thompson appointment.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
And they oppose what he’s talking about. And I said, “Well, do you think the governor’s wrong that there’s a tax revolt brewing out there? People are getting irritated about the cost of education and their property taxes.” Well, no, they didn’t think it was wrong. Or at least, most of them didn’t. I said, “Okay, then let’s go on the assumption that the governor’s goal is the right goal. Can you figure a better way to do it?” “You bet.” I said, “All right. You’ve got six days to do it.” Well, then what? I said, “I will take it to Joint Finance.” Well, Thompson [unclear] Jim Klauser [unclear]. I said, “I won’t take it through the governor or Klauser. I said, “As superintendent of public instruction, I’m a separate office. Even though I’m appointed in there.” I said, “He can throw me out. But,” I said, “I’m sure he wouldn’t.” So they went, and I tell you, those people worked night and day. And they came up with essentially what was passed. Though it had the [QEO?] and things that the teachers don’t like. But then, Klauser and Thompson, of course, because Tommy was a hands on manager, he wanted his hands on all the levers. So was Klauser. And even the day that I am driving to Madison, that morning, we get a call in the car from Tommy. Maybe I should stop by the office before I go to the hearing. I said, “Tommy, I don’t even want to stop by your office.” I said, “Why? Well,” I said, “you don’t want your fingerprints on what I’m going to propose. You don’t want to know what’s in there. You want to be as surprised as everybody else. And if I stop by your office, they’re going to assume I was checking with you about the plan.” Well, Klauser wanted to see it. I said, “Well, I’ll talk to Klauser, but not about the plan. And did. And he wanted to know about it. I don’t know that I ever sold Klauser. Tommy understood the politics of it very clearly. I was now, he was on a rock crossing the river that I thought was a very unstable rock. And I was simply giving him another rock to move his weight and step over on. I said, “You need to be above this. You are not involved in this. You will look at it openly, honestly and fairly as governor and make your choice.” Sounds good to him. It didn’t sound good to Jim, but it sounded good to Tommy. And that’s exactly what I did. Now, Klauser, of course, put Rick Chandler, who was budget guy. I don’t know if you know Rick.

00:15:00

RL:
I know the name.
LD:
He was first class. First class public employee. So he was sitting in on this budget hearing with Senator [Leehan’s?] committee and so on. And after we went through that, Rick, then, went through a whole list of this is wrong, that’s wrong. Well, in a situation like that, so now that the knives are out between the administration and me, and I again, as in most cases, humor will disarm. And the place is crowded, packed.
RL:
At the joint finance hearing.
LD:
Yeah. And I said, “Rick, other than that, what do you think of my plan?” [laughter] And even Rick fell off the chair. But once you get that reaction going, that’s the end of it. And it was. And in effect, what the legislature did was a medication of that. And it kept Tommy out of trouble down the line so that he could do as he wanted to all the way up to the end of the century. And that was my purpose and goal in my superintendency.
RL:
Who was chair of, who was chair of Joint Finance then?
LD:
I don’t know. Senator George was there. Senator [Lehan?] was there. Maybe Mary [unclear], I don’t know. Democratic chair, I don’t know.
RL:
Okay. But again, these were all elected officials that you knew.
LD:
Oh, yeah. I knew, not quite, but I knew almost all of them. There were a couple new faces. But I learned to know. But I think the fact, then, with the Democrats, that I was coming in, and the governor didn’t know what was in that I was proposing, was a big plus as far as they were concerned. This, fitting in, even into the game mode thing.
00:17:18
RL:
You are sort of a maverick, are you not?
LD:
Well, I get described as such. I have always questioned that I am. I don’t think I am. I don’t get that far off the reasoned trail to be a maverick. 
RL:
But you are a thinker.
LD:
Yes. No, no. I come out of an academic environment. An intellectual clash environment. I love that kind of clash.
RL:
Yes. Right.
LD:
I found life on the campus more reasonable than life in politics. Because in politics, if the Republicans propose something, the Democrats are against it. The Democrats propose something, the Republicans are against it. It could be the greatest idea, if this had been in Moses time, they’d have split the water halfway, and then the Jews would have had to swim the last, that would be a notion of a compromise.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
You can’t be allowed, you can’t win your point. I’ve got to somehow discredit you. And that’s never true with academics. When they oppose, they oppose genuinely. And usually can come up with the reasons why. And that, I found, a better environment than the political environment.
RL:
So would you–
LD:
The political environment used to be closer to that. It isn’t today.
RL:
No.
00:18:48

LD:
Because life has changed now in politics. The sheer costs, and all of this lobby money, the end result is almost everybody’s an independent. You look at the advertising, more often than not, they don’t even have a party label on their stuff, which is crazy. And I used to think maybe that would be good. I don’t now. I think party control is a good idea. What’s happened is that you now need big time money to stay in the job. And if you don’t have any other career line, you know, you’ve done nothing, come out of college, work for a legislator, pretty soon you get elected. Now you’re in your forties. You have no other career line started. That next election, you don’t want to be elected. You need to be elected.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
There’s a difference, Bob. And the minute you need the election, the money guys have got you. They’ve got you solid. 
RL:
You were immune to that, were you not?
LD:
Well, because I didn’t get involved in fundraising. Never raised any money for myself, even while I was in office. Press never noticed that.
RL:
You were not, or were you, besieged by lobbyists when you were governor?
LD:
Yes and no. I had an open door policy in my personal office in the Capitol. All of my key staff people were right outside, where secretaries normally sit. They were in the closed door offices, doing their work. My door was open all the time, except on two occasions. If we were discussing personnel matters, or politics. And the press understood that. Otherwise they could literally wander in and out.
RL:
Really?
LD:
Really. Now, in fact, Matt Palmer said it was the best four years of his life down there. Go and give [unclear] and talk to him if you want. The point is, if the press is available, the guys who want to whisper, don’t like it. So I generally, and I had drawn a line between what I considered lobbyists and hired guns. There are professional lobbyists who really add to the process. 
RL:
Yes.
LD:
And those were quite willing to come in and talk. And they didn’t care that there was a Green Bay Press Gazette or State Journal or Cap Times or Journal or Sentinel. And today that press corps is decimated.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
Which is too bad.
RL:
Yes, indeed.
LD:
In fact the merger here in Milwaukee. If there had been two papers, the Milwaukee Journal and the Milwaukee Sentinel, that scandal of money for–
RL:
Oh, the county officials?
LD:
County officials, never would have gotten off the drawing boards. But see now that you’ve only got one reporter, and send a cub, and they just wander around and get the stuff.
RL:
Yeah.
00:22:06

LD:
But I think the situation now in Madison has changed to where they need these jobs. They want to stay in office. Because when I was dealing with legislators, back here in ’62 when I was brought back, developed the state TV network, those were people who only had so much time they could put in in Madison.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
They’ve got farms to run. They’ve got a hardware store to run. Out here in [Merton?], Byron, oh, I can’t come up with his name now, but he was the legislator from out there, he had a gas station. I stopped to see him one time when I was chancellor. He was busy out on the ramp. I was taking phone calls in his station for him. So I think that’s what’s changed. That part time legislature. And I kept them part time. I had them frozen at twenty-three thousand a year. Boy, they were glad to see me go. 
RL:
Oh, it was still a part time legislature when you were there?
LD:
You bet. At least you couldn’t live very well on twenty-three thousand. We were starting to get people who didn’t have any experience outside that building. And I think that is not good if you’re going to create laws under which people are going to live.
RL:
Do you think that it would be a good thing to go back to a part time legislature?
LD:
Oh, absolutely I do. Because you start getting back into amateurs again. And government by amateurs is superior to government by professionals in the history of this country. You take a good long range look and analysis of the history of this country, and it wasn’t the professionals who created the best situations. It was the so called amateurs. People had lives to live out there. But the university itself, now, first, I think, they’re making, on occasion, some very egregious decisions. 
00:24:23


See, there used to be a question: Should the university Board of Regents give to the legislature the budget they believe they need to stay first class? It’s when they were talking about Madison. Or, do they give them the one they think can reasonably have a shot at getting support passed. Originally, the answer was, you always tell them what we honestly need. They’ll make the decision of what they can afford. That was true when they were pushing Madison. But they aren’t now. They’re pushing the entire statewide system. And they need to be aware of– [phone interruption] But now that we’re a system, and one system, then I think they have to begin to look at statewide politics. Because anything that’s passed now affects every one of the legislators, even if he represents Richland Center system, that’s the university.
RL:
So in that sense, it’s had an adverse effect on UW.
LD:
Yes. And what’s happening nationally. You know, I was on the EA board with the chancellor of Vanderbilt. Four hundred thousand dollars a year at the time, when we were paying about a hundred and twenty to our system president. We lost Buzz, what–
RL:
Shaw.
LD:
Shaw, who was at about a hundred thousand dollars. And he went to run just Syracuse University, one institution. Our system president went out to run Syracuse for literally double the salary. The reason we’ve had Katherine Lyall so long is that she was willing to stay. Her job offers were sky high. And they’re paying top dollar to get these people.
00:26:20


Now, do I think we need to pay like some of our administrators in Madison more? Yes, we do. But do I think we ask the taxpayer to pony up? No. That’s where the university ought to be going non state. And if we can raise the money to pay a football coach a million dollars, we ought to be able to raise the money to pay John Wiley what he’s got coming, in my opinion, as top national administrator.

RL:
Does that then open the door to putting on the Board of Regents donors to the university?
LD:
Could, but I don’t think it would, since the money wouldn’t come to the place that funds the donors. Namely, the governor. In effect, it would simply mean, even, wouldn’t even affect the position, since the money that Wiley would get, for example, is fifty thousand they need to bring him up within shooting range of the scale. It still doesn’t do the trick. But it wouldn’t even put him next to him, because his money would come from the UW Foundation. You know, Rennebohm and his group. I think Rennebohm’s still there.
RL:
No.
LD:
Did he retire?
RL:
He retired. Sandy Wilcox is there. And there certainly is a lot of money to be raised from alumni.
LD:
Yeah. And I think would be willing to raise it for that. Now, do I think it’s easier to raise it for a winning football team? Sure. And you could raise some of the other money via the football team, if you want. Fritz Chrysler at Michigan made a science out of that. He’d get some guy, a big football backer, “Oh, I need ten thousand for the Phoenix Project.” Yeah, he’d write it out. Didn’t even know what the heck the Phoenix Project was. Couldn’t care less. He’s going to get the next game football, signed by Fritz and key players.
00:28:26

RL:
Should I interpret this to mean that you are accepting of the fact that the state’s share of financing the UW is continuing to decline because you think that the balance can be raised privately?
LD:
No, I think it’s declining because of what’s happening with the legislators who want their jobs more than any concern they have about any legislation or the university. They now need the money. And one way to get nailed by the voter, and the money guys, is to pump into the university. For example, fifty thousand out of a forty-seven billion budget is hardly a shaker, right?
RL:
Correct.
LD:
But when that comes out in the press that they’re going to give a fifty thousand dollar raise to Wiley, well all hell breaks loose. Nobody says, “Does he have it coming? How does he compare with people in like jobs elsewhere in the country?” And he compares badly. He’s way underpaid.
RL:
Yes. And at some point, it is going to affect the UW, because you won’t be able to get the quality people you want.
LD:
Well, I know. But you see, you can’t sell people who’ve not had a career. That’s true.
RL:
Yes.
LD:
They say, “Oh, come on, you can’t get a good person for $220,000? You’ve got to be kidding me.” It’s like asking the average citizen out there, the working man, to understand that that’s not enough money.
RL:
And that, to me, opens the door to the issue of the quality of political leadership in the state and the country these days. Do you have observations about that?
LD:
I think it’s become a profession. And we’re creating a professional elite. They take pretty good care of themselves, including in the federal Congress. They have good health plans, good retirement, pretty good income. I think right now in this state you can probably come close to seventy-five thousand dollars a year without working at it too hard with per diem. Because they don’t have anywhere to go but set up a committee hearing or something, all year long. You know, it used to be that you had thirty days or sixty days of work. Some states still enforce that legally. We don’t anymore. And a lot of these legislators are working three hundred days a year, according to their reports and requests.
RL:
And this, I assume, is on both sides of the aisle.
LD:
Both sides. You bet.
RL:
Do you have any observations about the current governor, members of Congress, US senators?
LD:
Yup. But I’m not about to– 
00:31:35
End of Tape 3, Side 1
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RL:
This is side two of tape three. Governor Dreyfus, March 8, 2006.
LD:
No, I just simply don’t do that. I look at Doyle. Do I agree with everything he’s done? Of course not. But the point is, I’ve had the job, I know how difficult it is. And I don’t know what constraints are on him or not on him. And I simply would not do that. I watched our President Carter during the Coretta Scott King teeing off on the administration. To me, I really was shocked that Carter did that. That others did that, no, I wasn’t. But that Carter did, I think he really dragged himself down in a lot of people’s eyes by doing that. That’s not my role. I had my shot at the plate. I’m not going to sit here now and talk about the batters and pitchers and who’s doing what.
00:32:40

RL:
When you say that you understand what difficulties the current governor, Governor Doyle has, what was the most difficult thing about being governor?
LD:
Huh. Well, my last year, it was that I was completely tied up in the thing I hated most. Namely, budgeting. I could be wrong, and it may be more, but it’s at least five budgets that we created and submitted in that year because of the rust belt recession. Now it was happening to all nineteen states. And Wisconsin went into the recession about six months after our neighbors, and came out early. So we didn’t get hurt as hard. Turns out, as luck would have it, that I had helped that along by giving back the surplus. It’s the old FDR, prime the pump. When he poured money in the economy. Give people money to spend. Because then I was catching heat from people saying, “Shouldn’t have given it back. Now we need it.” Hogwash. If the legislators, Republicans and Democrats, had access to an extra billion dollars while I was in office, they would have pumped it into some programs, new or old. We wouldn’t have had it at all. And we’d have been in deeper trouble in the recession.
RL:
Governor Dreyfus, this concludes the interview. And for the record, let me say that you have had an extraordinarily productive career. And Wisconsin is the better for it.
LD:
Well, so am I, I’ll tell you. Really, when I think of how lucky and fortunate I’ve been, it’s just unbelievable to me. I’m now in the process of writing a book for middle school children on our forty-four men who’ve been governors in this state.
RL:
Really.
LD:
There isn’t a schoolbook, textbook out there. So I’m serializing it. I’m already up to Warren Knowles.
RL:
Oh. Wonderful. And are you going to write about yourself?
LD:
[laughs] I probably will. It’s like Winston Churchill said when they said, “How will history treat you?” He said, “Very well, because I intend to write it myself.”

00:35:21
End of Tape 3, Side 2. End of Interview.
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