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I LIVED MY DREAM

An Ode to Dick Barnes

I dreamed of a family and God gave me more than my dream
For he gave me a fine loving wife and sons and a daughter, and more—
He gave me daughters-in-law and grandchildren and I lived my dream.

I dreamed of music and God gave me a song to play — a trombone
And bands and musicians and the joy of full chords and harmony
And a song in my heart. I lived my dream.

I dreamed of the game and I played and I heard the silence
Of the crowd when the goal failed as well as the spontaneous roar
When the goal was reached and the day was won. I lived my dream.

I dreamed of designing great products and God gave me
the best aircraft design company in the world to build with
And I worked with the great minds of the day. I lived my dream.

I dreamed of my country and the great state of Washington
And my friends and neighbors sent me to help shape that state
And in the legislature in Olympia I lived my dream.

I dreamed I could fly like the eagle and I have flown even higher.
I have reached up to heaven and like the poet have
“touched the face of God.”

I shall always fly with the angels for God has always been with me
and I am with God
And I shall live my dream forever.

By Jerry Denbo
September 18, 1992
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PREFACE

The Washington State Oral History Program was established in 1991
by the Washington State Legislature. It is located in the Office of the
Secretary of State and guided by the Oral History Advisory Committee.
The program’s purpose is to document the formation of public policy
in Washington State. This is done by interviewing legislators, state offi-
cials, staff and citizens who were involved in state politics. Their recol-
lections provide unique perspectives on the elusive activities of
politicians.

Producing oral history transcripts involves several steps. First, an inter-
viewee is selected by the advisory committee. Oral history program re-
searchers gather background material from newspaper articles, journals,
personal papers, government documents and consultations with people
closely associated with the interviewee. Then a series of taped inter-
views lasting twelve to twenty hours is conducted. These interviews
emphasize the subject’s political career. Achievements, disappointments
and important events are discussed, and the interviewee is encouraged
to talk about early experiences which may have led to public service or
helped define his or her political values. When the interviews are com-
plete, a verbatim transcript is prepared. Both the interviewer and the in-
terviewee correct grammar and punctuation. Repetitions may be
removed, but no substantive editing is done. Finally, the transcript is
printed and distributed through the Washington State Library to other li-
braries and archives.

It is the hope of oral history program staff that this work will help citi-
zens better understand their political legacy.
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BIOGRAPHY

RICHARD O. BARNES

June 29, 1921 - September 17, 1992

Dick Barnes was born on June 29, 1921 in Burlington, Iowa. He met
his wife Sylvia while they were attending the University of Illinois.
They were married August 28, 1943 in St. Angelo, Texas, where he
was stationed at Goodfellow Air Force Base. They had three children,
Roy Douglas, Richard Brian and Cynthia Marie.

As an air force pilot, Dick was on active duty for a total of twelve years
during World War II, the Korean War, the Cuban Missile Crisis and the
Vietnam War. He also served twenty-one years in the reserves as a
fighter, bomber and transport pilot. He attained the rank of colonel.

The Barnes family moved to Seattle in 1955 after Dick received his de-
gree in geophysical engineering from the Colorado School of Mines. He
began a career with Boeing which was to last for thirty-one years. Most
of these years were spent as an analyst in air traffic control and air
transport economic studies.

Dick and Sylvia were active Republicans. Dick was elected seven times
to the state House of Representatives. Dick and Sylvia worked closely
together during those years. He retired from the legislature in 1989.

Dick Barnes had many skills and talents. He loved music and was an
accomplished trombonist. He organized and directed several bands. In
recent years he has enjoyed playing with a Dixieland jazz group. He
was an enthusiastic sportsman who stayed in condition throughout his
life. He played semi-pro football for thirty-two years, 1956 through
1988, with the Cavaliers. For twenty years he also played rugby with
the Seattle Old Guard.

Dick was a family man. He was proud of having two great-grandfathers
who served in the Union Army during the Civil War. He loved and ad-
mired his older brother, W. Ray Barnes. He and his children enjoyed
music, Scouting and sports activities together. He cherished his three
grandchildren.

Dick Barnes will be remembered for his ability to do so many things,
so well.



INTRODUCTION

INTERVIEWING DICK BARNES

It is always disquieting to begin interviewing some-
one who is dying. Even those who are prepared, who
await their leave-taking calmly, have trouble. A ques-
tion will call up a memory of ambitions unachieved,
plans put aside, friends unvisited. There follows in-
stant recognition of the absence of hope, of future.
Unspoken, both the interviewer and interviewee know
it is there. Quick glances are exchanged, and then
both are silent. No words can bring ease.

It seemed there would be many such moments inter-
viewing Dick Barnes. He had much to leave behind.
Although he had retired from the Boeing company
and the legislature, he had great pleasure in the occa-
sions of family life. Other interests remained. I knew
he had been unable to imagine his life without play-
ing football and rugby, without flying, without music.
Did he yet wish for afternoons on the field, hours in
the cockpit, evenings hearing applause for “Bill
Bailey”?

My concerns were unnecessary. No regrets or sorrow
emerged. Instead, I learned how Dick balanced all his
activities. Better, I came to understand something
about how this balancing let him live well, and ap-
proach dying with poise.

When he answered the door the day of our first inter-
view in November, 1991, Dick looked robust and
handsome. He had prominent cheekbones and a wide
smile. He moved slowly and his eyes were a bit wa-
tery. Otherwise, I saw nothing to indicate he had just
finished chemotherapy. We talked in a dining room
with polished hardwood floors and sleek Scandina-
vian furniture. The large windows overlooked a tidy,
graceful garden. It was a quiet and pleasant room,
good for talking and thinking.

We sat at the table with the tape recorder between us.
When I asked a question, Dick did not hesitate: he
considered. He would look down, or across the room.
When he was ready to speak, he leaned forward and
looked into my eyes.

This was not just a pattern of our conversation.
Readers of this volume will realize that the events of
Dick’s life followed from his thinking things through.
His reliance on reason is evident in an early inter-
view, when he speaks of the influence of his
“thoughtful” aunts. Later, he explains how his
thought processes changed when he was a legislator.
He learned that he must consider opposing opinions,
and he came to value the necessity of compromise.
Most striking is his account of his decision not to
give up football, music, flying or family time for his
career. “I really chose that kind of lifestyle... chose to
sacrifice brilliant success in a career to take part in
other activities,” he said.

This ideal of an examined life is as old as recorded
thought. Most of us, perhaps, believe our lives are
guided by rational choices. Oral history interviewing
leads to a different conclusion. Most interviewees at-
tribute much to chance and little to deliberation. Dick
Barnes was an exception. I can remember only one
other who consistently thought about and planned the
course of his life.

At each successive interview, Dick looked better. He
moved briskly, his eyes became clear, he smiled and
gestured more. By April, 1992, his cancer was in re-
mission. He was again playing rugby.

In the end, we did have our troubling moment. We
finished our interview series on July 22, 1992. I re-
member shaking Dick’s hand and thinking, despite
his vigor, that I would not see him again. I had tears
in my eyes, and I think that I saw tears in his. He
died less than two months later.

Printed on a previous page is a poem written for
Dick’s memorial service by his brother-in-law. It is a
tribute to a man who lived his dreams. We hope this
volume is a tribute to how he lived them.

Dianne Bridgman



1 FAMILY BACKGROUND

Ms. Bridgman: We will begin with a discussion of
your boyhood, family history, home town, and ele-
mentary school. We’ll try to emphasize the kinds of
beliefs and patterns of thinking behavior which you
think carried through to your political career.

Let’s start with your immediate family—your
mother, father, and brother—and your life together in
your home town of Burlington, Iowa. What is your
earliest memory?

Mr. Barnes: I think my earliest memory was when
my mother sent me off to kindergarten dressed in a
little pinafore suit. It embarrassed me somewhat. I re-
member that it hung out in front a little bit, and I was
embarrassed by it. But I had to wear it.

A similar memory of about the same time was
when a neighbor boy threw a brick and hit me in the
head. These are the earliest things that I can possibly
remember.

Ms. Bridgman: How did you react—what did you
do —when the neighbor boy threw the brick?

Mr. Barnes: I think I cried. We were planning on go-
ing to the neighbor’s house and seeing some puppies
that had just been born. I don’t know why—I was
standing down the alley and the neighbor boy was
standing on a retaining wall up a little bit higher than
me. He just heaved a brick, and it hit me in the head.
No malicious intention or anything, it was just
thoughtlessness, I guess. Evidently it didn’t hurt me
because I’ve been all right ever since.

Ms. Bridgman: What did you do then, after the brick
hit you in the head?

Mr. Barnes: That I can’t remember.

Ms. Bridgman: You don’t remember going home to
your mother?

Mr. Barnes: No, this was in our backyard. I can’t re-
member what happened after that.

Ms. Bridgman: What was your mother like—this
mother who dressed you in the pinafore suit?

Mr. Barnes: She was rather young at the time. She
had only an eighth grade education, I believe. And
she was a typical homemaker. That was her purpose
in life—to be a homemaker.

My father was a teacher. My father was rather in-
tellectual. He had a master’s degree in teaching. He
did a lot of studying and was rather quiet. My mother
was rather talkative, and really, not so intellectual as
my father.

Ms. Bridgman: What would you say were most im-
portant to each of your parents?

Mr. Barnes: To my mother the most important thing,
I imagine, was the keeping of the home and the rais-
ing of my brother and I.

To my father, the most important thing, possibly,
was his job and his teaching career. He did do a lot
of reading and a lot of studying. I remember he made
a radio. I believe he built one of the first radios in the
town. And this was quite a ways back before many
people had radios. He was an industrial arts teacher,
among other things. He lectured in psychology at the
local hospital to a class of nurses, I remember. Since
he died when I was nine years old, I really can’t re-
member a whole lot—I didn’t really know my father
too well.

Ms. Bridgman: From the things you said about him,
can you characterize what his beliefs about human
nature were?

Mr. Barnes: This would be real hard for me to do
since I was nine when he died. So I guess I could
hardly venture into that.

Ms. Bridgman: How about religious affiliations?

Mr. Barnes: We did go to a church. I think it was a
Congregational Church at the time. And I believe we
switched to the Presbyterian Church because my
brother switched—some of his friends attended the
Presbyterian Church. Since we weren’t really passion-
ate religionists, we attended the church that he pre-
ferred to go to. My brother was about eight or nine
years older than myself, so he had a little more influ-
ence in the family than I did.

Ms. Bridgman: How did the two of you get along—
you and your brother?

Mr. Barnes: We got along fine. Of course I was
much smaller, and younger, and my brother would



play with me and entertain me as an older person
would a child.

Ms. Bridgman: How much rivalry and competition
was there? That sort of thing that one expects be-
tween brothers?

Mr. Barnes: Since there was such a difference in our
ages, I don’t think there was any competition or ri-
valry between the two of us. My brother being so
much older than me—it was more of a situation
where he would entertain me or play with me or take
care of me. So there wasn’t the competitiveness that
there sometimes is between children who are closer to
the same age.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of things did you learn
from his playing with you and entertaining you?

Mr. Barnes: This goes back an awful long way. My
brother left home when I was around nine or ten be-
cause he received a nomination to the naval acad-
emy—it was the year my father died, actually. I was
nine, perhaps I had reached my tenth birthday, about
the time he was eighteen or nineteen. He then went to
the naval academy and was away from the home.

He did send money to my mother, because when
my father died he [Barnes’ father] left a bit of insur-
ance. But it wasn’t a whole lot, and my mother had
quite a struggle. She started rooming and boarding
teachers in our house. We had a large house that we
rented, and she kept teachers and brought in some in-
come this way. And my brother helped a little bit
with money that he made being a student at the U.S.
Naval Academy.

Ms. Bridgman: This was 1929-1930 when your fa-
ther died?

Mr. Barnes: About 1930, yes.

Ms. Bridgman: What sorts of things do you recall
about the event of your father’s death and the Great
Depression occurring right at the same time?

Mr. Barnes: I can remember the fact that the depres-
sion occurred. It began a little before he died. And I
remember being personally involved because I had
been given a five-dollar gold piece and had put that
in the bank. The bank failed and my five dollars was
gone. I can remember this—just barely. And our sav-
ings—what we had—was gone because the bank
failed. This was true of nearly everybody.

My father kept his job as a teacher until he died.
He didn’t lose his job. After he died, and during the
depression, our teachers were paid, and therefore,

they could afford to room and board at my mother’s
house.

It wasn’t very long, though, before she could see
that the insurance money that my father had left was
gradually disappearing, so she then bought a house in
Normal, Illinois, and set it up to keep girls—room
and board students from the Illinois State Normal
University.

Ms. Bridgman: How did she make that decision?

Mr. Barnes: I can remember her searching around
for a job as a housemother at various schools. I can
remember one school that she traveled to and looked
at a job as a housemother, but finally she decided to
buy that house at Illinois State Normal—which was
the school that my father had gone to. Actually, my
grandfather had taught there also.

So, how she came about making the decision, I
don’t know—but I do know that she did search a lit-
tle bit for jobs as a housemother.

Ms. Bridgman: Who do you remember her talking to
about this decision and the difficulty? Do you remem-
ber?

Mr. Barnes: I remember her talking with the house-
mother of a school in Iowa—talking about the job. I
can remember her interviewing with this woman, but
I can’t remember much about her decision to buy a
house instead at Illinois State. I imagine it had a lot
to do with the fact that her mother and father lived in
the nearby town of Bloomington, Illinois—Blooming-
ton and Normal being twin cities—so that she was
close to her mother and father.

Ms. Bridgman: I’d like you to go back to families
losing their savings. That was after the crash of 1929,
but before your father died in 1930?

Mr. Barnes: I believe it was, although my memory
isn’t too good on that. I believe the crash came before
my father died. And whether we lost our entire sav-
ings then, and what the savings were, I don’t know
either. Being a teacher, I don’t imagine the savings
were too extensive. Then when my father died, there
was insurance money which we didn’t lose. That
came along, I guess, after the crash.

Ms. Bridgman: How was the loss of the savings ex-
plained to you at age nine or ten?

Mr. Barnes: I’m not sure it was explained to me. I
understood it, and I understood that my five dollars
was gone. I think I was just told that the bank had
failed and all the money was gone.

2 CHAPTER ONE



Ms. Bridgman: How did you feel?

Mr. Barnes: I’m not sure that it affected me all that
much. I was maybe seven or eight years old, and I’m
not sure that I was upset much by it.

This may have something to do with my later atti-
tudes, though, toward economics. Later on, as I got
into college, I did consider the study of economics
quite important.

Ms. Bridgman: What did your family think about the
New Deal and the government efforts to help people
out during the depression?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t have much memory of that. As
the depression wore on—and we really didn’t get out
of the depression until we got into World War II—I
can’t remember much in this connection. I do know
that I became a Republican. I did have a feeling of
sensitivity toward the Republican Party as I got old
enough to become embroiled in the war.

Ms. Bridgman: You would have been a teenager
through the depression. Is that when your sympathy
towards Republican values and views of the world de-
veloped?

Mr. Barnes: I think that was probably a little too
early. I think those values developed later on while I
was in the service during World War II.

Ms. Bridgman: If I may, I’d like to go back to your
boyhood in your early memories when your father
was still alive. How were things decided in your fam-
ily?

Mr. Barnes: That’s a hard one because I can’t really
remember any family conferences or anything of that
sort. I imagine that my father just made decisions. As
I say, he was rather quiet. He was not a very bombas-
tic individual, but I think that mother respected his in-
tellect, and of course, we children did. I think that we
accepted his decisions as he made them because he
was the thinker of the family.

Ms. Bridgman: What kinds of things did your family
do for fun when your father was still alive?

Mr. Barnes: Again, it’s pretty hard to remember. I
remember we had this old Mitchell car that we used
to drive around. And we would go on picnics. Yes, I
can remember we would go nutting. This was in
Iowa, and there were groves of walnuts out past the
edge of town. I remember, with other people on the
faculty of the school, we would drive out and have a
picnic in a walnut grove, for instance, and pick up
walnuts. And I can remember the stain from the wal-

nuts getting on our hands and being very hard to
wash off.

Ms. Bridgman: What place did reading have in your
family life, considering your dad was a teacher and
an intellectual, as you’ve said?

Mr. Barnes: He did get me the type of study materi-
als—game-like things that a child would use—to
make study and reading more interesting. I can re-
member a mathematical game that would give you a
problem, and then you would write the problem in a
slot, and then you would move the paper and see
what the correct answer was and know whether you
got the right answer or not.

Ms. Bridgman: In what ways did your mother and
father participate in the community activities?

Mr. Barnes: They were active as members of the
faculty of the school district. I can’t really remember
much about their activities, but I think they were very
social people. The faculty of the school district was a
rather social type of organization, perhaps more than
it is now.

Ms. Bridgman: What kinds of talk do you remember
within the family, or on these nutting picnics, or even
later, after the crash and the depression, about the
country and what it was to be an American, and to be
a citizen, and that sort of thing?

Mr. Barnes: I think that was just accepted, and I
can’t remember any discussions of that type.

Ms. Bridgman: How about your father’s political af-
filiations?

Mr. Barnes: I’m not aware that he was active in any
political party sense, and I really couldn’t answer
whether he was attracted by one party or another or
not. I believe that he was active, as far as the school
board was concerned. I had the impression that he
was a member of the school board, even though he
was a teacher. I may be wrong in that, but I have the
impression that he did serve in that capacity.

I also know that he was a member of the Masons.
He went up the ladder in the Masons, the degrees, or-
ders, that they have. He was active in that organiza-
tion.

Ms. Bridgman: And your mother?

Mr. Barnes: My mother probably wasn’t as active in
things like that as my father.

Ms. Bridgman: What’s your first memory of a na-
tional holiday?

FAMILY BACKGROUND 3



Mr. Barnes: Oh boy. My first memory of a national
holiday. I just can’t remember what my first memory
must have been. It must have been Christmas or
Thanksgiving, though.

I maybe have dim memories of Armistice Day.
November 11th used to be Armistice Day. My father
had not been involved in World War I because he had
been married at the time. I guess I just can’t answer
that question.

Ms. Bridgman: You’ve raised another interesting
point here, though. Did you know other veterans of
World War I? And how did you feel about that?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, I can remember one of the teach-
ers, a male teacher that boarded with my mother after
my father died. He was an ROTC teacher—no, he
was a commander of the National Guard, I think, in
Burlington, Iowa. I remember he gave riding lessons
using the National Guard horses. They allowed them
to get the public involved in riding lessons, and he
was a veteran of World War I. That did fascinate me.
I used to try to get him to tell stories about the war,
but he was quite reluctant to talk about it. I really
didn’t get much out of him.

Ms. Bridgman: Where did your interest in the war
come from?

Mr. Barnes: Perhaps from him and from a school
nurse that also boarded with my mother. She had
been a nurse in the war—World War I. I can remem-
ber her telling a little bit about her experiences as a
nurse during the war. Perhaps, through these two peo-
ple, I did have some interest in World War I, and
then the fact that soldiers, weapons, and so forth, do
have a natural attraction for young boys sometimes.

Ms. Bridgman: What was your impression at this
time in your childhood of America’s role in that
war—World War I?

Mr. Barnes: My impression is rather vague, I be-
lieve. I remember that we were rather late in getting
into the war. And I remember that we won the war,
or at least came up with a favorable armistice.

Ms. Bridgman: You’ve said that after your dad died
your mother moved back to Illinois, and you think
that it was partly to be near her parents. And you told

me when we were chatting, earlier, you were closer to
those grandparents, Gus and Elizabeth Snyder.

Mr. Barnes: Yes.

Ms. Bridgman: Will you describe them please?

Mr. Barnes: Both were rather overweight and not
very intellectual, I’m afraid. They were rather ordi-
nary people.

Gus, my grandfather, worked in the machine shops
for the railroad. My grandmother was quite quiet, not
very talkative. They were both religious. They be-
longed to a little church nearby, and I used to take
them to church occasionally, after I was old enough
to drive.

I’d say they were not very intellectual. Rather
quiet. My grandfather Gus was dogmatic, perhaps, in
his beliefs, and didn’t bother much with careful rea-
soning in his opinions.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of beliefs did he have
about being American?

Mr. Barnes: I think he appreciated being American. I
can remember his reference to Russia as “Rooshie.”
Russia to him was “Rooshie.” And to him, Canada
belonged to England. His ideas of the world were not
too well thought-out. I can’t remember a whole lot of
his discussions, or if there was much in the line of
discussions. I think he just expressed dogmatic opin-
ions and that was it.

Ms. Bridgman: How did you feel about these opin-
ions when you were that young?

Mr. Barnes: I was aware that he wasn’t too rational,
wasn’t thinking things through. There is a contrast
between he and my father in that way. Of course, my
father died early, and I became more acquainted with
my grandfather and grandmother a little later in life
as I became a teenager.

Ms. Bridgman: Now grandfather Gus Snyder was an
alderman? In Bloomington, Illinois?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, I think that’s something similar to
a precinct committee person in our state of Washing-
ton, I believe. I can remember...

[End Tape 1, Side 1]
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2 CHILDHOOD

Ms. Bridgman: Dick, you were just talking about
your Grandfather Snyder and his position as alderman
in Bloomington, Illinois. And you compared it to be-
ing a precinct chairman in Washington today.

Mr. Barnes: I believe that’s what it was, although I
wouldn’t be sure. I can remember seeing his business
card as an alderman that he passed around in the pro-
cess of campaigning for the position.

Ms. Bridgman: How did he talk about his position?

Mr. Barnes: I really don’t remember him in any con-
versation about that position at all. All I can remem-
ber is seeing the card that announced that he was an
alderman of a certain ward. I can’t remember the
number of the ward.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of influence did these
grandparents, your mother’s parents, have on you?

Mr. Barnes: I did know them, and we stayed with
them quite often in their little house. I remember that
they thought playing cards was wrong. My cousin,
who was more like a sister sort of, I can remember
she and I playing cards in the front room, or the bed-
room which is off the front room. When it sounded
like my grandmother or grandfather was approaching,
we’d cover the cards up with the bed covers so that
they wouldn’t know that we were playing cards.

As far as influence is concerned, I don’t think that
except for the fact that they were church people, and
perhaps they tried to influence me to be religious. I
can remember a preacher that they invited to the
house once; they had me over to dinner with them in
the hopes that some of his goodness would rub off on
me, I believe.

Ms. Bridgman: What age were you at the time of
this?

Mr. Barnes: Probably was in my early teens, maybe
thirteen, fourteen, or fifteen. Maybe I was old enough
to drive about that time.

Ms. Bridgman: You indicated on the Family Infor-
mation Form we sent you that your grandmother’s fa-
ther, William Ewers, was a drummer boy in the
Union Army.

Mr. Barnes: Yes, that’s my impression. And I can
remember my great-grandfather, William Ewers, and
my great-grandmother, his wife, visiting my grand-
parents in Bloomington, Illinois. When I was rather
small, I can remember my great-grandfather sitting in
a rocking chair and throwing a little, toy football to
me. I would run across the living room, he would
throw the ball to me, and I would catch it. So, I could
say that I played football with my great-grandfather.

Ms. Bridgman: What do you know about his war ex-
periences?

Mr. Barnes: Unfortunately, I was too young to ap-
preciate that or quiz him on that. Now I wish that I
could have done so because it would be fascinating to
have heard the stories of his young life.

Ms. Bridgman: Then what were the sort of general
attitudes about the Civil War on the Snyder side of
the family?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember any attitudes. I sup-
pose that we were all Northerners and had been sym-
pathetic to the northern cause. But the war was
accepted as a fact that had happened and was over
with.

Ms. Bridgman: Now your other grandparents, your
father’s parents, the Barnes, you say you didn’t know
them well. But your great-grandfather, David Barnes,
also died in the Union Army. What do you know
about that?

Mr. Barnes: It was my understanding that he died
within days after being inducted, and that he lived in
what is now a wheat field near Forest City, Illinois.
He was inducted and was gone for a matter of days,
and then, was brought back and buried up on a hill
overlooking this field—what is now a wheat field—
where their houses were. Again, I wish I had more in-
formation because it sounds like it could be very fas-
cinating to know.

Ms. Bridgman: By inducted, you mean he was
drafted rather than volunteered?

Mr. Barnes: I imagine he was, although I don’t
know. I imagine he was inducted because he was



probably older—he had children at the time. Probably,
he was beyond the age where he would have been ex-
cited about the war and wanted to volunteer.

Ms. Bridgman: Since you didn’t know the grandpar-
ents well, do you remember any stories of your fa-
ther’s about his childhood?

Mr. Barnes: No, I really don’t remember much ex-
cept that my grandfather, my father’s father, spent
some time in Texas as a cowboy. I understand that he
wore the big hat, the gun, and everything, just like
you see in the movies. But then he moved back up to
Illinois later. My grandmother did own some property
in Texas, I believe, that was divided up among the
grandchildren after my grandparents died.

Ms. Bridgman: You have numerous aunts and un-
cles. Will you explain which of them were important
to you, and how?

Mr. Barnes: On my father’s side I didn’t know my
uncles very well. I knew my Aunt Pearl quite well.
After my father died, my mother and I used to stay
on the farm with my Aunt Pearl and her husband, my
Uncle Elmer. And so my Aunt Pearl probably had
some influence on my life. She was a very nice per-
son, thoughtful and intellectual. I can remember that
she played the piano. In their farm home they had a
baby grand piano, actually. My father’s family had
been musical, and she was a part of that.

I also knew my mother’s sisters quite well. My
mother had two sisters that had lived to maturity.
They were my favorites, I guess. They had some in-
fluence on me and I knew them quite well.

Ms. Bridgman: How often did you see them?

Mr. Barnes: We used to see them pretty often, par-
ticularly after my father died and we moved to Illi-
nois. One of them lived in Chicago with her husband.
The other lived in Peoria. The one in Peoria we used
to see quite often. I can remember, after becoming a
teenager and being where I could move around on my
own a bit, that I went up to Chicago and would visit
with my aunt and uncle. We spent quite a bit of time
with my aunt and uncle in Peoria, also.

Ms. Bridgman: Looking back, what about the way
they lived and the attitudes they had—what had last-
ing influence on your life?

Mr. Barnes: My aunt that lived in Chicago, my Aunt
Esther, I think she was quite intellectual and a reason-
able person; perhaps that influenced me to be a
thinker, to assume that everything didn’t just happen,
that people had to reason things through.

My aunt in Peoria was not quite as intellectual, but
she was very sociable and a very happy-go-lucky type
of person. I can remember her husband, my Uncle
George, teaching me how to play golf when I was a
teenager. I knew them quite well.

Ms. Bridgman: What was their reaction to the politi-
cal events of your boyhood, the Prohibition and [ ]
the depression and FDR’s plans to change the [ ] and
that sort of thing?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember much of their reaction
to that at all. I can remember my own reactions, I
guess, as I got a little older. I felt that perhaps the
government was getting involved a little bit too much
in the business and so forth. I remember Roosevelt’s
National Recovery Act, which was declared unconsti-
tutional. And I can, barely, remember being glad that,
that was declared unconstitutional because I felt that
it was wrong. Then I can, barely, remember Roose-
velt’s attempt to pack the Supreme Court, also. I can’t
remember my family’s reaction to those
things—mostly my own.

Ms. Bridgman: Did you talk these things over then
with people outside your family?

Mr. Barnes: Not a whole lot. As I got a little older, I
got involved in World War II where I was in the
Army. I can remember a good deal of sympathetic
thoughts among friends of mine on the subject.

Ms. Bridgman: Sympathetic to your point of view?
Or sympathetic to FDR?

Mr. Barnes: Sympathetic to my point of view.

Ms. Bridgman: How did you come to these conclu-
sions that the government was interfering too much?

Mr. Barnes: Perhaps at an early age, when I was a
late teenager and went to the University of Illinois—I
studied economics there. I took a couple of courses in
economics. I was imbued with the capitalistic system,
the competitive pricing system, the laws of econom-
ics, the laws of supply and demand, the laws of di-
minishing returns, and so forth. I learned these things,
and it appeared to me that our government was not
following these laws. Instead there were attempts be-
ing made to control the economy which would upset
the economy and not let things take their natural
course.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of effects from the de-
pression did you see around you? You’d moved to Il-
linois.
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Mr. Barnes: I had friends that couldn’t find work,
and it was tough finding a job. I can remember my-
self trying to find a job. I can remember working in a
gas station for something like fifteen dollars a week—
and I worked ten hours a day for five days a week. I
also had a job as a technical assistant in a railroad en-
gineering department for a while. I can remember that
in order to get a job such as this you had to know
somebody, or had to be at the right place at the right
time. And I can remember friends that didn’t have
jobs and were having a tough time making out. This
was my impression of the depression at the time, I
guess.

Ms. Bridgman: How many families did you observe
in the town who you would say were having a diffi-
cult time because of it?

Mr. Barnes: There were several families that I knew
that were having difficulties. It’s been a long time,
and I can’t remember how they handled their difficul-
ties or what the situation would be in how they lived.
I just can’t remember too much about that.

Ms. Bridgman: How big was Bloomington?

Mr. Barnes: Probably around twenty-five or thirty
thousand people.

Ms. Bridgman: And the economic base was?

Mr. Barnes: There wasn’t much there. There was a
farm implement factory, I believe. It was an agricul-
tural area and there were seed companies.

I remember I had a job for a while at the Funk
Seed Company, shelling corn. This was after the war
began, really—before I went off to the service.

But even after the war began it was kind of tough
there in Bloomington.

Ms. Bridgman: What sort of union organization ef-
forts was there in Bloomington in the thirties?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t remember the union situation at
all. I wasn’t involved. The jobs I had evidently were
not union jobs.

Ms. Bridgman: I’d like to go back again and start
with kindergarten and the pinafore outfit—get you to
recall your schooling, both in Burlington, before your
dad died, and later on. Did you get to wear other
clothes after the pinafore outfit?

Mr. Barnes: I imagine I did. I imagine after I got in
first grade it was a little different.

Ms. Bridgman: What did you like best about school?

Mr. Barnes: I think I liked school. I had some teach-
ers that I felt were pretty nice. Then the association
with the other children. I think I was a sociable per-
son, and I enjoyed having friends among the other
students.

Ms. Bridgman: What was your role among your
friends?

Mr. Barnes: My what?

Ms. Bridgman: Your role. Were you—did you orga-
nize a lot of the games? Did other people organize?
Did you join in enthusiastically? What kinds of
things...

Mr. Barnes: It seems like, on occasion, I was the or-
ganizer. I can remember that in about fourth grade we
played basketball during every recess. We went out
and had basketball hoops outside in the playground,
and we would play basketball. I think I was involved
in organizing that.

After school, quite often, we would play baseball
or go down to the school grounds and play on the
swings and slides and so forth.

Ms. Bridgman: Who were your very best friends?

Mr. Barnes: Let’s see. Probably my best friend,
early on, was a little boy named John Ball who lived
across the alley from me. Later on, as I got into ju-
nior high school, a boy named Robert Frieger was my
best friend—through high school he and I were good
friends.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of things did you do with
these very special friends?

Mr. Barnes: Let’s see. With John Ball we’d play
baseball after school. We might sleep over. And play
in the yards—we played various games. We’d play
cowboys and Indians, of course. That was a favorite
game in those days.

Later on, in junior high and high school, with my
friend Robert Frieger, quite often we would play bas-
ketball. We had a little basketball hoop on his drive-
way and would play basketball there. Or we would
adventure around the neighborhoods on our bicycles.

Ms. Bridgman: How did you settle disagreements?

Mr. Barnes: Let me see. Robert Frieger was kind of
a domineering person, and he was very smart. He
probably carried the day on disagreements. Probably
his influence, his decisions, were what settled dis-
putes.
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Ms. Bridgman: How did you feel toward other boys
and young men, and young women who weren’t your
friends?

Mr. Barnes: I guess that’s kind of hard to say. I en-
joyed my friends, and I think that I liked people in
general. I was sociable. I can’t say that I had any kind
of feelings particularly toward people that weren’t my
friends—except that I liked them.

Ms. Bridgman: In grade school how much teasing,
and ignoring, and bullying, and that sort of thing, do
you remember among the children?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember much in that line.

Ms. Bridgman: You mentioned sports: baseball and
basketball, and football with a Civil War veteran.
How did you first get involved in sports?

Mr. Barnes: When we were in grade school and ju-
nior high school I’d play sandlot football with my
friends. And I can remember doing that an awful lot,
every night maybe, after school, we would play
sandlot football.

When I got into high school I went out for the
football team. For three years I went out for the team.
I did make the team and played a little bit. I wasn’t
all that very good, but I was quite enthusiastic about
it. From then on, anytime I had a chance I played
football. I also played a little basketball in high
school, but not a whole lot. Mostly it was a club sport
rather than varsity. I did go out for the school boxing
team once. I fought one fight and was knocked out.

Ms. Bridgman: Did that end your career in boxing?

Mr. Barnes: That ended my boxing career.

Ms. Bridgman: How much was competition empha-
sized among your friends, and in your sports activi-
ties, and then in high school?

Mr. Barnes: I think competition was part of the ev-
eryday life. It was part of the enjoyment of the teams.
I was never a star or anything, but I was sure enthusi-

astic, and I think I was enthusiastic about the compe-
tition.

Ms. Bridgman: If you could, I’d like for you to re-
call the kind of training you got in citizenship, if we
might call it that, in school. From grade school on,
what sorts of patriotic things were included?

Mr. Barnes: I can remember that we did have the
civics classes in school, throughout school. And we
were taught that our government worked, and I think
we must have been taught our responsibilities as citi-
zens. I believe that in those days we were taught our
responsibilities as citizens, and how our government
worked, and the way that we should act, and the fact
that we should vote, and that sort of thing.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of impression did this
make on you?

Mr. Barnes: It’s pretty hard to say. But I think it im-
pressed me with the fact that a person should think
about his government and should vote.

Ms. Bridgman: Do you remember the Fourth of July
celebrations? In Burlington or Bloomington?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember any specific celebra-
tions, no.

Ms. Bridgman: Parades or—

Mr. Barnes: No, I can’t seem to recall any specific
patriotic type celebrations. Perhaps it was because in
the summertime school was out, and my family was
generally off visiting with relatives, or something of
that sort. My father, during the summer break, would
teach or take classes in various school extension
courses. So we were usually out of town.

I guess I can remember one Fourth of July. It was
in another town in Iowa where my father was teach-
ing in a summer school. And the faculty of this sum-
mer school...

[End Tape 1, Side 2]
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3 SCHOOL YEARS

Ms. Bridgman: Today we’re going to talk about your
high school experiences, college, and if we get to it,
the events that lead up to World War II and your en-
try into the service. Also, we’ll try to talk about your
interest in music, sports, friends, and anything else
that occurs to us as we go along.

On the last tape you were telling me about a
Fourth of July celebration in an Iowa town where
your father was teaching. Can you continue with your
recollections about that?

Mr. Barnes: That was in Clinton, Iowa. The reason I
remember it is because somebody dropped a sparkler
into the box of firecrackers and they went shooting
off in all directions. I can remember skyrockets com-
ing whistling past us in the yard and my mother tak-
ing me and going behind the house so we would be
out of the line of fire.

Ms. Bridgman: What do you remember, except the
fireworks, about it?

Mr. Barnes: I remember it was a social gathering.
We had a sociable group of the faculty, a sort of trav-
eling summer school that my dad taught in for about
three summers. Each summer they would have a sum-
mer school for teachers, to advance their skills. It
would take place in a different town in southeastern
Iowa. This one happened to be in Clinton. This is
about all I can remember of this occasion.

Ms. Bridgman: Did you enjoy the summers in differ-
ent towns?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, they gave me a little broader view
of things, and I made new friends in each town. I can
remember some of the friends in some towns. It was
a change of scenery from our regular home in
Burlington, Iowa.

Ms. Bridgman: How did you go about meeting these
new friends that you made?

Mr. Barnes: Well, you know how kids are, they’ll
wander around neighborhoods where they live and
just stand around until they’re invited to join in the
games. Of course, that happens rather easily among
kids. So there would be a gang of kids in each of the
towns that I would get acquainted with and become a
part of. We would play together.

Ms. Bridgman: At that stage, what kinds of games
did you play?

Mr. Barnes: This is pretty hard for me to remember,
but I suppose baseball was one of those, and explor-
ing around the neighborhood. Just, in general, the
things that kids do.

Ms. Bridgman: Were you one of the group? Did you
think of new things to do? How would you character-
ize your participation?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, I can remember thinking of explor-
ing the house we lived in. We lived on one floor, and
the upper floor was sort of closed off. We didn’t use
that [upper floor] for the summer. We rented the
lower floor of the house. I can remember the kids and
I going up the stairs and exploring the upstairs in this
house and being afraid of ghosts and things of that
sort.

Ms. Bridgman: This was while you were still in
grade school?

Mr. Barnes: Yes. It had to be before I was nine
years old because my father died when I was nine.
We were at these places because he was teaching at
the summer schools.

Ms. Bridgman: In these towns, did you get a differ-
ent idea of what community life was like, or what
American life was like, than you had in the town
where you grew up?

Mr. Barnes: I suppose so, but you know all small
Iowa towns are pretty much alike. Different set of
kids, but very similar in the things that we did.

Ms. Bridgman: I began by asking you about the
Fourth of July to try and get you to recall how you
might have felt about being an American, or what
America was. Can you reflect a little on that?

Mr. Barnes: I presume that association with my par-
ents and with other kids did infuse me with the idea
of what life was like in America. Of course I was too
young to be thinking seriously about it. I did have
some run-ins with bully-type kids, too, during these
summers, as I did occasionally in our own home
town of Burlington. So we got a little microcosm of



life, I guess, meeting with children that were friendly
and fun to be with and meeting with those that were
anti-social.

Ms. Bridgman: How did you handle the situations
with the bullies?

Mr. Barnes: I usually ran.

Ms. Bridgman: Were the bullies part of the group?

Mr. Barnes: No. No they weren’t. The times when I
can remember running into bully-types, they weren’t
part of the group that I knew.

Ms. Bridgman: In the groups of these new children
that you played with and in your own town, can you
remember certain children being leaders and certain
ones being followers?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, this is true, I think, in whatever
town you’re in. But of course, at different times dif-
ferent kids will be the leader. It depends on what kind
of an activity you’re in.

Ms. Bridgman: How would you remember yourself?

Mr. Barnes: I suppose I was a leader in some kinds
of activities, but most of the time just one of the
group.

Ms. Bridgman: In what kinds of activities, other than
exploring the scary upstairs, were you a leader?

Mr. Barnes: I think, maybe, I instigated a couple of
games of capture the flag or something like that in
which I knew the rules and would lead the others into
the game. But actually, you’re pushing my memory a
little bit here. This all happened well over a half cen-
tury ago.

Ms. Bridgman: I wonder if kids still play capture the
flag?

You mentioned baseball, and you talked on an ear-
lier tape about football and basketball. I’d like to go
on now to junior high, and especially high school.
Can you tell me about your interest in sports?

Mr. Barnes: In junior high I remember I went out. In
my first year I went out for football, but the coach
told me not to bother. I was kind of small. So I didn’t
go out for football until I went to my first year at
high school, which was in ninth grade—no, tenth
grade. I played sophomore football. I was on the
sophomore team for that year, and then I played on
the varsity team my last two years in high school.

Not having had the junior high experience, I was-
n’t one of the leading players, and having trouble
with hay fever at the beginning of the season, I was

really handicapped when the season started. I was
never able to impress the coach very much. But I did
enjoy playing.

By this time my dad had passed away, and my
mother was struggling to make a living for both of us.
My brother had gone off to the naval academy, and
he was helping by sending some money back. Of
course he was someone my mother and I were both
proud of because he was a cadet at the naval academy
at Annapolis.

One other sport I did participate in was boxing.
One year during my high school career I did go out
for the boxing team. I fought one fight and got
knocked out, and after that I decided that boxing was-
n’t my sport.

Ms. Bridgman: Aside from being knocked out, what
were some of your best and worst experiences in the
sports you enjoyed?

Mr. Barnes: It’s hard to remember now, but the best
experience, I think, is that football was a release for
me. I was under tension, I believe; my mother, strug-
gling. I had never accomplished myself in life yet,
and like all teenagers, this weighs upon you, and you
want to do something that seems to be acceptable in
society, and football, of course, was. So it was sort of
a release to me. And I would be anxious to get to
football practice every night after school, I can re-
member.

Also, at this time I was learning how, or gaining
skill in playing the trombone. I played in the band
and took lessons from the band leader. Other than
football season, I would spend my evenings after
school practicing. I got pretty fair at that [the trom-
bone] and did represent the school in the trombone
solo contest at the end of my senior year.

Ms. Bridgman: Did your music have a similar kind
of place in your life in that it gave you a sense of ac-
complishment, or release, as you describe it?

Mr. Barnes: I think so. And then I did like to play
just for the sake of playing music itself. And I do en-
joy it, so I worked hard at it. Later in life both the
sports and music were something of interest to me—
throughout my whole life.

Ms. Bridgman: You didn’t tell me about a worst ex-
perience in football. Were there, then, no worst expe-
riences?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember anything that would
have been a worst experience, as you want to call it. I
was never injured seriously. I did have minor injuries
that were a nuisance at times. But I really can’t re-
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member anything negative about football, except, of
course, that I really wasn’t one of the first-string play-
ers until very late in my senior year. Again, I had
been bothered by hay fever at the beginning of the
season; therefore, [I] wasn’t able to impress the coach
when the season was starting.

Ms. Bridgman: What position did you play?

Mr. Barnes: I played tackle. I probably should have
played in a backfield position because I was quite fast
and was not very heavy, but my father and my
brother had both played tackle, so I thought that I
should continue the family tradition.

Ms. Bridgman: Looking back, then, would you say
your family tradition was important and part of—how
would you describe it?

Mr. Barnes: I think it did influence in the position I
played in football. I don’t think that this was very im-
portant as far as the family tradition was concerned.
This is something I just assumed. I think I did pretty
well at it, once I was over my hay fever and got into
the season a little bit, in each case, I mean, in each
season.

Ms. Bridgman: Can you recall other areas in your
life—academics, other activities, church—where fam-
ily tradition seemed important to you?

Mr. Barnes: No, not really. I can’t remember being
influenced by family tradition. I know that in the
church my family had gone to I belonged to the youth
group for a while, and I would play in the Sunday
school orchestra.

I can’t remember the other part of your question.

Ms. Bridgman: My question was just, “Was family
tradition a part of the way you operated?”

Mr. Barnes: Not very much, I believe. Except that I
was proud of my brother who, at the time I was in
high school, was the cadet at the U.S. Naval Acad-
emy. I did assume that was an important thing to do,
and perhaps this had something to do with forming
my background.

Ms. Bridgman: Other than church and Sunday
school, and football, and the band, did you belong to
other organized activities?

Mr. Barnes: All the students in the school, in our
high school, had to belong to a club of some sort. We
had a period set aside once a week for club activities.
I was elected president of the radio club. It didn’t in-
volve a whole lot—we put together a short-wave ra-
dio, I believe, with the help of a teacher, mainly.

Perhaps that showed my leadership in that I was
elected president.

Ms. Bridgman: What were your tasks as president?

Mr. Barnes: Again, this pushes my memory a little
bit. I think I chaired the meetings. I believe that was
about it.

Ms. Bridgman: Did you have to campaign to be-
come president?

Mr. Barnes: No. Just Monday, I think the first day
we met, there were nominations and a paper ballot or
something of that sort. I don’t remember any kind of
campaigning. I don’t remember actually caring much
whether I was elected president or not, either.

Ms. Bridgman: How about other youth organiza-
tions, like Scouts?

Mr. Barnes: I had belonged to the YMCA and I did
play a little basketball in connection with that, and
did act as a lifeguard at the lessons where they taught
small children to swim. This was on a volunteer ba-
sis.

And Scouting—after my father died I can remem-
ber one of the other teachers at the school was a
scoutmaster of a troop. With his encouragement I
joined his troop and spent one year. But I really did-
n’t go very far—I think Tenderfoot was as far as I
went—and [I] only spent one year in the troop. Al-
though I’ve always appreciated the scouting experi-
ence I had and am quite appreciative of the scouting
experience that boys get, I really didn’t get very
much myself.

Ms. Bridgman: Why did you quit after a year?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t know. Probably because I was
very busy in other activities. In music, perhaps, and
perhaps because during the summertime, after my fa-
ther died, my mother and I spent our summers on the
farm with an uncle and aunt, away from our home-
town of Burlington. Of course this spending summers
on the farm, my uncle’s farm, was another addition to
my background because we spent about three sum-
mers there. There was a set of kids my age that I was
involved with there, too. I can very fondly remember
that experience.

Ms. Bridgman: What kinds of things did you do
with them?

Mr. Barnes: Quite often we’d play games in town,
regular child games, hide-and-seek and so forth.
When we got a little older, we’d go to the band con-
certs in town, once a week. I can remember riding
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into town on Old Ted, which was one of my uncle’s
plow horses. It wasn’t a riding horse, but I could
climb up on top of him without a saddle and just
walk him into town. If he’d have started to run I’d
have been scared to death!

Also, I can remember, very well, the harvest activi-
ties where they’d have the harvest crews come in
with—not the combine, but the machines to cut the
hay and to thresh it—threshing crews, that’s it. And
the big lunches they’d have with these crews. The
crews, which were made up of all the neighbors
around, would go to all the neighborhood farms and
do the threshing and take the grain into town. I would
usually ride with the water boy—usually a boy a little
bit older than me that would drive a buggy and carry
the water jugs around to the men in the field.

Ms. Bridgman: How old were you when you spent
these summers on the farm?

Mr. Barnes: I think about ten, eleven, or twelve.
Thirteen. It was after my father died. And because I
was away in the summer, this is probably the reason I
dropped out of Scouts.

Ms. Bridgman: When you lived on the farm, did you
have certain chores assigned to you?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, I fed the cats. And I would go
drive the cows in for water and feed in the evening.
Little things like that.

One of my favorite activities there—I had a little
.22 single-shot rifle. I would go out and set up targets
in the field and shoot. I’d be accompanied by the
farm dog, old Shep, a shepherd dog that had just
wandered into the farm one day and became a part of
it. I learned to be careful with a rifle with Shep’s help
because he stayed away from the muzzle. I can re-
member knowing that if Shep was that smart, then I
could be smart too about handling a gun.

Ms. Bridgman: You shot only at targets?

Mr. Barnes: Yes. I never did any hunting.

Ms. Bridgman: Was that by choice? By chance?

Mr. Barnes: Not having a father, I didn’t have any-
one to show me how or to get me into that activity. I
did a little hunting when I was in high school in
Burlington. A friend of mine and I had a canoe. We
would take it across the river into the bayous on the
Illinois side. One day I remember we did shoot a
duck with rifles, that is—and a rabbit, and we brought
them home, and my mother fixed a big dinner for us
out of those. So that was one of my memories I can
point to.

Ms. Bridgman: But hunting wasn’t a regular autumn
or winter activity?

Mr. Barnes: No. Neither hunting nor fishing did I do
very much.

Ms. Bridgman: I just asked you about the tasks you
had on the farm. Did you have part-time paying jobs
then, at some age?

Mr. Barnes: No, I never did.

Ms. Bridgman: During high school?

Mr. Barnes: No—well let’s see. Yes, two summers I
worked washing dishes in the summer “Y” camp—
Camp Hauberg up near the tri-cities, Davenport,
Moline, and Rock Island, on the Illinois side of the
river.

I visited the camp just recently, too. We were driv-
ing by, going back to visit—I think for my fiftieth
high school reunion. We went by Camp Hauberg and
drove in, saw the old mess hall where I’d worked and
so forth.

Ms. Bridgman: What kinds of memories do you
have about that washing dishes job?

Mr. Barnes: Very pleasant memories. That was fun.
I liked the kids that I was working with, the other
boys that I was working with who turned out to be
very good friends. We had our own little cabin where
we lived. I can remember our activities there. It was
really great fun, although we missed out a lot of the
regular camp activities because we had to work.

There were times when we did get in on activities.
One particular time I remember one of my room-
mates, cabinmates, was the bugler, and he decided to
blow Reveille one morning at about three o’ clock in
the morning. That upset the camp a little bit. The next
night while we were sleeping, just as dawn was
breaking, I think, I heard a commotion in the cabin,
and there was a group of guys taking the bugler, my
friend, and carrying him out. I protested, whereupon
they carried me out, too. They took us down to the
dock and they threw us both in the river. I can re-
member waking up by being dunked into the cold
Mississippi river.

But all this was fun. That was a pleasant part of
my life.

Ms. Bridgman: Who supervised the dishwashing?

Mr. Barnes: We had a cook named ma Moon. She
was an elderly woman and quite wide girthed. She
was our boss. And it was a “Y” camp, so it was run
and administered by YMCA officials.
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Ms. Bridgman: How did all of you young men dish-
washers get along with her?

Mr. Barnes: We got along fine. She was a tough
taskmaster, and she made us do what we had to do,
and the other times, when we were free, why we
could go canoeing or sailing or whatever activity was
available to us at the camp.

I don’t believe we were paid for that job. If I re-
member right, it was that we got our camping free.

Ms. Bridgman: Now this was in high school?

Mr. Barnes: Yes.

Ms. Bridgman: How about the academic part of high
school?

Mr. Barnes: Well, I was kind of an average student;
although, because of my music activities, I was gen-
erally included in the group of kids that were leader-
ship types, I believe. I never was a class officer or
anything, but my friends, the kids that I did associate
with, were those that were involved in music or
drama or journalism or whatnot. I have fond memo-
ries of the young people I was involved with and as-
sociated with. I met some of them at our fiftieth
reunion.

[End Tape 2, Side 1]
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4 THE GREAT DEPRESSION

Ms. Bridgman: We were chatting off-tape and Dick,
you made a remark about the significance of the de-
pression in your life and those of your contemporaries.

Mr. Barnes: I think that the fact of the depression
did teach kids of my age some of the realities of life.
That is that everything doesn’t come for free. Your
family doesn’t have a home and two cars just auto-
matically. These things. You have to have a good job
and you have to do some saving. Perhaps this is the
difference between my generation and the generations
that followed because we learned that, like I said,
things don’t come for free; you have to work for them
and you have to be able to hold a good job, and that
means that you have to have certain skills. And that
means that your schooling and your education and
training, whatever training you might get, it is impor-
tant.

Ms. Bridgman: Did you consider that as you were
growing up?

Mr. Barnes: No, I wasn’t a very deep thinker.

Ms. Bridgman: Did you or your friends talk about it?
How much did you all, in retrospect—would you say
you were worried about it?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t know that we were. My mother,
of course, was worried somewhat because she had to
support myself and her. But she kept a nice home and
she supported us by having teachers room with us.
And have room and board with us.

But our furnishings were somewhat tattered, you
might say. I can remember there was a hole worn in
our living room rug and I can remember when I had a
group of the kids over to our house for some kind of
an affair, a party or something. There must have been
about eight or ten of us. And I can remember one of
the girls that I thought was pretty nice noticing this
hole in the rug, and her folks were quite wealthy. And
I can remember maybe being a little—well, I don’t

believe I was embarrassed by it; it was just one of the
facts of life.

Ms. Bridgman: How do you think this significant
characteristic of your generation was observed or ac-
quired? You said you didn’t talk about it much.

Mr. Barnes: Yes. It was something that happened
and caused all of us to face the realities. I remember
banks closed and people lost their savings. Shops dis-
appeared and people were living without a job. It was
tough. And people had trouble hanging onto their
homes.

I can remember that the schools would not hire a
married woman as a teacher because they felt that the
jobs should be distributed among those that were not
married, because the feeling was that at a time of job
shortage it was unfair to have two incomes in one
family and none in another.

All in all, I think the depression probably devel-
oped character in all of us. It made all of us face real-
ities, and perhaps, this is the generation that after
World War II created a lot of economic progress for
our country.

Ms. Bridgman: Do you remember reading a lot
about it in the newspapers?

Mr. Barnes: No, I can’t remember too much. But it
was something that we were all very well aware of
because many of our friends’ fathers lost their jobs.
We knew there was economic problems all around us.
I don’t think we had to read about it. We were living
it.

Ms. Bridgman: I’m still interested in how young
people acquired experience and information that then
characterized that generation. Am I remembering cor-
rectly that you said you didn’t talk about it a lot with
either adults or your friends?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, that’s right. The depression was
not a subject of conversation very much. We were all
aware of it, and we all realized what the problems
were. But as young people we were more interested
in-like young people now—we were interested in the
music of the times, which was the Glenn Miller type.
We were interested in the music of the time, and we
were interested in sports, and we were interested in
getting together and having a good time. Which we
did.

Ms. Bridgman: And yet it still permeated your lives
so that, as you put it so well, yours was a generation
that was responsible for prosperity in post-war.



Mr. Barnes: Yes, I think that’s true. Like I say, we
had to face the realities of life. We had to realize the
necessity of an education or training. And after World
War II, great numbers of us went to college. The GI
Bill had a lot to do with that. We had, then, a genera-
tion of people who were educated, and who had been
through the depression and realized what could hap-
pen. I think we had a motivated generation then.

Ms. Bridgman: How, then, would you, in the broad-
est terms, describe the effects of the depression on
your generation of Americans?

Mr. Barnes: In broadest terms? It made us realize
the necessity of education and training. It made us re-
alize the need to work. It made us aware of the work
ethic, and it made us aware of the realities of what
could happen if the economic situation turned bad. I
think, in general terms, that could describe what it did
for us.

Ms. Bridgman: You’ve talked about all the difficult
times and bad things, and yet, what you just said is
not a negative effect.

Mr. Barnes: Well, there was a negative effect on
people that were really in trouble, couldn’t heat their
homes or couldn’t find enough to eat or couldn’t have
a home; although, I didn’t know of people who were
that bad off. Somehow or another most people man-
aged to hang onto something and to find something to
eat. We didn’t have the welfare programs that we
have now.

In our town, at least, we weren’t hit so hard as per-
haps in some of the big cities where there were bread
lines and so forth.

Ms. Bridgman: How much, in your town, did neigh-
bors help one another out?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember too much about that. I
think there was some help going on, neighbor to
neighbor.

Ms. Bridgman: What would you say about the atti-
tude of people who weren’t so well-off toward those
who weren’t having a difficult time?

Mr. Barnes: I suppose I was one of those that was in
a family that was having a difficult time. And I sup-
pose this young lady that I mentioned, the one that
noticed the hole in our rug, her parents were not hav-
ing a difficult time. I can’t remember that I had any
kind of an attitude toward her at all except she was a
cute girl. And she wasn’t my girlfriend, by the way.
She was a little part of the crowd and one that the
people liked. I can’t remember that there was any at-

titude of jealousy or anything of that sort. I just don’t
believe that existed.

Ms. Bridgman: And you said she pointed out the
hole in your rug.

Mr. Barnes: No, she didn’t point it out.

Ms. Bridgman: Oh, she didn’t point it out.

Mr. Barnes: I saw that she noticed it.

Ms. Bridgman: So how would she, and others like
her, have looked at those of you who were having a
tough time?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t think it made any difference to
her, either, because she was friendly to me and al-
ways was a part of the crowd. It was a very flexible
type of crowd, by the way, it wasn’t a clique of any
sort. It was just young people who would happen to
be together for things.

I don’t think there was any feeling of superiority in
her or any of the others in her situation. The fact of
economic problems or financial problems was just ac-
cepted by all of us, and nobody was considered infe-
rior or superior determined by their economic status
at least that I knew of.

Ms. Bridgman: And that held true in all the towns
that you knew about during those years?

Mr. Barnes: Yes. In the towns that I visited or that I
lived with my father, when my father was teaching,
especially before the depression. I was staying in the
summers on my uncle’s farm during the depression.
The farm people, they had food to eat, and many
were losing their farms. That was really tough on
some of them, but I can’t remember that the kids of
my age were too aware of that unless their own fam-
ily was involved. Many that lost their farms stayed on
them as tenant farmers so there wasn’t a lot of change
in their lives.

Ms. Bridgman: When we were talking about the girl
who noticed the hole in the rug, we’d begun to talk
about the academic part of high school and your
friends. You mentioned some of them were in jour-
nalism and drama. Were you in those things? And
what were your favorite subjects?

Mr. Barnes: I think I liked mathematics and physics
and the science-type subjects. I didn’t do real well,
but I did fair. I, perhaps, got C pluses or B minuses,
average, throughout my high school years. This was
possibly because I wasn’t too highly motivated at the
time until a little later.

16 CHAPTER FOUR



My father had been well educated, and if he’d been
alive, probably, he would have helped me, but my
mother had not even finished high school. She stayed
strictly out of my studies and academic life. So I re-
ally didn’t have the encouragement at home or the
help at home. But I did get, perhaps, above average
grades, but not very brilliant grades. There was
enough that I could go to college when I finished
high school.

Ms. Bridgman: On the earlier tape you described not
only your father, but your Aunt Pearl and your Aunt
Esther, as intellectuals, as thinkers. During your high
school years did that family influence—what kind of
effect did that have?

Mr. Barnes: Perhaps the fact that my Aunt Pearl,
who was the aunt whose farm I lived on in the sum-
mertime—she was a thoughtful person. And perhaps
that affected me to also follow her example. And the
same with my Aunt Esther, with whom I didn’t have
quite as close a relationship at that time. But I appre-
ciated her thoughtfulness, and I could see the differ-
ence between her and other people who weren’t
thoughtful. So perhaps that encouraged me to be that
type of person also, later.

Ms. Bridgman: During your high school years, war
in Europe was developing. What do you recall about
that and how you and your friends reacted to it?

Mr. Barnes: I can remember the Russians’ invasion
of Finland—our reaction was sympathy to Finland be-
cause they were a small country being invaded. We
admired them and the way they fought back, and fi-
nally, in fact, really repelled the Russian army with
their resistance. That was impressive, I think, to most
of us.

When the war started, let’s see, I can’t remember
too much. I can remember my own attitude being that
this was a mess in Europe and that we should stay out
of it. I guess you could call me a peacenik at the
time.

Ms. Bridgman: This was in high school?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, and early college. I can remember
thinking that this was war in Europe that we should
stay away from. It really wasn’t until the attack on
Pearl Harbor that myself did a turn-around on this, al-
though I had taken the Civil Pilot Training—CPT it
was called—in my early college years because I
wanted to fly so much.

When I was in grade school, while we were out at
recess one day, a squadron of P-26s flew over. This
was so exciting to me that way back in grade school

it infused me with the desire to fly. When I had the
opportunity in college to take the civil pilot training,
knowing that it was for preparation for war but not
believing that we were going to be into a war, I guess
I put aside my feelings that we should stay out of any
war to take this training.

Ms. Bridgman: And was it what you had hoped it
would be, since boyhood?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, it was. We got about forty hours of
flight training and some ground training, and we got
a private pilot’s license out of it. This was when I
was in college, [my] early years in college.

I can remember having an engine failure and hav-
ing to make a forced landing and being somewhat
scared at first. But it [the forced landing] was suc-
cessful, and my instructor started the engine and I,
alone, went right back up again. So I learned some-
thing, but I didn’t become frightened of it.

Ms. Bridgman: You mentioned your awareness of
events in Europe and feeling that we should stay out.
How did you feel about Hitler and Mussolini?

Mr. Barnes: Of course we-our generation-thought
they were monsters and hoped that the Allies would
deal properly with them. But we didn’t really realize
that their goal was to conquer the world. [We] didn’t
take them seriously on that. It’s a thing, a phenomena
or type of feeling, that you could see coming back
during the period of the Korean and Vietnam War
that kind of worries me a bit. [It is] that people don’t
realize that there are some people in the world who
are of this type and must be dealt with.

I think, maybe because of the Gulf War, there has
been a realization that there are this type of people in
the world and that they have to be dealt with.

Ms. Bridgman: So the Gulf War to you is affirma-
tion of something that happened earlier? Or not?

Mr. Barnes: It was proof that there still is that type
of person in the world, such as Hitler and Mussolini.
And I think it’s pretty well accepted that we dealt
properly with them, although perhaps we should have
continued on to where we got rid of the “modern day
Hitler” altogether. We’ll still have problems as long
as he exists and is in power.

Ms. Bridgman: You said Vietnam and Korea con-
cerned you because there was a different feeling. Can
you describe a little more about that?

Mr. Barnes: Well, this gets into partisan politics to
some extent, but my feeling, in Korea and Vietnam
both, is that this was an invasion by a person who
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wanted to gain power, by a regime who wanted to
build power for themselves, a repressive regime. And
this could be compared—they could be compared to
the Hitlers and Mussolinis. And they should be dealt
with. But by this time, perhaps, that had been forgot-
ten by many people who hadn’t lived through World
War II. They felt it was not our place to be involved,
and as a result, of course, we’re involved in the
wrong way and did not carry through. We really
backed out of Vietnam and really backed down in
Korea, where we didn’t win. Perhaps if we’d have
won in Korea and done the job completely; perhaps
there never would have been a Vietnam.

It’s hard to say, and it’s very controversial, what
I’m talking about right now, but I think that particu-
larly Vietnam was a case where obviously many had
forgotten, or had not learned, because they’d not been
alive in World War II—not learned the reality of
what can happen in the world and what some people
will do in the world.

Ms. Bridgman: And you volunteered, or you fought,
in both Korea and Vietnam. Served.

Mr. Barnes: Well, I was a member of the reserves,
and I didn’t particularly relish having my life upset.
But it was. And in both cases I came out rather easily
because I did not have to participate, very much at
least, in combat.

As a matter of fact, when the Korean War occurred
and I was recalled for that, I had been playing foot-
ball at the Colorado School of Mines, and I had got-
ten quite a bit of publicity. The base commander just
sort of kept me at Lowry Field, called it active duty,
and put me in charge of the football team. In my case
I had been a four engine pilot, and many of those
who were, [were] put in B-29s and then had to fly in
Korea. I flew B-29s in between football seasons but
at the Gunnery School at Lowry Field in Colorado.

Ms. Bridgman: What did you do during those wars
to express these feelings that you had?

Mr. Barnes: I did what I could in my job as a mili-
tary pilot and accepted my job. Did what I could, as I
say, while running the football team at Lowry Field,
and in between football seasons flying B29s in the
Gunnery School—there’s a certain amount of danger
in that.

In the Vietnam War, I was recalled with the re-
serve unit that I was with. I flew cargo missions in
the C-124, a large, propeller-driven cargo ship. I flew
cargo missions across to Vietnam and sometimes be-
yond—Cambodia, Japan, and Korea. I got what was
called credit for combat support missions. So it was
in combat areas, and of course, we could see the war
going on at times. Some of our ships did get bullet
holes in them, [these] we’d find when we’d get back.
But I really wasn’t involved in direct combat.

Ms. Bridgman: What sorts of things did you do to
express your opinions to other people who might not
have agreed?

Mr. Barnes: Well, anytime I had a chance I argued
that we should win the war in Vietnam. I felt, along
with most people at the first, that we were doing it
the right way by just putting as much pressure as we
thought was needed. Now, of course, we know that
this was wrong. We should have gone in, in force,
much like we did in the Gulf War. I would express
my feelings in conversations with people, and of
course, the people I talked with weren’t unanimously
in favor of what I was saying.

Ms. Bridgman: What effect do you think the
anti-war protests had?

[End Tape 2, Side 2]
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5 WORLD WAR II SERVICE

Ms. Bridgman: Today we’ll continue our discussion
of American foreign policy since World War II, then
go back to your college years and your courtship and
marriage to Sylvia.

Our conversation on the last tape led to your obser-
vation about U.S. foreign policy during the twentieth
century. Several observations. I had ended the tape
with a question about your estimate of the effect of
the anti-war protests during the Vietnam War. Will
you please now describe those opinions about that?

Mr. Barnes: The effect of the anti-war protests dur-
ing the Vietnam War, I think, possibly, had a rather
disastrous effect on our conduct of that war. First, it
caused a slowdown or a lack of appreciation for win-
ning the war and a lack of knowledge or reasons for
winning the war. And possibly then resulted in the—
because of the difficulty of winning the war—in the
way that we were going about it. It possibly caused
the withdrawal and giving up in the end.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of domestic effects do
you think that it had? The protests.

Mr. Barnes: My years in the state legislature haven’t
prepared me to be an expert in this field. I think that
the domestic effects were, possibly, lack of apprecia-
tion for what was happening in the real world, that is,
the appreciation of the aggressiveness of communist
nations at the time. And the intentions of communist
nations.

Ms. Bridgman: Your sons were twenty and seven-
teen in 1968, if I’m correct, when these protests were
going on. How did they react to it?

Mr. Barnes: My older son joined the same reserve
unit that I belonged to. As a result, we were both
called to active duty to participate, and we did. My
younger son attempted to join the Marines, but be-
cause he had allergies and hay fever, he was turned

down. Neither of my sons agreed with the protesters
at the time.

Ms. Bridgman: As you and I both remember, some
Americans experienced lasting kind of riffs in their
families, among family members or among friends,
over foreign policy issues of the sixties. How many
people did you know, or how much of that did you
experience or observe?

Mr. Barnes: Myself, I didn’t know too many people
personally that were involved in protesting the war. I
don’t believe it was a majority of people. However, I
was downtown at a time when the University of
Washington students, about six-thousand of them,
marched down the freeway and threw rocks at the
courthouse. I was downtown when that happened and
was able to witness it. It looked like a fun time for
the kids that were involved. I’m not sure that they
were too knowledgeable about what was really going
on in the world.

Ms. Bridgman: Was that the march down the free-
way immediately after the students were killed in
Kent State? It would have been May 5, 1970.

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember the date.

Ms. Bridgman: An earlier one?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember the date. There was
only once that this happened.

Ms. Bridgman: Again, it was sort of a popular as-
sumption in the press, as we both remember, that if
these protests would lead to anything it would be a
continuing dialogue about American foreign policy
and our proper place in the world. Would you like to
comment on that please?

Mr. Barnes: Well, possibly the protesting did result
in dialogue that you mention there. I think there was
a lot of debate, and possibly the attitude of the pro-
testers brought some of it about. But it was a sad
time, and we were losing lots of sons and daughters
in Vietnam. So it was natural that there would be a
lot of debate, whether there were protesters or not.

Ms. Bridgman: How would you appraise the endur-
ance of that dialogue, or that concern with American
foreign policy, now, in 1991, compared to say, 1970?

Mr. Barnes: The endurance of the debate? Well, of
course in 1991 there aren’t the reasons for the debate
in what happened in the 1960s and 1970s. And the
debate was long-enduring and lasted as long, and
sometime after, we removed ourselves from Vietnam.



Yes, it endured as long as the war was going on
and even a little longer.

Ms. Bridgman: You made a remark on the last tape
about the Gulf War and America’s military policy be-
ing more in line with your beliefs than was our policy
in Korea and Vietnam.

Mr. Barnes: If we are dedicated to stopping aggres-
sion through violent means in the world, and through
the United Nations, that’s exactly what we did. Our
own president was a leader in this, in putting together
a coalition of nations which was very expertly done,
and something that was difficult to do, very probably.
And then under the auspices of the United Nations,
which was the correct way to do it.

Our course was the way. It established a line and
held it and then waited until we had the overwhelm-
ing build-up. Then using total effort [it] did within a
matter of, I think it was four days, accomplish the
goals that we had set. Where we may have made a
mistake is in not removing—not occupying the entire
nation of Iraq and removing the leadership that had
caused the aggression, perhaps. But at the time,
maybe, we figured that to announce as a goal, to do
that, would make some of the Arab nations not so ea-
ger to help us.

Ms. Bridgman: May I ask then the extent to which
you agreed with our policy during the Gulf War?

Mr. Barnes: I think, at the time, I agreed with it per-
fectly. It’s only afterward, I began to wonder if we
should have carried on and completed the job.

Ms. Bridgman: How would you compare the re-
sponse of the American public to the Gulf War to that
of the Vietnam War?

Mr. Barnes: The Vietnam War we figured to coun-
ter. First to counter the guerilla activity with a small
number of troops, and mainly to aid the South Viet-
nam forces. As the enemy forces were built up
slowly, then we found that we had to build up to
match them. We tried to win the war with the mini-
mum effort. That was—well, I agreed with it at the
time, but now we can see it was the wrong way to go
about it. The way that things were handled in the
Gulf War was the proper way. If you have a goal,
you go all-out to attain that goal with as few losses as
you can. That requires an all-out attempt. All-out ef-
fort.

Ms. Bridgman: Did your friends and family and pro-
fessional associates support our efforts in the Gulf
War?

Mr. Barnes: I think nearly everyone that I’ve talked
to has supported that effort.

Ms. Bridgman: Why do you think there is such a
difference in our support for it, and the disapproval of
our presence in Vietnam?

Mr. Barnes: Because there is a more clearly under-
stood reason. It was naked aggression. It was highly
visible. Therefore, the reason for doing this, and the
method of doing it—through the United Nations—
was so easily understood and wholly agreed to. In
Vietnam, as I say, the piecemeal way of encountering
the North Vietnamese, which was met with gradual
growth of the North Vietnamese effort—it kept peo-
ple hoping that with little effort we could end it. Of
course, that was wrong; we were all wrong. And it
was less easy to understand the type of aggression
that took place. It was less easily understood. Al-
though, if one does look at the history of North Viet-
nam, you can tell that it was an aggressor nation and
one which would eventually cause the type of prob-
lems that they did cause.

Ms. Bridgman: How much of the opinion of the
American public, during those two wars, would you
attribute to the kind of information we got through
television or newspapers?

Mr. Barnes: Probably American opinions were [a]
result of the news we got over television. The news
was probably objective and balanced, so I think the
opinions were well-founded.

Ms. Bridgman: There are many references these
days in history books and in the press to the sixties
generation, the baby boom, and all that sort of thing.
What effect do you think the sheer numbers of young
people had to do with public opinion during Vietnam,
and then their being older during the Gulf War?

Mr. Barnes: As I said, there’s a lot of difference be-
tween the way the Vietnam aggression by the North
Vietnamese came about and the Iraq invasion. A lot
of difference. Vietnam started with just assassination
of village chiefs and school teachers and guerilla type
infiltration. It just was not as visible. The aggression
was not as visible as it was in Iraq when Iraq invaded
Kuwait.

This was one of the reasons, I suppose, probably
the main reason that opinion never gelled among
young people during the Vietnam situation and opin-
ion gelled quickly in the Iraq invasion of Kuwait.

Ms. Bridgman: Then you would not infer anything
more from this same generation merely now being
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middle-aged and having been young during the Viet-
nam war?

Mr. Barnes: No, I think the way these two wars
came about, the differences, is what caused the prob-
lem, is what makes the difference.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you.
What events during the sixties do you now particu-

larly remember? I’m thinking now before you were in
the legislature and you were called up and working at
Boeing. Even the term “the sixties” is hard to define,
but when you think back on it, what comes to mind?

Mr. Barnes: Well, what comes to mind is the fact
that the North Vietnamese infiltration, and later, in-
vasion, of South Vietnam was really a part of what
was going on in the rest of the world. At the time
we’d had communist takeovers of several Eastern
European countries, and we’d had communist influ-
ence, mostly directed from Russia or Red China.
And this was all part of—apparently—a plan. This
sounds, maybe, a little trite right now, but a part of
the international communist attempts to spread com-
munism throughout the world through their gradual
takeover of various parts of the world. The commu-
nist influence in several of the developing countries
was proof of that, to me: they would not use force
unless they had to; if they had to use force to take a
country, why then, they would. And they would do
it in the most clever manner, which they did in Viet-
nam, that is, just using what they needed to infiltrate
and to gain influence.

Ms. Bridgman: You used the word “trite” to describe
your explanation. I’m interested in why you would
say now that it’s trite.

Mr. Barnes: Because that concept was treated so. It
was made fun of. People of the liberal element, the
leftists, whatever you might call them, really decried
that opinion. But to me, it was so obvious. If you fol-
lowed the history of what was happening in those
days, it was so obvious that the communists did have
the object and the goals of spreading communism
throughout the world. Maybe it was a little bit too ob-
vious so that people called [it] a trite sort of opinion,
but I think it was based in fact.

Ms. Bridgman: It’s December 31, as I said, 1991,
and Gorbachev has just resigned and the Soviets are
having a most distressing time. How would you, in
light of what has happened since—how does the view
of communist aggression during those post-World
War II years seem to you?

Mr. Barnes: I lost track of your question, I think,
about half-way through.

Ms. Bridgman: Perhaps it wasn’t very well ex-
pressed. Would you say the difficulties the Soviets
are having now—how is that connected, if it is, to
their former international communist aggression,
which you just described.

Mr. Barnes: In the first place, their economic system
is the wrong one. It’s one that doesn’t work, the so-
cialist system, to the extent they use it. It doesn’t
work. With their military, their tremendous expendi-
tures on military, at the same time they had an eco-
nomic system that just didn’t work. It caused their
economic collapse, and Gorbachev was smart enough
to see this happening and smart enough to understand
that their military aggression was really not necessary
to help their people and neither was their government
control of their economy.

Ms. Bridgman: You said you were in downtown Se-
attle the day the university students and their associ-
ates or—hangers-on—threw rocks at the courthouse.
What other things do you remember about that time?
Not necessarily political, but thinking back, what
seems important and significant?

Mr. Barnes: To me, my son and I were both called
to active duty at the time the electronic snooper-ship,
I forget the name of it, was captured by the North
Vietnamese. This was merely an excuse. We were re-
ally called up to help in the Vietnam situation. We
started flying cargo missions across the Pacific and in
Vietnam and across and over Vietnam so that when I
was middle-aged I got some credit for combat sup-
port missions.

My son—since I was colonel and he was a buck
sergeant at the time his first sergeant would call me
up and tell me how he was doing and what I should
tell him and so forth. So my son volunteered for
overseas duty—to get away from me, mainly! They
sent him to England to replace some of the C-130
crews that had been sent to Vietnam. He spent a good
part of the time, about a year, in England, I think. I
flew missions across the Pacific, and we flew into Ja-
pan, the Philippines, and Thailand, but mostly into
Vietnam to deliver cargo.

I can remember seeing some of the war from there.
We usually left at night or flew in at night and we
could see the flares and the tracers and so forth. One
time, while we were taking off and trying to climb
out to get out of the country, we watched the bomb-
ing of one of the North Vietnamese held villages.
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These things I remember, if you’re asking for in-
stances of things that I can remember.

It was exciting, it was interesting, and surprisingly
it wasn’t scary. It didn’t seem so to me, although we
did have some of our ships that had bullet holes in
them when they got back home. As far as I know,
none of the airplanes that I flew in ever were hit.

One time I remember, shortly after the Tet offen-
sive, we had to wait to take off—this was in the day-
time—until some helicopter gunships had completed
some passes out over the runway where we had to
take off. When they completed that and we took off, I
looked down to see if I could see anything, all I could
see was big bomb craters that the B-52s had left be-
hind. But at any rate, I didn’t have the miseries of be-
ing on the ground in that war, and we were able to fly
in and fly out and sleep in clean sheets every night.

Ms. Bridgman: How much contact and conversation
did you have with ground troops?

Mr. Barnes: Once during the battle of Kheson we
landed at one of the northern airbases where C-123s
were taking troops in and out, and bringing out
wounded, really, from Kehson. I saw a squad, about
the size of a squad, waiting for a ride in a C-123.
And they looked pretty glum, and I asked the ser-
geant, “Where are they going?” He said they were
going to Kheson. They didn’t look like they were
very eager to talk about it.

But one of the things I remember was the flight
crew in the C-123, after flying their flight clearance,
came out to get on the airplane, and they had a little
dog with them. The flight crew just climbed on the
airplane and the little dog backed off and ran and
jumped up into the airplane, over the open tail ramp.
So the little dog, I guess, was a volunteer, but he did-
n’t realize what danger they’d be going into.

Ms. Bridgman: Would you say this glumness you
describe was different than the attitude or morale of
troops during Korea and World War II?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t know. I imagine when you’re
going into combat, where people are getting killed,
you’re not going to be too happy about it. This was a
real sad situation to be sent into. I imagine troops go-
ing into such a situation in any war are the same way.
I think that the air force troops that I associated with
were different, because many of them loved to fly,
and the wars had given them a chance to fly. And
there’s something about flying that makes a person
think that that’s what he has to do. So the enthusiasm
of the air force air crews was a bit different, proba-
bly, than the ground troops.

Fighter pilots, for instance, I think fought to get
themselves on missions rather than to try to be left
off of missions. The missions they were more likely
to run into opposition were the missions that they
wanted to be on because they were just that...

[End Tape 3, Side 1]
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Ms. Bridgman: Dick, you were just remarking about
the enthusiasm of pilots because they love to fly. And
then began, off-tape, to tell me about an incident in
grade school.

Mr. Barnes: Like I say, the air force pilots, military
pilots, probably took a different attitude than the
ground forces because of the fact they were all vol-
unteers to fly. It required volunteers. And it required
a heck of a lot of work and worry and efforts to be-
come a pilot and to stay a pilot. And we discussed
the fact that flying was so important to these people
just because the flying part of it held a fascination
for us.

My first memory of this kind of a fascination for
flying was when I was in grade school. We were out
at recess one day and a whole squadron of P-26s, that
was the old open monoplane built by Boeing, flew
over the school grounds. This was out in Iowa where
we didn’t see many airplanes. That just fascinated me,
these little fighter planes like a bunch of hornets fly-
ing over.

At that point I decided I wanted to be a pilot. So
the war gave me the opportunity. And myself, along
with all the others going through cadet training and so
forth—the worst thing that could happen to you was
that you be washed out. Of course, a lot of them
were.

But on into combat, it seems the air force pilots
just felt like you had to fly. They wanted to fly and
that’s what they wanted to do.

Ms. Bridgman: I want to get back to your presence
at probably the most memorable of the Seattle
anti-war protests. In general, how would you charac-
terize or assess the way the war protests were handled
by the authorities?

Mr. Barnes: It seems to me like seven leaders of that
protest were brought to court, but the only conviction
that was obtained on them was a conviction for con-
tempt of court, for being disruptive in the court. So I

can’t remember what the charges were now, but I
know that one of them is now teaching at Evergreen
State College.

It’s hard to say whether it was handled correctly or
not. I thought that it was pretty bad what they’d done.
Of course I’d of liked to have seen them all thrown
into jail, and I’d like to have seen punishment for
each and every one of the six-thousand students that
blocked a freeway and threw rocks at the courthouse
and broke the windows in one restaurant. I remember
seeing a big plate glass window that had been broken.
I don’t see how somebody sitting on the other side of
the window couldn’t help but have been cut by flying
glass. The disregard for public convenience and pub-
lic property and safety add to my disgust of these
people who didn’t seem to understand what was re-
ally going on in the world.

Ms. Bridgman: Do you think they were—we talked
earlier about the kind of information we were getting
from the media. How do you think they reached their
opinions? Would you consider—I’m trying to think
of a tactful word to use on tape here—which you
don’t share or think highly of?

Mr. Barnes: I think it was natural for young people
to come to an opinion that they didn’t like the war
and didn’t want to be involved in it. It was a misera-
ble war. And people were being killed and hurt. And
we had the draft at the time, and many of them were
eligible for the draft—those that were in school, of
course, were exempt from it. But I think it’s that fact
that made it easy to turn their minds against the war
because it would have represented, to be involved, it
would represent to them a miserable time in their
lives.

To myself, I was glad that I had got myself in
readiness so that I could do something because I felt
that my generation had been guilty for allowing this
situation to occur in the world. Without finding the
right way to handle it, and by the right way to handle
it I refer to the Gulf War.

So at least I was happy that I had kept myself
ready to help out, although I, like many others, didn’t
like having my career interrupted and being called
out to spend a year- and-a-half in the military, away
from my job.

Ms. Bridgman: How do you think young people
made the jump from not liking the war and the draft,
and its being a miserable war, to civil disobedience
and the actions that you characterize as thoroughly
reprehensible?



Mr. Barnes: I think it was easy for young people to
want to do—you know, they always want to do some-
thing exciting, or interesting. And they like to be a
part of something that they feel is important. And you
add this characteristic to the fact that the war was a
miserable thing for them to contemplate. This proba-
bly worked to create such. Again, I’m going to sound
trite, but I’m sure that we had the left-wingers and
communists within this country agitating to create
this type of thing. Usually at these events there were
leaders who were from the various organizations that
would have liked the spread of communism within
our country.

Ms. Bridgman: Do you remember any of those lead-
ers?

Mr. Barnes: Right now I don’t. But there was a
communist party within Seattle. They usually had a
representative at these rallies.

Ms. Bridgman: What do you think about the concur-
rent Civil Rights movement during the sixties?

Mr. Barnes: Concurrent? I’ve always agreed with the
Civil Rights movement, as a rule. Although I think
that some of the people who were involved in civil
rights movements were also involved in Vietnam pro-
tests. It’s difficult to understand how that association
came about—difficult for me to understand because,
to me, the Vietnam War was to preserve civil rights
in the world.

The North Vietnamese had been a very repressive
society, in fact, they had executed about
fifty-thousand of their own farmers who protested
against their land reform in North Vietnam, and about
a million people, which was about one out of every
fifteen in North Vietnam, had walked to South Viet-
nam and defected. So the North Vietnamese had a
very bad record of civil rights, and yet it seems as
though some of the civil rights people from this coun-
try got involved in protests and seemed to be support-
ing the Vietnamese, and this, of course, was very
difficult for me to understand.

Ms. Bridgman: How would you describe any lasting
effects of all that we’ve been talking about—Vietnam
and civil rights of the sixties—on American social
and political life?

Mr. Barnes: This kind of a question comes out of the
blue for me. Lasting effects? Possibly the reaction to
the Gulf War was one of the effects. Reaction to con-
ducting a war as we did versus what had happened in
Vietnam. The memory of Vietnam is perhaps one of
the reasons for our conducting the Gulf War in the

way that we did. So that may be the lasting effect:
that we will never get involved in that type or try to
stave off aggression in that manner again but go
all-out for it.

Ms. Bridgman: Was it just the reaction of the Amer-
ican public to our policy in the gulf, or reaction to
the troops, the military itself, and the fellow citizens
that was different? Can you tell us a little bit about
that?

Mr. Barnes: I think so, the reaction of citizens that
were called to active duty. Of course this was always
a major disruption in your life and there were many
that were called to active duty, all at the same time.
And they knew what they were called for. And they
knew what their objectives and goals were very clear.
During the Vietnam War, I was called to active duty
my group was called as a result of the capture of the
ship which I can’t remember the name of right now.
Pueblo?

Ms. Bridgman: The Pueblo was earlier. I’m sorry,
it’s gone for me too.

Mr. Barnes: Syl, what was the name of that ship that
was captured when we were called to active duty?

Voice in background: It was the Pueblo.

Mr. Barnes: She says it was the Pueblo.
This capture of this electronic eavesdropping ship,

which had been in international waters, was given as
the reason for calling us back, which I think was an
excuse. So the goals were not as clear, although peo-
ple in our group, the people who were called in our
group, understood it. We knew what the reason was
and what the goals were. But others probably didn’t.
People in our group were called up and were involved
and put their efforts in, and I think we understood
what the reasons were.

And these called up for the Gulf War, this was
such an out-and-out example of invasion, and it’s
well understood as such. Although it disrupted their
lives, they willingly went.

Ms. Bridgman: And how would you characterize the
reaction of your neighbors, and my neighbors, as well
as other Americans to that call up?

Mr. Barnes: To many of them it was a relief that we
were finally doing something right, that we were go-
ing to discourage any further aggression of this type
throughout the world. And it has had that effect.

Ms. Bridgman: And how do you think our fellow
Americans reacted to the troops themselves, as com-
pared to other wars, particularly Vietnam?

24 CHAPTER SIX



Mr. Barnes: How fellow Americans reacted to the
troops? Well, obviously people appreciated the fact
that some people had to sacrifice, had their lives dis-
rupted or maybe they laid their lives on the line. I
think people understood that, and people wanted, des-
perately wanted, to have as few casualties as possible.
And war was carried out in that way.

Ms. Bridgman: I’m thinking about the Vietnam vets
who still feel that, or express the opinion that, they
were not appreciated and welcomed, and that that has
affected their lives since. And I’m wondering if you
see that sort of thing or not?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t know whether you can call me a
Vietnam vet or not. I got my Vietnam theater ribbon
because I was there six times or more. I can’t remem-
ber how many missions I did fly over there. I was a
staff officer at the time, so I didn’t fly as much as
most.

But as a veteran I neither expected any special
treatment or honorable treatment, nor did I encounter
any other kind of treatment. I see a lot of pictures in
the paper and stories about Vietnam veterans who cite
the lack of appreciation. They run around in their
camouflage fatigues and so forth, and I wonder if we
haven’t got maybe a set of professional veterans here
who are trying to get attention that maybe many of
us, or most of us, haven’t expected or haven’t worried
about.

Ms. Bridgman: There’s one last area of foreign pol-
icy I’d like to have you talk about. In one of the clip-
pings you lent me, the writer of that piece referred to
your being called up during the Cuban Missile Crisis.
Is that correct?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, we were.

Ms. Bridgman: Will you describe your part in that?
And your opinion as to the way that was handled?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, let’s see. I think that was
well-handled, also. There were obvious signs that we
were prepared to invade Cuba, and the reason was to
eliminate the establishment of nuclear weapons in
Cuba that could short range weapons or mid-range
weapons that could destroy the United States.

After the crises started, we were called out for
practice missions and low level drops and night for-
mations and so forth. At the time our squadron had
C119 tactic transports, troop carrier transports. After a
couple of nights of practice missions we were called
to active duty. And the first thing they did was issue
our sidearms to us. And they took off the conspicuous
paint of our airplanes we had glowing orange painted

on the noses and wingtips of our airplanes to make it
more visible to avoid mid-air collisions, and they
took this paint off the airplanes.

We started studying the situation as a squadron
with squadron members giving lectures on various
things such as the locations of missile spots and the
possibilities of dropping troops in the geographic situ-
ation in Cuba. Also we had a Spanish teacher in our
group, one of our pilots, and he started teaching us a
little Spanish.

We had a leader then that was rather strict, and he
kept us there on alert, and we were allowed to go
home just for short times, overnight. We had to be
out there early in the morning and stayed late in the
evening. We were ready to go. But then, when the
communists seemed to be backing down, we only
were kept on active duty for a month before the thing
was settled.

But during that month I led a flight of fifteen
C119s, about five from my squadron and five each
from two other squadrons, to go down and change the
Military Police Guard at the University of Alabama
where a company of MPs was kept to protect the Af-
rican-American who had gained admittance to the
school at that time. There was quite a national thing
where the Army was called out to protect this person
at the University of Alabama. It’s kind of funny now
because the Alabama football team has got a lot of
blacks on it, and they wouldn’t be as good as they are
if they didn’t have their blacks.

Ms. Bridgman: You said that the Cuban Missile Cri-
sis was handled correctly. To whom do you give the
credit for the correct handling?

Mr. Barnes: Well, at that time John Kennedy was
president. I heard some things that weren’t so good,
that is, Robert Kennedy, his brother, was also an at-
torney general, was honing down and taking control
of a lot of the minor details. I’ve talked to army offi-
cers, since retired, that told me this. That the adminis-
tration was getting into the details of things, although
I think the preparation and determination and so forth
showed the proper attitude. In the Gulf War, of
course, the entire operation was turned over to the
military, and the administration didn’t get into the mi-
nor details where to locate machine gun nests, and so
forth. And I understood that did happen in the Cuban
Missile Crisis.

Ms. Bridgman: But other than this involvement of
JFK and RFK in the routine military matters, you
think that the administration had the proper goals?
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Mr. Barnes: Yes, other than that, it was done prop-
erly. The reaction was as it should have been, and it
attained the desired goals.

Ms. Bridgman: Now if you will, we’ll go back to
your earliest military service in World War II, where
we began this discussion of twentieth century Ameri-
can foreign policy.

You said, at an earlier point, that Pearl Harbor
changed your mind about the appropriateness of U.S.
involvement in that war. Will you please talk about
that?

Mr. Barnes: Being a young person and so forth, I
figured World War II wasn’t our business, that we
should stay out of it, as many people did, evidently.
But Pearl Harbor, of course, changed everybody’s
mind. Just suddenly changed everybody. The Japa-
nese couldn’t have done a worse thing for themselves.
The entire nation then devoted itself to winning that
war, and it was different than anything we’ve seen
since because the whole nation, all the people, were
involved. Many people changed jobs and went to
work in [the] defense industry and many people
stopped driving their cars, and of course, gasoline
was rationed. And people accepted the hardships, if
you can call them that, that we accepted over here in
the states. And the total effort was devoted toward
winning that war.

This is something that’s hard for people to under-
stand who have come along since then. To know how
it is for the whole nation to become involved in
something, an effort of that type. Of course we all
had friends and neighbors that got word of their sons
being killed and so forth. And it was a pretty misera-
ble time. But people were determined.

Ms. Bridgman: Where were you that Sunday morn-
ing when the Japanese attacked Pearl Harbor?

Mr. Barnes: I think I was out on a date with my girl-
friend. And we didn’t hear about it until evening. As
a matter of fact, the attack didn’t occur until it was

late afternoon where I was morning in Hawaii, of
course.

But it was kind of a stunning kind of thing. People
were of course it got our attention, you might say.
We had expected, I think, most people expected that
we would be able to retaliate immediately. None of
us understood the distances that were involved in the
Pacific. And there was some consternation when we
lost Wake and Midway shortly after. It was a blow to
the people to learn that we were losing ground, at
first.

Ms. Bridgman: How, then, did you get into the mili-
tary?

Mr. Barnes: Well it wasn’t hard in those days! The
draft, of course, was taking everybody. I was at the
University of Illinois. Before the attack I had taken
the CPT, Civil Pilot Training Course, one summer at
the Illinois State University. I was a student at the
University of Illinois, but this summer I went to Illi-
nois State University so that I could learn how to fly.
So I had my pilot’s license, so I shortly after the start
of the war started trying to find out if I could get into
cadet training and so forth. I first went to the navy in
Chicago because my brother was a naval officer and I
kind of wanted to follow him. But my eyesight was
bad in one eye, so I didn’t make it.

I went home and started stewing about what I
could do about this, and I found how, by pressing on
the side of my forehead, that I could bring my right
eye into focus. So I went and took the exam for the
Air Force at the time the Army Air Corp and used
that little trick to get by. I used that trick from then
on, every year when I had my annual physical. I
would press on right there, and bring that eye in fo-
cus. And it took some doing, especially after they got
these machines that you had to put your head up to.

Of course I didn’t tell them that I had to do this.
Since then I≤

[End Tape 3, Side 2)
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Ms. Bridgman: Dick, at the end of the last tape we
had talked about how you got into the air force [back]
then it was the army air corps by pressing your right
temple to bring your eye into focus on that side, and
also, by not mentioning your hay fever. The tape ran
out just as you were explaining what you told your
sons. So I hope you’ll continue with this story about
what you told your sons, and then we’ll discuss your
military service, your college, and as much of the rest
of your early adult life as you can pleasantly get to
today.

So what was it you told your sons about hay fever?
Or was it about hay fever?

Mr. Barnes: Well, not necessarily hay fever. I just
told them that in times of national emergency it was
all right to shade the truth a bit in order to get into the
military service, but not to stay out.

Ms. Bridgman: And did they follow this advice?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, in a way. During the Vietnam War
my older son did get into the same reserve outfit that
I was in. We were called up together. My younger
son really would have had to go too far to get into the
service. He tried to get into the Marines but was tak-
ing shots for allergies at the time and it was just too
much of a burden. He wouldn’t have been able to
take shots if he’d gone into the service, so he was un-
able to get in.

Ms. Bridgman: Will you, for the record, tell what
date you entered the military? Year?

Mr. Barnes: It was about 1942 when I signed up for
aviation cadet training. I had to wait until there was
room in the training for me, so I was called to active
duty February 14, 1943. I graduated from aviation ca-
det training around December, 1943, I believe.

Ms. Bridgman: What was that cadet training like?

Mr. Barnes: First we went into a classification center
down in San Antonio where it was determined
whether we should be trained as pilots, navigators, or
bombardiers. I was qualified for pilot training. So we
went to the pre-flight school in San Antonio at the
Aviation Cadet Center, and then off to after certain
academic training, military discipline training, and
physical training I was sent with my group to Uvalde,
Texas, where we were to receive our primary training
in flight training.

It was at the Aviation Cadet Center that I met my
long-time friend, Hank Bakken, who later became my
best man when I was married. Our friendship contin-
ues to this day since we live close to each other in
Seattle.

After our primary flight training at Uvalde, we
were sent to San Angelo, Texas, where we received
what is called the basic flight training in the old
BT-13 Vanguard. It was here that I was married, dur-
ing my training period.

Ms. Bridgman: Before we talk about your meeting
Sylvia and courtship and marriage, I’d like to know
your reaction to your training.

Mr. Barnes: In those days my own motivation was
to fly, as with most of the students in cadet training.
Our supreme desire was to fly airplanes, and the war
gave us that opportunity, you might say. This was,
mainly, the thing on our minds to be successful in our
flight training so we wouldn’t be washed out and we
could go and continue and then fly in the air force.

We did lose about sixty percent of our class to
washouts in the primary training, and a few more in
basic. It was a rugged program to get through. It was
high intensity training [which] totally lasted about
nine months. After [the training] we were sent to var-
ious assignments for transition into combat aircraft.

Ms. Bridgman: You mentioned part of the training
was military discipline and military custom, I sup-
pose. How did you find that to be?

Mr. Barnes: For those of us who really, at heart,
were civilians, the military training was exacting and
was kind of tough. But the desire to fly made us will-
ing to withstand any kind of treatment or training, so
we would put up with it, and go along with it, and so
the training was successful. Many of us then became
militarized.

Ms. Bridgman: But the becoming militarized was an
effect, if I understand you correctly, of your initial
love of flying and wanting to serve your country.



Mr. Barnes: Yes, the motivation was the desire to
fly.

Ms. Bridgman: How about getting along with those
of different rank, both of higher rank and of lower
rank?

Mr. Barnes: Cadets were all one rank, of course, and
our enemy was what we called the tactical officers,
those that were responsible for our military training.
They were considered as the enemy. And we had to
do everything that they said, of course, and they
meted out the punishment, usually in the form of hav-
ing to walk tours of guard duty for one hour for each
of our demerits that we might get. I had a series of
those, mostly for being late to formation. But I was
forgiven some on the day I was married, so I would
have time to get married.

One incident that happened on that day: The other
cadets in my barracks, as I was getting ready to go to
the wedding, several of the cadets had a place in the
wedding as ushers or best man. They grabbed me and
threw me in the shower and poured iodine all over
my body to cause me embarrassment on my wedding
night. I stayed in the shower and tried to scrub off
that iodine or was it mercurochrome whatever it is
that won’t come off!

Ms. Bridgman: So were you embarrassed, if I may
ask?

Mr. Barnes: Well, it was dark.

Ms. Bridgman: It sounds as though you had many
good friends.

Mr. Barnes: Yes, the bonding in cadet training was
rather close as we all were going through a highly in-
tensive training period. We all had the same motiva-
tion and highly intense desire to fly, and we all had
the strict disciplinarian treatment. So the bonding and
the friendships that were made there were close and
of the type that you would remember. When you take
the fact that occasionally you lost a friend to accident,
and then, after graduation, we went off into our tacti-
cal units and, of course, we lost many of our friends
to enemy action.

We’ve tried to keep track of where some of those
people are, although we’ve lost contact with most of
them. We’ll hear, from time to time, of somebody
who was killed during the war or who is living now,
and we’ll try to make note of that in our class book
that we had printed.

Ms. Bridgman: Do you have reunions?

Mr. Barnes: Our class hasn’t had a reunion because
these classes were a very transitory nature, even
though you did form solid friendships. Mostly the re-
unions are of the tactical units that the people were in
after they graduated.

Ms. Bridgman: You mentioned, earlier, becoming
militarized, which is, I think, an interesting phrase.
Can you describe when and how that happened?

Mr. Barnes: It was necessary because once you are
in combat you must do some things that are very dan-
gerous. That requires a very basic mode of training
and attitude which is developed by this military disci-
pline that you went through during training. It’s a
temporary situation; once the war’s over it was easily
shed. But in the meantime, the training to stay in for-
mation regardless of what happened, the training to
perceive some necessary action and take it regardless
of danger: it is the type of thing that this military
training is aimed to engender in the pilots that were
trained.

Ms. Bridgman: How would you describe permanent
changes of attitude toward the military which resulted
from your having served?

Mr. Barnes: Probably the realization that this train-
ing was necessary. Sometimes that realization didn’t
come until after a person was out and into the tactical
units. But the realization that this was necessary and
there was a purpose behind it was probably a change,
or a change in attitude, that continued then, even be-
yond, after we had gotten out into civilian life. Then
you could realize what the purpose of this training
was.

Ms. Bridgman: Will you please characterize your at-
titude about America’s military establishment now?

Mr. Barnes: Now we have an all volunteer force and
they seem to be highly trained and of a relatively
high level of intelligence. If we speak particularly of
those that are trained as pilots like I was, it’s required
that they have a college education. They go through a
very highly technical period, and I understand that a
lot of money is spent on the training of each individ-
ual pilot. They are very highly technically competent,
as well as having a militaristic attitude; which is
maybe suppressed somewhat nowadays because I
think the service depends on the highly intelligent
type of person in that position one who can figure out
for himself the necessity for the need to react and the
need to sacrifice. Probably the level of training and
level of the person is much higher than it was during
World War II.
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Ms. Bridgman: When you joined, what did you think
about our chances, or our future, in fighting World
War II? The duration. That sort of thing.

Mr. Barnes: There was an attitude throughout the
country that hasn’t been seen since then. People that
have been born or became aware of life after World
War II have never experienced the complete dedica-
tion that the entire country had toward winning World
War II. There was never any doubt that we would
win the war. There was, of course, a lot of realization
that many lives would have to be sacrificed, and the
entire country was, as I say, dedicated to the war ef-
fort. It was a phenomenon that we have never experi-
enced since then.

Ms. Bridgman: Then did this dedication lead to opti-
mism? Or pessimism?

Mr. Barnes: I think the country was optimistic. We
knew we would win the war eventually. Those that
had sons or daughters involved, I’m sure, were very
concerned. Of course many were killed, so there was
a lot of sorrow, but as far as the optimism was con-
cerned, there was never any doubt that we would
keep fighting until we won the war.

Ms. Bridgman: And on what basis do you think
Americans had come to the conclusion or conviction
that they would be absolutely victorious in the end?

Mr. Barnes: I think there was never any doubt.
There were some shocks at the beginning when we
lost Wake Island and some of the other Pacific is-
lands. There was some consternation that we had lost
ground, and that was a surprise to many of us. But
determination that then ensued just didn’t leave room
for any doubts that the war would be won. The entire
country was dedicated to that purpose.

Ms. Bridgman: Did this dedication include a kind of
appraisal of, not only national character, but eco-
nomic resources and that sort of thing? Or was it just
more of a good feeling. The kind of flag-waving, pa-
rade sort of feeling?

Mr. Barnes: There was economic sacrifices as well
as human. For instance, production of civilian
goods was kept to a minimum. There were no auto-
mobiles manufactured. All the automobile manu-
facturing facilities went into making tanks and
airplanes and other things that were needed for the
war effort. And people cut back their standard of
living and lived only for the war effort, it seemed.
Movies were still made, and most of the movies
were of a patriotic nature. Some of them were

pretty corny, but they were popular, and that’s what
happened.

Economic sacrifices, of course, the urge to buy war
bonds and government bonds; many people put any
excess money they had into that, which lead to when
the war ended many people had savings in the form
of bonds, and that lead to a quick reconstruction of
the economy once the war was over.

Ms. Bridgman: When you bought bonds did you
think about that? How much did you think about that
what you called reconstruction of the economy?

Mr. Barnes: I didn’t think about much of anything
except trying to learn how to fly and enjoy life while
I had it. So that, really, the deeper truth of how the
economy was going to react after the war probably
escaped me completely.

Ms. Bridgman: I do remember that earlier you said,
when we were discussing the New Deal and your re-
action to it, that during the war discussions with your
friends had affirmed, or increased, certain convictions
you had. Can you elaborate on that please?

Mr. Barnes: I think when the war began it was just
about the time I was becoming a little bit politically
aware. The war changed things. We understood that
you couldn’t have a normal economic reaction to
things as the country went into a complete mobiliza-
tion of its resources. We realized there had to be
price controls and there had to be production controls.
There had to be a mobilization of our economy for
the war effort. My normal feeling about politics had
to be put on hold for that purpose. Although I real-
ized, I think, at the time, but particularly when the
war ended, the idea of getting back into a free econ-
omy and allowing people to make their own decisions
as far as their choice of goods that they would buy
and the way they handled their money would be left
up to the people on their own. This was my economic
philosophy at the time.

Ms. Bridgman: And with whom did you discuss
these things?

Mr. Barnes: I was in close contact during the war,
and at the end of the war for some time, with other
friends, like myself, that were trained as pilots. I
don’t remember that we had any in-depth discussion,
really, although I found that many of them had the
same attitudes as I did.

Well, most of our conversations were about flying,
I’ll have to admit.
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Ms. Bridgman: How many did you meet, pilots or
other people, who held different political/economic
views?

Mr. Barnes: Not very many. Most of those that were
like myself were really reservists, weren’t regulars,
had similar views. They believed in the free econ-
omy. They believed in people making their own deci-
sions in their lives. Their attitude, actually, was rather
casual toward government.

Ms. Bridgman: Then how much discussion was there
of the rigors of the depression and that sort of thing?
What the country had just gone through.

Mr. Barnes: The depression had been wiped out by
the war, really. So the depression was not forgotten, it
was remembered by the people of my age. How
should I say this? It would remain as a sort of thing
to fear, that something of a similar nature might hap-
pen. Therefore, there was agreement on many things,
such as the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation to
guarantee bank deposits, government actions of that
type, the anti-trust laws designed to prohibit large
monopolies and conspiracy in restraint of trade. The
things that would promote free enterprise investment
were things that were appreciated, I believe, by the
people in my station.

Ms. Bridgman: I now would really like to get back
to your college years, which we’ve skipped over here.
You attended, first of all, Burlington Junior College.
How did you decide to attend college?

Mr. Barnes: Junior college was the cheapest, and it
was right there in my home town. I hadn’t really fully
made up my mind what to study in college; therefore,
the best thing was to take the basic courses and get

the freshman courses out of the way at the cheapest
rate possible.

My mother had moved into Illinois and had be-
come a housemother. [She] was keeping girls in a
rooming and boarding house down at Illinois State
University. I stayed in Burlington, Iowa and roomed
with neighbors and took my freshman year of educa-
tion there. At the end of that period I decided I
wanted to study geology and had made up my mind
enough so that I transferred to the University of Illi-
nois. I studied there for two years until leaving to go
to the air force.

Ms. Bridgman: And why did you chose geology?

Mr. Barnes: It seemed a subject of interest to me
studying the nature of the earth. I don’t know how
you explain what it is that interests you, but that is
what interested me.

Ms. Bridgman: In an earlier interview you referred
to your entire generation’s recognition of the neces-
sity of studying hard and working hard as an effect of
the depression. How would you relate that [to] your
choice of geology?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t know that I would relate the de-
pression to my choice of geology. I don’t know that I
really realized, at the time, that you had to study and
work hard because I really didn’t study as hard as I
could have at the University of Illinois. As a matter
of fact, I didn’t do too well academically there for the
two years I was there. I was restless, particularly after
the war began. It seems like most students were rest-
less and not really satisfied with remaining in school,
and therefore, it was a release for me when we started
to sign up [with] the air force the air corps, at the
time.

[End of Tape 4, Side 1]
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Ms. Bridgman: We were talking about your studying
geology at the University of Illinois. What plans for a
career in geology did you have at that time?

Mr. Barnes: Well I wasn’t very forward looking, but
I assumed that there would be jobs in geology, partic-
ularly with oil companies and perhaps in overseas po-
sitions.

Ms. Bridgman: What alternative plans did you have?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember that I had any alterna-
tive plans. I wasn’t really very thoughtful in those
days.

Ms. Bridgman: How about the part you thought luck,
or time and chance, would have in your getting a job
and living your life as you wanted as opposed to
planning things carefully?

Mr. Barnes: At that time that I was in junior college,
or at the University of Illinois, I can’t remember that
I was very thoughtful in planning my future or in as-
suming what kind of things might happen to me after-
wards. I think I just figured that if I got my degree
and studied in geology that I would be able to work
for one of the oil companies.

Ms. Bridgman: Sports have always been important to
you, but in a clipping you lent me it was reported that
you joined a band in college instead of playing foot-
ball. Will you describe the band and the role that mu-
sic played in your college years?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, that was one of the things that was
causing me conflicts. I was interested both in sports
and in music. At the time, I wasn’t really very big,
and going to a Big Ten school, I didn’t consider my-
self much of a prospect. So I played in the band.

The band was the big activity at the University of
Illinois. It was, presumably, one of the best in the na-
tion. However, in the spring I did a walk-on. As a
walk-on, I went out for spring football practice the
two years that I was there and did have some success

I received some attention from coaches and some en-
couragement. Possibly, if the war hadn’t started and
I’d have stayed for my senior year, possibly I would
have tried to be on the football team rather than be in
the band. But that decision was taken out of my
hands when the war started.

Ms. Bridgman: And how did you enjoy the band?

Mr. Barnes: That was a lot of fun. And actually, it took
the place of military ROTC. We were required to take, I
believe it was two years of ROTC at the University of Il-
linois. I did take one semester, I believe, then band took
the place of ROTC because it was a military-type band.
We had to learn the marching and so forth, so we were
given an ROTC credit for being in the band.

Ms. Bridgman: I understand. I hadn’t known that.
During one of our first conversations, you mentioned

a particular course in economics that you considered
very influential. Was that at the University of Illinois?

Mr. Barnes: Yes it was. I took a course in basic eco-
nomics. They taught the basics of economics from a
capitalistic point of view. We learned the rules of
economics, such as the rule of supply and demand,
the rules of diminishing returns, and so forth. We got
a basic groundwork in economics. I’ve always been
influenced by that. And I remembered that quite a lot
during my period in the state legislature, the many,
many times that we had bills that seemed to be in vi-
olation of these basic laws that I would argue against
because of my early training in this basic economic
course. I’m not sure that these basics are taught in
our schools these days because there seems to be so
many people that don’t really understand it.

Ms. Bridgman: And your support for FDIC and
anti-trust and that sort of thing you didn’t see as in
conflict with the principles that...

Mr. Barnes: No. The anti-trust laws are designed to
promote competition and to prevent the forming of
monopolies and conspiracy in the constraint of trade.
The FDIC is a protection for investors, really.

Ms. Bridgman: How much different do you think the
United States would have been had the New Deal mea-
sures not been taken? In light of all we’ve discussed.

Mr. Barnes: Actually the FDIC had been proposed
before the New Deal. And I think that although the
anti-trust laws were passed during Roosevelt’s admin-
istration, I think they were based on the need for
competition that people realized.

There were many things in the New Deal such as
the National Recovery Act, the NRA, which was de-



termined to be unconstitutional. And then there were
efforts by President Roosevelt to pack the Supreme
Court so he could get the decisions he wanted from
the Supreme Court, so he could institute some of his
New Deal policies. Some of which, as the NRA, were
really unconstitutional.

Ms. Bridgman: I want, I guess, to repeat my ques-
tion as to, in your opinion, how much difference did
all this make?

Mr. Barnes: It’s hard for me to judge that. Particu-
larly since some of the onerous policies such as the
National Recovery Act, or NRA it was known, was
not implemented because it was considered by the
Supreme Court to be unconstitutional. Some of the
things that were instituted undoubtedly helped guide
us through the recession and through the war, some
we have come to accept as essential actions of gov-
ernment, since then.

Ms. Bridgman: Will you give me some examples,
please.

Mr. Barnes: I was afraid you’d ask that.
The only example that comes to my mind right now

is the FDIC and the anti-trust Laws. Examples of things
that weren’t implemented, the National Recovery Act.

Ms. Bridgman: What other influential courses do
you recall? At the University of Illinois.

Mr. Barnes: At the University of Illinois. Of course I
had my basic science courses: chemistry, physics. I
took a course in Spanish took a year of Spanish. And
then my science courses in the geological field.

One course that I remember was a course in phi-
losophy that I struggled through. Perhaps what was
influential for me in that was an example of analyzing
advertisements. For instance, advertising writing, in
which you pick apart the slanted reasoning and
slanted wording that would be included. This can be
carried on into newspaper editorials, and that enabled
me, I think, to pick out slanted reasoning and slanted
wording where I can strip an editorial or an advertise-
ment of the wording that causes you to have a certain
slant toward the subject that they’re discussing. I
think that course might have had some influence on
me also.

Ms. Bridgman: All-in-all then, how would you eval-
uate the kind of education you got before you entered
the service?

Mr. Barnes: Because of my own values, it wasn’t
too important because I was restless and not really
highly motivated and didn’t get very good grades. [I]

just managed to keep from getting flunked out of
school, and maybe just barely.

So other than the courses in economics, the course
in philosophy that I described, then the usefulness of
some of my other courses that I was able to transfer
to the Colorado School of Mines after the war it
helped me get through the School of Mines because it
lightened my load a bit, but I can’t say that my edu-
cation in Illinois had real great influence on me.

Ms. Bridgman: Influence aside, how would you rate
its quality?

Mr. Barnes: It was there, and if I’d have been so
motivated I could have gotten much more out of it
than I did. I think that Illinois is a good school. It
wasn’t the highly technical school that the Colorado
School of Mines was. There were courses I took at Il-
linois, for instance, my first year of math at Illinois
had the same course names as some of the courses as
the Colorado School of Mines, but at the school of
mines, the course was much more highly technical
and much more demanding.

The education at Illinois was much more general,
and it was a vastly easier school to make fair enough
grades to get through.

Ms. Bridgman: What jobs did you have in college?

Mr. Barnes: I can remember picking up little extra
jobs, for instance, helping tear down a carnival after
they’d finished their run in Champaign. I played a lit-
tle bit of music. I got a little bit out of that, but
all-in-all I didn’t really have a steady job in college,
not at Illinois. Once I got to Mines it was different.
When I was at the Colorado School of Mines I was in
the National Guard and that was my outside job there.

Ms. Bridgman: How about friends in college who
were they and what did you do together?

Mr. Barnes: My first friend we lived in a dormitory
together, and he was even worse than I was about
studying. We used to wrestle a lot in our room in-
stead of studying. And we made friends with those
who lived around us in the dormitory. At the time it
was much more fun sitting around and shooting the
bull with my friends than it was studying. So friends
weren’t much of a help. We made friends and I re-
member them, but I’d have done a lot better if I’d
have spent my time studying.

Ms. Bridgman: Among these friends, what sort of
role did you play?

Mr. Barnes: Well, I don’t know. Let’s see what sort
of role I played?
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Ms. Bridgman: How often did you suggest things
that you might do together or how much did they rely
on you, or you rely on them?

Mr. Barnes: Since it has been about a half a century,
I can’t really remember that much about it. But many
things, like during the winter time, my roommate and
I decided to provide our own food, fix our own
lunches and so forth. I don’t know whether I sug-
gested that or he did. Many of these things we de-
cided on our own.

We would keep our milk and cold cuts and so forth
on the window sill outside of our room because it was
cold. It was like being in a refrigerator. Of course,
since the window ledge had a little slant to it, quite
often during the night the bottles of milk would slip
off and fall down about three stories into the alley be-
low and break.

Ms. Bridgman: Am I correct that you did meet Syl-
via while you were at the University of Illinois?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, she was going to the Illinois State
Normal University where my mother owned a house,
where she kept girls room and board for girls that
were going to school. And while I was. . .

[Tape on, Tape off]

Ms. Bridgman: Sylvia’s just reminded you of another
way you earned money. Will you tell us about that?

Mr. Barnes: One day one of the boys who had a lit-
tle more money than most of us I don’t know how we
got around to this but he offered five dollars for any-
body that would run around the block in his under-
shorts. So my roommate and I took him up on it. We
ran around the block in our undershorts. In the pro-
cess of this we had to go past a couple of sorority
house. We heard a yell as we went by each one of
them, but we ran around the block in our undershorts
and earned five dollars each.

Ms. Bridgman: Was the five dollars worth more or
the fun of doing it?

Mr. Barnes: When I think of it now, I think “no.”

Ms. Bridgman: We were talking about Sylvia and
you mentioned your mother’s boarding house.

Mr. Barnes: Yes. I had a room in the basement, so
when I’d go home I’d either stay with Mother or with
my grandparents who lived across town.

But when I was there, one of my fraternity friends
my second year I joined a fraternity at Illinois one of
my fraternity friends and I were going to go out re-
cruiting high school seniors that were graduating and

going to the University of Illinois the next year to
join our fraternity. We made plans to do this and
thought, “Oh we might have to take a couple of girls
with us.” So I’d had a girlfriend at the time and in-
vited her to go along. We were sitting in the library
discussing this and Sylvia was working behind the
desk of the library. We decided, “Why don’t we ask
her to go along?” So we did. My girlfriend went up
and explained the situation to her and asked her if
she’d like to go for a ride in the country to visit these
potential recruits for our fraternity. We did that, and
that’s where I met Sylvia.

Ms. Bridgman: And you preferred Sylvia, obviously,
to the other girlfriend?

Mr. Barnes: Well, when the other girlfriend married
someone else, I broke it off with her.

Ms. Bridgman: I see!

Mr. Barnes: [I] started going with Sylvia and others.
But it wasn’t long before I decided that Sylvia was
the one.

Ms. Bridgman: Can you remember, or can you de-
scribe what you remember about the sort of best thing
about your relationship when you discovered that Syl-
via was the one?

Mr. Barnes: She was very sympathetic and very sin-
cere. She was extremely attractive. So all of these things
added together. It was hard to deny. These things sort of
happen and [you] can’t fully understand them.

Ms. Bridgman: Both of you, later, were very inter-
ested and active in politics. At that stage in your rela-
tionship, how much did you discuss political ideas or
politics? How much a part of the relationship was it?

Mr. Barnes: Probably none. I can’t remember dis-
cussing politics at all.

Ms. Bridgman: What do you recall about the sorts of
things that you had to work out between you in order
to get along well?

Mr. Barnes: It’s hard for me to remember that we
had to work out anything. I went away to the air
force, and when I went away we were engaged by
then. I remember Sylvia came down to see me off,
and she cried a little bit.

Then, during my training, we had decided to get
married. She wanted to get married as soon as possi-
ble although I felt that we should wait until the war
was over. She felt we shouldn’t [wait until the war
was over] so she came down to visit, and of course,
we weren’t able to see very much of each other for a
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while because I was in training and could only get
out at certain times. But we decided to get married
while we were down there, and we did, and then she
stayed with me throughout the training. We’d find a
room or some place nearby where we could see each
other occasionally.

Ms. Bridgman: And how did she persuade you to
her point of view about getting married sooner, rather
than later?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t think it was very hard.

[Voice in background, too low to discern words]

Mr. Barnes: That doesn’t belong in these archives!

Ms. Bridgman: Will you describe your wedding,
please? Other than the iodine.

Mr. Barnes: Other than the iodine. It was on a Satur-
day night, and of course we had physical training for-
mations early in the morning and other things. I was
supposed to have two or three hours of walking tours
for demerits I’d gotten. I went into one of the tactical
officers, and I approached the right one, one that was
more compassionate than most of them, and told him
that I was going to get married and wondered if I
could walk my tours at some other time. He forgave
me two or three hours of walking and allowed me to
have the time off that Saturday afternoon when we
were through with our training formations.

We were married in the base chapel, and the base
chaplain married us. One of the other cadets sang in
our wedding. A friend, Hank Bakken, who lives
nearby now, was my best man. And the young girl of
the couple that Sylvia rented a room from while she
was staying down there was the bridesmaid. It was a
rather simple wedding, but real nice.

Afterwards we went into town and had the bridal
suite in the only big hotel in San Angelo. [It was]
called the San Angeles, I think. During the night we
received many telephone calls, presumably from
friends, but nobody answered these when we received
the calls.

We did have a dinner downtown at the hotel which
a couple of the ushers and the best man attended. Af-
ter, we went up to our room; then we started getting
telephone calls.

Ms. Bridgman: Was this entertaining the bridal cou-
ple with telephone calls was that a custom of the time
or invented by your friends?

Mr. Barnes: I think it was just a brilliant suggestion
of one of the friends.

Ms. Bridgman: What did Sylvia look like? What did
she wear at the wedding?

Mr. Barnes: She wore a white dress. I have a picture
if you want to see. She wore a white dress and a
white hat, I believe. And carried a white Bible.

Ms. Bridgman: And were your families there?

Mr. Barnes: My mother came down. She was there,
but she was the only one of our families that was there.

Ms. Bridgman: You said that during your training
Sylvia lived in rooms. What was married life like
during all the vicissitudes of wartime?

Mr. Barnes: During my cadet training I would have
to live on the base, and maybe I’d get to come into
town on Saturday or Sunday and we’d get together.
And sometimes Sylvia would come out on the base
and we’d go to the PX and get a piece of watermelon
or something, have some refreshments. And that was
what it was like. We would only be able to be to-
gether on the weekends if I got off on the weekends.
It was pretty stringent, really, we didn’t get to see
much of each other.

After I graduated from cadet training, I was allowed
to live off the base. We’d live in hotel rooms and
maybe I’d get in, in the evening and have to leave real
early in the morning. So we would be together, maybe,
in the evenings. Of course, during the day Sylvia
would have to worry that I would be in an accident of
some sort because we were flying every day.

Ms. Bridgman: I think that brings us around to
something we haven’t discussed: your actual combat
service. Can you begin to talk about that please?

Mr. Barnes: Actually I lucked out during World War
II, I didn’t get any combat service. After getting sick
from having wisdom teeth pulled at B-26 Marauder
Transition School, I was sent to fly navigation cadets
at a navigation school. That was very fortunate be-
cause in ten months I got over one thousand hours of
twin-engine time, which is a goal of many of the pi-
lots to get a lot of time, twin-engine time, because
this advanced their career and would make possible a
career in the airlines if they so chose, after the war.

So when I was flying for ten months there, flying
navigation cadets≤

[End of Tape 4, Side 2]
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Ms. Bridgman: Today we’ll talk about the years in
your life from World War II until your entry into the
state legislature: 1959 through 1973.

I hope to cover, briefly, the many activities that
you engaged [in] during those years: sports, music,
your career at Boeing, and your attitudes about such
an active life. Finally, I hope we can discuss the polit-
ical participation in those years and your entry into
the legislature.

To begin, how do you explain all that you did in
those years? So much, much more than most of us
ever do.

Mr. Barnes: I guess the only way to explain it is to
say that I was interested in doing the things that I
did. I wanted to play football; I wanted to play mu-
sic; and of course, I had to get involved in a career.
And ultimately [I] got involved in politics through
various issues that came about while I was working
at Boeing.

Ms. Bridgman: Now to recap this, and sort of go
back to the beginning: right after World War II you
decided to continue your schooling, and in 1949 and
1950 you served in Korea, so this was interrupted.
Why did you decide to continue your education, and
specifically, why did you chose the Colorado School
of Mines?

Mr. Barnes: I had always been intending to com-
plete my education, which I hadn’t gotten to com-
plete at the University of Illinois before World War
II started. When it came time then to chose a school
and leave the service and go back to school, it
seemed like I got hold of some material which
showed the schools where the graduates were having
the easiest time getting jobs. The Colorado School
of Mines was one of those that was able to place all
of its graduates, even before graduation, and where
I’d been to school before at the University of Illinois

they were, at the time, having trouble placing their
graduates.

That, plus the fact that I was bothered with hay fe-
ver back in the Midwest and I wanted to get out
West. That contributed also to my decision. So I
chose the School of Mines and was accepted, and
within about three days I arranged the timing of my
discharge so that within about three days I was regis-
tered and starting school out in Colorado.

Ms. Bridgman: What were your impressions of the
school when you got there?

Mr. Barnes: It was a small school but had a very
good reputation. My strongest impressions came
about the first day of class when taking a course that
I had already had at the University of Illinois. I
learned that this really was a much higher level
course than I had before. I was really quite frightened
in that it appeared that I was in with a higher class of
students than I’d been with before and there would be
real competition.

So I started studying the first day after school. I
then started the habit of studying until one or two o’
clock in the morning, I think it was. I was really quite
frightened that I wouldn’t make it at the school. But
having credit for some of the courses I took at the
University of Illinois, I was able to take a lighter load
and that saved me. I had more time to study for the
more difficult courses.

Ms. Bridgman: And you did begin right away to
play football there? Even with this rigorous academic
demand, and even though you were somewhat older
than the others? What kind of experience was that?

Mr. Barnes: I, of course, had always loved to play
football, so it was natural for me to approach the
coach and tell him that I wanted to play. So when
spring football came along, why, I joined the team.
And really, I think it made it easier for me to study to
get a couple of hours on intense activity and get that
out of my system, then go home to study. I think it
really kind of helped me in a way.

Ms. Bridgman: And you still continued to study un-
til one or two o’clock in the morning?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, that had to become a habit for all
the time I was at school. It was a tough school.

Geophysical engineering was a tough course. I
formed friendships with some of my classmates who
were good studiers and rather bright. Some of them
helped me.



Ms. Bridgman: During these years you became a fa-
ther again, twice second son and a daughter. Now
we’ve got very demanding academic work, football,
and a growing family. What was it like to combine all
of those demanding activities?

Mr. Barnes: Well, at the time I also flew with the
National Guard, during my last two years of school. I
flew jet fighters with the National Guard and had
some responsibilities there. And I still stayed in-
volved in music, playing my trombone in the school
band. Actually, I formed a seventeen-piece swing
band at school and lead that, which became another
activity that was quite interesting. Actually, I couldn’t
spend a lot of time, naturally, at that. And the Na-
tional Guard flying was generally weekends.

So I managed to get everything fit in, but there
was a lot of time involved. Of course I had my fam-
ily, too. It was an intense period of my life.

Ms. Bridgman: In those years, how many other peo-
ple among your acquaintances did you know who
managed to combine all those things or a similar di-
versity of things?

Mr. Barnes: The type of students at the Colorado
School of Mines were people that were interested in
life, you might say. For instance, the football team, I
think, had a higher grade average than the average
student at Mines. There were a few two or three that
were involved in National Guard and Reserves at the
same time. So the type of student there although the
academic program was demanding and was devoid of
the humanities, really, consisting almost entirely of
highly technical courses even so, the typical student
there seemed to be interested in life. So that type of
student was typical, although I don’t know of any that
were involved in so many things as I was.

Ms. Bridgman: How did you think about this, being
involved in so many things?

Mr. Barnes: It made life interesting. For instance, I
just couldn’t picture life without football, or without
flying, or without music. So it just seemed to come
natural.

Ms. Bridgman: How much did you reflect on it be-
ing so natural, being so very active?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t know that I reflected on much of
anything. I was quite engrossed in my studies, and
that was the hardest thing, keeping up academically,
although I managed to do so.

I managed to have a lighter than the average load
because of my previous schooling. I was able to get a
lot of my courses accredited at Mines so that I had,
perhaps, a lighter load than the ordinary student. But I
needed it. So I was able to keep up my studies and
was able to stay on the dean’s list, the honor roll that
is, throughout my entire career there at Mines and
was able to get a scholarship for my last year. I think
it was the Sun Oil Company. They awarded [it] for
the student with high grades that was also involved in
school activities.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of career plans were you
making as you approached the end of your schooling?

Mr. Barnes: This is where I was really deficient. I
wasn’t thinking too far ahead. I, of course, had rather
a variety of paths open to me. Most of them, though,
were involved in exploratory type of jobs. Starting
out with oil companies, as a rule, on the seismic
teams. But by this time my kids were getting old
enough that they would soon be going to school, and
one of them had already started to school, so I wanted
a job where I could settle down.

Then I was given a job offer by Boeing, which
seemed quite important to me because Boeing was
making the B-52 at the time which I felt was going to
keep us out of war for the next ten years. The Seattle
area, which I had visited, was very attractive to me,
and the fact that I would be settled down in one place
was attractive to me. So I accepted the job with the
Boeing Company.

Ms. Bridgman: How many things did you apply to
before you got the Boeing offer? Was that an offer
solicited by you or

Mr. Barnes: I had written exploratory letters to a
number of oil companies and mining companies and
was given solid offers. I think I had about
twenty-seven solid offers at the time from an aerial
survey company, two of them. I was offered one job
as a combination pilot and geophysicist with a small
exploration company which would have been interest-
ing. But the personnel problems which they had I
think that company was made up of eight partners or
something, and I was little bit concerned about it.

When I got an offer from Boeing, it was as a tech-
nical writer writing the flight handbook for the B-52,
which called upon my experience as a pilot a B-29
pilot operating under Strategic Air Command rules. I
was able to fit right into that, and I thought it was an
important effort. Then, really, the idea of settling
down in Seattle was very attractive to me.
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Ms. Bridgman: You mentioned earlier that you be-
lieved that the production of the B-52 would help pre-
vent war for ten years. How did you arrive at that
conclusion, and with whom did you discuss it?

Mr. Barnes: When you’re in college you carry on a
lot of discussions with other students that are inter-
ested in world affairs and the professors and so forth.
At the time the idea of mutual assured destruction, or
deterrence by being so prepared that any enemy
would be afraid to start something was the philosophy
behind our defense. And the B-52 was one of the as-
pects of our defense that was quite important in main-
taining a threat to anybody who would make plans or
have plans of any aggression against the United
States. So it was important, and I felt it was, and this
had some influence on me in making a decision.

Ms. Bridgman: You’ve mentioned that you wanted
to move to Seattle and that sort of thing. Would you
say that that very interesting philosophical,
geopolitical, opinion was the most important reason
for your moving out here? Or how important?

Mr. Barnes: I think that had influence. I don’t know
what was most important, but the idea of living in the
Seattle area was attractive. The idea of being involved
in an important defense activity was important. Boe-
ing offered good pay, also. So it all just sort of fell
into place.

I think maybe the most important thing was the
fact that I would be settled down and living in one
place rather than being in an exploration mode where
I’d be moving around.

Ms. Bridgman: You began as a technical writer, you
said. How did your work change over the next let’s
say from the time you began working for Boeing until
you entered the legislature?

Mr. Barnes: I worked for three years on the flight
handbooks for the B-52, then went to another job
where Boeing was proposing what turned out to be
the F-111. TFX we called it at the time a tactical
fighter bomber.

I had experience in flying fighters, and as a matter
of fact, had been involved in the National Guard fly-
ing fighters. So they tapped me to write the opera-
tional concepts for a new tactical fighter in the
environment in which they would expect it to have to
operate in a future war. So I spent, I think, two or
three years involved in that effort, in determining and
analyzing the operational concepts of a tactical fighter
for the future.

Ms. Bridgman: How does one analyze that?

Mr. Barnes: You have to kind of look ahead and
foresee the type of a battlefield environment that
would exist. You have to become acquainted with the
various weapons that ground forces would have and
that would be available to air forces.

Then you try to picture what kind of activities such
a weapon as a tactical fighter would be involved in:
where it would be based, how it would be handled,
and what type of characteristics it would need in
range and speed and electronics and so forth. Then
you try to measure through analytical programs, war
gaming on paper, in other words just how effective a
weapon would be with certain characteristics.

It’s a complex thing, and it’s a type of a job that
nobody knows if you’re wrong until after you retire.

Ms. Bridgman: That kind of writing and analysis, I
didn’t know that. I was surprised to hear that that was
what you did. I thought geophysical engineers did
more strictly technological things. I guess my ques-
tion is how congenial did you find the adjustment to
that kind of very high-level writing being your main
job?

Mr. Barnes: Mainly I think the capability you’d have
to have was logic. Able to first get knowledge from
the design type of engineers that you spoke of. Get
knowledge from them on what capabilities would be
available in the future. To speak to military planners
to see what they had planned and what they would
expect could occur and what kind of conflicts might
exist during the time period where you are planning
for the weapon.

So you’d have to be able to contact various types
of people to learn these various things. Then you sit
down and try to think it through and come up with a
way that you can test, on paper, what advantages the
various characteristics of a weapon might give you.

There’s a lot of assumptions that have to be made,
and a lot of surmising that has to be done. And a lot
of guesswork. So who knows whether you’re right or
not? But it takes a lot of teamwork with other people
and a lot of thinking things through and creating
methods of simulating battlefield environments. It’s a
complex field.

Ms. Bridgman: You mentioned teamwork. Will you
describe how decisions were made in this team, and
how the team fit into the section within Boeing where
you worked and with the enterprise at large.

Mr. Barnes: How decisions were made. Quite often,
if a paper method of testing characteristics could be
arrived at, then testing on paper the ability of a
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weapon or weapon system to survive and be effective
could be measured through war gaming methods. By
changing the characteristics of an airplane and gam-
ing it through various scenarios, then maybe you can
arrive at a decision as to which characteristics were
the most valuable.

If that seems kind of vague, that’s exactly how it
is.

Ms. Bridgman: How many alternative characteristics
might you consider in this highly rational, logical
process?

Mr. Barnes: Each of the characteristics, I guess, can
be traded off for the others. For instance, in a tactical
airplane the operating range might be one thing. It
would be traded off for the weapons carrying capabil-
ities or your loitering capabilities the ability of the
airplane to be able to loiter in the vicinity of action
and then called on when needed and to be ready, in-
volved say, at the instant that it’s needed. That range
and loitering capability might be traded off for an
ability for vertical lift-off, for instance, where you
could park an airplane near the scene of battle, where
it would be available immediately rather than having
it circle in the air.

All of these characteristics involved trade-off. For
instance, an airplane that would be available on the
ground nearby would have to [have] a very short or
vertical take-off capabilities, and, for this reason,
might not be able to carry very much armament. And
[it] might not be able to have very much range be-
cause of lack of weight in fuel.

So these decisions would have to be made through
guesswork and war gaming.

Ms. Bridgman: I lost track, but you listed at least
half a dozen attributes, characteristics, of this particu-
lar aircraft that would be balanced or traded off.

Now this team, how many were on the team, and
what kind of discussions did you have with them
about these things?

Mr. Barnes: The number of people on a team which
would be working on a certain weapon system would
vary, depending on the stage of the progress that you
were making and the effort that was being put into it.
For instance, with the TFX, which became the F-111
built by another company by the way. It started off
with just three of us, a design engineer, and myself as
the operational concepts person, and a third person
who was more or less administrative. That grew as
the proposal became more certain. It grew into a
larger group until finally, during the competition to
see who would really get the contract to build the air-
plane, there must have been two hundred people in-
volved in the proposal effort. The area that I was in,
the operational research, or operational analysis, had
maybe eight or ten people working on it.

Ms. Bridgman: Did the two hundred meet together
and discuss things? How often?

Mr. Barnes: No, not the two hundred, but quite often
the operational research people, of which I was one,
would meet on an individual basis with people from
the design engineering to≤

[End Tape 5, Side 1]
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10 AIRCRAFT DESIGN

Ms. Bridgman: I’d like, here, to say I made a mis-
take introducing side one. We are attempting to cover
the years from 1949, when Representative Barnes en-
tered the Colorado School of Mines, up until the be-
ginning of his legislative career. We probably won’t
make it.

You were describing to us the consultation that
takes place in Boeing as a project becomes larger and
approaches fruition. And I think we lost, on the last
side of the tape you said your teammates would dis-
cuss with the larger group, which had two hundred
people, once you arrived at decisions about which
characteristics were desirable. Is that correct?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, that was the idea, to determine
what characteristics would make the airplane most ef-
fective. And then the design engineers could empha-
size those characteristics in the design of the airplane.
Of course, all this taking place on paper was it was
anybody’s guess whether we were right or not.

Ms. Bridgman: How many times were there then, in-
stances, when it was obvious it wasn’t right? And
what was done about that?

Mr. Barnes: I’m trying to think where we might
have changed our minds about certain design charac-
teristics, but actually, this is an evolving process that
you go through as you go along, and you change your
minds and you try various characteristics through
guesswork or war gaming if you had a method of war
gaming. So the characteristics would evolve slowly
[by] trying different characteristics in different situa-
tions.

In this way the decisions were evolutionary rather
than revolutionary. Then the final decision, of course,
would be made by people in the Department of De-
fense.

In the case of the TFX which was a typical compe-
tition to get the contract to produce an airplane our
effort would be presented to the Department of De-
fense [to] the committee that was assigned the task of

making the choice. Other companies then would
make their presentations also, and that committee
then would have to come up with the choice between
the two models [and decide] which company would
build the airplane. There would be differences in that
one company might come up with a different set of
characteristics than another company would. And
there were differences in design characteristics and
the hardware way in which the characteristics that
were desired were arrived at. The Department of De-
fense then would have to decide which was the most
possible which airplane would possibly turn about to
be as it was planned.

Ms. Bridgman: How many times in this two or three
year process of analysis did you have to chose or in-
vent you used the word create an entirely new con-
cept or alternative?

Mr. Barnes: It’s hard to cast back right now and re-
member. Outstanding efforts were in this TFX fighter
that became the F-111. Another was the large outsize
transport that became the C-5, a big transport now
used by the air force. Both of those competitions, by
the way, were won by other companies.

Another effort that I was involved in was the ad-
vancement of the Minuteman Missile. That got rather
complex and very mathematical in figuring out the
characteristics of a missile. It’s surprising how many
different characteristics there are to a weapon that’s
just launched and flies ballistically. But there is the
protection of that weapon in its launching area, pro-
tection from attack so it would be available when the
time came. That protection [achieved] through its
hardening, by having it in a hole in the ground and by
having anti-missile weapons around to protect it.

Then there’s the characteristic of accuracy because
it’s worth more if it can be more accurate. And the
characteristics of throw-weight, that is, [how] big a
weapon will it throw over to the enemy, and will it
have several warheads that can break apart and fly on
their own to a target. And how accurate would they
be and how about its ability to penetrate through de-
fensive weapons. And then its ability to do destruc-
tion when it hits a target or hits near a target.

So all these various characteristics. I devised a
method of calculating those mathematically to see
what [was] the optimum combination of those charac-
teristics. In other words, you trade off throw-weight
for accuracy. Or hardening for numbers of weapons if
the weapon is more vulnerable, then you have to have
more of them to make sure that you have enough left.



And all this was to scare an enemy into not attack-
ing us. That was the vaguest part of it: how many
weapons were required, and what kind of characteris-
tics were required, not to destroy an enemy, but to
keep him from attacking us. That was the whole phi-
losophy behind it. Of course it was guesswork as to
what an enemy might consider prohibitive, or [what]
characteristics would prevent him from attacking us.
Once an attack occurred, the whole thing was down
the drain. The whole thing had failed then.

Ms. Bridgman: To what degree would you say that
what you’ve just so eloquently described was the un-
derlying assumption at Boeing about American de-
fense, and then, the continuation of American life?

Mr. Barnes: The underlying assumption was how
much destruction could a potential enemy tolerate and
still want to initiate a war. This was arrived at, not by
Boeing, but pretty much by the Department of De-
fense at another level. Boeing then would take those
assumptions and try to work out, for instance, how
much manufacturing production, or what population
kill, would be attained through missiles with various
characteristics.

Of course, consideration had to be taken of the en-
emy’s ability to harden their weapons and the number
of weapons that they had. And it all had to take into
consideration the fact that it was always considered
that the enemy would fire first. It was never a philos-
ophy that the United States would initiate such a war.

Ms. Bridgman: To what degree was the Defense De-
partment’s view of all of this, in your opinion, ac-
cepted and held by, not only your colleagues at
Boeing, but your neighbors and other Puget Sound
citizens during these years?

Mr. Barnes: Neighbors and Puget Sound citizens,
it’s hard to say. The opinions were made up of many
millions of individual opinions. I’d say that most peo-
ple had the impression that adversaries could destroy
each other several times over because of the number
of weapons that they had. However, this really wasn’t
the right way to look at it. The right way to look at it
was that if they hit first, how much destruction could
they expect out of our retaliation, and would that be
enough to deter them from initiating the attack in the
first place.

Another thing that had to go into this was what
strategy or tactics would be used. Would all weapons
be fired first? Would they be fired at weapons, or
would they be fired at cities? And then, what would
be held in reserve? So the tactics that might be used

by a potential enemy and by us were rather specula-
tive.

Ms. Bridgman: How often were you called upon, or
did get into, conversations with I say neighbors and
Puget Sound citizens to try and explain the distinction
you’ve just made between annihilating one another
several times over or just deterrence?

Mr. Barnes: At the time I was working in an area
[where] things were classified pretty highly. I wasn’t
really allowed to talk with neighbors and citizens
about characteristics that were being planned, and
about the methods that were being used to determine
what characteristics weapons should have and about
strategies and tactics and so forth. So while we had
these discussions formally, among ourselves and with
design engineers, we weren’t able to talk much about
these things with neighbors and friends.

Ms. Bridgman: I’m trying to get at what was later to
become a sort of foreign policy debate and your de-
scription of the Boeing and the Defense Department’s
view is one that I have not heard explained as clearly
before. Do you think there was a way that our neigh-
bors and citizens we’re talking about could have in-
formed themselves better? What way could they have
informed themselves better and had a

Mr. Barnes: There were writings by various people
in some institutions that did analysis of the conflict
and what might happen outside of the government.
And there were books that were written. But these
didn’t interest the general public. The newspapers re-
ally didn’t follow in-depth the possible tactics or
strategy, or the mathematical procedures that had to
go through had to be gone through with in order to
determine what it takes to deter an attack.

It is a complex field and really there wasn’t all that
much information that was put out to the public. The
public probably wasn’t interested in going to any
depth on these things; although, the public was con-
cerned, if you remember, with bomb shelters, and
quite concerned with the possibility of an attack.

Ms. Bridgman: Looking back, do you see a commu-
nication gap? An information gap? And how would
you I’m really calling for hindsight but how much of
the ensuing foreign policy, the unpleasant debate that
we later went through as a nation, might have been
ameliorated had there been. . . Or is there a better
way that we can all be informed? Talk?

Mr. Barnes: The main requirement for better infor-
mation getting to the public is that the public has to
take an interest and has to be willing to spend time to
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look at something in some depth and has to use logic.
You’d be surprised how many people have not
learned the use of logic in their thinking.

Of course the assumptions that are made there’s a
lot of difficulties in arriving at any consensus of what
assumptions can be used in determining these things.
A lot of the assumptions are based on politics and
economic theory for instance. It seemed to me, at the
time, that those people who felt that an economic sys-
tem where government has control and there is less
economic freedom were the type of people that felt
one way about these things, and the people who were
adamant that our economic system was the best and
personal freedoms and so forth were quite important
took another view. These two different views focused
in on the results, and the whole thing was emotional
rather than logical.

Ms. Bridgman: You observed earlier that part of the
strategy of the Defense Department was to scare the
enemy. How much fear, then, do you think was part
of this emotion that you just described, among those
Americans who favored more government economic
control?

Mr. Barnes: I imagine fear had a lot to do with it, on
both sides of that question. Fear had a lot to do with
it, and it wasn’t very comfortable, really, working
with figures that were talking about population kill.
As a matter of fact, I had a neighbor who worked for
Boeing who quit and moved and took another job
working for someone else because it bothered him to
be working with figures like that. We were talking
about results that would end up in, say, sixty percent
of the population dying and that sort of thing. That
really wasn’t very comfortable.

You had to just assume that you were working to
prevent this. That was our whole philosophy: that hav-
ing a potential enemy that might not be too rational,
just what would it take and the potential enemy that
maybe didn’t have a lot of concern for the lives of its
people just what would it take to deter an attack?

Ms. Bridgman: And what was the assumption about
the enemy not having a lot of concern about the lives
of its citizens based on?

Mr. Barnes: Experience in the past. Revolutions.
World War II. The fact that assassination was an ac-
cepted political tool, and the person who was in
charge was the one that was best at assassination.
These led to the figures that the federal government
would come up with that would determine what is
necessary to deter an attack by a government which
was ruled by these principles where, perhaps, the peo-

ple in power were mainly concerned about
themselves and not their population.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. You’ve illuminated a lot
of things for me, and others, I’m sure.

On your questionnaire, you listed as one of the
achievements you were proud of, presenting a paper
on calculating the advantages of tactical air weapons
at a national seminar. Will you explain about that
please?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, there were war gaming techniques
that were rather accepted, and of course, based on as-
sumptions that you could put into this thing. If you
wanted to manipulate the answers, you could make
your assumptions such that the answers would come
out the way you wanted. But nevertheless, these war
gaming techniques were accepted, and my paper was
involved in adding to the destruction ratio, in essence,
the effects of tactical air to the other weapons that
would be involved, the ground weapons and so forth.
My presentation to this symposium involved how to
integrate the effect of tactical air into these war
games. I had series of slides that showed how that
could affect the results and so forth.

Ms. Bridgman: And where did you give that? And
in what year?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember what year, but the
symposium was held in Seattle. It was a national
symposium that was held about every six months in
various places. I attended it in Norfolk and other
places throughout the country. The one in which I
made my presentation was held in Seattle.

Ms. Bridgman: Can you give me an approximate
date? You began working for Boeing in 1955. The
sixties? Early seventies?

Mr. Barnes: This must have been late fifties or early
sixties.

You know, I do have a bunch of publications
which I wrote during this period that I could show
you if you want to take the time for me to go dig
them out.

Ms. Bridgman: Let’s do that next time.
Now, while you were pursuing this career crucial

to our national safety, you continued to participate in
sports, playing semi-pro football. Can you tell us a
little about that please?

Mr. Barnes: Yes. When I first came out here, the
first year, I played with the old Seattle Ramblers. But
I had to work overtime quite a bit so I missed some
of their games, which didn’t set to well with the
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coaches, of course. The second year I started out
playing with them I thought I would be clear to make
all the games, but again, we started working overtime
and since they played on Saturdays, I had to miss
some of their games. So I was cut from the team.

But the old Seattle Cavaliers, which at the time
were a lower team, were playing on Sundays, so I
switched over and started playing with the Cavaliers.
I remember our first game that I played with them
was over in Walla Walla at the state prison. I played
nearly the whole game over there!

Ms. Bridgman: I’ve not ever played, even touch
football, but what kind of attitudes about winning and
losing did the Ramblers and the Cavaliers have?

Mr. Barnes: It was just an avocation not a vocation,
of course. But to enjoy football, you’ve got to be in-
tentionally involved on game day and on practice
days. That was your only thought winning a game
and making a showing as an individual and so forth.
So during the game all thoughts were on the game,
and if you lost a game you were utterly disappointed,
and if you won the game, why you were elated. Prob-
ably just as much as if you were a professional team.
But that’s the way to enjoy the sport. And of course
you can go home and forget about it, and you have

your job and family and so forth so that you put it on
hold until the next game.

Generally we’d practice two or three times a week
so you would have that effort you’d have to put forth,
too.

Ms. Bridgman: Now in a sports enterprise like this,
how were decisions made about positions and I’m re-
ally a novice here how much participation would a
team member, as you were, have in that sort of strat-
egy and tactics?

Mr. Barnes: Team members the team would be con-
trolled by the coaches and the owner, and they would
come up with the strategy and whatnot. Of course
they’re all amateurs, so sometimes it would be rather
poor attempts but everybody being all excited about it
and involved it was all terribly important to us.

As I say, during a game your whole intention was
on the game. And one of the problems was that if a
person didn’t get to play enough, like he felt he
should, there were quite often heavy disappointments
and anger and so forth that would occur.

[End of Tape 5, Side 2]
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11 FAMILY AND LEISURE

Ms. Bridgman: This is being recorded on Represen-
tative Barnes tape recorder because the Washington
State equipment has failed us.

Mr. Barnes: Had to get that in there, didn’t you!

Ms. Bridgman: This is April 23, 1992.
Last time we ended taping with your reminiscences

about the Seattle Ramblers and Cavaliers. I think
we’ll start there and then discuss your life and Ameri-
can life in general, during the fifties and sixties, and
then the beginning of your political career.

At the very end of the last tape we were discussing
your participation in Seattle football. You spoke of
disappointment and anger if one didn’t play. How
were these negative aspects of participating in sports
resolved?

Mr. Barnes: Perhaps they weren’t resolved. Some of
the players would be very frustrated if they didn’t get
to play enough. This is typical of semi-pro football
where you have a lot of people who maybe were
good athletes in high school, but didn’t have the emo-
tional stability and intelligence and so forth to go on
to college where they could mature under a
well-coached team in a disciplined environment.

In semi-pro football the coaches are amateur just
like the players, and quite often the discipline is not
very present, although sometimes on the Cavaliers we
did find a way to discipline a player by suspending
them for a game or two. And with these type of play-
ers, the worst thing you could do would be to suspend
them so that they couldn’t play. That brought about
some discipline.

As far as my concern, I would just feel disturbed,
or sad, or disappointed if I didn’t get to play as much
as I wanted. And that was usually the case; people
that like to play football never get to play enough. Al-
though, we did play games. Sometimes we played
three games within a span of five days. Then we
would get enough. Once we played a double header.

Ms. Bridgman: A double header football game!

Mr. Barnes: Yes, down in the Memorial Stadium in
the Center, we had two teams coming in one day. Ev-
erybody got to play enough that day.

Ms. Bridgman: One of my favorite professors at the
University of Washington is fond of illustrating his-
tory by making analogies to tennis which is his sport
and comparing sport, in general, to life. What kind of
things carried over from your participation in sports
to the rest of your life, whether it be your family or
career or politics?

Mr. Barnes: I think one of the things I learned in
playing football was that during the game and during
practices you have to concentrate on that particular
activity. You have to forget everything else, and then
you have put everything you’ve got into it. And I
think that at times I sat back and reflected and
thought, well, maybe this is what you have to do in
your business life and your career. So I think in a
way football helped me learn that lesson. Perhaps not
enough because I wasn’t really all that successful in
my career.

Ms. Bridgman: In a newspaper article, which I was
planning to refer to later on, you made some remark
or told the reporter that perhaps you would have been
more successful had you not been involved in so
many other things, but that you would advise people
with many interests to try and do everything, half-
way. I found this a very intriguing statement.

My first question is why do you not consider your
career a success? In what ways?

Mr. Barnes: I really never went up the ladder in ad-
ministration, although I did hold a job that was a very
good, responsible job, and interesting one, for
thirty-one years at Boeing. I did enjoy the work, and
it was rewarding. I wasn’t one of those that got a lot
of pay raises. I really wasn’t one of the high-paid en-
gineers. Of course I started late, not getting out of
college until I was thirty-four.

Then while I was working at Boeing, I was very
interested and very active in a flying organization in
the air force reserves, and of course, I was very inter-
ested and involved in playing semi-pro football.
Then, later on, I got into the state legislature and was
necessarily absent from my job quite a bit during that
time. Also, during this time I was interested in play-
ing music, although I couldn’t go all-out on that be-
cause the time just wasn’t available. But I did
manage to play in the local community symphony or-
chestra and in some Dixieland activities locally.



Ms. Bridgman: I suppose that the reason your
quoted remark struck me so was that the ideal of the
renaissance man is a person who does many things
with pleasure or, going back farther, the Greeks advo-
cated moderation in all things. And it seemed to me
that that’s the way you chose your activities and
chose to live your life. So that it meant a better kind
of ideal, if you will. Will you comment on that?

Mr. Barnes: I really chose that kind of a lifestyle, I
guess. I chose to sacrifice brilliant success in a career
to take part in other activities. I can remember a con-
versation I had when I was a scoutmaster that’s an-
other thing that took up some time. When I was a
scoutmaster my two boys were in the troop. I can re-
member a conversation with one of the other fathers
in which I was asking him to be more active in help-
ing with the hikes or camping trips and so forth. And
I remember him stating that his career kept him he
was also an engineer at Boeing his career kept him
too tied down to be very active in helping the troop.
We discussed that at the time, and I told him that I
had purposely chosen to sacrifice success, or the type
of success that he was attaining, in order to have the
other activities, including being a scoutmaster.

Ms. Bridgman: We’ve talked earlier about these in-
terests going way back. Do you recall when you
thought it through and made it a decision or a choice?

Mr. Barnes: No, I can’t recall other than the conver-
sation that I told you about. I can’t recall making an
original choice saying that I would do this. It’s just
that my desire to play football and play music was so
strong that I just felt I didn’t want to give them up.
And this, probably, is what made my life what it was.

I just couldn’t see living without flying, without
playing football, without playing music. This led to
things such as my two sons they learned instruments
and we formed a Dixieland band with their little
friends. Our Scout troop was the only Scout troop
that had a Dixieland band in the country, probably.
And the boys enjoyed that. In fact, one of them went
on to study music and later got his degree in music.
Some of the other neighbor boys that played with us
also stayed in music as a profession later. So the boys
enjoyed it, and it kept me active with my sons and
their friends, and it was fun.

Ms. Bridgman: How then would you characterize the
influence on your family of this diversity of activi-
ties? Of a life filled with many things?

Mr. Barnes: I think my children, who went along
with me quite often on football trips, and of course,
participated in music with me, and of course, the two

boys were in the Scout troop. I think that they en-
joyed growing up with me. My wife was sometimes
impatient, but I think that’s a characteristic of wives;
no matter how much you’re home, it’s never enough.
But I think it probably made me a more interesting
person for my family to live with.

Ms. Bridgman: Your sons are grown now. What
kind of lives do they live in terms of varied activi-
ties?

Mr. Barnes: One of my sons, as I say, still plays mu-
sic. He’s a very good musician and composer, and ar-
ranger, really. He’s not in the profession. He went on
to get a masters in business administration and works
in that type of work now. My other son, who did
have academic problems and so forth, wasn’t as musi-
cally talented, but he played the piano with us, and he
did enjoy it, and in later life he has, as many adults
do, sort of dropped out of music. He still has a piano
and organ in his house, but I don’t think he uses them
very often.

Ms. Bridgman: You’ve talked about the Scout troop
Dixieland group and your own you also belonged to
the Highline Symphony by the time you went to the
legislature. When and how did you get involved in
that?

Mr. Barnes: Not too long after we came out to
Washington, the symphony orchestra started in the
Highline area. It’s now the Federal Way Symphony.
And I think, after it had been started about a year, I
heard about it and approached the leader who was a
music teacher at Highline High School and joined the
orchestra. It grew and got to be a pretty good orches-
tra. Of course, along with it, I improved my playing
in order to keep up with it. So I enjoyed that, and I
enjoy playing good classical music. But I had to drop
out when I got into the legislature because I couldn’t
be up here for rehearsals.

Ms. Bridgman: But during the years you were in the
symphony, you also were in the Dixieland group or
groups?

Mr. Barnes: On occasion I would play with amateur
Dixieland groups and occasionally with a professional
group I’d be the substitute. At the same time my kids
were young and I played Dixieland with them.

Ms. Bridgman: Those were, of course, years of im-
portant family responsibilities. How did you see the
role or the place of your family within the context of
this very busy life?
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Mr. Barnes: The role of the family? Well, of course,
the job of the kids was getting their education. And
my wife and I did pay a lot of attention to their
school work, and we helped them a lot. And my wife
was always very busy keeping the home for us and
helping raise the kids. So she was heavily involved in
that. And she was quite busy also in keeping a home.

By the way, one of the things that probably made
things interesting for my kids: When they were over
at camp on Hood Canal, at Boy Scout camp, I could-
n’t be with them because I had reserve training I had
to be going through. My air crew and I fixed up a
large package of gum drops and fastened a little cargo
shoot [to it] and flew over the Boy Scout camp where
the boys were and dropped this package of gum
drops, and they got them. But it was funny when we
flew over the camp because the boys all came pour-
ing out of the mess hall where they were having some
kind of an activity and it disrupted that.

Ms. Bridgman: Accurate placement!
How did your ideas change about family and

child-rearing as your kids got older?

Mr. Barnes: I’ve always enjoyed children and always
thought they were quite important to us. I was always
very interested in their development. I guess as the
changes came as they grew up, perhaps my interests
in participating in sports and music, the emphasis sort
of changed to their participation and encouraging
them to do the various things. And I think that my
wife and I did it in a way that our children appreci-
ated and enjoyed because we didn’t push them real
hard, we just sort of helped them or encouraged them.

Ms. Bridgman: What family experiences meant the
very most to you?

Mr. Barnes: It’s hard to pinpoint any one particular
thing. Playing music with the boys was important to
us, we did a lot of that. For instance, when they were
in high school, for five weeks we played three nights
a week in a supper club down in Tacoma the boys
turned professional! So it’s hard to say what activity
you’d focus on.

When the boys got into sports, of course, it inter-
ested me, and I went along with them and would
watch. In fact I was vice president of the Burien Bear
Cats the “Little League” type football association for
a while when my sons were involved in youth foot-
ball.

Ms. Bridgman: How were family decisions made?

Mr. Barnes: My wife and I would argue about these
things and come to some kind of a decision. I can’t
recall now any particular method we used, but we
were always very compatible. Maybe we had differ-
ent ideas about how things should be done, but we
would talk them out. I can’t remember getting the
children in on important family decisions. That was
the realm of Sylvia and I.

Ms. Bridgman: Was there any particular decision
that was painful or caused difficulties?

Mr. Barnes: I suppose we had our normal arguments
like all couples do. But I can’t think of any particular
prolonged, painful disagreement or anything.

Ms. Bridgman: And then the obverse, I suppose,
what did you make a decision about in this way that
turned out the best, or that you feel happiest about
now in remembering?

Mr. Barnes: I suppose my participation in the state
legislature, a decision to do that. That turned out to
be a good experience a very intense experience for
both Sylvia and me because, although she objected to
my decision to some extent and didn’t want me to
stay in but one or two terms, I won out in that deci-
sion, and I stayed in.

She did help me very much: she ran my campaigns
each time, and she did a lot of the contacting of con-
stituents while I was in office. Did an awful lot of
telephoning work, helping constituents out that
needed to talk with me about one or two things when
I was very busy. And she went along, participated,
and went to Olympia with me every time and would
work in my office.

However, when it came time to quit, that was her
decision. She just put her foot down and said she
didn’t want to run any more campaigns. Of course,
since then she’s been running campaigns for other
people.

Mrs. Barnes: There we go. Every time I turn my
back he talks about me.

Ms. Bridgman: How about the very initial decision
that you should run?

Mr. Barnes: She wasn’t too enthusiastic about that. I
was kind of doubtful about it too because I didn’t re-
ally realize how much time it would take. But it did
interest me because there were things that I thought
well, I thought that somebody ought to go down and
straighten that bunch out down there in Olympia.
That’s what I thought! And this was my intent, to go
down and straighten them out. Of course, when I got
down there I found out there’s two sides to every
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question, so it was a little more difficult than I had
assumed.

I talked with my boss, and he wasn’t too enthused
but he okayed it. Official policy of the company was
that it shouldn’t hurt your career, although it just
couldn’t help but hurt because you’re gone and they
can’t depend on you so much for long-term responsi-
bilities.

When I first went in, it was Sylvia’s intent and she
argued that I shouldn’t stay in but one term after the
half-term that I received in appointment in the middle
of a term. But I got highly interested, and she proba-
bly was interested too. So we ran seven campaigns
and I had seven-and-a-half terms.

Ms. Bridgman: What particular thing were you go-
ing to straighten out, that you later I think you used
the word “compromised.”

Mr. Barnes: I felt that the main body of our legisla-
tors, most of them, didn’t really understand how our
economic system worked. And that some of the deci-
sions made and some of the laws passed in our legis-
lature were those that would hurt the economy of our
country. I had studied a bit of economics in college,
and I had some definite ideas.

It was, particularly, a milk price-fixing bill that got
me interested originally. And I was able to defeat that
bill during my freshman year. Also, I was interested
in better funding for education, and I was able to
change the constitution in my freshman year to allow
easier passage of school levies.

There were certain specific issues, such as those
that got me interested and sort of drove me to want to
go down to Olympia and fight for the ideas I felt

were right. And I had some success in my initial cou-
ple of terms at that.

Ms. Bridgman: You had, prior to going to the legis-
lature, managed campaigns, participated as a precinct
committee officer, and were vice-chairman, I believe,
several times of the King County Republican Central
Committee.

Mr. Barnes: No, it was Sylvia that’s been
vice-chairman.

Ms. Bridgman: Sylvia’s been vice-chairman?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, of the Central Committee she is
now.

Ms. Bridgman: She is. Well then, will you review
for us on tape what you did politically before you
went to the legislature?

Mr. Barnes: I didn’t run any campaigns. I did partic-
ipate at the grass roots level on a couple of legislative
campaigns. And I did participate in a referendum ef-
fort in an earlier time when the milk price-fixing bill
had passed the legislature and had been signed by the
governor. I participated in a group that got this bill on
the ballot as a referendum and it was voted down by
the people of the state. That came up again after I got
into the legislature and I was able to defeat it there.

But Sylvia and I did participate in a couple of leg-
islative campaigns, and I was a precinct officer, and I
think an area chairman.

[End Tape 6, Side 1]
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12 VIEWS OF POSTWAR POLITICS

Ms. Bridgman: Dianne Bridgman interviewing Rep-
resentative Dick Barnes for the Washington Oral His-
tory Program.

We were just talking about your interests in poli-
tics before you actually went to the legislature. What
year did you first participate in local politics?

Mr. Barnes: I think what got me interested was the
referendum on the milk price-fixing bill. I think that
was around 1962. That, probably, is what got me
started and involved with local grass roots efforts.

Ms. Bridgman: How did you find out about that?

Mr. Barnes: It was reported on in the newspapers.
Just recently, since I have been out of the legislature,
it has been passed and signed into law by the gover-
nor, and I didn’t know about it until after it was done
because there was no coverage at all. But this time it
had an emergency clause in it so we couldn’t get up a
referendum on it.

Ms. Bridgman: So you read about it in the newspa-
per. Then what happened next to get you established?

Mr. Barnes: It’s hard to remember, but there was a
group of people, I think they were the milk handlers
or what they called juggers people that have their
own cows and bottle their own milk and sell it them-
selves rather than retail it. There was something in the
law well, they were included. So they organized to
oppose the law, and this is why it got some publicity.
I think by reading who they were and having sympa-
thy with their efforts, I contacted them. But I can’t re-
member who it was now.

Ms. Bridgman: Besides consulting Sylvia, you men-
tioned having consulted your boss when you finally
decided to run for the legislature. But who did you
consult at this earlier stage about getting involved in
yet another very demanding activity?

Mr. Barnes: You mean, such as working with this
referendum? I don’t remember consulting with any-
body about that! Sylvia and I discussed it, I imagine,
and I convinced her that it was a bad law and that we
should do something about it. She then helped with
this effort.

Ms. Bridgman: How much had you been aware of
local politics before this milk-pricing issue?

Mr. Barnes: Probably not a whole lot, I think. I’d
been pretty busy with other things and really wasn’t
too involved until that time.

Ms. Bridgman: And state politics?

Mr. Barnes: I’d always been interested in following
the news reports about state politics, but having been
involved now, as I have been, I realize that you really
can’t understand what’s going on behind the scenes
by just following the news media. Actually, you have
to be more highly involved before you can really un-
derstand what’s going on.

Ms. Bridgman: This was the milk-pricing issue was
1962, and the time prior to your involvement would
have been in the 1950s, the Eisenhower years. Before
that, what we now call the McCarthy era, that is, the
investigation into un-American activities. What was
your opinion of that?

Mr. Barnes: I was in college, actually, but at engi-
neering school, not a liberal arts school. The students
were heavily involved in their studies, as I was, but
we were aware of what was going on. McCarthy was
a joke to us. I don’t suppose it was a joke to people
who were being investigated.

But although the students that I associated with,
and myself, sympathized with the problems that were
pointed out because of the influence of Communism
with some of our people, I think it was generally
thought that McCarthy was playing politics and was
really being outlandish in his approach to it. We lis-
tened to radio reports of some of the committee activ-
ities, and that’s why I say that his demanding a point
of order so often as he did, and so forth, that it was
really a joke. We didn’t really take him seriously, I
don’t believe. And I don’t think that he had a chance
to become seriously considered by most of the people
in the country.

Ms. Bridgman: You were then at the Colorado
School of Mines. Did you then, or later, hear about
the Canwell Committee hearings here in Washington,
which were a corollary to this federal investigation?



Mr. Barnes: I didn’t hear about them at the time, and
I’ve just vaguely heard about it since coming out
here. So I really didn’t form an opinion on them.

Ms. Bridgman: How about your views of the Eisen-
hower presidency and the Eisenhower years in gen-
eral?

Mr. Barnes: I felt that Eisenhower was the first pres-
ident that we’d had in a long time that really under-
stood what the bounds of the president’s authority
was, and understood the reason for, and the separa-
tion of, the three branches of the government. Of
course, political opponents tried to make this appear
that he was an uninvolved president. If you compared
him to Roosevelt, who had tried to load up the Su-
preme Court to try to take it over and really tried to
be a more powerful influence that I felt didn’t follow
the intention of the founding fathers to have the three
separate branches of government. My impression of
Eisenhower was that he did understand the reason and
the necessity for the three branches of government
being independent. They’re not exactly independent,
but have limited influence on each other.

Ms. Bridgman: What was your reaction to Cold War
issues? Sputnik, establishment of the National Sci-
ence Foundation, the interstate highway system?
Those things that we now associate with that time in
American life?

Mr. Barnes: One of the subjects that you asked
about was the Sputnik. I figure that you’re talking
about the technological race between the Soviet Un-
ion and the United States. Those of us who had been
through World War II and had been alive during the
time that fascism had caused such great consternation
and suffering in the world could see the same type of
a government had developed in the Soviet Union.
And [we] were very concerned that the leaders of the
Soviet Union would want to extend their power, per-
haps over the whole world. So we were alarmed there
and felt that we should deter any ambitions.

Of course, as time went on, the determination
which our country had to deter or stop any encroach-
ment on the free world that might take place, that de-
termination lessened as people began to forget about
Nazism. But some of us didn’t, and I suppose those
of us that didn’t forget that, and were very concerned
about the Soviet danger, are those that are called con-
servatives.

But this was a very real concern that arose out of
the problems that had caused World War II. We did-
n’t want future generations to have to go through an-
other episode like that, and the only way that I, and

others like me, could see was to maintain technology
and defense and an economy that just couldn’t be
challenged without danger to the potential enemies.
This is why the Sputnik incident alarmed everybody.
Because it indicated the Russian technology was
much father ahead, more advanced, than we had
thought it was.

Ms. Bridgman: How about the prosperity of the
1950s, the whole post-war prosperity? How did that
seem to a person who had matured during the depres-
sion?

Mr. Barnes: It was a great comfort to realize that
your job was in no danger, that you had job security.
Anybody who was dissatisfied with their job at Boe-
ing, where I worked, could quit and get a job with
any other aerospace company. Sometimes another
aerospace company would offer increases in salaries
to buy you away. This was a problem at the time. Of
course, for the employees, this was great because it
was your world it was an employee’s market, sort of.
And that sense of job security was very comforting.

After the Boeing recession there was always some
nervousness and tension because you knew that you
could lose your job. There was a difference in your
feeling of security. In the fifties when you did feel se-
cure, that was a happy time.

Ms. Bridgman: It’s certainly remembered that way
by a lot of people.

Now, the initial milk price-fixing issue that got you
involved in politics in 1962, then your involvement in
local politics until you went to the legislature in 1973,
spanned what we now call the sixties. We’ve dis-
cussed, I think, quite thoroughly your views on for-
eign policy and some of the domestic problems we
experienced. But to just quickly reflect, what do you
particularly remember about those years as you were
becoming, at the same time, more politically involved
yourself?

Mr. Barnes: Probably my greatest concern during
those years was the fact that as a nation we seemed to
be forgetting our determination to not allow another
world war to happen. With the situation developing
between us and the Soviet Union, or the situation that
was developing in the Soviet Union, this was proba-
bly my greatest concern: that we, and the younger
generation coming up who hadn’t known World War
II and who had only just heard of the Nazi policies
and activities that lead up to the war—this was my
greatest concern, that we were forgetting, and we
were losing our determination as a nation to prevent
that from happening again.
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At the same time I felt that if we could deter
through being strong if we could deter any attack or
aggression throughout the world long enough to
where the Soviet Union would have to educate its
people in order to keep up with the rest of the world
technologically, then communications would have to
open up with the rest of the world and sooner or later
what would happen actually did happen [the collapse
of the Soviet Union], only I didn’t expect it to happen
in such a short period of time as it did. But it did hap-
pen, and we’ll have a safer world now because of it.
This is what I really was hoping for.

In the meantime I was afraid that our nation was
becoming less determined to prevent the type of thing
that happened earlier.

Ms. Bridgman: How was this associated with your
growing participation in local politics?

Mr. Barnes: Possibly my understanding of the differ-
ences between the economic systems in the United
States and the Soviet Union. As I saw things happen-
ing in this state that would modify our economic sys-
tem to where, in certain aspects, it might be more like
what the system was in Russia, or in the Soviet Un-
ion. For instance, the government control in prices
and production of milk made me concerned that our
legislature and our government didn’t understand the
benefits of our economic system, how it works and
how it is tied in with these various actions they were
taking. It was probably the economics that concerned
me most and got me really involved.

Ms. Bridgman: How about the events that had be-
come sort of folk myth or national memory: the Ken-
nedy assassination, or the killing of the students at
Kent State, or Woodstock, or the day the University
of Washington students marched down Interstate 5.
What are your recollections of things like that?

Mr. Barnes: I happened to be downtown when the
occasion happened where the students marched down
Interstate 5 and threw rocks at the courthouse and so
forth. I was downtown for some reason at that time. I
remember I was quite disgusted with the activities of
the students. I saw some of them throw rocks at win-
dows in restaurants.

For instance, one restaurant where people were
sitting and eating inside of the window. And the
window was broken and there was danger of glass
flying and hurting these people. It was quite disgust-
ing that college students, people of an age that
should have some judgment, that should have known
better and should have had some respect for prop-
erty and should have had some idea of what they

were really doing and what they were complaining
about it impressed me that they didn’t understand
the real world at all.

Ms. Bridgman: Your children were teenagers then?

Mr. Barnes: I think yes. I believe during the sixties
they went through college. No? When was it?

[Unidentified voice in background]

Mr. Barnes: Okay, they were a little bit later then.
Roy was—

Ms. Bridgman: I ask because I wanted to know how
these events affected your children and their friends.

Mr. Barnes: One of my sons was very much in tune
with my thoughts. And he has done some writing, ac-
tually, that reflects that. He’s a very good writer. In
fact he won the Editorial of the Month, or something,
award from one of the major newspapers, having
written a response to an editorial that the paper had
printed. Also he won the Letter to the Editor award
for a month because he can write well and he knows
how to research some facts. He knows how to assem-
ble facts and put them together and then how to use
them in an argument. He reflects my feeling toward
the importance of the national defense and so forth.

While I had not preached to him on this subject
and had not tried to influence him, really, he was in-
fluenced by the fact that his older brother was in the
service and I was in the service. We were called back
in for the Vietnam War. My older son was in the
same unit that I was in. And I can remember what or-
ganization was it, Syl, that came that Dick argued
with? Jehovah’s Witnesses?

Of course one of the things they said he went to
the door and was speaking with them they said some-
thing about the immorality of the Vietnam War, and
this was a time when I was over there. I think he
started lecturing them, and they backed off and went
down the street. He followed them for about two
blocks down the street. They didn’t come back for
about three years after that!

Ms. Bridgman: So you have family legends about
this time.

I think now, in a roundabout way, we’ve covered
up to the time that you did enter the legislature. You
talked about you and Sylvia discussing the first time
you ran. How about your filling out that unexpired
term of Paul Barden? Was there a lot of discussion
about that?
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Mr. Barnes: No. We did talk about it maybe Sylvia
can add something here. I think I can remember her
saying “it’s all right, but don’t stay in past one full
term.” Evidently, I talked her into going along with
six more terms after that first full one. And while she,
maybe, was reluctant for me to be in the legislature,
she did fully participate in helping me with the job. It
was her efforts that made it easy for me to get
re-elected six times.

She got to be a better known character in the area
than I was because she did a lot of the telephone con-
tact for constituent problems. What we’d do: I’d get a
letter of a phone call, and I would do a little research
I always did answer individually, except when on a
certain issue there would be a whole flood of letters
and I’d have to give the same answer to all of them.

Anyway, I would do a little research, put my opin-
ion down as to what should be done or how I should
vote or whatever, and I would write a little note on a
slip of paper. Then she would call the person. We did
this with her telephoning rather than sending letters in
most cases. So she had personal telephone contact
with an awful lot of our constituents and a lot of them
appreciated this very much. They appreciated the fact
that they got a specific answer to the question they
had. And it would be an honest one.

Actually, there was no economic benefit to me be-
ing in the legislature. It wasn’t as though I had to
keep a job or anything, so I could answer in the way I
felt was truthful. I didn’t have to be political. I think
people sense this and appreciate it.

Ms. Bridgman: You described yourself as “pretty es-
tablishment” during your first campaign for the legis-
lature. One paper described you as a big-business
representative. How do these descriptions seem to
you now?

Mr. Barnes: I’ve always felt that business is the
thing that provides jobs for people and that we should
encourage the growth of business and the establish-
ment of new business and so forth. And we should
make business operation government should be help-
ful in that. And I still feel that way. Perhaps this is
where it came from. I don’t know. Or perhaps it came
from the fact that I was an employee of a large busi-
ness I was a Boeing employee. And perhaps the
newspapers just figured, then, that I must be repre-
senting big-business.

Ms. Bridgman: Also, in that first campaign you said
you believed in representative government and citizen
participation. Will you elaborate a little on that?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, I think democracy is not possible
unless people involve themselves, educate themselves
on the issues and on the candidates and what’s going
on. Then, using judgment, cast their votes and influ-
ence their legislators. I don’t believe we can have a
real democracy if you just listen to what might be a
special interest group, such as a labor union or your
employer, and believe what they tell you because we
know that will be in their interest rather than in the
interest of the entire state or nation.

Therefore, the public, to have a real democracy,
must educate themselves, and that’s possible through
reading the media and so forth. But you’ve got to
read between the lines all the time.

So to maintain a democracy takes effort and time
on the part of the public. And enough of the public
does this so we do have a fairly successful democ-
racy. We have a successful democracy to the extent
that some of the public does participate in this way.
We don’t have a perfect democracy because some of
the public doesn’t...

[End Tape 6, Side 2]
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Ms. Bridgman: Today we planned to begin talking in
detail about your legislative service, your career there.
I’ve decided to change plans in light of the events of
the last few days, beginning April 29, 1992.

At the end of the last tape we were talking about
your entry into state politics, your completing the
term of legislator Paul Barden. We had discussed
your belief in representative government, and particu-
larly, citizen participation.

You had earlier called yourself a moderate, and last
time, for the first time, called yourself a conservative,
which I found interesting. You based that on your
what you called traditional view of government
non-intervention in economic matters.

Instead of going on with your legislative career, I’d
like, today, to talk about the disturbances in Los An-
geles and Seattle, in light of your philosophy and ex-
perience, because we have all been concerned about
them.

For the record, the troubles were triggered when
four policemen in Los Angeles were acquitted of
beating a black motorist whose name is Rodney King.
So, if we can digress then and speculate about this
event what was your initial reaction to the news from
LA?

Mr. Barnes: I guess I was surprised, like everybody
else, that the verdict came out like it did. What you
and I and the rest of us saw on television would indi-
cate something very different. But of course, we did-
n’t sit through what was it three months of testimony,
which the jury did. But it’s still very hard to under-
stand because there were segments of that tape that
we saw that definitely looked like force was used that
wasn’t necessary and was just a matter of emotional
response, probably. I’m glad I wasn’t on that jury.

Ms. Bridgman: How did you feel about the reaction
in the streets in Los Angeles?

Mr. Barnes: I suppose, like everybody else, I felt
kind of revolted. By that, and the fact that people
were killed. That was the real tragedy. In the last cou-
ple of years, when I went through a period where the
doctors told me that I was not going to live very long,
I came to realize how precious life is. To see people
just wantonly killed just seems like a real tragedy.

Ms. Bridgman: How did you find out about all of
this? What were your sources of information?

Mr. Barnes: Probably nothing other than the televi-
sion and news reports that everybody has read.

Ms. Bridgman: How many newspapers did you
read?

Mr. Barnes: We take three newspapers both dailies
and the local biweekly. And we take a couple of
magazine like U.S. News and World Report. Plus we
do watch television news, which doesn’t really go
into much depth but still gives you the surface infor-
mation.

Ms. Bridgman: With whom did you discuss all this?

Mr. Barnes: Well, usually with my wife, Sylvia. Al-
though I have had opportunity to discuss it with other
people. For instance, a group of retired pilots that I
have lunch with every Monday noon. I was able to
listen to the comments from some of them. But all of
us are handicapped by the fact that we just get the
news and what’s presented to us on the news is what
we get. None of us, of course, that I’ve discussed this
with, were able to follow the trial very closely.

Ms. Bridgman: What kinds of opinions did they
have about it?

Mr. Barnes: Some of them were kind of off-the-hip.
Most of them, I think, felt the same way I did: sur-
prise at the verdict, revulsion at the reaction to the
verdict. There were some that realized, as I do, that
well, we weren’t really in on the trial and all the testi-
mony that took place, so maybe we hadn’t gotten all
the information.

Ms. Bridgman: Will you please talk about what this
kind of disturbance might indicate about the structure
of our society, keeping in mind your experience
growing up in the depression, your service in the war
in wars, your career at Boeing, and your service as a
legislator.

Mr. Barnes: That’s a kind of broad question, isn’t it?
What’s my impression of the structure of our society,
is that it?



Ms. Bridgman: It is a broad question. I asked it be-
cause in the Seattle PI a Seattle businessman was
quoted as saying that these disturbances were very
different than those in 1964 and 1965, both the civil
rights disturbances and those in the Watts riots, be-
cause “we now have a class, a strata, of violent peo-
ple.” And so I would like you to respond to his
statement.

Mr. Barnes: It’s my impression that in 1964 the
Watts riots is that what you’re referring to?

Ms. Bridgman: Watts was 1965.

Mr. Barnes: It was very similar. There were about
thirty-four people killed then. There were windows
smashed and looting happened. I think it was very
similar. So I really don’t see from my point of view I
don’t see the difference.

I think in both cases it indicated that our society
has some people in it that are sort of opportunistic as
far as the taking advantage of a chance to steal things,
break things, because that’s their nature. And here
was an opportunity to do so without getting caught.
This is my impression. There’s more that than there
was of anger and frustration at the verdict of the trial.

Ms. Bridgman: Then you would disagree with this
Seattle businessman whose opinion it is that there has
been a shift in class structure, if you will.

Mr. Barnes: I think so because if you use the Watts
riots in comparison to come up with that idea I think
I would disagree because I think the same thing hap-
pened then.

I remember back when I was a kid there were race
riots, for instance in St. Louis. They were quite simi-
lar in fact maybe they were worse because there was
more involved in whites fighting against blacks and
killing just based on that. In this latest riot situation
there were whites participating with blacks. And
maybe that’s the change that you notice even since
the Watts riots. Mostly blacks were involved in that.
In this latest one there were whites involved, and
blacks, on both sides.

Ms. Bridgman: How about your response to the
events in Seattle?

Mr. Barnes: I understand that police arrested a num-
ber of people and said that most of them they had
seen before, in other demonstrations that were simi-
lar. So there is a core of people that like to do this. I
think that they have particularly chosen wrong meth-
ods. If they were expressing frustration at the trial
verdict, they were certainly choosing the wrong
method. And I would attribute it to an opportunity to

be lawless and get away with it. This is an internal
thought of mine that is not based on any type of fact.

Ms. Bridgman: That’s exactly what we want.
How did your opinions develop as the days went

by?

Mr. Barnes: I’m not sure that there was much devel-
oping. From the start I think I had the same opinions
as I do now.

Ms. Bridgman: How would you connect up this kind
of behavior in terms of your philosophy about the
economic order of our society?

Mr. Barnes: You know, I don’t think I really con-
nected the two things. I assume, as the commentators
have said, that people who don’t have a stake in their
community are the ones that might destroy their com-
munity. So I presume that many of the people who
participated in the riots and destroyed property and
stole property were those who didn’t know what it
was what it meant to work, to build property and to
start a business and to run a business and so forth.

Most of the people, according to television shots
we saw, were probably too young to have really got
to the point where they are involved. So maybe it’s a
problem with how our children are raised and what
kind of attitude they’re given as regards private prop-
erty and so forth. Apparently most of the perpetrators
of the rioting were young, although some of the old
people joined in, in picking up television sets and so
forth.

Ms. Bridgman: Having been a legislator, what kinds
of things do you think leaders ought to do in this sort
of situation not only to handle the immediate prob-
lems but as long-term remedies?

Mr. Barnes: Of course the immediate and short-term
reaction was taken that was to get the force out into
the streets that’s needed to restore order. That’s the
first thing that leadership is responsible for.

Looking at the long-term and what President Bush
referred to as the underlying causes which I think
were the words he used in his speech. There it’s very
difficult to see what leadership of the country can do
because the underlying causes probably lie with fami-
lies more than they do with government.

So if you presume that leadership has a role, what
can leadership do to strengthen the family structure in
the country? I saw in the headlines this morning that
one of President Bush’s aides has tended to blame our
welfare system and the welfare system I suppose cit-
ing the problems it’s caused because sometimes the
disruption of the family brings welfare benefits that
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don’t exist when the family stays together. So I sup-
pose some thinking has to be done along that line.

Ms. Bridgman: I’d like to interject an interviewer’s
comment here that one of the blue ribbon members of
a group of businessmen that Seattle Mayor Norm
Rice convened to discuss remedies to this said exactly
what you’ve just said.

What ought ordinary citizens those of us sitting
around the table today what ought we to do to help
out? To prevent? To meet the mission that our found-
ing fathers set for us in governing ourselves?

Mr. Barnes: I suppose the first thing ordinary citi-
zens should do is to think these things through rather
thoroughly. To not react emotionally, as some of the
people I’ve talked to who had just an emotional reac-
tion. Some of which may indicate an increase in ra-
cial feelings because of the situation, and mainly
there was a lot of black participation and initiation.
This could be a reaction along racial lines which
we’ve got to be careful of.

And I think we’ve got to all examine ourselves and
make sure that we don’t contribute to the racial feel-
ings that might still exist. We’re going along thinking
that a lot of progress has been made, and I think it
has, as far as eliminating racial prejudice. But maybe
it hasn’t all been eliminated, and maybe it still is the
cause of blacks not being as well off, generally, as
whites are. So we should all examine ourselves and
see that we don’t contribute to that situation.

Ms. Bridgman: These emotional responses to which
you just referred, were they your ex-pilot friend’s?

Mr. Barnes: There were some, yes.

Ms. Bridgman: As you talked, how much dialogue
was there and what sort of conclusions were reached?

Mr. Barnes: Well, when you get in political argu-
ments there’s usually no conclusion reached. Nobody
influences anybody else. But I think that just the fact
of the discussion forces people to stop and think a lit-
tle bit, if you have some rational discussion and some
calm discussion. Sometimes you just have arguments
where everybody just entrenches their own feelings
and builds a case to strengthen what they already feel.
But I think maybe there was some laying back and
thinking done as a result of the discussion.

These people are pretty-well educated and have
had responsible jobs. Retired airline pilots, mostly.
I’m not one of them, I was a military pilot, so I’m
kind of an outsider there.

But I think, as a result of a discussion, if the dis-
cussion is of the right kind, people will stop and think
a little bit.

Ms. Bridgman: Norm Rice in Seattle plans to try to
get business to get together and establish what he
called what one of the businessmen called, actually a
sort of CCC to try and help these young people. What
is your opinion about a solution like that?

Mr. Barnes: I grew up in the depression and nobody
thought we had to have jobs in order to behave our-
selves. We were expected to behave ourselves. Of
course, we maybe had strong family ties, had both
parents in the home well my father died when I was
nine, so I was a little different that way. But we did-
n’t feel like we had to have any special programs de-
vised to keep us out of trouble. We were expected to
stay out of trouble anyhow. And we found things to
do.

Ms. Bridgman: I’ll close this off by asking you
things in common now. Would you predict lasting ef-
fects, that is, do you think this is comparable to the
Watts riots and Detroit riots and the kind of unrest we
experienced in the 1960s, or is this something else?

Mr. Barnes: There’s probably a difference in that
these riots the most recent ones were more wide-
spread. I think the Watts riots were more concen-
trated in a certain neighborhood. Not knowing Los
Angeles too well, I couldn’t say, but that’s my im-
pression. It’s my impression that there’s going to be a
lot of people out of jobs for a long time. And that’s
going to really hurt, particularly at this time. So
there’s going to be a long economic recovery time for
this situation.

What kind of an effect the riots would have on the
thoughts or attitude of young people who partici-
pated, or the type who would be inclined to partici-
pate, it’s hard to say. I’m hoping there would be
some kind of a reaction against this kind of activity
that would cause people to try to instill in their chil-
dren a different attitude toward people’s property and
lives. But who knows whether this will happen or
not.

Ms. Bridgman: I think I didn’t phrase my question
as carefully as I might.

Mr. Barnes: I probably didn’t know the answer to
your question, so I changed it. Go ahead, try again!

VIEWS ON RACE RELATIONS 53



Ms. Bridgman: [Laughter] During the sixties, the
summers became a time when we almost expected
disorder in the inner cities. It was part of a much
larger national phenomenon, a criticism of many
things. How would you compare the events of just
these past few days? Do you see them as a harbinger
of that sort of thing or as something different?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t know, you wonder about the re-
action of Mayor Rice, for instance, to start a program
for young people. You hate to look at it and say
“Well we riot” if they riot then things will be done
for them. I hate to see that attitude started. But who
knows, maybe some kind of program is necessary.
But I think rather than job programs or activities pro-
grams, these things or the attitude that young people
take some of them it is more, maybe, a result of the
fact that we have been so affluent.

Young people grow up feeling that the house and
two cars and stereos, and all that they come auto-
matic, and that everybody will have them. And
maybe you don’t have to work or sacrifice to get
things. Maybe there’s a lack of realization of what re-
ally has to go into to producing these things that
make our living so good. And I think that in a lot of
cases, yes, the young people just don’t realize that
there is blood, sweat, and toil that went into building
communities. So there’s more of an inclination to de-
stroy things.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. There’s an implicit com-
parison in your answers. How much are you thinking
back to your own youth and the way things were
then?

Mr. Barnes: Maybe quite a bit, because there seems
to be a difference. Although I’d say the young people
that I’ve met seem pretty good. Evidently there are
young people out there that I haven’t met that are
able and willing to participate in this type of activity.

Maybe my experience is kind of narrow, the young
people I’ve met recently have been through my
grandchildren, maybe, and they seem like very nice,
law-abiding, intelligent, and articulate and so forth.
So maybe my experience is a little narrow to be mak-
ing judgment.

But even in the kids I’ve known, I see that lack of
appreciation, really, for all the things they have. And
the lack of understanding that they’re going to have
to work hard in order to continue to have these things
for their children.

Ms. Bridgman: To what extent do you think we all
have this narrow view that you talked about, and
what ought we to do about that.

Mr. Barnes: I don’t know. I’m a lot older than you
people, so do I have the same viewpoint? I may be a
generation ahead of you, but judging from my kids
and how they raised their kids, I’d say there isn’t a
lot of difference. Except that fact that both parents
work in the case of both my sons. And this maybe
this makes a difference. Maybe it doesn’t. I can’t an-
swer your question on all this, I don’t know.

Ms. Bridgman: You can’t recommend how each of
us here could go out tomorrow and acquire a less nar-
row viewpoint?

Mr. Barnes: That has to come within your own
mind. You have to realize that you could be wrong.
This is something I found out when I went to the leg-
islature. [Mutual laughter]. I went down thinking I
knew exactly the answers to all the questions and I
was going to set those people straight. When I got
down there I found out there were two sides to every
story. Sometimes the other side had some validity;
therefore, you’ve got to think things through pretty
carefully.

[End of Tape 7, Side 1]
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Ms. Bridgman: Representative Barnes, you had just
said that when you began your career as a legislator
you thought you knew exactly what the answers were,
but when you got down there you discovered there
were two sides to issues and that sometimes the other
side had validity. What’s an example of that, that you
remember from very early on? You went in 1973 the
first time.

Mr. Barnes: It’s probably harder for me to remember
what issues the other side had some validity on. But I
do remember getting somewhat emotional over at
least the first two or three years getting somewhat
emotional over some of the issues where I thought I
was right, and it was very important that my ideas
prevail. It did come to my mind, though, that this
feeling that you were right is really the motivating
force between people that makes people want to be
re-elected. It isn’t the perks or the money you make
in the legislature, at the time I think it was three thou-
sand dollars a year when I first went down there. It’s
really the feeling that your political philosophy is the
right one, and it should prevail, that it’s important for
the state and the nation that it does prevail.

All the time I’m talking, I’m trying to think of an
issue! Possibly the first issue that I got real heavily
involved in was the proposal to set up a commission
in the state to fix minimum prices for milk, which
passed, by the way, since I left. I was able to defeat
that, but it passed after I left the legislature. And the
dairy industry was having trouble. Their prices of cat-
tle feed had gone up and they were having trouble as
they always do, really; it’s a struggle in any kind of
business, and theirs is not different. But they wanted
to eliminate that struggle and make it easier for them-
selves, so they thought that if the state government set
a minimum price for milk, that would solve their
problems. They wouldn’t have to compete on a basis
of price. The federal government already sets a mini-
mum price, but that wasn’t high enough for them.

At any rate, I thought this was wrong, according to
how our economic system works. So I took the op-
posing stand and was able to eventually defeat that.
I’m trying to think now, did the other side have any
validity? Not really!

The milk producing people, the dairy people, are
very fine people. All their kids went to Washington
State University and became cheerleaders, that sort of
thing. They’re really a good group of people, and I
got to know them pretty well during the process of
fighting over this issue. In fact, they invited me to
their Dairy Princess luncheon, downtown, and we be-
came good friends. And I suggested to them that
probably their problems would be alleviated some-
what if they ran a good advertising program, and they
did. And that’s when this white “moo-stache” adver-
tising started coming out. But they had to wait until
after I got out of the legislature before they could
pass their bill. And they eventually did, and in effect,
now they’re trying to set up the standards and the
prices and so forth.

But their problem is over-production. They pro-
duce about two-and-a-half times as much milk in this
state as they can sell, and the remainder, the surplus,
has to go into other products: butter, powdered milk,
and so forth. A lot of it is picked up by the federal
government under the price support program.

I didn’t answer your question. What issues had two
sides to them.

Ms. Bridgman: You were involved in WPPSS and

Mr. Barnes: Oh yes, rather heavily.

Ms. Bridgman: and other energy and utilities things.
Higher education. Does anything come to mind out of
those?

Mr. Barnes: The education issue. And the funding of
education.

My priority for funding was my highest priority
was education. I felt that was dictated to us in our
constitution which says our primary paramount is the
word they use our paramount obligation is to fund ed-
ucation.

The other side of the issue was you couldn’t take
too much money away from social programs. So it
was establishing priorities: education versus social
programs. Of course the social programs are to help
people out who can’t help themselves or who are in
dire straits. So there’s an issue that you’ve got to con-
sider the other side. And the problem has not been re-
solved yet, and probably never will be because there
is never enough money to satisfy everything.



Ms. Bridgman: I’d like to go back to the very first
days of your being a legislator. What were your first
impressions of the campus, of the opening day cere-
mony, that sort of thing?

Mr. Barnes: I was appointed. I didn’t have to run a
campaign, so I kind of walked in without the tough
procedure of a campaign, not having had to go
through that. I was kind of impressed with myself,
maybe, the fact that I had been able to get there. But
almost immediately, I began to see that this was not
going to be as easy as I thought it would be because
of the fact that there were other sides to the question.
It impressed me, I thought, “Well now my vote
counts a lot more that it used to. Now my vote counts
here, and I’ve got to be careful that I vote the right
way.”

So I became quite concerned, and it seemed to me
that the issues were coming up too fast for me to re-
ally make good, rational decisions on them. There are
so many issues that each person can only get heavily
involved in a very few. In fact, a person does make
progress only if, maybe, they just concentrate on one
issue. That means you have to know who you might
have similar philosophies with so that you can follow
somebody else’s vote. So all this I came to realize in
the first week, maybe.

Perhaps before I fully came to realize that I got
myself in trouble. I was maybe the one lone “no
vote” up there, pretty often. As a matter of fact,
throughout my career, I had more lone “no votes” on
issues than anybody else, I believe. And it was a lot
because I didn’t feel that I understood the issue, had-
n’t had enough time to really look at it in some depth.

Ms. Bridgman: How well, in the first week or first
weeks, did this process, which you’ve described as
being somewhat different than you envisioned, seem
to work?

Mr. Barnes: I became surprised that as I started
looking and listening to people speaking on the other
side of an issue, I became surprised that quite often
we’d come up with a reasonable compromise on
things. I lost on a lot of issues, and this would really
concern me for a while, and I’d be disturbed by the
fact that things weren’t going the way that I thought
they should. But on reflection, and after a session was
over, I thought “Maybe we did come up with a rea-
sonable compromise that gave some ground to every-
body’s ideas.”

Ms. Bridgman: Can you give us examples of some
of those early reasonable compromises?

Mr. Barnes: This requires some thinking because
that’s been twenty years. It’s been a long thing.

Ms. Bridgman: Spaces on the tape are a sign of good
thinking.

Mr. Barnes: I can think of one where probably all of
you at this table would disagree with me. So there
must be something reasonable on the other side.

There’s been a series almost every year the legisla-
ture does mandate some kind of coverage in health
insurance that wasn’t mandatory before. Maybe it was
available people will have health insurance and then
they’ll come down with something that isn’t covered,
and maybe they hadn’t realized that it wasn’t covered.
So they go to the legislature and somebody proposes
a bill that says this item will be covered by any health
insurance sold in the state. And that happens almost, I
think, just about every year.

The first one, unfortunately, was the coverage of
newborn babies. It was my feeling that people should
be allowed to buy the coverage they want and should-
n’t have mandated coverage that maybe they don’t
want. Like, for instance, a Catholic priest, say,
wouldn’t want to cover newborn babies, and wouldn’t
want the expense of having that coverage. But on the
other hand, insurance is something that is supposed to
spread the expense over an entire population. A lot
people, when they get insurance, don’t realize that
certain coverage doesn’t exist.

So there’s an issue that perhaps and on some items
I was able to change, amend, the bill so that instead
of mandating coverage of a certain type item, it man-
dated offering of coverage and would bring it to the
people and say, “Do you want this included?” So on
two or three of the items I was able to get that type of
an amendment on the bill, but not on all of them.

Ms. Bridgman: I’d like to ask your impressions now
of some of the people you encountered when you
were first down there. Let’s start with Governor Evans.

Mr. Barnes: Governor Evans, I thought, was a very
intelligent person, very reasonable. And he, of course,
was more knowledgeable of political process than I
was.

For instance, I remember a bill that I got involved
with in developing different levels of expertise for
various electrical contracting licenses. I remember
that I wanted to have a meeting with the governor
and two or three of the electrical contractors that
seemed to be leaders in the field. And when I ar-
ranged for this meeting with the governor and the
electrical contractors found out about it, all of a sud-
den there were about twenty of them that wanted to
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be in this meeting. They thought it was a big deal to
be in a meeting with the governor. So I was embar-
rassed, here I thought I made arrangements for two or
three people to meet with the governor, and I was sort
of nervous about the fact that all of a sudden there
were about twenty people crowded into the room. I
spoke to Governor Evans afterward, and he just sort
of laughed and he said, “That happens all the time.
Don’t pay any attention to it.”

Ms. Bridgman: How about Speaker Lenny Sawyer?

Mr. Barnes: Len was somebody that was appreciated
by both Democrats and Republicans. His integrity
was unblemished, I think, and he was a very friendly
person. He was very political, so you had to watch
him on that! But when you got together with him and
made arrangements that things would go a certain
way, that there would be certain issues that would be
brought to the floor and certain people would be al-
lowed to speak and this and that and the other, he al-
ways followed through. And he was appreciated.

Of course, about my second or third year down
there he was deposed by his own party. Perhaps be-
cause he was too easy for the Republicans to get
along with. I don’t know.

Ms. Bridgman: Can you tell us a little bit about that
deposition? It’s something that people like to remi-
nisce about.

Mr. Barnes: Yes. Of course the Democrats pretty
well kept the undercurrents within their own caucus.
There was a period there for about two weeks that
we’d go out on the floor and the Democrats would go
into caucus and we’d sit and wait while they sat in
their caucus behind closed doors and fought over the
issue. And it was kind of traumatic for them to have
to depose their speaker. And I suppose it took a lot of
argument on their part. I think about two weeks went
by where we really didn’t get anything done. We just
sort of sat and waited.

That would happen regularly. We’d have a session,
we’d go into session, have the role call, and the Dem-
ocrats would ask for time for a caucus, and they’d go
in their room and close the doors. The Republicans
would sit out, and I remember once we got up a quar-
tet and sang some while we were waiting. Anything
to pass the time!

Ms. Bridgman: What did you sing?

Mr. Barnes: Just any popular song. We had a very
good singer from Hawaii. What was his name? He
was only there for one term. But he was kind of the

leader of that group, and he had been a professional
singer at one time.

Ms. Bridgman: Was this barbershop quartet kind of
singing?

Mr. Barnes: Sort of. But it didn’t stick to that style.
It wasn’t as good as most barbershop quartets.

Ms. Bridgman: How much information did the Dem-
ocrats give you, deliberately or otherwise, about what
was going on?

Mr. Barnes: On that issue? None. That was com-
pletely in their own bailiwick. And I’m not the kind
that goes around trying to pry information out of peo-
ple, although I was curious about what was going on.
And we did have people trying to get information,
but it probably was the fact that Len Sawyer wasn’t
as hard on the Republicans as he could be. And there
was always the political concern that, “Our party
might not be in control next year, and we’ve got to
do everything we can to keep our party in control.”
That sort of thing. And that might have been the un-
derlying cause.

Ms. Bridgman: How about Chief Clerk Dean Foster?

Mr. Barnes: Dean is a very competent person, and
he’s always been appreciated as such. He ran things
very well, he handled all the paperwork, and the pay-
rolls, this, that, and the other. He was very easy to get
along with. There were no problems with Dean.

Ms. Bridgman: And the two chairpersons of the two
caucuses?

Mr. Barnes: There were times when floor leaders,
for instance, would be bitterly partisan. I think that
doesn’t pay off. It brings a reaction instead of cooper-
ation. While I was down there, we elected Clyde
Ballard as a leader, this was one of the things that we
thought: not be bitterly partisan, and not be overly
critical just for partisans sake, but to try to influence
through a cooperative type of work. There were times
when the exchanges would be very politically bitter,
and that really didn’t pay off.

Ms. Bridgman: Again, can you remember a particu-
lar instance?

Mr. Barnes: Oh yes, but I’d have to name names, of
friends of mine that were involved. And it would be
critical of their style. And in many cases the style has
changed, of certain individuals.

Ms. Bridgman: Can you do so without identifying
them?
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Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember the particular issues
now, but I can remember bitter exchanges between
the floor leaders. Most of this is done in the hopes of
catching a reporter’s attention and getting the criti-
cisms printed in the papers. In view of the upcoming
elections and this concern about the next election
goes on, of course it is only two years in between
elections. This goes on all the time.

Ms. Bridgman: How about Lieutenant Governor
Cherberg, who has just now passed away? How did
he seem then?

Mr. Barnes: He was very well liked. Of course he
was very courteous and gentlemanly. Politically, not
really controversial. I can remember him, though,
promising me that a certain bill wouldn’t be passed
through the Senate Rules Committee, which he
chaired, and then the next day that bill came out of
the Rules Committee. So I was somewhat disap-
pointed in that situation. But he was very friendly and
courteous. He was tremendous at remembering
names, and when he introduced people, he would in-
clude everybody in his address of the audience, you
know. Until the last few years it got to where he was
forgetting names and forgetting people and so forth.
So I think he deserved retirement, perhaps a little ear-
lier than he took it.

Ms. Bridgman: There is now, I find, a lot of nostal-
gic reminiscing about the Evans years. Alan Thomp-
son called it “the closest thing to Camelot that we
had.” How does that characterization compare with
your impression of the Evans era?

Mr. Barnes: Of course I was kind of new. Evans was
there when I first went down, and that was the time
when I was very emotional about certain issues. In a
way, I defeated the milk marketing act that I told you
about. I fought that through the house and through the
senate and had three meetings with Governor Evans,
which included, sometimes, the dairy people. And he
vetoed the bill. So I’ve always appreciated him.

I don’t know if I would call it a Camelot because
at the time I was concerned about issues and hadn’t
really learned how to roll with the punches yet. We
were in the minority, and we were losing a lot of is-
sues.

Ms. Bridgman: For the record, that year the senate
Democrats were in the majority, thirty-one to eigh-
teen, and in the house, fifty-seven to forty-one. But
more to the point, how long did it take you to “roll
with the punches?”

Mr. Barnes: Probably about five years, five or six
years. Well, the two years that I was chairman of the
Energy and Utilities Committee, this was right in the
middle of the WPPSS problems, so I really had the
hot seat. And during those two years when we really
re-wrote the rules regarding operation of municipali-
ties, like WPPSS, that was very intense, very con-
cerning, and maybe a little bit emotional. There we
had trouble with our own Republicans in the senate.
Specifically, with the Republican chairman of the
Utilities Committee in the senate.

So this was a tough session for me. And very in-
tense. Probably, it wasn’t until after that year, and I
can’t remember what year that was. It wasn’t until af-
ter that, that I began taking things a little easier. Then
I figured when I took things too easy, it was time for
me to quit.

Ms. Bridgman: Since this is an important issue, and
will continue to be for all of us, I’d like to talk a little
bit about how this committee functioned, that is, En-
ergy and Utilities. Particularly during that crisis. And
how the decisions were actually made. How much
were alternatives discussed?

Mr. Barnes: There was a lot of intense discussion
that went on. Day after day and meeting after meet-
ing. I think a lot of the opposition that we got from
Democrats in the senate, where there was a one vote
difference I think this was the year that Peter von
Reichbauer switched parties, and the Democrats were,
of course, quite bitter about that because all the chair-
manships then went to Republicans.

One of the first things the Republicans did was to
try to reduce the staff they had in their committees,
and this meant that a lot of people would lose their
jobs. And they took this to court, to the Civil Service
Commission, and were restored to their jobs. A lot of
them had been hired by Democrats and had the Dem-
ocratic political philosophy, and this made for some
influence in committees, like in the Energy Commit-
tee in the senate. This is where we had our problems,
because these people were kept on in their jobs.
Maybe some of their jobs were shifted to different ar-
eas and so forth, but this made things a little harder.

We had intense and bitter battles to change the
method of procurement of parts and contracts and so
forth, for building WPPSS plants, and anything else
that might come along in the future of that nature. For
instance, our contracting laws were oriented toward
how you would pave a parking lot rather than how
you would build a very highly technical nuclear plant.
There was a feeling of some partisanship in the sen-
ate. I think that what we were doing was right and
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good, and overdue, but because Republicans were do-
ing it, and it might turn out good, there was political
opposition to it. Each party doesn’t want the other
party to do something good.

So this, I think, was a source of much of our opposi-
tion. I can remember getting a lot of the lobbyists and
people concerned, labor leaders and so forth, because la-
bor was one of the problems with the WPPSS plants.

[End Tape 7, Side 2]
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15 ENERGY AND UTILITIES ISSUES

Ms. Bridgman: Today we’re going to talk about the
events involving the Washington Public Power Sup-
ply System, otherwise known as WPPSS. I’d like you
to explain not only your role as chairman of the
House Energy and Utilities Committee during that
time, but your special knowledge of the actions of
lobbyists, of journalists, of the governor when he was
involved, and of the state and federal judiciary and
the US Congress, all of whom were eventually in-
volved in this momentous part of our state’s history.

Last time we met, you mentioned your term as
chairman of the Energy and Utilities Committee. Be-
fore we discuss WPPSS, how did you come to have
that position?

Mr. Barnes: We had taken the majority that year,
1981, just about the time of the WPPSS crisis, as we
referred to it, when WPPSS really ran out of money.
They’d had problems in constructing the five nuclear
plants that they had decided, some years before, to
construct. They had labor troubles, they had a great
deal of inflation in the cost of construction, and in the
meantime, people of the state had discovered conser-
vation as a means of cutting down the use of electric-
ity. So several things appeared, like the increased cost
of construction and the fact that perhaps all five
plants would not be required until a number of years
later than had been estimated.

So many people of the state objected to the in-
crease in rates of electricity which were going to be
required to pay for the construction of the plants. A
good deal of municipal bonds had been sold to fi-
nance the construction, and the cost of paying off
these bonds was going to increase as more had to be
sold to finance the construction.

There was a oh, you might say a holdover from the
sixties, this being the early eighties, of people who
objected to nuclear plants in the first place, and these
people seized the opportunity, I believe, to try to
sway more of the public opinion to oppose the con-
struction of nuclear plants. And many influenced a lot

of the public utility districts to just renege on their
bonds, on their costs. And many of the utilities’ elec-
tion of commissioners came up during this time.
Many of the people who ran for commissioner were
the active opponents of the nuclear power plants and
the opponents of paying for them. So we had a lot of
commissioners that took over and other commission-
ers following the very vocal opponents of paying for
the plants.

All this led to many utilities just deciding not to
pay their bills. They had borrowed the money by sell-
ing bonds, but now they just decided not to pay the
bonds off. So this was one of the greatest defaults of
municipal bonds that occurred during this time.

In the meantime, I was appointed chairman of the
Energy and Utilities Committee of the house. You
asked what the reason was. It was that they wanted a
technically educated person who was not a controver-
sial character in that area. The former Republican mi-
nority leader on the committee had made himself
quite controversial in his arguments the year before,
so they gave him another assignment in order to
avoid having a controversial character as a chairman
of the committee. I had wanted, and expected to get,
the chairmanship of the Education Committee. The
leadership were very adamant in asking me to take
over this one. And I’m glad that I did, finally, be-
cause it turned out this was the hot seat of this term a
two year term in the legislature. It was the most ex-
citing position to hold, probably.

The committee was given all proposed bills that
had to do with energy and utilities, and this included
then, the WPPSS problem. We were also given the
responsibility of coming up with some kind of a solu-
tion to the problem. Well, it was too late for a solu-
tion, the horse had already escaped from the barn, so
it was too late to lock the barn door.

We did come up with some legislation that would
prevent the same type of situation from occurring,
probably, because one of the bills would have
changed the methods of procurement and contract
signing. Previously, our state laws which governed
municipalities in procuring facilities and signing con-
tracts for construction such as this were really built
around the problems you’d get in paving a parking lot
or something like that. And here we were having a
very high-tech effort in building nuclear plants; and
as I like to say, the largest municipal effort since the
building of the pyramids. So it really needed revision
of the methods which were used to decide on the con-
tractors and to write contracts. We did write a bill,
then, that updated this and made it more applicable to
a large, highly technical effort.



Another bill that we did write is that we restruc-
tured the board of directors of the municipality of
WPPSS. Previously it had been thought to have noth-
ing but local people, local commissioners, on this
board of directors. As a result of this we had a muf-
fler shop operator from Aberdeen as the chairman of
the board that was in the largest effort since the con-
struction of the pyramids.

We had no nationally known decision-makers on
that board. We restructured the board then, such that
it would include people from the outside. It would in-
clude a majority of people from local utility districts
on the board, but would also include some, as I said,
nationally known decision-makers. So the board was
eventually restructured in this way. But of course, it
was too late for that particular problem that we were
in at the time. It may prevent similar problems in the
future.

In the meantime, the default of these bonds really
caused a tragedy for some people who had invested:
some retired people, elderly couples who had invested
their life savings in WPPSS bonds. They lost their
money. They lost their life savings. So it was a real
tragedy, and I’ve always felt bitter about those utili-
ties that did refuse to pay their debts that they had
contracted for simply because enough activists that
were opposed to nuclear plants were able to influence
them people who naturally didn’t want to pay higher
electrical rates anyhow. It was a real tragedy, a tough
time for the state as far as bond ratings were con-
cerned. Perhaps some of our bills that we did pass
through will prevent something like this in the future.

Ms. Bridgman: For the record, the bill that reorga-
nized the executive board of WPPSS was, in 1982,
was it not, the last bill passed in the session. Am I
correct?

Mr. Barnes: I believe both of those bills I mentioned
passed in 1982. They were hard to pass because it be-
came a partisan issue. For some reason, the Demo-
crats opposed both of these bills and fought against
them and attempted changes. In the senate, for in-
stance, when we passed these bills over to the senate
and we got Democratic cooperation in the house to
pass them when they went to the senate, then there
were attempts at changing them. I believe the Repub-
lican chairman of the Senate Energy Committee was
under the influence of the staff which had been hired
by Democrats. Toward the beginning of that session
one Democrat had switched parties. This switched the
majority from Democrats to Republicans. There was a
struggle going on in the senate.

Ms. Bridgman: And that was Peter von Reichbauer,
was it not?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, Senator Peter von Reichbauer
switched parties. Which put the Republicans in
charge then. And really, the first thing the Republi-
cans did was to eliminate a number of the jobs. They
always felt that the senate had hired too much staff,
so they eliminated a lot of staff jobs and laid off a lot
of staff members. The staff members then went to
court saying that they couldn’t be eliminated, that
they were protected under the state laws. Those that
were eliminated weren’t really protected by State
Civil Service, so I don’t know what criteria they used.
But they won their case, and this was handled very
quickly so that they weren’t laid off. Many of the
committees were still under the influence, to the ef-
fect that staff can influence committees, by the staff
hired by the Democrats.

Ms. Bridgman: And this was in the 1981 session and
preceded, or was not associated with the WPPSS is-
sue in particular, until it became an issue.

Mr. Barnes: Yes, that’s right. Peter von Reichbauer
switched parties. This had nothing to do with this is-
sue. This did, of course, upset the Democrats in both
houses to a great extent and made them rather com-
bative. And that carried on into this rather essential
public interest of doing something about the WPPSS
problem.

Ms. Bridgman: I’d like to go back a little and pick
up some interesting things you mentioned. First of all,
who was the former chairman of your committee, the
Energy and Utilities Committee? Who was felt to be
less neutral?

Mr. Barnes: I believe the former chairman was Rep-
resentative Dick Nelson. He was then the minority
leader when I took over as the chairman. And Dick
and I became quite good friends during these ses-
sions, although we had very different ideas. We were
politically quite divergent, of course. And Dick al-
though we included him in the sessions that we’d had
with various lobbyists and other interests while con-
structing the two important bills that I’d mentioned
Dick, I think, then opposed those bills. I can’t re-
member for sure. But he was in on the sessions in
which we wrote those bills and had given his input.

He became the chairman of the committee then,
the following term, when Republicans lost the major-
ity in 1983 and end of 1982.
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Ms. Bridgman: You referred to labor troubles as
well as inflation as part of the underlying causes.
What sort of labor troubles were they?

Mr. Barnes: There were strikes among the workers,
the technicians that were constructing the plants. I
can’t remember the names of the unions that were in-
volved. This was an important part of the problems
that were created in the construction of these plants. It
caused slowdowns and stoppages. There was a lot of
highly expensive facilities that were put on hold, and
the money was just frozen for a while, and interest
had to be paid on it, of course. In the meantime, infla-
tion was fairly bad at that time and costs went up.

I can’t remember the issues that were being con-
tended during those strikes, but I suppose that it was
wages. Financial.

Ms. Bridgman: Then what part did the labor commu-
nity if I might call it that, labor lobbyists, representa-
tives of labor play in the all the various negotiations
and attempts to keep this going?

Mr. Barnes: As I remember, we had labor represen-
tatives. We had put together, I had put together, a
committee or group I don’t know if you’d call it a
committee. I just gathered a group of lobbyists, which
included labor and utility business and other busi-
nesses in the state. And I think we included a person
or two that were active as oppositionists of nuclear
plants. We got together in the vault down in the audi-
tor’s office, in the Capitol Building in a place called
the vault. We got together there one Sunday morning
and sat there for about four hours until we whipped
out the general idea of these two bills. Mainly we
were interested in the procurement bill.

I think the most prominent player in this from the
legislature was Emilio Cantu, who was at that time a
freshman representative. He’s now a senator. He had
experience in the Boeing Company in dealing with
high-tech contracts, and he was invaluable in helping
to put the revised procedures for contracts by munici-
palities into state law.

Ms. Bridgman: This meeting, then, included your
committee and this group of lobbyists or representa-
tives of special interests?

Mr. Barnes: A few members of my committee.

Ms. Bridgman: Which members?

Mr. Barnes: I can remember Emilio and myself and
Dick Nelson, the minority leader. And I believe
Bobby Williams, who was not on the committee but
who later ran for governor. He had been particularly
interested in this as an issue, and I believe he was in-

cluded I can’t remember for sure, but I believe we in-
cluded him in this meeting. I can’t remember the
names of the lobbyists, but there were lobbyists from
the construction industry and lobbyists from the labor
unions that were involved, plus other business people
and a couple of citizen activists, I believe. There were
about, I’d say, fifteen people that we gathered to-
gether in this vault and ironed out the changes in the
procurement laws.

Ms. Bridgman: Were there representatives of the
bond holders as well?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember, but we tried to in-
clude everybody. I’m not sure. We had some bankers,
I believe, which might have been, or people that were
interested in the financial industry, and I believe they
could be considered as having represented bond hold-
ers.

Ms. Bridgman: This may seem off the subject, but
do you remember if it was warm in the vault?

Mr. Barnes: No, I think it was rather comfortable. Is
it warm there now?

Ms. Bridgman: My office is in the vault, and it’s
very warm.

Mr. Barnes: It was January or February during the
session, so it was during winter, and I don’t know
that anybody mentioned the fact that it would be
warm.

Ms. Bridgman: To continue then, about this meeting
in the auditor’s vault where you developed or negoti-
ated among various people the details of the procure-
ment bill, were there staffers involved in that?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, we had staff. I think a very bril-
liant staffer we had, Fred Adair, who was the chief of
staff for the Energy and Utilities Committee, was
there. But they were there mainly to record other peo-
ple’s results, what other people’s discussions were.

Ms. Bridgman: And what part had he or the staff
this is of the house committee, I assume had in devel-
oping that bill?

[Tape on, Tape off]

Ms. Bridgman: We were talking about the role of
the staff in the development of this bill.

Mr. Barnes: Staff was invaluable in keeping us in-
formed in the technical facts and the politics. That’s
their main function, to organize the events such as
this meeting, to contact the people that we needed to
speak with and to line up the meetings and the inter-
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views and so forth. To be the technical experts on the
basic facts of what we’re talking about. There were a
lot of technical aspects to this WPPSS problem. As I
said, the construction of nuclear plants is a highly
technical operation, and the contracts and the con-
struction that has to go on is something that makes it
different than paving a parking lot.

Ms. Bridgman: How would you characterize the dis-
cussion and give-and-take compromises, if there were
any, and disagreements, if there were any, during that
meeting?

Mr. Barnes: Let’s see, this was only ten years ago,
but still it’s just difficult to remember.

The discussions were friendly and cooperative. Ev-
erybody the participants had a common goal. In other
words, we were working toward the same thing, ex-
cept perhaps Dick Nelson [laughs]. And I can’t re-
member that Dick really had much to say. We wanted
him in on the discussions, and on the formulation of
this bill because to have his input or his knowledge of
how the bill was put together, of course, would be
beneficial in getting the bill through the house. We
didn’t have too much trouble getting it through the
house, but I don’t believe that Dick had too much to
say. Again, I can’t remember.

Mostly the people involved in contracting, the con-
struction people and the labor people, were quite
valuable in their comments. And all comments, I be-
lieve, added to the progress of the meeting. We did,
then, overcome a rather difficult problem, and we got
a rather good consensus.

[Tape on, Tape off]

We were talking about reaching a consensus in that
meeting, and I believe that the comments made from
all sides tended to indicate an agreement that we
should change the methods of procurement mainly to
get away from the emphasis on picking the contrac-
tor’s bid with the lowest price to make sure that we
were picking a contractor who had a reasonable price
and who was most capable of doing a job. So the em-
phasis was switched from price to capability. I think
we all agreed on that, and the bill, then, was con-
structed to reflect that.

Ms. Bridgman: Did that emerge during this discus-
sion? How was it

Mr. Barnes: Yes, I’d say the agreement emerged.
And my understanding of the problems were much
clarified by this discussion. I had not been, myself,
involved in contracting, as Emilio had, for the Boeing
Company. Of course the Boeing Company, when
they’re contracting or getting subcontractors for
highly technical things such as missiles and airplanes
and avionics and so forth, they have got to consider,
first, the capability of the subcontractor to do the job.
And to do a job which has, for instance, a lot of em-
phasis on safety. So Emilio did have the conception
in mind of this emphasis, and it was rather new to
me.

Ms. Bridgman: I’d like to go back for just a minute
and have you review who was on your committee.
Who were the other members besides Emilio? You...

Mr. Barnes: I have always had trouble with names.
Right now, as you bring this up, I can visualize the
faces that were on that committee. In fact, one of the
construction lobbyists could have been I’ll put a
question mark after this, but it could have been Dick
DuCharme. I’m just not sure.

But one of the lobbyists was the one that suggested
this meeting. It had not occurred to me to do this. I
was trying to get all the information in committee
hearings which was just kind of unwieldy because we
had to have the whole committee. You couldn’t have
other people sitting around the table who could just
pitch out their suggestions as we went along. A com-
mittee meeting has to be held a little more formally.
But it was one of the lobbyists that did suggest this,
and it turned out that this worked right. People of var-
ious interests were sitting around and were able to
speak up and give their suggestions and ideas and ex-
press their concern as we went along.

People didn’t interrupt each other, but they didn’t
hesitate to put in their two-cents worth, and I think
this really cleared things up and enabled us to form
the bills and then the staff helped put them together
after we got≤

[End of Tape 8, Side 1]
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16 PERCEPTIONS OF WPPSS

Ms. Bridgman: We’ve been discussing an important
meeting you had which led to the final version of, or
the good version of, the procurement bill which then
passed the house and the senate.

Mr. Barnes: As I explained, it probably should be
noted that these bills went to the senate, and the
chairman of the senate committee, Sue Gould, did put
the bills on the title only bills of which she was the
sponsor. The bills were passed by the senate and
came back for confirmation well, not for confirma-
tion, they came back for passage by the house as sen-
ate bills with her as the author. Actually, the bills had
been authored, really, in my committee, mainly by
Emilio Cantu with great participation by Bobby Wil-
liams and some by myself. So this is the story on
those two bills. They are senate bills as they passed.

Ms. Bridgman: The press stories that I read empha-
sized Sue Gould’s hesitation or opposition. Correct
me if the media has made a mistake, or if I have, but
was there not a bill also passed requiring a study of
whether two of the plants should be completed before
this procurement bill went through?

Mr. Barnes: You know, I just can’t remember that.
Again, Fred Adair might have memory of that, or
Emilio Cantu might have memory of that. Of course,
it would be a matter of record if it did pass, so re-
search in the records of bills that passed that year
would indicate what it was.

By the way, another player in this, Al Williams,
Senator Al Williams, was the minority leader in the
senate committee. He had been the chairman in the
senate committee up until the time that Peter von
Reichbauer switched parties.

Ms. Bridgman: And how would you describe his
role in all of this?

Mr. Barnes: Similar to Dick Nelson, although he was
a little more combative, I believe. He did show oppo-
sition to the bills. It’s difficult to explain his rationale

for the opposition, but I believe that the Democrats,
particularly in the senate, were very upset about los-
ing the majority when Senator von Reichbauer
switched parties and were very hostile toward any-
thing that the Republicans were doing that might cast
or reflect merit on the part of the Republicans. It be-
came a very partisan problem. I can remember re-
minding Senator Williams that what we were trying
to do was to save public utilities when, actually, Re-
publicans are known for their support of privately
owned, investor owned, utilities.

I can remember making that statement to Al Wil-
liams, and I guess finally we got their cooperation. At
least the bill did pass. I don’t remember how many
Democrats voted for it. There was a one vote Repub-
lican majority in the senate. There were Republicans
that probably opposed the bill because many of the
activists who opposed nuclear power felt that this was
a bill to help straighten out the problems of construct-
ing nuclear plants. It wasn’t very well understood just
what the bill was to do. Many of them just felt it was
to benefit nuclear power, so they just blindly opposed
it. We had many people opposed to the bill like that
in our committee hearings that would get up and ex-
pound at length on that.

Some of the followers in the house and senate who
didn’t wish to antagonize these people would take op-
position to the bill because of that, just for political
reasons. It was a problem that did have a lot of politi-
cal aspects to it, and I’d say that mainly the politi-
cians or the legislators who were afraid of the
opposition they’d create for themselves at election
time if they opposed these people, they’d go against
the bill. That was part of the problem.

Ms. Bridgman: What were the reasons for those who
opposed it on other grounds?

Mr. Barnes: Being a politician myself, I can’t under-
stand the rationale of people who opposed it, other
than those who opposed it for the two reasons that
I’ve mentioned. Just because they felt it might help
organize the construction of nuclear plants in the fu-
ture or that it might what was the other or support of
it might engender the antagonism of the anti-nuclear
activists who, I’ve got to say, didn’t really understand
the problem and who were blindly striking out at any-
thing they thought might be associated with building
nuclear plants.

Ms. Bridgman: I’d like to ask now, since the
Bonneville Power Administration was the head of all
of this, and the parent so—



Mr. Barnes: The BPA was not really a party, not a
head of the WPPSS board of directors. The BPA is a
federal organization that had some dealings with utili-
ties in that they sold electricity to them.

Ms. Bridgman: Perhaps my question is premature.
It’s a philosophical one, that is, I’m asking about your
philosophy. Since BPA is part of the Federal Depart-
ment of Energy, I wondered how that connection,
however tenuous it was, how you reacted to it, con-
sidering your own previous articulation about opposi-
tion to a lot of federal intervention in the economy.

Mr. Barnes: Maybe you can clarify that question a
bit.

Ms. Bridgman: I did go on, didn’t I?
Were you uncomfortable at all because of the fed-

eral connections with this project?

Mr. Barnes: No. The federal connections didn’t re-
ally affect us or make us uncomfortable in any way.
Where we got into the federal connections was a little
later on. We had dealings with the feds on the
cleanup of the Hanford area that had been caused by
contamination due to weapons production and the
storage of spent nuclear fuel.

These issues were with the federal government.
And those came a little later and were not really asso-
ciated with the WPPSS problem, except to the extent
that the storage of spent nuclear fuel was one of the
issues that was cited by people who opposed the con-
struction of nuclear plants. That was one of their
main concerns.

Ms. Bridgman: So how did you feel, then, about
BPA being the agent, as it were, agency, which sold
electricity to Idaho and Oregon and would sell it from
these WPPSS plants. And their being, then, part of
the Department of Energy?

Mr. Barnes: There would be, once WPPSS plants
were constructed, there would be an exchange of
power between the BPA network and the utilities’ net-
works. The price of that power would be mixed: rather
cheap power from BPA dams, and a little more expen-
sive power from the WPPSS-owned plants. And this
had been worked out. Once plants were producing
electricity, it all would be involved in supplying suffi-
cient electricity to the area. The cost of the electricity,
of course, would be mitigated by the fact that hy-
dro-generated electricity was rather cheap in the North-
west. The nuclear plant generating electricity would be
more expensive. But the mixture, the melded price,
would still be quite reasonable if you compare it to the
price of electricity in the rest of the nation.

So everybody appreciated that fact that the BPA
dams were here. Maybe the fish don’t, but at the time
we weren’t worried that much about fish, although
the concern was starting. We were aware of the fact,
at least those of us that were highly involved were
aware of the fact that our electricity was very reason-
able in this area because of the hydro-electric power
generated in the Northwest, mostly by the BPA.

Ms. Bridgman: Going back to the study which was
passed concurrently with the bill we’ve been talking
about, as reported in the Seattle Times, their story
emphasized the role of lobbyists, that is WPPSS lob-
byists, in the house. Rather than asking you that, I
would just like you to characterize the role of journal-
ism and media in this whole series of events.

Mr. Barnes: First let me comment on WPPSS lobby-
ists.

Actually, WPPSS didn’t have well, the director of
WPPSS, we did use him to get a lot of information
from him, had him testify and interview with us and
talk with us. And the main lobbyists involved were
utility lobbyists of the various utilities, public and pri-
vate. And, possibly, the large private utilities pro-
vided the most expert lobbyists I guess they can pay
the most for them and they had some very sharp peo-
ple. Of course, they are one side of the problem.
You’ve got to listen to both sides if you’re going to
make a vote that’s going to count. But they did have
expert lobbyists, mostly from the large private utili-
ties.

The public utilities also had lobbyists. They had
people that contacted us. And then labor groups also.
And then, of course, the citizen activists we heard
from them quite a lot.

Ms. Bridgman: Will you mention some of the large
private utilities?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, there’s two particularly: Pacific
Power and Light and what’s the other one? Syl?

Ms. Bridgman: Are you thinking of the Spokane

Mr. Barnes: That’s Spokane

Ms. Bridgman: Washington Water Power?

Mr. Barnes: Syl, what are the two large private utili-
ties.

Mrs. Barnes: It’s Washington Natural Gas. Is that
the one you’re talking about? Puget Power?

Mr. Barnes: Puget Power and Light.

Mrs. Barnes: Skagit Power and Light. Now who
does what?
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Mr. Barnes: Who represented who was Mike Tracy?

Mrs. Barnes: He’s with Puget Power.

Mr. Barnes: Who’s over in Spokane.

Mrs. Barnes: Yes.

Mr. Barnes: Northwest Power or something.

Ms. Bridgman: Washington Water

Mr. Barnes: Washington Water Power?

Mrs. Barnes: I don’t know. Let me look.

Mr. Barnes: Washington Water Power, I think that’s
the one.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. And how about the
PUDs? Which PUDs?

Mr. Barnes: Let’s see. I’m trying to remember the
names of the PUDs. I remember one up in Skagit
Snohomish? No, Skagit. What’s the county north of
us there?

Ms. Bridgman: North of King?

Mr. Barnes: Yes. Is that Snohomish?

Ms. Bridgman: Yes.

Mr. Barnes: Yes. Matt Dillon was one of the activ-
ists up there and he ran for commissioner, the posi-
tion of commissioner, and was elected. And to this
day he opposes their paying the debts that they con-
tracted, paying back the bonds they sold. So he was
one of the foremost activists in opposing payment of
the bonds. One that, of course, advocated defaulting.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. Can we go back now to
the role of the newspapers, TVs

Mr. Barnes: Newspapers covered this rather exten-
sively. I’ve got to emphasize that this was a rather
large issue in the state of Washington that everybody
was interested in. Many people made disparaging
comments, of course, of the organization, Washington
Public Power Supply System. They used that word,
WPPSS, to create the butt of many jokes and dispar-
aging remarks. It was a large issue. And of course it
was one of the largest defaults, probably the largest
default, of any municipality’s bonds in the history of
the United States. And it caused a lot of people to
lose important savings.

So the newspapers covered it rather extensively,
and some of them covered it quite well. Others, it was
a difficult issue to explain and newspapers sometimes
have difficulties with complex issues which may have
two sides to the story. Sometimes young reporters

have trouble keeping this straight, but I’d say some of
the most experienced reporters did cover this exten-
sively and rather well.

Ms. Bridgman: Do you remember any particular pa-
per, reporter, with whom you agreed or thought did
their job?

Mr. Barnes: It’s hard for me to remember which
ones I agreed with. Some of them reporting weren’t
taking one side or the other; some were doing what
they were supposed to do.

I’d say that two of the people Dick Larson was one
that possibly wrote articles on this and Shelby Scates
can you remember any names, Syl?

Mrs. Barnes: Mike Layton, probably. Probably did
more than either Shelby or Dick.

Mr. Barnes: Lyle Price from the Valley News.

Mrs. Barnes: And then we had John White.

Mr. Barnes: John White from over in Spokane.

Mrs. Barnes: Yes, he was with

Mr. Barnes: International News Service, INS.

Mrs. Barnes: UPI, United Press International, I think
John was. He lived in Olympia. Those are the ones
that I remember. Of course Adele.

Mr. Barnes: Adele Ferguson.
It was covered extensively, and from many sides.

And people were extremely aware of the problem.
Whether or not they were knowledgeable of the prob-
lem, they were aware of it. Having to depend on the
various news stories for their information, people
probably took different views of the situation. And
there were people I’d say that people that objected to
nuclear power seemed to be the same people that ob-
jected to nuclear weapons. Probably the commonality
of the nuclear energy being used in both caused this
phenomenon where people who objected to nuclear
weapons which maybe in a way was all of us but
people objected to us defending ourselves by having
a deterrence seemed to be the same people that ob-
jected to us producing power by nuclear means.

So I would say there was a connection between
what you might describe as liberals versus conserva-
tives on the sides that were taken on this. That’s a
dangerous thing to say because your definition of lib-
eral and conservative is very flexible in some cases
so it’s difficult to say. But I’d say that in general the
people who in my politician’s viewpoint wanted us to
surrender in the Cold War were those who objected
to us producing power by nuclear means. And proba-
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bly would have objected to us building more dams,
too. I don’t know. But it seemed to be the same peo-
ple associated with this. And those people are, I
think, called “liberal,” but I’m not sure that’s a cor-
rect description of their politics.

Ms. Bridgman: I appreciate your caution here. And
this is completely off the WPPSS subject: Would you
say, now, that those divisions among American citi-
zens which seemed at the time to be so pervasive,
still exist and are still as important?

Mr. Barnes: Probably not as important now that the
Soviet Union has surrendered in the Cold War. There
are still remnants of this division left. It seems to me
like I’ve read recently in the paper some sides that
have been taken in the El Salvador problem, the Nic-
aragua well that’s been solved. In the opinions you
hear about our actions in the Gulf War, our actions in
Panama, Grenada, and El Salvador. There seems to be
the same kind of division. But that division is perhaps
weakening, somewhat.

Ms. Bridgman: Getting back to WPPSS, there were,
at the time, some decisions made on predictions of
energy use. You mentioned earlier that Washingtoni-
ans had discovered conservation. There were also dire
predictions made about the effects on our state econ-
omy should we default. How did you feel about those
predictions at the time?

Mr. Barnes: I think my main feeling was that it was
dishonorable to not repay a loan that you have ac-
cepted. And I feel that the bonds that were sold were
loans that were backed by the ability to collect rates
on electricity sold to the constituents of a utility. I’ve
always felt that, that was rather immoral: to default
on that bond.

What’s the other part of your question?

Ms. Bridgman: The predictions about in two sepa-
rate studies, twenty-thousand jobs would be lost and
that sort of thing.

Mr. Barnes: It was predicted that the state’s bond
rating would be affected, which it was for a while.
It’s coming back, but it’s not all the way back yet. It
did increase the interest rate that the state had to pay
on bonds that they sold after that event. So there was
some effect, and nobody knows how to measure it.

One thing, however, where the liberals were right
and I was wrong was that there was an awful lot of

electricity that could be saved by conservation. It
turned out that people who claimed that were right,
and there has been a lot of electricity saved in this
way. Although we have increased our demand for
electricity year by year as we’ve gone along since the
occasion, we have also created enough conservation,
or saved energy by conservation, to really not require
those five nuclear plants. We have used one of them,
and are continuing to build another. In the future, we
may have to reactivate the construction efforts of
these plants and continue, if the plants are not obso-
lete by then.

But it has turned out that we didn’t need five nu-
clear plants at that time. People who opposed nuclear
plants turned out to be right in this way, although
they were wrong in many other aspects of their activi-
ties.

Ms. Bridgman: What would you predict would hap-
pen if we chose to take these plants out of mothballs,
so to speak? See a replay?

Mr. Barnes: Recently comments by the Northwest
Power Planning organization what was the complete
name of that? Recent comments by that committee
that construction should be continued on one or more
of the remaining plants has brought forth the opposi-
tion to nuclear plants that existed back in the 1980s.
So I suppose there would be a certain amount of op-
position remaining, and we still haven’t, to every-
body’s satisfaction, resolved the problem of storage
of spent fuel. As long as we haven’t solved that prob-
lem, we will probably have this controversy.

Ms. Bridgman: The next year, in 1982, there was an
Initiative 394 which would have required the people’s
vote on financing any major energy projects. Can you
comment on that please?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, I just vaguely remember that oc-
curred. I don’t remember whether it made it to the
ballot and how it turned out. Do you remember how
it turned out?

This would take out of the hands of those utilities,
which would issue the bonds, take out of their hands
the decision of whether they should or not, and put
into the hands of the people of the state in general.
This maybe has some logic to it, since the default of
bonds by a group of utilities, such as what happened≤

[End of Tape 8, Side 2]
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17 THE SPELLMAN TERM

Ms. Bridgman: Today I hope we can finish the rec-
ollections about the WPPSS crisis, 1981 through
1983, and get some brief reflections on Governor
John Spellman’s administration, and then go back to
discuss another issue you considered very important
in your career, the basic education measures passed in
1977.

At the very end of tape eight, you were explaining
your reaction to Initiative 394, which was approved
by the voters in autumn of 1982. This initiative re-
quired voters approval for financing any major energy
project. There were about 532,000 votes for and
384,419 votes against it. Will you please continue de-
scribing what you remember about this.

Mr. Barnes: This is something that catches me by
surprise now. Have I forgotten what we have said
about that?

Ms. Bridgman: It was after the part of the public in-
volvement in the WPPSS troubles. I believe your last
words were something to the effect that you did not
consider it inappropriate that the voters, the people,
should give the final approval for that kind of major
project that requires so much money.

Mr. Barnes: Yes, I suppose there’s reason to feel
that the voters could have some say in that because of
the effect that such large projects have on a state. Ei-
ther when they succeed or when they fail, like the
WPPSS plans did sort of fail. So that leaves the poli-
ticians to lay the blame on the people if a project fails
like that again. I suppose there is good reason to have
such a thing. There’s been no occasion to use that
since then.

It was kind of an emotional issue, and it was like a
lot of issues that are done in that manner, through the
referendum procedure. A lot of people are casting
their vote who hadn’t had the opportunity to really
brief themselves or to become thoroughly acquainted
with the issue, the pros and cons of it. So I don’t

know how it will turn out if it’s ever used, but there
is reason to feel like it’s a good thing to have.

Ms. Bridgman: How do you think it will work to
publicize the issue? Suppose something like this were
necessary quite soon to reach the public on a major
project.

Mr. Barnes: Yes, I presume through the media. This
may be an issue that doesn’t have a strong group of
citizens organized to promote or defeat a proposal,
like so many issues do have, organizations of citizens
that cause controversy and therefore more media at-
tention. This may be something that does cause a lot
of controversy and has a lot of attention, or it may be
something that state officials are trying to explain to
people and the people aren’t interested in. So who
knows how this is going to turn out.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. To finish up our discus-
sion: The state supreme court, as you remember,
ruled that default was allowable because utilities and
municipalities who had purchased the bonds, in fact,
did not have the right to enter into that kind of con-
tract. And that was upheld by the United States Su-
preme Court. Do you, can you, explain your reaction
to that?

Mr. Barnes: I had my emotional feelings about this
also. I felt that it was wrong for the utilities who had
committed themselves by borrowing your money,
which was represented by the bonds they sold, that
many of the utilities were just going to walk away
from their debts. I felt that that was wrong. But the
courts felt that there was some question about the
agreements and the contracts that were signed, so
they allowed that. It did hurt the state’s credit rating.
And rightly so because who would want to invest
money in a state in which such a large default had
occurred. So it hurt the state’s credit rating, tempo-
rarily. I think we slowly came out of that. I felt it was
wrong, but evidently the courts allowed it, so I must
have been wrong.

Ms. Bridgman: I suppose the last chapter was an at-
tempt of the U.S. Senate Interior Appropriations Sub-
committee to adopt an amendment and rescue
WPPSS, so to speak. The press described those repre-
sentatives and senators from the northwest as publicly
supporting it, but being privately lukewarm; and in
fact, as you remember, nothing ever came of it. How
did you feel about that effort of the feds to bail us
out?

Mr. Barnes: I didn’t feel that it was necessary for
the federal government to feel that they had an obli-



gation to bail us out. It was our fault. We couldn’t
blame them. So I didn’t really have any feeling that
they should. It would have been nice if they did, for
our state, but I don’t think that the federal govern-
ment had any obligation in that case.

Ms. Bridgman: Let’s leave that sad chapter in our
state’s history behind. I’d like to hear your opinions
and reflections on Spellman and his administration.
While he was governor, 1981 to 1985, during all of
this, how did he compare with Dan Evans?

Mr. Barnes: Evans had had more experience in state
government when he became governor in state gov-
ernment. He had been a state legislator. John
Spellman had been a county executive, and before
that, a county commissioner. And Spellman really
only had one term and hadn’t I feel hadn’t felt that he
had gained the strength of leadership that Dan Evans
had done. Of course, Dan had three terms and then
had experience in the state legislature beforehand. I
think that made a difference.

John Spellman was probably too concerned with
keeping the two parties together, and maybe didn’t
have the same feeling that there is a difference be-
tween the two parties, and that he should take strong
leadership in guiding it toward the Republican philos-
ophy. This, maybe, had been reflected rather early in
the fact that the federal government passed the laws
which formed the Northwest Power Planning Admin-
istration. Each state, each of three states, Oregon,
Idaho and Washington was to designate two people to
serve on that commission or committee. I forget
which they called it. And there would be rotating
chairmanship of that. Dan Evans offered himself for
that as an appointee. He didn’t want to take it as a
full-time job he was president of the Evergreen State
College. And there were arguments, on a partisan ba-
sis, mainly, as to whether that should be a full-time
job or not.

There also was argument as to whether that should
be partisan or non-partisan. I was in the middle of
that argument, too, because I was chairman of the En-
ergy and Utilities Committee, and we were, the Re-
publicans were, the majority. I’m trying to think now.

There were two issues: whether it should be a
full-time job, and whether it should be partisan or
non-partisan. I felt that it should be non-partisan.
Maybe I was naive in thinking that would satisfy the
problems that people would have with having mem-
bers of the other party representing them in such a it
was to be a very powerful committee, planning for
future energy in the Northwest. And not only energy,

but planning for it in such a way as to preserve fish
runs and so forth.

Anyhow, Spellman, I think, wanted to satisfy the
Democrats on the issue of being partisan, where
you’d have one person from one party and another
person from the other party. I felt by having it
non-partisan would keep the partisanship out of the
question. I thought it should be non-partisan. Maybe
that’s a little naive.

But at any rate, I forced through the house a bill
that would make it non-partisan. And because I
wanted Dan Evans to take the job, and he wouldn’t
take it unless it was part-time not full-time I forced
that through also. We got those two issues through
the house, and then the senate accepted them. So
what John Spellman did was, he appointed Dan Ev-
ans as one of the members of the commission, and I
can’t remember the name of the other person. The
other person had been associated with the Democratic
party and was not a politician, but his family and so
forth had been associated with the Democratic party.
He was very good, had a good background, and was a
businessman in Seattle. It was a good appointment,
both appointments were very good, and as we had ex-
pected, Dan Evans became the chairman of the com-
mission, the first chairman.

At any rate, John did sign or appoint one person
who was a known Republican and another person
who was, in a way, connected with the Democratic
party. So I felt that he did that to avoid antagonism
from the Democrats, in the senate, particularly. So it
turned out okay, the way I had wanted it to. Both ap-
pointees were very good. And the Northwest Power
Planning Commission was then put into effect and is
operating now.

Ms. Bridgman: How did he go about working with
you and the other legislators to make his preferences
known, particularly on this issue, since you’ve just
been talking about it? And how did that compare
with, say, Dan Evans?

Mr. Barnes: In the house, the Republican caucus, we
were concerned that he might have been too concilia-
tory in trying to keep peace between the two parties.
A couple of times I had to go down and see him and
ask him to come up and talk to our caucus to get their
comments directly and explain his thoughts and so
forth. So he did that once or twice. He came up to
our caucus, and we did talk with him about these
things.
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Ms. Bridgman: Now how often had Evans spoken to
the caucus? Or did he have an entirely different way
of relating to you all?

Mr. Barnes: No, I don’t think he had an entirely dif-
ferent way of relating to us. I know that he had, on
occasion, been up to speak to the caucus, but remem-
ber, I was only there during one of his terms. He had
three terms. I had conferences with Dan Evans out-
side of the caucus. Particularly on that milk marketing
act. In fact, I convinced him to finally veto that. I
can’t remember what subject he covered when he
came to the caucus. It may have been just kind of a
formal, more or less introductory or social or what-
ever meeting. But in John Spellman’s case, we did
have specific concerns that we wanted to take with
him about.

Ms. Bridgman: How would you characterize
Spellman’s staff and the way they operated to get
things done as compared to Evans?

Mr. Barnes: It’s hard for me to remember the spe-
cific things. I remember one of Spellman’s staff
members was Steve Excell. He kept contact with the
caucus. He was sort of a conduit for communications
between us and the governor. And the specific meth-
ods of operating I just can’t recall too much on that
now.

Ms. Bridgman: Apparently they weren’t dramatic or
unconventional or they would have been memorable.

Mr. Barnes: No.

Ms. Bridgman: Now Ralph Munro, my boss, had
just been elected secretary of state then. Can you re-
member your impressions of him then, when he had
just been elected?

Mr. Barnes: He had been part of Dan Evans’ staff. I
didn’t know him too well. I remember that he was
around and he was rather quiet. It was a long time
ago, so it’s hard for me to remember any specific is-
sues or talks that we had with him, with the caucus.
We became acquainted socially. There is an attempt
to do that, you know, through our receptions and so
forth. And I was aware that before Ralph was elected,
the previous secretary of state had thought the office
was superfluous and had wanted to do away with it,
his own office. I can’t remember now who was that?
Lud Kramer?

Ms. Bridgman: No, it was following Lud.

Mr. Barnes: Is Sylvia still here? She would remem-
ber.

Mrs. Barnes: Bruce Chapman.

Mr. Barnes: Bruce Chapman. Yes, that’s right.
Bruce. There was certain things that Bruce had in
mind. He did not want to have primaries. He didn’t
want to require people to have to declare that they
were Democrats or Republicans. He was concerned
that if people would just have to come out and de-
clare, that most of them would declare themselves
Democrats. And they would then become Democrats
and support Democratic candidates. He felt that as
long as we had no requirement to register that people
wouldn’t get locked into one party or the other. This
he felt would anyhow, it’s politics: You do whatever
you can to help support your own party.

Ralph immediately took an interest in the job. It
was the correct place for him. He was the right man
for the right position because he has an interest in
things the history of the state, for instance and wants
to have a position where he can study this and pre-
serve some of the history of the state. And Ralph’s
interests Ralph was very interested, I know, in a state
primary. He has always pushed that, and he finally
got it. And he was the motivating force, probably the
primary motivating force, behind that; although the
people evidently agreed with him: they voted to
change the constitution for it.

Ms. Bridgman: How about Sid Snyder who was sec-
retary of the senate during most of your time down
there? How would you describe Sid?

Mr. Barnes: Oh, he was very friendly and very capa-
ble. He conducted the business in a capable manner.
We were all friendly with him. He was a good his po-
sition, it’s similar to the clerk of the house, but I for-
get what the title is now. Yes, we liked Sid.

Ms. Bridgman: And Vito Chiechi?

Mr. Barnes: Chiechi! Vito Chiechi.

Ms. Bridgman: Had replaced Dean Foster as chief
clerk.

Mr. Barnes: Yes.

Ms. Bridgman: And what was he like?

Mr. Barnes: Vito had worked for Len Sawyer, a
Democrat, earlier, and when he was working for the
Democrats he was regarded as one you could rely on.
When he gave his word on something he kept it. And
he did a very capable job. Later when we became the
majority party, Bill Polk was our Speaker and he ap-
pointed Vito as the house clerk. And Vito was very
good at it.
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Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. Are there other impor-
tant personages associated with the Spellman years,
that I have forgotten or don’t know about, that you
remember?

Mr. Barnes: Oh, I can’t think of anything. There are
incidents about his term. For instance, one of the im-
portant things, I think, was when they had a strike of
the engineers on the ferry system. We passed a law
which would have placed the ferry workers under the
state civil service rather than as employees of the
ferry system, which wasn’t a civil service position. It
would have placed them on the civil service and
would have outlawed their strikes, I believe.

This, of course, labor then opposed, very strongly,
and kicked up quite a fuss about it. They did this to a
point where Spellman then I think he pocket-vetoed
that bill and, instead, appointed a commission which
included some labor and so forth, and some ferry us-
ers, to study the situation for a year. Then we were to
come back. It was his intention we were to come
back and consider the law again the next year. Well
nothing ever became of that. I think John Spellman’s
term ended, and so the bill, which was opposed by la-
bor, and therefore labor being supported by the Dem-
ocrats it never passed.

By the way, side notes on John Spellman: he loved
to sing.

Ms. Bridgman: I didn’t know that. I hadn’t heard
that anywhere.

Mr. Barnes: Yes, he’s pretty good. And one of his
good friends, a tenor, an Irish tenor I forget his name
but he had this fellow when he made his inaugural
speech to the legislature when he was first elected. In
our first session. He gave his speech, and then he in-
vited this tenor up with him, and the two of them
sang a couple of duets.

John liked Dixieland music, which was my favor-
ite. And I had before I went to the legislature I had a
seven piece Dixieland band. He invited me to put to-
gether my band, which had kind of broken up when I

went to the legislature, for a reception in the Gover-
nor’s Mansion. We did that. In fact, I’ve got a picture
somewhere. And we played some Dixieland music in
the Governor’s Mansion for a reception, and the gov-
ernor sang a couple of numbers with us. He knew the
words to an awful lot of the Dixieland tunes, and he
wasn’t particular about what key you played them in.
So he’d strain his voice to match it. And so I have a
picture I can show you later.

Ms. Bridgman: Do you remember what songs he
sang at his inauguration?

Mr. Barnes: I think one of them was “Tomorrow.”
He sang that as solo. I can’t remember what the other
one was, but he sang “Tomorrow.” Then, just a year
or two ago I was invited by the Puget Sound Tradi-
tional Jazz Society to play at their concerts every now
and then they invited me to play for a jam set be-
tween sets of a featured band. I called John and asked
him if he’d like to come along and sing with us, and
he did. And this was quite a flurry. People were re-
ally impressed. We got the governor, the ex-governor
at that time, down to sing some jazz numbers with us,
and he did, and he had great fun. People enjoyed hav-
ing him and got a big kick out of it. And it wasn’t too
bad, in fact, I’ve got a tape of that I can play for you
if you want.

Ms. Bridgman: Do you remember what songs he
sang then?

Mr. Barnes: Oh, things like “Bill Bailey” and “After
You’re Gone.” What else? I don’t know. It was just
the standard jazz type numbers. He knew the words
to all of them. He didn’t have to have any notes or
anything like that; he just got up and sang and he was
very easy to get along with. He isn’t temperamental
artist type.

Ms. Bridgman: Well, I had no idea that Spellman
was a musician.

[End of Tape 9, Side 1]
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18 EDUCATION LEGISLATION

Ms. Bridgman: Let’s get started on something really
important to all of us: the basic education measures
which were passed in 1977 during Governor Ray’s
term. That was a very long winter and spring for all
of you, with regular and special sessions from Janu-
ary 10 through June 22. You served on the House Ed-
ucation Committee. The chairman then was
Representative Art Clemente. Am I pronouncing it
correctly?

I’d like to start with your description of that com-
mittee, its personnel, how you worked together, and
the characteristic way you decided things or worked
through problems.

Mr. Barnes: It operated much like all committees. It
had a majority of Democrats, of course. I was the
ranking Republican on the committee. Art Clemente
was the chairman. Dennis Heck was the
vice-chairman. I believe that was his position. The
three of us, Art Clemente, Dennis Heck, and myself
were on the conference committee that really wrote
the Basic Education Act.

To start with, this issue had been let’s see, I had
been in the legislature maybe three or four years at
the time. Before, I’d had an experience at Boeing
where I’d been given the responsibility of describing
and defining an avionics laboratory for the company.
I didn’t know anything about avionics laboratories so
I had to go around and find out just what an avionics
laboratory does and what should it consist of and
what kind of equipment you need.

So I’d had to learn to define the performance
which was required and then find out how you get
that performance. I carried this experience into the
legislature with me, and when I saw the way we were
funding education was sort of “How much money is
there?” We would argue over how much we need and
how much we can afford. And I saw it would depend
on politics and how much money was available. So I
thought, well gee, we should define what basic educa-
tion is and what we expect it to do in such a way that

we can then say, “Well, what do we have to get for
it, and how much is it going to cost us?” And come
up from that angle rather than the way we were doing
it.

I wrote to, I think all states, the legislatures of all
states. I wrote to whoever had a related position to
our superintendent of public instruction to ask how
they determine funding for their school system. And I
got replies from a number of them. I did this with the
help of one of the administrators of the Highline Dis-
trict whom I had a lot of confidence in. We framed
the questions that we wanted to ask and so forth. We
got answers from quite a number of the states, and
found that no state really had a good method of deter-
mining how much money they needed for education.
In most states it was like we were, it was kind of a
function of how much money was available and who
had the most political clout.

So I figured we’d have to do like I did on that avi-
onics laboratory. We’d have to define what we mean
by basic education and then, from that definition,
come up with what we had to have to fund it.

Ms. Bridgman: Excuse me. Did you write to these
states before the 1977 session there? This had been
an issue

Mr. Barnes: Yes, it was after the first session that I
had gone through. Actually, it was just a half a ses-
sion. I was just there long enough to become ac-
quainted with how we were handling the situation. So
it was very early, probably in the first year that I was
in the legislature that I did this. And probably in the
second year that I did present an amendment to the
budget I believe it was the budget bill which would
have required the superintendent of public instruction
to define basic education in such a way that we could
determine the funding requirements.

I presented this amendment on the floor, and
maybe I got fourteen votes for it, or something like
that, out of ninety-eight. So it didn’t go over very
well. But shortly after, I think it was about a year
later, we had what’s been referred to as massive levy
failures in the state. The city of Seattle failed their
levies and Highline District, big districts, failed their
levies and were left with maybe half or sixty percent
of their budget. The state was providing the rest, but
up to thirty or forty percent of the school districts’
budgets were levies.

So the school districts, several of the districts, and
the teachers union, the WEA, sued the state on the
basis that the constitution of the state said that our
primary what’s the word the primary duty of the state
was to provide education equally throughout the state



for all children: adequate basic education. So the
school districts and the WEA that brought the suit
won the suit. Judge Doran in his decision said that we
had to define education, basic education, and fund
that basic education according to the constitution of
the state.

Ms. Bridgman: And that was in January, 1977?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember the dates of that, but it
was a year or two, or three, after I’d presented the
amendment which would have required this. But the
judge said that the legislature has to define basic edu-
cation instead of the SPI.

So then we did. That was our big, big task in 1977,
I guess it was. And we had, of course, several bills
presented to the legislature. I can’t remember the ex-
act mechanics of what all happened, but it did end up
with a bill passed by the senate and a bill passed by
the house. Then we had to have a conference commit-
tee, a free conference committee to rewrite the whole
thing because we couldn’t get agreement on it.

Ms. Bridgman: Before we get into the conference
committee, I’d like to trace a little of the different at-
tempts to define and solve this problem. First of all,
you sponsored a resolution on January 26 saying that
basic education should be the first priority. Do you
remember that?

Mr. Barnes: What year was that?

Ms. Bridgman: 1977.

Mr. Barnes: No, I can’t. I sponsored a

Ms. Bridgman: Yes, house resolution and the press
was very pleased.

Mr. Barnes: I did something the press was pleased
with?

Ms. Bridgman: Many things, as a matter of fact.
Now maybe you can help me with this. But there
were two main packages of legislation presented in
this long solution. One of which you were a promi-
nent sponsor it was the Citizens for Fair School
Funding package.

Mr. Barnes: Yes, that rings a bell.

Ms. Bridgman: Then there was another one, spon-
sored by Representatives Denny Heck, Frank Warnke,
and Jim Bolt. That one emphasized curriculum more
than the CFSF, yours, which emphasized funding ac-
cording to ratio. How did you and Representatives
Lee and Valle join to sponsor the CFSF one?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember the details. I know
that I was aware that our law defining basic education
had to be such that you could interpret that as money.
In other words, so many teachers per thousand stu-
dents, rather than, “We’ve got to teach science, we’ve
got to teach math. How much does that cost? We
don’t know.” How many teachers you need that you
can interpret as how much money you need.

So my bill emphasized the method of defining,
which would help you turn the crank and determine
how much money you’d need. I can’t remember too
much about the other approach to it, but the other ap-
proach would not have allowed, I felt, you to easily
interpret it or convert that to money.

Ms. Bridgman: Do you remember what the commit-
tee deliberations were like as you, that is, the House
Education Committee, worked to develop a composite
bill?

Mr. Barnes: No, I can’t remember too well. I can re-
member some of the conference discussion, the con-
ference committee discussions.

Ms. Bridgman: We’ll get on to that. Am I then to as-
sume that there was not any particular controversy?

Mr. Barnes: Oh, yes, there was lots of controversy.

Ms. Bridgman: Within the committee of this first
go-around? Or did that

Mr. Barnes: Well, I really can’t remember the com-
mittee discussions. But I know that the approaches
that people had differed. For instance, everybody had
their opinions on just what basic education was and
what all should be included in the definition and what
approach the definition should take. Should it dwell
on subject matter, number of hours that a subject mat-
ter had to be taught, and that sort of thing, or should
it draw on the amount of staff you’d have to have and
the facilities and so forth.

So there was a lot of controversy and argument
from these different approaches. The basic education
law that came out did include consideration of both.
And maybe you’ve done a lot of research, maybe
you’ve read that. It does have some indication of how
many hours or years of certain subjects should be
taught by certain grade levels. Those have changed
through the years. But I was rather adamant that we
should not dictate to the local districts what they
should teach or how it should be taught. But I was in-
sistent that we were to come with a method whereby
we’d say what’s fair in the line of money to the dif-
ferent districts.
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Ms. Bridgman: What role did lobbyists play in all of
this? You’ve mentioned the WEA. Can you describe

Mr. Barnes: The WEA was, of course, heavily in-
volved. They’re always every year they find some-
thing to be heavily involved in. They’ve got to justify
their salaries. And I did get curious about that once
and got a list of salaries. I don’t know how I did be-
cause they’re trying to keep it secret, but I got a list
of salaries and found the president of the WEA made
almost as much as the governor of the state did. One
of our legislators, in fact, took that list and sent it out
to all of the teachers in his district. From then on the
WEA was out to get him. His name he’s from Spo-
kane and he was a prime target of the WEA from
then on until he retired.

But yes, the WEA was heavily involved and I
think their main purpose was to preserve two things,
probably. One of them, of course, to benefit teachers
any way they could through job security and salaries.
The other purpose was to maintain as much as they
could of issues and subjects that could be bargained
for because the importance of the WEA to their mem-
bers, and therefore attractiveness to their members,
had to be their ability to bargain for things that are
important to teachers. And that was their I’ve got to
say it that’s been their main program throughout all
the time I was in the legislature. And I was one of the
targets of the WEA too, by the way.

Ms. Bridgman: Oh, I didn’t realize that. Now were
there other groups or particularly interested citizens
who were active lobbyists?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, this group, this group is called Cit-
izens for Fair School Funding. That was a statewide
organization that had gotten together to do something
about education funding. And they came up with pro-
posals that were thoughtful and had some substance
to them. However, they didn’t hear all the arguments,
one side or the other. So their proposal, their main
proposal I think, was kind of naive in certain ways
and had left things out. I can’t remember now exactly
what their proposal was, but they did contribute to
our thoughts in this way. And they had some influ-
ence.

I remember after the issue was settled and the bill
was passed and into effect, members of that organiza-
tion tried to keep it active by transferring its interests
to other issues as time went on. But no other issues
had had that strong interest, so they finally disap-
peared.

Ms. Bridgman: Were there, or who were, adversar-
ies? Supporters of the old levy system?

Mr. Barnes: We really didn’t have any adversaries to
the idea that we had to do something. Everybody re-
alized we had to satisfy the court decision. Everybody
realized, by this time, that we had to define basic ed-
ucation and fund it. Nobody suggested changing the
constitution so we wouldn’t have to do these things.
That came later, by the way.

So I’m trying to think while I talk here. We really
didn’t have any for and against; we had different ap-
proaches and that’s where the arguments came.

Ms. Bridgman: Shall we now get to the deliberations
of the conference committee? Augie Mardesich, Sue
Gould, Jim McDermott, Denny Heck, Clemente, and
you. What were they like?

Mr. Barnes: Pretty intense. I remember we had to
spend a lot of time waiting for Augie Mardesich be-
cause he had other things. He was one of the leaders
of the Democratic caucus in the senate. I can remem-
ber Jim McDermott when we thought, well, let’s go
ahead without him. Let’s make some of these deci-
sions and write it up. And I remember Jim
McDermott saying, “No we’ve got to wait for
Augie.” Holding us back. So Jim didn’t want to go
ahead without him.

I disagreed. I felt that we should go ahead. We had
things to do and we were all being kept, sometimes,
waiting for Augie to come, with nothing to do. And
we missed a lot of votes on the floor because the
meetings in this conference committee were long and
argumentative. We knew Sue was a senate Republi-
can Sue Gould. So many of these meetings had to be
held at the same time there were floor votes being
taken, and so this was the only year I missed a lot of
floor votes.

The gist of our arguments were such that I think
others wanted one set of people wanted to name the
subject matter and how many hours should be taught
and this sort of thing, as a definition of basic educa-
tion. I wanted to name the time that had to be spent
in the classroom, the number of days and number of
teachers we should have and the number of students
in the class and that sort of thing. This would trans-
late to money. And so, as a matter of fact, we got
both things in the bill. If you’ve done the research,
maybe you have seen that.

So we finally settled on that and got it passed. And
that was good. I think we had probably the best edu-
cation funding system of any of the states by that
time. This was what I thought we should have had for
several years.
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Ms. Bridgman: Among the six of you, do you re-
member outstanding arguments? Which members
held out? What were the dynamics like?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember this. I do remember
that we were, we were all cooperative, and we all had
the same goal, and we all worked toward the same
goal, and our arguments, I think, were very construc-
tive. So it was probably the best example of legisla-
tive action that I had seen in the fifteen years. Except,
maybe, our action during the WPPSS thing. But this
was, I think, very constructive legislative action. And
I hadn’t seen anything like that very often. Lots of
times we were divided by partisan philosophies and
things, and lots of times our discussions are rancor-
ous.

I think our discussions and arguments were con-
structive, and we all seemed to be working toward the
same goal. And we kept our, you know, we were very
friendly. I was somewhat perturbed because we had
to wait so much for Augie Mardesich. I thought he
should have somebody else be on that committee if
he had to be other places doing other things, because
this was our primary duty. But he felt that it was of
importance that when he was the caucus leader in the
senate, he wanted to be on that committee himself.

Ms. Bridgman: The vote then on House Bill 900 was
thirty-eight to two in the senate. And favoring
eighty-five to five in the house. So apparently you did
a stellar job.

Mr. Barnes: Maybe by this time everybody was so
glad to get something.

Ms. Bridgman: June 21.

Mr. Barnes: Was it June 21?

Ms. Bridgman: Well, I think the last day of this ses-
sion was the twenty-second.

Mr. Barnes: Is that right?

Ms. Bridgman: Now in 1984, to go ahead a little bit,
House Bill 166 partially undid that formula. Do you
recall that and

Mr. Barnes: I remember that number, but I can’t re-
member what it did.

Ms. Bridgman: Let me go on then. I understand that
Senator Al Bauer now is in support of much greater
use of achievement tests. That is that he is among
those who believe that what we might call input,
which you all established in the basic education legis-
lation, is not sufficient. So we need to check on out-
put or progress for achievement. He would like to do
the Metropolitan Achievement Tests for the eighth
and tenth grades. What is your feeling about that?

Mr. Barnes: I agreed with him. I thought that people
should know how our schools stacked up. Of course
there are a lot of things other than the quality of
school that determine the grade level that comes out
of that. And so I think the WEA, in this case, was
quite opposed to this. They were afraid of eventually
teachers being paid on the basis of how much the stu-
dents merit pay and so forth. So they’re deathly
against. So, if I remember right, and I’ve got to qual-
ify that by saying that the WEA was against this: I
felt that it was right, and I since have come across
parents who appreciate it.

One parent that I worked with down at Boeing, in
fact, tracked his school versus other schools in the
district. And we did also pass the bill that required
districts to allow people to take their kids to another
school if there was space available in that other
school. This fellow that I knew, he tracked he was an
engineer he charted the test averages and so forth,
and I believe he moved his kids to another school. He
was very happy about knowing which school the kids
were doing best in. Others, most parents, have just
sort of generally looked at these test scores to com-
pare their schools against other states, or other dis-
tricts, and so forth. I think there wasn’t very many
actions like this gentleman I told you about where
kids were moved from one school to another. There
wasn’t very much of that as a result of the test. Peo-
ple like the tests. They like to see how their schools
stack up, and they judge them by that. Although, as I
say, the legislatures are aware that≤

[End Tape 9, Side 2]
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Ms. Bridgman: This will be the last hour in our in-
terview series. We’ll be discussing things not talked
about before, things that you’ve indicated were im-
portant, accomplishments or memorable events during
your career. And we’ll end with a kind of summing
up.

After the last tape ran out, you were elaborating on
your comments about the Basic Education Act and
were talking about some of the opposition to that act.
Those opposing were, and are, worried that teachers
will teach only for test results. You continued to
make comments about that after the tape was over.
Can you recall what you were saying?

Mr. Barnes: Part of the opposition to having to test
certain grade levels to tell which schools are doing
well by their students was that teachers might teach to
the tests that were being scheduled. It’s been my con-
tention that if the teachers taught to the tests, if the
tests are written well, that if the teachers teach to the
tests then they are teaching the students the things
that they need to learn anyhow.

For instance, in mathematics, the type of problems
that are put in the tests are problems that are typical
of the things that students must know to get that sub-
ject matter. Therefore, if they teach a student to com-
plete that type of problem, then they are teaching the
things that the student is supposed to know anyhow.

Ms. Bridgman: How would you counter the argu-
ment that the tests aren’t that good?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t know how I would counter that
argument. But I know that it is I’ve taken a lot of
tests in my life I know that it is possible to write tests
with different problems, varying the problems from
test to test so that you don’t have to have a specific
problem, a specific set of numbers each time the test
is given. It’s possible to write a good test where a stu-
dent must know how to do a certain type of problem
in order to complete the test. A test shouldn’t be im-
possible to write, certainly.

Ms. Bridgman: Let’s continue by talking about Gov-
ernor Dixie Lee Ray whose term was 1977 through
1981. How would you evaluate her and her actions in
office?

Mr. Barnes: Governor Ray was a rather unique char-
acter, as all of our governors are, really. And she had
in her mind certain things that were right and wrong,
and quite often she didn’t have a lot of patience in
talking with the reporters quite often, and explaining
things that should be explained. So this gave her a
disadvantage in getting along with the reporters.
Quite often they lost patience with her. And she did-
n’t have the patience to explain things carefully
sometimes. And so she had trouble with the news
media because of that.

Ms. Bridgman: How important was it that she had
not been an active politician for years and years, and
therefore, not well known either within her own
Democratic Party or to Republicans in the house and
senate?

Mr. Barnes: It was important, I think, in getting
elected, that she hadn’t been heavily involved in po-
litical activities before her election. That was the year
they referred to this present year as the “year of the
woman” that was also considered the year of the
woman. She was the first woman we’d had running
for governor in this state. And therefore we had a lot
of women, particularly those activist women in the
organization, the Women’s Political Caucus and the
National Organization of Women and so forth, that
were excited, particularly excited about having a
woman running for governor. And many of them
voted for Dixie and supported Dixie because she was
a woman, with no knowledge of what her political
philosophy was. And we heard comments from
women later who then had said that they had voted
for a woman because she was a woman, but they
wouldn’t do that again.

She turned out to be somewhat conservative. And
many of the activist womens organizations were
somewhat liberal. And therefore, some of them were
disappointed in her political philosophy once she was
elected.

Ms. Bridgman: How effective was she, in your opin-
ion, in getting along with the legislature? Both the
Republicans and the Democrats.

Mr. Barnes: She got along with Republicans fairly
well. I remember one of our caucus leaders having
been down to visit her one time and reported back to
the caucus that, “Gee it was nice having a Republican
in the Governor’s office for a change.” Of course



Dixie was a Democrat, and we had had a Democrat
before, so he was sort of facetiously referring to the
fact that here was a governor that had somewhat the
political philosophy that met some of the aspects of
the Republican’s philosophy.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of problems, if any, or
what kinds of situations, resulted from that? Did you
remember specific legislation that was affected?

Mr. Barnes: None comes to my mind right now. I
wish I had this question to think over a little bit be-
forehand. I can’t recall anything right now that arose
because of this situation, this difference in philosophy
that Governor Ray had. As we talk I’ll try to think of
something.

Ms. Bridgman: What comes to mind about any re-
marks that Democrats made?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t remember the Democrats partic-
ularly being anxious to remind people that their gov-
ernor didn’t have a philosophy that exactly matched
theirs. So I think they rather soft-peddled that. And
perhaps it was, more or less, that comments of this
nature were, more or less, a facetious type. And she
really didn’t adopt the Republican philosophy, but she
did because she had been elected with the help of la-
bor unions and so forth she did keep the ideas in
mind that were the goals of labor, particularly the
state employee’s labor unions.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. How much did the reten-
tion of elected officials all but one were the same; the
one who changed was the insurance commissioner.
How much effect did that have on her term?

Mr. Barnes: Let’s see if I can understand this ques-
tion. The change in insurance commissioner?

Ms. Bridgman: That the lieutenant governor, secre-
tary of state, treasurer, auditor, and on and on were
all the same people who’d held the office before.

Mr. Barnes: The same people.

Ms. Bridgman: Yes. Slade Gorton, Cherberg, Bruce
Chapman. I didn’t state that very clearly. The insur-
ance commissioner was the only one which changed.
I’m just wondering how much effect having a group
of the same elected officials and the same kind of
majority and minority in both the house and the sen-
ate. You get a continuity of personnel there, but
Dixie, herself, had to fit into this situation.

Mr. Barnes: First her, what would be known on the
national level as her cabinet, were independently
elected. They were not tied with the governor at all.

So of course, their philosophies and their methods of
doing things would continue on as before. And the
governor had little influence on them.

There was, I’m trying to think. There was conflict
between her and the Parks Commission. She wanted
very much to replace the parks commissioner. What
was his name now, Odegard. There was an attempt by
her to replace him. First she tried to get the state law
changed that would have made him subject to her ap-
pointment. But that became a partisan issue then, as it
was because it was at that time. It was a Democratic
governor who wanted to get rid of a Republican parks
commissioner. I think the situation was that he had
been appointed by a former governor and then would
keep that appointment for a certain time. And the new
governor didn’t have the power to terminate his term.
And that became a hassle in the legislature at the time
when she took over.

I’m trying to remember when the senate changed
hands so that the Republicans became the majority in
the senate, when one of the senators defected from
his party. Peter von Reichbauer changed parties and
that turned the situation around.

Ms. Bridgman: In 1977, when she was elected, there
were still thirty Democrats and nineteen Republicans
in the senate as there had been. And in the house, Re-
publicans gained one house seat.

Mr. Barnes: Let me ask Sylvia if she remembers.

[Tape on, Tape off]

Ms. Bridgman: How about Governor Ray’s own per-
sonal staff. How did they get along with those of you
who were more experienced at all levels?

Mr. Barnes: I didn’t have any personal very little
personal contact with her, except social or friendly
social contact. I remember a couple of times when I
did have social contact with her. I didn’t have any
conflict of interest with her in political things, I don’t
believe, at the time. As much as I did have with John
Spellman. I figured my influence with her would be
nil, maybe. So I didn’t have an occasion to try and in-
fluence her in that way. So I really couldn’t answer
your question I guess, myself.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. How about the new
Speaker of the house that year, John Bagnariol.
You’ve not talked about him.

Mr. Barnes: Yes. John Bagnariol was very popular
with the Republicans because he could be we felt that
once he’d given his word on some item, like the pre-
senting of a bill to the Rules Committee and so forth,
in passing a bill in through the Rules Committee and
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having a floor vote on certain things when we agreed
with him on something of that type we felt that that
was a very solid agreement and that we could trust
him to carry through the word that he had given. And
besides that, he was a friendly person and very popu-
lar and easy to get along with.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. I’d like to continue now,
talking about other things you’ve indicated were high-
lights of your career.

You explained on-tape and off-tape that one of
your initial political concerns had to do with milk
producers subsidies. And that not until you retired
was an act passed. You had succeeded in getting ve-
toes up to that time. I’d like to record your recollec-
tion chronologically please, if we can do that.

Mr. Barnes: Chronologically. Okay.

Ms. Bridgman: Can you describe by, or begin by de-
scribing the legislation introduced?

Mr. Barnes: Yes. Sometime before I got into the leg-
islature the Milk Marketing Act was passed through
the legislature and signed by Governor Rosellini.
About this time I read about the bill in the newspaper
and became somewhat alarmed because, in my mind,
the bill was contrary to our basic philosophy of how
our economy works. It was a government setting
price and production quotas and so forth of a product.
So Sylvia and I joined with several other types of
people, I think mainly it was the people who pro-
duced and bottled and sold their own milk like ones
that deliver milk to your door who had been included
in this bill, and they wanted out. And we got with
them. Our purpose, of course, was that this was just a
bad situation for market economy.

We got the bill put on a referendum. We got a ref-
erendum on the bill on the next ballot, and it was de-
feated by a greater margin than eighty percent. So it
was really defeated. And I felt that if our legislature
didn’t reflect the people’s desires any better than to
pass a bill that would be defeated by a referendum
greater than eighty percent, I felt somebody should go
down and straighten them out.

So that was my purpose when I got the opportunity
to go to the legislature. I had in mind the fact that our
legislators didn’t really understand our economic sys-
tem and would pass law that would destroy that sys-
tem if it carried through to other laws, and so forth.

So when I went down to the legislature, my first
year down there, this same law appeared again. It was
now about ten years after the first law had been de-
feated by a referendum. The same law came into ef-
fect. This time it didn’t include the juggers, as they

were called, people who produced and sold their own
milk. So they didn’t they thought it was great because
it would leave them without certain competition that
they had. If the state established a commission that
could increase the price of milk, except for theirs,
then they could undercut the other milk producers,
and so they weren’t interested in defeating this bill
now. So I was alone.

Fortunately we had Governor Dan Evans at the
time who was an engineer. I was able to draw up
charts that showed him the progress of the milk in-
dustry, how they had increased their production every
year, in spite of the fact that the biggest argument for
this the bill, that was now coming up again, was the
claim that the milk industry was failing. They used
the argument that enough dairies would fail that it
would leave people without enough to feed the chil-
dren with.

Actually, the milk being produced, according to
my research, was about two and a half times the
amount that could be sold and so it had to be sold
through the federal government as surplus milk prod-
ucts. And I was able to chart out this fact, the growth
of the products, milk and so forth, and prices and the
number of people it took to produce milk and how
that had changed over the years, and actually, how
the amount of milk that each cow could produce had
changed over the years. This destroyed the arguments
for the bill on that basis and made it easy for Gover-
nor Evans to see. And he vetoed the bill this time.

I fought the bill through the entire legislature and
did slow it down quite a bit and probably did lose
some votes for it. It was evident to me that the people
who were supporting the bill, and who voted for it,
really didn’t understand how our economic system
worked and really didn’t understand the effect of this
action on the milk industry. That has carried through
until I left the legislature, when it was then presented
to the legislature again, and passed with an emer-
gency clause, an emergency clause saying that this is
necessary for the immediate health and welfare of the
people of the state. So they passed the bill in such a
way then, with the emergency clause in it, that it
could not be subject to referendum. It took effect im-
mediately upon the governor’s signing. This time the
governor, Booth Gardner, signed the bill and it went
into effect immediately.

Since then I’ve had some dedication to following
the bill to see what happened. Nothing much has hap-
pened. There were negotiations going on with Oregon
State, which is a part of the milk marketing district.
Oregon State had this bill for some time, but it could-
n’t really take effect because the states can’t control
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the price of a product that is transported from one
state to another. Interstate commerce is under the con-
trol of the federal government. This is the problem
that I don’t understand how they’re going to get
around. So that the bill might not work, it might not
do anything. But it will cost some money because
now there has to be a committee that has to get to-
gether and decide what the price of the milk should
be, and so forth.

At any rate, if they’re able to increase the price of
milk as the farmers seem to want, it would cost the
milk consumers of the state about two million dollars
a year or was it twelve, twelve million. I had figured
it out one time, and I don’t remember now what I fig-
ured. But it will be expensive for the people who buy
milk. And of course, that’s the people who have chil-
dren, and for the benefit, or supposed benefit, of dairy
farmers. It won’t help them because the increase in
the price of milk will, of course, impose a problem to
those who buy milk and the market will be reduced a
little bit, just because of the laws of economic nature.

Ms. Bridgman: And you said that you were alone in
your opposition.

Mr. Barnes: That’s not really true. I had help from a
Democrat, Helen Sommers, who has a degree in eco-
nomics by the way. She understood the problem. And
I had help in the senate from Lois North who did
speak against the bill in the senate.

Ms. Bridgman: Where did you get all of this infor-
mation that you amassed for the charts?

Mr. Barnes: Most of it was readily available in the
pamphlets. The material, information, is put out by
the federal government’s milk marketing people. And
there was actually information available to the legis-
lators who would take twenty seconds to look at this
material. They could then have told that the argument
for the bill was rather nefarious.

Ms. Bridgman: How about the opposition then, those
who supported it? That included all dairymen?

Mr. Barnes: All except the juggers, people that I
mentioned. There are very few of them left anymore
who produce their own milk, bottle it, and deliver it.
Sell it themselves, perhaps. They are still quite satis-
fied≤

[End of Tape 10, Side 1]
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Ms. Bridgman: You were talking about the vicissi-
tudes of milk marketing in the state of Washington,
and explaining who was, and is, behind this measure:
the dairymen, but not the juggers. Why then did they
have so many allies in the legislature?

Mr. Barnes: I always use this bill as an example to
explain to people that our legislators do not under-
stand how our economic system works. No one was
able to arouse concern of what would happen to the
milk industry, when this bill was passed and became
effective; if it was effective, as the farmers wanted.
The farmers I’m talking about are the, for instance,
the Darigold farmers who have a cooperative that can
set their own prices, if they want. In fact, one time
they did, and when this didn’t work, they backed off
and un-set their own prices and asked the state to do
it for them. Why they thought that the state would
have any different effect economically, I don’t know.

To me, this bill shows that the legislators don’t un-
derstand economics, and that is a reflection of the cit-
izens who don’t understand economics who think that
they can solve a problem by passing a law such as
this. Fortunately, I think in my time Governor Dan
Evans was able to understand it.

And you asked about why this had such wide-
spread support. It was because the dairy people, who
also didn’t know what this would do to them, were
very insistent and had been for a number of years.
Now this how long has it been since this bill was first
introduced and Sylvia and I got involved in helping to
get it on the ballot? That was thirty years ago, maybe.
And ever since then, as long as there is nobody in the
legislature to fight this thing, they’ve been introduc-
ing it, and it finally passed.

What got me started on this?

Ms. Bridgman: I’m wondering were the farmers who
produce milk for Darigold, for instance, did they have

particularly effective lobbyists? How much of this is
strategy and tactics and that kind of thing?

Mr. Barnes: They did have lobbyists. When the lob-
byists talked to me, they didn’t appear effective be-
cause they had no effect on me. But what they did
was they got the Democratic house members in-
volved, and the house members appointed a freshman
legislator to herd this bill through the legislature. And
this was to be her bill that would make her very well
in the eyes of the farmers, who have an organization
that is quite effective in their lobbying. They’re pres-
ent all of the time, and they’re there and will let you
know that they have a voting block.

Ms. Bridgman: Who was that legislator?

Mr. Barnes: A girl, Syl! Who’s the girl that

[Tape on, Tape off]

Yes, the freshman Democratic legislator, Mary Kay
Becker, was given this bill to push it through, and she
did what she could. She was very articulate, and she
also didn’t understand how our economic system
worked. So she did try to get that through and got it
through the legislature, and of course, I got the gover-
nor to veto the bill.

Ms. Bridgman: How close were the votes in the
house and senate?

Mr. Barnes: They weren’t very close. The farmer ar-
eas, the farm districts are generally Republican dis-
tricts, so they had some powerful Republicans on the
side of that bill. For instance, Max Benitz, in the sen-
ate, who was a Republican and a very good legislator,
came to me and said that he couldn’t vote against that
bill himself because many of his supporters were
farmers and were very persistent that the bill be
passed. So he on the sly gave me information on
what their tactics would be to pass the bill and how it
was doing. And he would, nearly every day, get in
touch with me and give me the latest poop on the bill.

In the house, for instance, our caucus leader was
Duane Berentson, who also supported the bill because
his district had a very strong dairy farmers organiza-
tion in it. There were strong Republicans that had to
vote for the bill. Some of them told me personally
that they had to; they didn’t believe in the bill, but
they felt they had to support it.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of efforts did you make
to get citizens who weren’t dairy farmers your con-
stituents involved, to see and understand your view-
points.



Mr. Barnes: I got a couple of agricultural economists
in the state, one of them from the Washington State
University and one of them on loan to me from Boe-
ing, for this purpose: to work out the cost of this,
what it would cost the consumers of milk once it
went into effect. And so I got that worked out and we
publicized to the extent we could. We got articles in
the paper that would explain how much this bill
would cost.

But it wasn’t a really colorful issue. I really didn’t
get any letters on it or anything of that sort. And re-
ally people didn’t take an interest in it. And that’s
been reflected in this latest passage of the bill which
passed not too long ago. Nobody seems to know
about it. I asked my milkman about it. “What bill?”
He didn’t know about it. It really didn’t receive any
publicity. I didn’t find out about it going through of
the legislature until after it was gone, and I happened
to be reviewing some of the bills that had passed, you
know, that were printed and in the newspaper. It just
lists the bills, and I came across this thing and got a
copy of it. Sure enough, it was the same thing that
had passed once before, been rejected by referendum
of the people, passed again, been vetoed by the gov-
ernor, and then passed again. When I was gone, no
one was there to watch for it.

Ms. Bridgman: It’s a good story of the whole pro-
cess.

Mr. Barnes: Yes, that one bill probably won’t have a
lot of effect on the state. It won’t work. It won’t have
much to do. But it does illustrate that our legislators
and our people and our milk farmers, who are very
good at producing milk, how these people don’t un-
derstand how our economic system works: the market
system.

Ms. Bridgman: How much did you talk to the dairy
farmers?

Mr. Barnes: Quite a lot. I got to knowing them
pretty well. And they’re great people. They have a lot
invested in their land and their farms and so forth.
They have great children that go to WSU and become
cheerleaders and so forth. Great people. And I was
able to convince them that they’d take care of some
of their problems by an advertising campaign. And
that’s when they started this campaign that featured
the white “moo-stache.” You may remember when
that came out. They did increase their sales and so
forth and alleviated some of their problems with that
advertising campaign. And they invited me down to
their Dairy Princess Luncheon and things like that. So

I got to know them, and they’re a great bunch of peo-
ple. But they don’t know anything about economics.

Ms. Bridgman: I want to get back to that at the end
of this interview. Thank you. It is a classic story.

You wrote on the preliminary questionnaire that
one of the most memorable occasions in your career
was the midnight jam session on the house floor.
When was this?

Mr. Barnes: I can’t remember what year it was. I
know that when two or three people got up to make
farewell speeches to me in my last week in the legis-
lature, one of them mentioned that jam session. It
wasn’t really a jam session; it was just Barney
McClure, who is an excellent piano player, one of the
best in the Northwest. Barney McClure and I, we
rolled out the piano, and I got out my trombone. We
were stuck on something and just had to wait had
nothing to do but sit and wait for something to hap-
pen. We played. Of course the news media, the tele-
vision people, being very anxious for something that
they could put on the air, thought this was great and
grabbed it. So we played a few tunes, and they got
the people to get around the piano and sing a few a
tunes. We just relaxed and had a good time until
whatever it was came out and we could take another
vote.

Ms. Bridgman: Your fellow members of the house
liked it, then.

Mr. Barnes: Yes, they got a kick out of it. They
needed something to relieve the boredom at the time,
really.

Barney and I did organize a good jam session with
a very good sax player, and clarinet, a husband of one
of the legislators. Sylvia says it was 1984. We got a
seven piece outfit put together, and we entertained at
the Tyee Motel. The lobbyists got the hall for us and
set up things where we could have drinks and so
forth. So we had a good session out there, and that’s
what the flyer that you have was for.

Ms. Bridgman: And did a lot of the legislators and
state government people come to that?

Mr. Barnes: There were a few, yes. I don’t remem-
ber how many, never counted how many came. But
yes, it was a pretty good crowd that came out and sat
around and had drinks and peanuts, and stomped their
feet and cheered and so forth. So everybody relaxed
and had a good time.

Ms. Bridgman: Another memorable occasion you in-
dicated were the speeches given at your retirement.
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What kind of occasion was it where these speeches
were given?

Mr. Barnes: This was one of the final sessions of the
legislature before I quit. I’ve got tapes of that, by the
way, in case you want to copy it or review it or some-
thing.

Several of my friends and opponents in the legisla-
ture had prepared little speeches, and they got up, and
it was mainly to say good-bye to me. And it was most
of them, were quite amusing.

Ms. Bridgman: What kinds of things did they say?

Mr. Barnes: I remember Dick Nelson, who had been
the chairman of the Energy and Utilities Committee
when the Democrats became in the majority, he said
some of the questions that I asked in committee hear-
ings were kind of crazy. He said, “Crazy like a fox.”
Because he had lost two or three of his pet bills that
he wanted to get because I had managed to put unde-
sirable in his mind amendments on these bills when
they were in the committee. And it had to do with the
takeover, or the attempted takeover, by the utility, of
the dam site on one of the rivers in southwestern
Washington when the fifty-year lease was up. I had
an amendment that would require people to be noti-
fied if their utility was being taken over by a public
utility. Things of that matter.

Utility lobbyists would hold their breath every time
I’d present one of these, and they’d laugh because it
would pass. I was able to make it sound so logical. I
think it was about three of these amendments I passed
on three of his, of Dick Nelson’s, pet bills. And after
I got these amendments on them, then he’d drop the
bills. He didn’t want those amendments passed.

Ms. Bridgman: Was that dam site on the Columbia?
Or a tributary?

Mr. Barnes: No, it was I can’t remember which river
it was on.

Ms. Bridgman: What about the other of Dick Nel-
son’s pet bills?

Mr. Barnes: His bills usually had to do with, well,
he was opposed to nuclear power and quite often his
bills would have to do with the things that would
make it more difficult, if not impossible, to provide or
to build nuclear power plants. He fancied himself an
environmentalist and many of his bills had an element
in them that would, in his mind, prevent damage to
the environment and so forth. Quite often at the ex-
pense of electrical power for the state. And it so hap-
pened at the time that we didn’t need as much
electrical power as we were generating because we

discovered conservation about that time and were
able to cut back on and save a lot of power for the
time being until we’d exhausted that effort.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of amendments did you
add to those to nuclear power?

Mr. Barnes: It’s very hard for me to remember now.
The storage of nuclear power waste was quite a large
concern to the people of the state because that hadn’t
been figured out. It still hasn’t been, I guess. We had-
n’t yet figured what to do with nuclear waste, the
high level waste, that is. And the federal government,
we thought, was not doing as much as it could to de-
termine this. And then were was also the element of
people who didn’t want the waste in Washington
State. To heck with the other states, let whatever hap-
pened happen to other states like Nevada, but don’t
let them store it in Washington State.

There was a range of opinions on this. They
ranged from, “To heck with other states, just save
Washington State,” to the more sensible efforts to de-
termine scientifically just what could be done and
what it would take, and so forth. It’s a difficult sub-
ject. It still is.

Ms. Bridgman: What else do you remember as being
particularly outstanding about the speeches made at
your retirement?

Mr. Barnes: I don’t know if anything was outstand-
ing. I’ll copy that tape if you want.

Ms. Bridgman: The newspapers recorded your re-
flections at the time of your retirement. One article I
read praised your unblemished record, “endured with
grace” it said. That you had endured with grace high
praise, I think. And then the same article went on to
list three comments that you made about being a leg-
islator. One which we’ve discussed thoroughly here
today, that most legislators don’t understand how the
economy works. Second, that the state law inhibits
individual freedoms. And third, that technical issues
are clouded by emotional arguments. And your exam-
ple there was nuclear waste.

Could you elaborate on that second one. How state
law inhibits individual freedoms? What examples did
you have in mind?

Mr. Barnes: There are many times when somebody
who has a problem with their state government or
county government or whatever feels that a law
passed would solve his problem, without any consid-
eration as to what this might be doing to other people
who maybe don’t have the same problem. An exam-
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ple, I’m trying to think of while I’m talking, is insur-
ance coverage, for instance.

Every year that I was there, almost every year,
there would come a bill suggested by somebody on
health insurance. Somebody would have something
go wrong with themselves that they would find was
not covered by their health insurance. So the solution
the law or the legislation would have would be to
pass the law that all health insurance policies must
cover that particular item. The first item that came to
my attention was during my first week in the legisla-
ture. It was treatment of newborn babies. In other
words, sometimes a newborn baby it was discovered
that some policies didn’t cover their care for a certain
amount of time after their birth. So we had a bill pre-
sented to us that would require that all newborn ba-
bies would be taken care of and be included.

Well, that sounds pretty good. You don’t want to
have a health policy that doesn’t cover newborn ba-
bies. But, what if you do? What if you’re a Catholic
Father or something, and you don’t want to pay the
extra premiums that it would cost. You then would be
ruled out of having your choice of coverage. But that
was a hard argument to make. I made this argument
on the house floor against this bill, against the advice
of my leaders in the caucus. They said, “Don’t do
that.” They wanted to protect for the following elec-
tion. I went and made the offer anyhow. And I can
remember the dirty looks I got from my own caucus.
“Why do you visit this upon us?” you know.

The only “no” vote on this bill as the red lights
and green lights came on mine was the only red light
until one legislator, who was very strong willed and
who felt like I did, didn’t want to see me up as the
lone vote. He changed his vote to “no” also, so that
there was one other red light besides mine up there.

Ms. Bridgman: Who was that?

Mr. Barnes: From Spokane. Syl! Who was the

[Tape on, Tape off]

That was Jim Kuehnle who switched his vote to
“no” so that I wouldn’t be the only “no” vote. That
was a futile effort on his part, though, because I was

the only “no” vote on enough bills that I had the re-
cord for that, I think.

Anyhow, a week later comes another bill of the
same type. And this was to require the treatment of
alcoholism be included with any medical health. And
I got fourteen votes to go with me on that. So that
was a little easier. And sure enough, in the upcoming
campaign my opponent made the claim that I was
against sick babies. Sure enough, that was brought up
in the campaign that I had voted against sick babies,
with no further explanation of the occasion than that,
I think.

Anyhow, every year since, there has been a bill.
Once it was mastectomies. What else was there? A
number of things: alcoholism, mastectomies, but it’s
gotten so now there is enough restrictions that you
can’t tailor a medical health bill like you want. Say I
want a coverage of this, that, and the other. I’ve got
to take what is required by law. I felt that this was an
infringement on the freedom to determine your own
requirements. And maybe I’m wrong, I don’t know.
But anyhow, I was defeated on that.

On a couple of these bills I was able to get a com-
promise amended to where it read that the coverage
under question had to be offered and had to be given
as an offering, but didn’t have to be included. But the
rest of them were included. And so now we’ve got
kind of a hodge-podge of things like that.

That’s my example of what can be done by a
well-intentioned legislator to take away some of your
individual freedom.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you.
Another article appeared when you retired, one you

wrote yourself prior to your last session. One of your
remarks was that you would particularly enjoy the re-
lationships with other legislators during this last ses-
sion, some of whom were adversaries, though friends.
We haven’t talked about who were particular friends,
both adversaries and allies. So could you enumerate
them?

Mr. Barnes: Through my close association with Dick
Nelson we became friends. During most of my legis-
lative career I≤

[End of Tape 10, Side 2]
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Ms. Bridgman: We are continuing with Dick Barnes’
recollections and reminiscences about his retirement
and kind of a summing up of his career. We were just
talking about your particular friends, both adversaries
and allies. And you talked about Dick Nelson, and
then said there were allies. That was off-tape.

Mr. Barnes: Yes. I guess some of my favorite allies
were, for instance, some of the legislators that were
there when I first came into the legislature in the mid-
dle of the term, by the way. Ken Eikenberry was one
of the those that I had high regard for. Jim Kuehnle,
whom I have mentioned before, was one of the con-
servatives that was very clever and humorous. It was
fun to listen to him talk, particularly when it came to
his criticism of the Evergreen State College. He
would come up with limericks that were very enter-
taining, none of which I could remember, if they were
repeatable.

Ms. Bridgman: What exactly were his objections to
Evergreen?

Mr. Barnes: He felt that it was a university or a col-
lege that didn’t concentrate on the actual learning of
technical facts. Well, what he objected to was the po-
litical environment on that campus. I remember that
he complained that the biggest posters on the bulletin
boards were the notices of the gay society meetings.
So I had occasion to be on the campus, and I picked
one of these posters up and posted it on his office
door. I don’t think he removed it either.

Bill Polk was one of my favorites. Terrific sense of
humor, particularly when he was in the chair as the
house leader. When we were in the majority he was
the house Speaker. I was particularly friendly with I
can’t remember names now, so I’d better not go any
farther. I can’t remember names very well. Of course,
I was friends with Lorraine Hine who was the Demo-
cratic legislator from our district.

Ms. Bridgman: You also wrote that in this article,
your retirement article, that the legislative process
had undergone “subtle changes” which were adjust-
ments to the open meetings law. In your words again,
“There was little partying and no more smoke-filled
rooms.” Can you give some examples of the subtle
changes which occurred as a result of the open meet-
ings law?

Mr. Barnes: I came to the legislature after the open
meetings law was passed. There was still a lot of con-
troversy going on about whether it was good or bad.
Many of the newspapers still wanted us to have open
caucus meetings, which we didn’t, and still don’t
have, but the committee meetings were all open.

The subtle changes were in the smoke-filled room
concept. When I first went down there, there was so
much partying done, particularly, say, if anybody had
a birthday in their office after hours everybody would
kind of gravitate at their office. And there would be
champagne and snacks of some kind or other. And
everybody would sit around and talk and drink cham-
pagne and so forth for an hour or two. And that went
around; maybe there’d be two or three of those a
week. There was occasions that legislators would go
out at lunch and have three or four drinks and come
back and be a little stupefied because of that.

But that changed and those were the subtle
changes that I was referring to. Within three or four
years that sort of stopped. There was no more party-
ing for birthdays, and no more going out at lunch to
drink at noon. And people were more serious. Maybe
not anymore capable, but more serious about their
jobs. So that change did take place. And it was no-
ticeable to me.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. You continued this arti-
cle with a list of things which, in your opinion,
wouldn’t change. First, sharp differences along party
lines due to ideological differences between parties,
and then, number two and three in that list, legislation
offered and sponsored with re-election in mind and
maneuvering to make one party look good or bad.
You’ve talked a little bit about this here today. Are
there other examples that come to mind?

Mr. Barnes: I’m trying to think of examples. Occa-
sionally, I read in the newspaper now, in following
the federal Congress, in seeing certain things that are
being proposed and done, some of them I think
maybe I agree with or don’t agree with, either one.
But I can see that obviously, to me, they are being
presented for the purpose of political advantage. I
don’t particularly want to give an example now be-
cause the only example that comes to mind is one of



a bill that I believe should be passed and one of my
own party members is using it. But I think he’s doing
it, at this point, when it’s not going to pass. I think
he’s doing it at this point for a political advantage, so
he can go out and he can say, “I proposed such and
such.”

Ms. Bridgman: This is in the Congress?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, but the Democrats wouldn’t pass.
The same thing goes on in the state legislature. Only
right now I can’t think of any. I haven’t been follow-
ing them as closely.

Ms. Bridgman: This brings us to a subject we
touched on today but have not thoroughly discussed. I
suppose I might ask it by saying: What are your opin-
ions about what representative government is and
ought to be? To what extent should a legislator repre-
sent his or her constituents? How much should he or
she think out questions and vote and act according to
his or her opinion?

Mr. Barnes: Yes, this has always been a question to
me: How much should I depend on the public opinion
to make up my mind on how I would vote on a cer-
tain issue? There are some issues that are strictly
emotional. I think the abortion issue is one. And the
gun control issue is one, perhaps. Should I depend on
my own opinions of what should be done in this case,
or should I depend on the opinion majority opinion of
my constituents. That’s kind of hard to decide be-
cause quite often you can’t tell what the majority of
your people think.

Like in the abortion issue, for instance, I do have
my own definite opinions, but what are my constitu-
ents’ opinions and how do I measure that? It becomes
very difficult. Those are the types of decisions you
might tend to make more on the issue of what your
constituents think. But with other issues that are a lit-
tle more technical, where you’re in a position to learn
something about the effect of this issue and your con-
stituents will only think of the issues, maybe for a
few minutes when they read about it in the paper.
They don’t have the opportunity to know the second-
ary effects and so forth. Those are the type of issues
that you would be more inclined to use your own
judgment on because you are in a position, a legisla-
tor is in a position, to know the secondary effects and
so forth. So this was my thought on that subject.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. That’s a good summary
and rule of thumb.

Another closely associated question: to what extent
do you believe a legislator should consider his or her

constituents, or his or her region, as opposed to state-
wide interests? How did you resolve that one?

Mr. Barnes: Oh, yes. Again, here is a case where
you might think it would do you more good elector-
ally to favor your constituents in your district, instead
of the concern for the whole state. And quite often
this is solved by trading votes. Say, “I have to vote
such and such.”

I mentioned Senator Benitz, who was one of my
favorites, telling me that he couldn’t vote for that
milk marketing bill, but he could help me in any way
I could to defeat it. So there is this element. I never
felt too bound by the requirement to vote for things
that might be of disadvantage to the state as a whole
but an advantage to a few people in my district. I
never felt bound by that, too much, because, for one
thing, if people didn’t like the way I voted, they
could vote me out. And it would have been more to
my advantage financially to not be a member of the
legislature. So I thought I would do what I felt was
right, let people know what I feel was right and hear
what I could about it, and then let the chips fall
where they may.

I’m trying to think of an example while I’m talking
here. I really can’t think of an example. The issue of
the secondary treatment for sewage that is dumped in
the sound is something that I felt was of special ad-
vantage to people who lived along the sound in my
district, but it was also an advantage to the entire
state.

And the airport issue, the noise issue around the
airport. I had two bills on the books now that had to
do with allowing the noise abatement program to be
established. There was a buy-out program, buy-out
assist and noise insulation for homes, and that sort of
thing. But I didn’t think that they were of particular
disadvantage to the rest of the state, except they cost
money. But the people in this district were paying the
price, or suffering the results, of something that was
an advantage for the rest of the state: to have an air-
port, in other words. So I felt that it was right for
these things and didn’t feel it was particularly a dis-
advantage for the rest of the state.

So I have trouble finding an example where I
could vote for something for advantage for my dis-
trict that was a distinct disadvantage to the rest of the
state.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. You’ve explained your
viewpoint thoroughly.
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Finally, in this article you wrote that constituent
citizens should express their opinions and monitor the
legislature and use, in your words, “unbiased knowl-
edge and judgment.” You referred earlier to the diffi-
culty in knowing what your constituents felt about
any particular issues. So I would like to ask you:
How should I tell my friends and neighbors and fam-
ily to most effectively monitor and use their unbiased
knowledge and express things to their legislator?

Mr. Barnes: First, it’s best, and more impressive and
more effective, if you demonstrate a knowledge of the
issue when you talk to a legislator about it. If you talk
to a legislator about an issue of which you are com-
pletely ignorant or mostly ignorant, you don’t have
much effect because he knows there are certain things
that you are not aware of. He may, if he has time and
the ability, explain to you what you don’t understand
about it and see what you have to say then. And
sometimes this is done. Citizens who take the time to
call their legislator and talk to him, or to go down to
Olympia, or to go to his home and visit him on a cer-
tain issue. This exchange can happen then. A legisla-
tor can express what he knows about the issue and
listen to what the citizen knows about the issue. But
this is one person. How many people are there? Fifty
thousand people in a district?

Ms. Bridgman: Yes.

Mr. Barnes: I remember an example of my trying to
know what people thought about certain issues. One
of them was the lottery. I’ve always opposed the lot-
tery, myself, just because of emotions, I guess. I think
it’s embarrassing for the state to have to get their
money for education, or what else, through being in
the gambling business. And I expressed this anytime I
had a chance. But I remember when the lottery issue
came up, I sent a letter out to all my people in the
district and asked, you know, a questionnaire on it;
what do you feel about this, that, and the other. Went
through a number of issues. And one of them was the
lottery issue. “Do you think we should have a lottery
or not?” And I got the answer that, yes, we should
have a lottery. About seventy percent.

Well, the first time the lottery passed, it was passed
with the referendum on it so it got the opinion of the
people that voted, not just the people who answered
my letters. And it came back. The lottery was voted
down the first time, very heavily, in my district. So it
turned out that while my questionnaire was answered
that many people wanted the lottery, the actual voting
turned out that many people didn’t want the lottery.
So what do I do now? I sent out a questionnaire and I
don’t know whether to believe if it’s valid or not be-

cause people who are interested in a certain issue will
answer that letter and make their mark. But people
who are not particularly interested in that issue, they
throw it away and don’t answer it until they have to
go vote.

So that was an example of how you can not really
determine what the people want. I voted against it,
but the lottery bill was passed later, without a refer-
endum, and so it is in effect now.

Ms. Bridgman: By the time you entered the legisla-
ture in 1973 protest marches had become customary.
How effective are they? I mean, speaking as a legisla-
tor. Were you influenced by that kind of demonstra-
tion?

Mr. Barnes: I’ve got to speak for myself. I don’t
know how to speak for other legislators who maybe
are more interested in getting the votes of a certain
type of people. I suspect it’s different with other leg-
islators, but to me the demonstration type of thing has
a rather negative effect on me. I happened to be
downtown when a bunch of the Washington students
marched. You probably remember when this hap-
pened. They marched down the freeway and down
into downtown and threw rocks at the courthouse.
And I happened to be downtown. I think that was be-
fore I got in the legislature.

Ms. Bridgman: Yes.

Mr. Barnes: Yes, I happened to be downtown, and I
saw several windows broken and I saw the students
there in their outlandish costumes and childish ac-
tions. And it had a very negative effect on me. This is
the wrong way to do things. And, of course, I had the
opposite opinion of the Vietnam War. I think it was
most of them, too. So maybe that had something to
do with it. Some affect on my feelings.

Since then, why, when I see pictures in the news-
paper or on TV or something of people doing this
kind of demonstrating, it turns me off. I think that
that’s really not the way to do things, just using
chanting or something is, you know, not being rea-
soning. So how do I describe that? But I see other
legislators marching with people and holding a sign
and so forth for something that is, what I think is,
rather childish, and I see pictures of other legislators
getting themselves involved in something like this. So
I think with other legislators, they will jump on a
bandwagon to get a few votes. Maybe they believe in,
some of them do, believe in the things that are being
protested, too. But they certainly are not using rea-
soning power to get their point across.
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Ms. Bridgman: Whereas coming to your office or
writing you a letter with informed knowledge would
be using reasoning powers?

Mr. Barnes: Yes. I think your influence, the influ-
ence of a legislator or a constituent speaking to legis-
lator in both cases, is directly proportional to the
amount of knowledge you have about the issue.

Ms. Bridgman: Thanks.
I’d like to close by a sort of retrospective in reflec-

tion. Speculative as well. How do you think life dif-
fers, or differed, for most state residents when you
began your term and now?

Mr. Barnes: How did life differ?

Ms. Bridgman: Yes.

Mr. Barnes: I keep seeing in the paper how we don’t
have as good a standard of living as people did
twenty years ago. And I don’t know whether to be-
lieve that or not because I see people with two cars.
You’ve got to have two cars now. And the cars are so
much better than they used to be. And people now
have VCRs and televisions and what not that they
didn’t used to have. I don’t think it’s true that we
don’t have a better standard of living now. And many
of the things we buy are cheaper than what we used
to get.

For instance, a few years ago I bought a little
hand-held calculator that could nest fifteen parenthe-
ses and could do all kinds of things. You could pro-
gram it and poke it and it was really capable. I paid
twenty dollars for this. It’s exactly what I paid for a
slide rule when I was going through college. And a
slide rule you had to juggle the decimal point around
and half of the time get it wrong. And your readings
were approximate, not exact like they are in the little
hand calculator. The things we get now are compara-
ble in price to things we had then, but they are so
much better.

And that goes for travel, for instance. I hear so
many comments that regulation has ruined the airlines
and so forth. But you look at the number of people
that are able to fly, can afford to fly. It is vast com-

pared to what it used to be. You used to go into a bus
station and see a bus station and see a crowd of peo-
ple and so forth and they’d get onto a bus. Now you
go into an airport, which is a lot larger than a bus sta-
tion, and the crowd of people is a lot larger.

I think our life is so much better in health care. It’s
so much better than it used to be, even though it costs
more. Maybe a pill you’d have to take, if you get
pneumonia, for instance, get an infection in your
lung, you’d have to take a pill. Eegad! A pill’s
fifty-cents apiece, and I have to take three a day for a
week or something like that. Well, when I was young,
when you got pneumonia you went to the hospital
and you paid you only paid twenty-five or fifty dol-
lars a day, but after three weeks you died. So I think
our life is so much better now.

Ms. Bridgman: What part in these changes of these
things that got better did state government play in
your time?

Mr. Barnes: They stayed out of the way part of the
time. If I just try to think just what happened to im-
prove what the state government did to help improve
our lives usually things that had to be done because
of greater population. Like, for instance, the improve-
ment and treatment of sewage. We could get by with
it thirty years ago when I first came to Washington
State. You could get by with a lot less than you do
now. Now you’ve got to treat the sewage to a greater
degree. And education, for instance. Education proba-
bly is as good as it ever was, but it’s got to be better
now.

Ms. Bridgman: What kind of changes that the state
government made were the least beneficial? You’ve
named some of that were beneficial.

Mr. Barnes: Those things that I opposed.

Ms. Bridgman: Fair answer.
Finally, the legislature is going to change by about

thirty percent this year. I’d like you to imagine that
you are sought out by one of the newly elected legis-
lators≤

[End Tape 11, Side 1]
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22 PREDICTIONS AND ADVICE

Ms. Bridgman: I’ve just asked you to imagine that
your advice has been sought by one of those who will
be elected this fall to the legislature. What changes
would you tell this man or woman are needed now?

Mr. Barnes: If you’re asking for a specific issue or a
specific change, it’s real hard to come up with a spe-
cific. I could give you my opinion on the need for
mass transportation, for instance. Something has got
to be done to relieve the traffic congestion that’s go-
ing to occur, or is occurring now. It’s going to get
worse as time goes on. So I presume that my advice
would be to look carefully for some alternate way to
run things. For instance, light rail. Even that requires
solutions to problems like, how do people get from
their far-flung communities to a point where they pick
up light rail? And when they get downtown or get to
where they work, how do they get from there to their
far-flung areas of work? There’s problems here to be
thought about, and this would be one of my sugges-
tions. You think very carefully through the details and
the specifics of how a mass transit plan would work.
This is an example.

Then when you get one of the issues that comes up
now, education, and everybody, particularly at this
time, is saying the federal government, you, Bill
Clinton, or George Bush, have got to do something
about education saying: What are you going to do?
What’s your plan? Well, I think our Constitution, our
federal Constitution, says certain things the federal
government is supposed to do, like the common de-
fense and controlling interstate commerce. All other
things are left to the state. What is the role of federal
government in education? Nobody has set that down
to define what it is. Should the federal government
pour more money into the states for education? What
about the concept of local control? It’s so strong in
this state, for instance. What do we think about that?

We’ve got to have somebody work on, insist on,
the fact that the federal government has got to make it
clear what their role in education is. As of now, it’s

just somehow the federal government will put more
money into education somewhere. So my advice
would be: clarify that, among other things.

My advice would also be to inspect every bill that
comes up to see what affect that has on people’s pri-
vate lives that government really doesn’t need to get
involved in. And running of an educational district is
one of these things that I would be concerned with or
advise the legislators they’d be concerned with.

I can remember, for instance, when we had to cut
some of the funding for education. When it came to
the Highline District, for instance, my district should
I cut funds for this hearing impaired education for
something else, you know. And I don’t know. We’ve
got basic education defined, and we’ve got to put the
funds in there; but these other things we fund, who
should decide on that? My impression was that the
people in the district should be the ones that make the
decisions on that because they know what they want
most and what they need most. But contrary to what I
thought, we got very adamant complaints about that
because people didn’t want to get themselves in trou-
ble with their constituents. They say, “If I have to
make the decision on the local level, everybody’s go-
ing to come after me and complain about what I de-
cided. They want something else. And what do you
think I’m going to do.”

At any rate, I would advise a new legislator to
keep things on the local level as much as possible.
Because the local people know what they need and
want most. This is one of the precepts of republican-
ism and the Republican Party that is different than the
Democratic Party. Democrats say, “Well, I think we
know what’s best for you. We’ll pass a law that
makes you accept that.” And there are people who are
in the position to make a decision on the local level
that want just that because they don’t want to have to
take those decisions on themselves and get them-
selves in problems with their neighbors.

Ms. Bridgman: One final question. What would you
tell this new legislator, how would you respond, if he
or she said, “Did I do the right thing by running and
getting elected? Is it worth it?”

Mr. Barnes: I’d have a mixed response. I’d say,
“No, it isn’t worth it, but you did the right thing.”
When it’s all over with and you’ve spent part of your
life and you’ve sacrificed other things, I think you
feel that it’s worth it, because if you’ve had some in-
fluence on how things turned out, and you are very
adamant how you think things should turn out, then
you feel satisfied that, “Okay, I did what I could to
influence things my way.”



Ms. Bridgman: Thank you very much. This will end
our interview series. And I want to go on record for
thanking you for being so candid.

Mr. Barnes: There is one little thing I wanted to in-
clude.

Ms. Bridgman: Good.

Mr. Barnes: Which is kind of an aside. It goes back
to an issue we were talking about before. We talked
about the education act.

Ms. Bridgman: Yes, the basic education.

Mr. Barnes: The Basic Education Act that came
about, and the reason for limiting the amount of
money to be raised by the levies.

It came about as a result of a lawsuit which was
filed by several of the districts and the teachers union.

Now that fifteen years has gone by, it looks as though
levies are having an easier time passing now. So the
teachers union, in some cases, some of the officials of
the teachers union are saying that we should now re-
lax that restriction on the levies, and we should lift
the levy lid. I think this is the words they use now.
Which is liable to get us in trouble again with the
courts. So it shows how people have a short memory.
Even those people that are heavily involved, and
should know exactly each step that was taken and
why.

Ms. Bridgman: Thank you. One of the purposes of
what we’ve done together is to make sure there is a
good record of these things so that we won’t forget.

Thank you again.

[End of Tape 11, Side 2]
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APPENDIX:

CHRONOLOGY: THE UNITED STATES
1900-1994



THE PROGRESSIVE ERA AND WORLD WAR I, 1900-1918

Population: 1900 76 million
1918 103 million

Presidents: 1900 William McKinley
1901 September 14. Theodore Roosevelt
1909 William Howard Taft
1913 Woodrow Wilson

Washington State:
Population: 1900 518 thousand

1910 1.1 million
Governors: 1900 John R. Rogers

1901 Henry McBride
1905 Albert Mead
1909 Samuel Cosgrove
1909 Marion E. Hay
1913 Ernest Lister

Legislature: Republican majorities.

Politics: Progressive Legislation
1901 Initiative and referendum adopted by Ore-

gon. Other states followed.
1901 September 6. President McKinley shot by an

assassin.
1902-12 Social legislation adopted by states.

Examples: workman’s compensation, Mary-
land, 1902; 10 hour industrial workday for
women, Oregon, 1903; public assistance for
dependent children, Illinois, 1911; minimum
wage, Massachusetts, 1912.

Washington State Politics:
Farmers and Worker Unite
1909 Women’s suffrage.
1911 Workmen’s compensation.
1912 Initiative, referendum and recall ratified.

Economics: Continued Industrialization
1901 US Steel, Ford Motors established.
1903 Wright brothers flight.
1908 General Motors established.
1918 First airmail routes.

Washington State Economics:
A Natural Resources Economy
1900 Weyerhauser buys 900 thousand acres of

NPR land.
1909 Seattle hosts Alaska-Yukon-Pacific

Exposition.
1911-18 Economy grows after 1907 recession.
1916 First Boeing plane built.
1916-19 Labor unrest.

World Affairs: World War I, 1914-1918
1917 US enters war. Greater recognition of US as

global power.
1917 Russian revolution.
1918-19 Influenza epidemic, 20 million died.

Everyday Life: Accessible Entertainment
1903 World Series established.
1906 San Francisco earthquake.
1913 Charlie Chaplin’s first movies. Nickelodeons

in every neighborhood.
1916 Jazz. Developed from ragtime.
1917 Bobbed hair. Millions of American women

cut their hair in imitation of Irene Castle,
famous dancer.



THE ROARING TWENTIES: 1919-1929

Population: 1920 118 million

Presidents: 1921 Warren G. Harding
1923 Calvin Coolidge
1929 Herbert Hoover

Washington State:
Population: 1920 1.3 million
Governors: 1919 Louis F. Hart

1925 Roland H. Hartley
Legislature: Republican majorities

Politics: Assorted Experiments
1919 Soldiers’ Bonus Act.
1919 Prohibition.
1920 Women’s suffrage.
1924 Harding administration scandals: Teapot

Dome.

Washington State Politics: Reform and Reaction
1921 Consolidation of state government into ten

departments.
1921 Gas tax: one cent per gallon.
1925 Tax Commission created to standardize real

estate accessment.
1926 Grange proposes PUDs.

Economics: Uncertain Prosperity
1919-21 Postwar depression. Agricultural depression

continues throughout decade.
1922 Stock market boom begins.
1929 US: 34% of world’s industrial production.
1929 October 28. US stock exchange collapses.

Washington State Economics:
Problems and Promise
1921 State agricultural prices drop by 50%.
1920-29 Lumber companies cut best timber, then let

land revert to counties.
1920-29 Markets open up as highways are built.
1926-29 Property values fall.

World Affairs: Retreat from a Troubled Europe
1920 US refusal to join the League of Nations.
1921-29 Germany: Inflation, economic collapse,

increase of Hitler’s influence.
1922 Fascist government established in Italy.

Everyday Life: Boisterous and Troubled Times
1921 First regular radio programs.
1923 The KKK gains political power: 200 thou-

sand attend a tri-state conference in Indiana.
1925 Flappers wear cloche hats, short skirts and

dance the Charleston.
1927 The first talkie: “The Jazz Singer”
1927 Charles Lindbergh flies the Spirit of St.

Louis across the Atlantic.



THE GREAT DEPRESSION AND WORLD WAR II: 1930-1945

Population: 1930 122 million
1940 132 million. Smallest % increase

since 1790.
1945 140 million

Presidents: 1933 Franklin D. Roosevelt. Served three
terms. Elected 1944. Died April 12,
1945.

1945 April 12. Harry S. Truman

Washington State:
Population: 1930 1.5 million
Governors: 1933 Clarence D. Martin

1941 Arthur B. Langlie
Legislature: 1929-31 Republican majorities.

1933-45 Democratic majorities.

Politics: Government Functions Redirected
1932-35 New Deal legislation: Agricultural Adjust-

ment Act, Public Works Administration,
National Industrial Recovery Act, Social
Security.

1933 Prohibition repealed.
1940 Selective Service Act.
1941 Lend-Lease Act.
1943 Emergency Price Control Act. Allowed

government price-fixing, rent control.

Washington State Politics: Democrats
and the Federal Government
1930 PUDs authorized.
1933 First Democratic legislature.
1935 Blanket primary adopted.
1938 Department of Unemployment created.
1943 Hanford Atomic Energy plant constructed.

Economics: Decline and Recovery
1931 US unemployment 15-25%.
1939 Economic boom from European orders for

arms and war equipment.
1941-45 Women and blacks replace men in war in-

dustry jobs.

Washington State Economics: Relief and Revival
1934 Seattle strike: maritime and timber workers.
1934 600 thousand receive federal relief funds.
1939 Eight thousand working on Bonneville Dam.
1941-45 State receives $8-10 billion from federal war

contracts.
1943-44 Agricultural recovery. Crops worth 500

thousand annually.

World Affairs: World War II
1934 Hitler designated Fuhrer by German

plebiscite.
1939 France and England declare war after

Germany invades Poland.
1941 December 7. US declares war after Japanese

attack Pearl Harbor.
1945 War ends: VE Day, May 8. VJ Day, Aug. 14,

after US drops atomic bombs on Hiroshima
and Nagasaki.

1945 Discovery that five to six million Jews had
been killed in concentration camps.

Everyday Life: Doing Without, Together
1930 115 million movie tickets sold every week
1930 Contract bridge
1931 “The Star Spangled Banner” adopted as

national anthem
1940 Penicillin and sulfa, first antibacterial drugs,

marketed.



POSTWAR PROSPERITY AND THE COLD WAR: 1946-1963

Population: 1950 150 million
1960 180 million

Presidents: 1949 Harry S. Truman
1953 Dwight D. Eisenhower
1961 John F. Kennedy
1963 Nov. 22. Lyndon B. Johnson

Washington State:
Population: 1950 2.3 million

1960 2.8 million
Governors: 1945 Mon C. Wallgren

1949 Arthur B. Langlie
1957 Albert Rosellini

Legislature: Democratic majorities, four elections.
Republican majority, one election.
Split, two elections.

Politics: Search for Stability
1947 GI Bill: one million veterans enroll in

colleges.
1950-54 Senator Joseph McCarthy’s investigation

of Communist infiltration in government.
1954 Brown vs. the Board of Education: racially

segregated schools illegal.
1956 Federal Aid Highway Act: provision for

construction of interstate highways.
1963 November 22. President John F. Kennedy

assassinated.

Washington State Politics: Growth and Change
1948 Canwell Committee investigates Commu-

nists.
1957 The Omnibus Civil Rights Act.
1958 $52 million bond issue for school construc-

tion.

Economics: A Consumer Society
1953 US workforce: 30% employed in commerce

and industry.
1954 US: 6% of world’s population; 60% auto-

mobiles, 58% telephones, 45% radios.
1960 Television: 85 million in US homes, 1.5

million in 1950.

Washington State Economics:
Prosperity and the Suburbs
1952 Irrigation opens 80 thousand acres.
1954 Boeing’s 707 line begins.
1960 Census shows rapid growth of suburbs, slow

growth of cities.
1962 Seattle World’s Fair.

World Affairs: Geopolitical Rivalry
1949 Communist People’s Republic proclaimed in

China under Mao Tse Tung.
1950-53 Korean War.
1952-53 Hydrogen bomb. US: 1952. USSR: 1953.
1957-58 Satellites. Sputnik I and II: USSR, 1957.

Explorer I: US, 1958.
1962 Cuban Missile Crisis.

Everyday Life: Security and Disquiet
1954 Montgomery bus boycott begun by Rosa

Parks.
1956 “Blue Suede Shoes,” Elvis Presley.

Beginning of dominance of rock music.
1956 Polio vaccine.
1961 Oral contraceptives marketed.
1963 Birmingham, Alabama, march led by Martin

Luther King. President Kennedy calls out
three thousand troops for marchers’ protec-
tion.



CIVIL RIGHTS AND VIETNAM: 1964-1975

Population: 1966 196 million
1970 205 million

Presidents: 1964 Lyndon B. Johnson
1969 Richard M. Nixon
1974 August 9. Gerald R. Ford

Washington State:
Population: 1970 3.4 million
Governors: 1965 Daniel J. Evans
Legislature: Democratic majorities, four elections.

Split, two elections.

Politics: Challenge and Scandal
1964 Civil Rights Act. Guaranteed right to vote;

equality of education; access to goods, ser-
vices, facilities and accommodations.

1965 Great Society legislation: Medicare and
Medicaid, Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act, Older Americans Act.

1968 Assassinations. Martin Luther King, April 4.
Robert F. Kennedy, June 6.

1973 Roe vs. Wade: abortion during the first six
months of pregnancy may not be prohibited.

1972-74 Watergate. Five arrested inside of DC
Democratic headquarters, 1972. House
Judiciary recommends impeachment, 1974.
Nixon resigns August 9, 1974.

Washington State Politics:
Clean Environment, Clean Government
1965 Evans “Blueprint for Progress:” economic

growth, expansion of higher education, equi-
table taxation, government efficiency.

1967 22 community colleges and TESC estab-
lished.

1970 Ecology Department established.
1971 Shoreline Management Act.
1972 Public Disclosure Commission established.

Economics: Foreign Competition
1966-69 Space Race. Moon soft landings, US and

USSR, 1966. Apollo 11 moon landing and
moon walk, US, 1969.

1971 Balance of payments crisis. Nixon orders
90-day wage/price freeze.

1973-75 OPEC oil energy crisis. OPEC embargo re-
sults in 100 thousand unemployed in US,
1973. OPEC raises prices 10%, 1975.

1975 US unemployment 9.2%. Highest since
1941. Washington State Economics: Reces-
sion

1970-73 Boeing bust. Reduction from 115 thousand
to 29 thousand. 39 thousand leave state.

1974 Spokane “EXPO ‘74,” first environmental
fair.

1975 Value of production $2 million, 1970 $900
thousand.

World Affairs: The Vietnam War
1964 Escalation of US involvement.
1968 Worldwide protest.
1969 US troop withdrawal begins.
1973 Ineffective January and June cease-fire

agreements signed.
1975 Communists overrun South Vietnam.

Everyday Life: Protest and Response
1963 August 28. March on Washington DC.

Martin Luther King’s “I Have a Dream”
speech.

1964 Mississippi Summer. Northern college
students help blacks register to vote.

1969 Woodstock. Bethel, NY. 300 thousand
attend rock festival.

1970 May 4, Kent State University. Four student
war protesters killed by Ohio National
Guard. Resulting disturbances close 448 uni-
versities and colleges.



BABY BOOMERS AND THE NEW CONSERVATIVES: 1976-1993

Population: 1977 216 million
1980 226 million
Presidents: 1977 Jimmy Carter
1981 Ronald Reagan
1989 George Bush
1993 Bill Clinton

Washington State:
Population: 1980 4 million
1990 5 million
Governors: 1977 Dixy Lee Ray
1981 John Spellman
1985 Booth Gardner
1993 Mike Lowry
Legislature: Democratic majorities, five elections.

Split, six elections.

Politics: A Conservative Agenda
1982 Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act.

Corporate taxes raised. Social programs cut.
1985 Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit

Control Act.
1986 “Irangate.” Reagan admits secret arms deal

with Iran.

Washington State Politics: Defining Responsibility
1977 Basic Education Act.
1981 Annual legislative sessions.
1983 Bipartisan redistricting commission estab-

lished.
1985 Comparable worth.

Economics: Recession and Inflation
1978 US dollar at record low against the

Japanese yen and the German mark.

1984 70 US banks fail. Largest number since
1937.

1985 US world’s largest debtor nation: deficit 130
billion dollars.

1987 October 19: Black Monday. World stock
market prices crash. Dow-jones index falls
by 23%.

Washington State Economics: Urban Patterns
1981-83 Timber prices fall. State unemployment 13%.
1979-87 Employment along I-5 corridor grows 22%.
1986 $7 billion military establishment equals 11%

of state employment.

World Affairs: A New Order
1978 US and People’s Republic of China estab-

lish full diplomatic relations.
1987 US and USSR finalize INF treaty. Destruc-

tion of missiles in Europe.
1988-91 Eastern European states gain independence.

Poland: government reconciles with non-
communist groups, 1988. Czechoslovakia:
first free postwar elections, 1991. USSR
recognizes independence of Lithuania, Esto-
nia and Latvia, 1991.

1991 Gulf War: US and allies liberate Kuwait
from Iraq.

1991 December 26: USSR disintegrates, replaced
by a commonwealth of republics.

Everyday Life: Diversity and Fragmentation
1976 Discovery that gas from spray cans, air

conditioners, refrigerators and computers de-
pletes ozone layer.

1981 IBM markets PC
1981 Scientists identify AIDS. 125,000 US

fatalities from AIDS by 1991.
1982 ERA not ratified.
1988 Crack cocaine common in US cities.


