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CH: This is an interview with Sid Leiken in his office in Roseburg, Oregon. The 

interviewer, for the Oregon Historical Society, is Clark Hansen. The date is June 8, 1992, 

and this is Tape 1, Side A. 

 Maybe we could just begin, first of all, by going a little bit over your family history 

and background. Where did you come from originally? I understand it was Connecticut. 

 

LEIKEN: New Haven, Connecticut. 

 

CH: How did you family end up in Connecticut? Where did they come from? 

 

LEIKEN: My mother and father's family were Russian Jews. My parents emigrated to 

the United States where they landed in New York, I guess like all immigrants, and settled 

in Marion, Connecticut, originally. From there, my mother… 

 

CH: When would that have been? When would they have come over from Russia? 
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LEIKEN: I'm going to guess around 1914. I don't know for sure, but somewhere in that 

area. How my father met my mother I've never actually been told. They were married in 

about 1916. I was born — no, wait a minute. We've got to go back because I was born in 

1916 so they couldn't have been married in 1916. [Laughs] I think they were married in 1914 

and they came here in about 1910 or 1911, actually, with their parents. 

 

CH: So the whole family came over, then? 

 

LEIKEN: The whole family came over. Two different families. One was named Strauss 

and one was Leiken, and they met — how they met and how they got together I've — my 

mother died when I was two and a half and my father died when I was six, between six and 

seven, so actually I was never told the history or the background of how they got together. 

 

CH: But why were they coming over from Russia? 

 

LEIKEN: To get out of there, to come to America, the land of, I suppose, promise, 

opportunity, and freedom. You know, you're asking me questions it's pretty hard for me to 

go back to because I haven't got anything to relate it to. My sister passed away, who had, 

really, all the family information, about eight or ten years ago, and I never really got involved 

in it. 

 

CH: Well, you were born in 1916, right? 

 

LEIKEN: I was born in 1916, December the 19th, and I had a twin sister, too, who was 

born the same date, naturally. 

 

CH: In New Haven? 
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LEIKEN: In New Haven. My father had moved to New Haven and opened up a 

haberdashery in downtown New Haven and had become quite successful at that time, and 

we were living fairly well for those days. 

 

CH: What was New Haven like then? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, as a child, I don't remember too much of it. I went to school there till I 

was about sixteen. It was a small, quiet town. There wasn't anything — I think the big deal 

was a baseball team in the Eastern League at that time, and that was about it. Yale 

University, of course, was the main reason, I think, for New Haven being there, but — I don't 

know just what you really want me to tell you about. 

 

CH: Well, your father was in the haberdashery business, and your mother — was she? 

 

LEIKEN: She was a housewife and raised — well, my mother — I've got to go back 

again. You know, we should be doing this differently, but, nevertheless, my mother died 

when I was two and a half. My father remarried. He married my mother's twin sister, which 

was quite unusual. [Laughs] So she was our step-mother, and we had a step-sister. My 

father and — they both had one child. My sister's name was [Elda?]. She raised us, or 

attempted to raise us, after my father passed away and the Depression came on, and of 

course everything went to hell and we started — in those days you didn't have welfare or 

anybody to take care of you. The family took care of you. So at various times we lived with 

different relatives, my sister and myself. 

 

CH: In the New Haven area? 

 

LEIKEN: New Haven, New York, and Washington, D.C. I had an uncle and aunt that 

lived in Washington, D.C., and we spent a year with them at one time, and I spent some 

time with some relatives in New York. So actually, from a standpoint of a normal childhood, 
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a normal family life, I didn't have one. My sister stayed in Washington with our aunt and 

uncle there and went to school there. I went to New Haven High School, and then my 

senior year I had to leave to try to find something to do to help support the family. About 

that time the three Cs came along, and I at first tried to enlist in the navy, figuring that might 

help some way or another, but they weren't taking very many young kids at that time. 

 

CH: What was it like for you to — you know, as you were growing up, to be sort of 

shuffled around from family to family. 

 

LEIKEN: Shuffled around, well, it was kind of rough because you knew — although we 

were never mistreated, or anything, we were always well taken care of, but, still, you knew 

you weren't part of that family. They had their own children and you were, you know, just 

one of the necessities there. That's about the size of it. I can't say it was unpleasant, but it 

wasn't pleasant, it wasn't like a normal childhood when we were — between the age of six 

and seven, before my father passed away, we had a pretty wonderful life for the days and 

the times. So anyway, the three Cs opened up and I applied... 

 

CH: You were in school till when? 

 

LEIKEN: Till I was a senior in high school when I quit before graduation. I never 

graduated from high school. 

 

CH: Before graduation, is that right?  Why did you quit? 

 

LEIKEN: To try to find a job, to see if I could help support my mother and my step-

sister, to find some bread to come into the house. There wasn't any. We lived in a home 

that we had owned. It was a three-story tenement that my father was buying, and of course 

there was a mortgage to the bank. They foreclosed on the mortgage during the Depression 

and allowed us to stay in the house, and that's where my step-mother and my step-sister 
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stayed and lived. So it was the idea of just getting out to try to find something, but when 

you go to look for jobs and see a hundred people lined up, and all men with families, most 

of them, because that's all they were hiring in those days, you didn't have much of an 

opportunity, as a kid, to find any work except menial labor, and even that wasn't — there 

wasn't that much of it around back in 1931, 1932. When Roosevelt got elected in 1932, you 

know, they had the Works Progress Administration and the — I've forgotten what the eagle 

was, the blue eagle or gray eagle. You don't probably remember those. [Laughs] Anyway, 

it was public works — and the three Cs. In 1934, I enlisted in the three Cs and got in, and I 

think we got thirty dollars a month plus room and board and our clothing, and twenty-five 

went home and you got five for spending money. 

 

CH: After your folks came over here, did they maintain their Jewish beliefs? 

 

LEIKEN: Up to a certain extent. Actually, my grandparents were of orthodox Jewish 

belief, but our family itself — we weren't that strict, my mother and dad weren't that strict. 

They just went along with it and up to a certain point were — the orthodox Jews were 

pretty — well, they're pretty strong in their beliefs. When you have special plates for milk 

and special plates for meat, and all that sort of stuff, and light the candles Friday night and 

nothing's done until sundown Saturday night, that's the way it was with my grandparents, 

but in our house it wasn't quite that way. 

 

CH: And what about with you personally? 

 

LEIKEN: That's a long story. If my father had lived I don't think it would have 

happened, but I was never what you would call bar mitzvahed, which was a big step for a 

Jewish boy when he reached 13. I'd gone to Hebrew school and gone through all the 

teachings, and everything else, but I finally decided that — and I'll never be able to explain 

why — just decided I wasn't going to go ahead with it, and I didn't. There was nobody in 
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the sense to force me to go ahead with it, so that was about the end of my — religious 

heritage, I guess, disappeared about that time. 

 

CH: Did you adopt any other religious beliefs along the way? 

 

LEIKEN: No, no, I've never had any other religion except my own beliefs and what I 

attempt to do with my fellow man and hope that he will do with me, and that's about the 

size of it. 

 

CH: Did your folks have any — or with the family that you were staying with was there 

any kind of philosophical orientation that they had? I know from reading some of the 

articles about you that you describe yourself as a liberal. Was there any family influence in 

that direction? 

 

LEIKEN: No. No, I would suppose, if I were to look back, most of my family probably 

would have been middle-of-the-road or on the conservative side, just thinking way, way 

back, but my liberalism, I guess, came after my three-C days and the fact that Roosevelt 

was president and he was the first one I voted for, and things that he was talking about in 

those days were things that I came to believe in and work toward. 

 

CH: As you were growing up were you involved in any activities that — clubs, 

organizations, or did you have any hobbies ? 

 

LEIKEN: You mean my high school days? 

 

CH: Grade school, high school. 
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LEIKEN: No. When you're worrying about where your meal's coming from and where 

the family's going to get a meal, you don't think about organizations other than except to 

try to make ends meet the best you can and help out. 

 

CH: Right. Was there a point, as you were growing up, where you realized that there 

was a much bigger world out there, some kind of event that happened or something that 

made you fundamentally aware of a much larger world? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I think the biggest influence on my life, in that respect, came from my 

first wife, but we're kind of getting ahead of the story a little bit. 

 

CH: Yeah. When you think back on the 1920s and the 1930s, back in the 1920s, what 

was that period of life for you like? 

 

LEIKEN: Back in the 1920s I was six, seven years old. I mean the early 1920s. I had a 

very good life. My father, as I said earlier, was fairly successful in business. We had our 

own home, we had a car, and all that sort of stuff, and we didn't know anything about a 

depression or worrying about food on the table. We were fairly affluent in the 

neighborhood, and the neighborhood was more of an ethnic neighborhood. There was 

Polish, Irish, Catholics, Protestants, Czechoslovakians, Germans, you name it, and we were 

the only Jewish family in the neighborhood. I got along quite well with most of — well, with 

all my friends, for that matter. We never had any trouble in that way, racial relationships, 

back in those days. They were all trying to make a living, and that was foremost in 

everybody's mind. 

 

CH: Were there any particularly influential associations as you were growing up? People 

that had an impact on the way you saw things or the way you lived your life? 
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LEIKEN: I don't think I can say that because, actually, when I was going to high school 

I played hockey; I was a goaltender. We went to the state finals. I think we won it, if my 

memory serves me, right. As all kids, you're dreaming of going to the majors, but in those 

days, they weren't looking for American-bred hockey players of any kind, like they are 

today, but anyway, that's the dreams of kids. And then I played baseball and pitched for 

the high school team. I had a pretty good arm until it went haywire, and that was about the 

size of it. No, as far as any real influence and impact on me, I think it came much later. 

 

CH: Teachers at all? 

 

LEIKEN: No. [Laughs] I wasn't what you would call a — I was a good student, I got the 

grades I wanted to get. I had no trouble in math or history, and that type of stuff, but I didn't 

— you know, as a kid, when you say did, they have an impact, I don't think you really know 

when they're having an impact. Maybe you did, but I don't think I did. 

 

CH: Any long-lasting friendships from that period of time? People that you've kept up 

with over the years? 

 

LEIKEN: When I left home — it's almost like when I left the Legislature. I didn't keep 

contact with anybody other than my sister, and that was it. 

 

CH: Well, that all changed dramatically, then, in the 1930s when the Depression came 

along. 

 

LEIKEN: Everything changed in the 1930s. 

 

CH: Do you remember the day or the moment when the stock market crashed? 
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LEIKEN: No. Let's see, I was — in 1929, how old would I have been? Eleven, twelve? I 

can remember the change that came on just prior to that in our living standards. 

 

CH: Just prior to the crash? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, business started getting bad. Let's say we're in a recession now. If it 

were to get worse, we'd have a depression. Some people say it is a depression. They use 

another word today, they call it recession. But nevertheless, when things go bad — we just 

had Champion International Paper shut down. Two hundred and sixty people are out of 

work. Well, it's a depression as far as they're concerned, and that's the way it was. Things 

started slowing down dramatically after my father passed away. My step-mother and her 

brother tried to run the business and they weren't near as successful as my father had 

been, so things started going bad shortly after his death. 

 

CH: How did the Depression affect your community, the community that you were living 

in? 

 

LEIKEN: New Haven at that time had Winchester Arms and Marlin Firearms. Most 

factories shut down. We had a factory within two blocks of where we lived. I can't 

remember the name, but it was a subsidiary of Winchester or Marlin Firearms, I'm not sure 

which, and that was shut down. Well, when you see that stuff as a kid and then you see 

men lining up for any kind of a job and you have trouble at home, you know you've got 

problems. Those are realities. You don't need to read about them, they're there. 

 

CH: Did they have the bread lines in New Haven? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh sure, sure. I can tell you one of the things I remember as a child. There 

were four or five of us standing around during the summer vacation wondering what to do. 

We were about twelve, I think, at that time, maybe twelve, thirteen. We decided to have a 
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bicycle endurance contest to see how long we could keep a bike going in motion, so the 

four of us decided we'd take six-hour shifts. I think I had the first shift and then somebody 

else had the second, and we went on that way, and we went on for about twenty-some 

days bicycling. 

 

CH: Really? 

 

LEIKEN: Yeah. 

 

CH: How many kids were involved? 

 

LEIKEN: Four, plus… 

 

CH: Through the night? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. We took six-hour shifts. With four, that's twenty-four hours. [Laughs] All 

of a sudden, we were headliners in the papers, and everything else. I don't know what fool 

it was — of course, you don't remember all those things — but they put up a big tent for us 

and a training table, and all that type of stuff. Finally, of course, it got worn out as news, 

too, and we finally quit after about twenty — I think it was 22 or 23 days. 

 

CH: Well, how did you, your community, view the New Deal programs that came in? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, of course... 

 

CH: Before you were involved with them directly. 

 

LEIKEN: When Roosevelt came in, that was hope. There hadn't been any hope. These 

are just my opinions, looking back, and naturally things started to get — I think it had 
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already reached bottom, probably, and things started to pick up a little bit, and he came 

out with all these big public works programs that put people — whether they a shovel or a 

pick in their hand, they were doing something. When the three Cs [Civilian Conservation 

Corps] came along, it was a case for young people to have some hope to go do something 

and earn something to help out with, and that's about the size of it. Frankly, I don't know 

what would have happened. We would probably have had the riots we had today in Los 

Angeles if we hadn't had someplace to go in those days. I really think it saved a lot of kids. 

 

CH: Really. 

 

LEIKEN: I know it saved me. I don't know what the hell I would have been or what I 

would have done. 

 

CH: What were you thinking of doing? 

 

LEIKEN: When you're 16 years old and you're looking for a job, you're thinking of 

doing anything. 

 

CH: Did you have any long-term ideas as to what you wanted to do? 

 

LEIKEN: No. No, I can't say that I did. I never thought I'd end up in Oregon in the 

lumber business, that's for damn sure. I didn't know where Oregon was, as a matter of fact. 

Anyway, I spent twelve months in the three Cs [Civilian Conservation Corps] back there in 

Connecticut, and they asked for volunteers to go to Oregon. I looked at the map, and 

Oregon looked awful close to California and I thought I'd like to go to California and I could 

leave Oregon and head that way. 

 

CH: What were you training for in the Civilian Conservation Corps? 
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LEIKEN: Oh, they didn't have you training for anything particularly. You had different 

crews for different work. I got lucked out, I became an assistant supply sergeant, so I didn't 

have the... 

 

CH: So it was set up sort of like a military camp? 

 

LEIKEN: It was set up like a military — actually, we were under military jurisdiction. 

 

CH: You were? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. We had a captain who was in charge of the camp, totally in charge, and 

it was military discipline. You got up in the morning and had reveille and name call — here, 

and all that sort of stuff, and so, to that extent, it was — maybe Roosevelt foresaw what 

was going to happen in 1939 and 1940, 1941, I don't know. 

 

CH: Maybe you could tell me a little bit more about how the C.C.C. was set up, how it 

was organized, what your schedule was, the types of things that went on. This was all in 

Connecticut at first? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh my, yes, it was all over the country, you know. 

 

CH: Yes, but I mean where you were involved in it. 

 

LEIKEN: I was involved in New Haven, Connecticut. We were at a camp close to the 

shoreline. I've forgotten just where it was, to be honest about it, it's been so long ago. What 

they were doing was building roads and trails and — at that time, believe it or not, we were 

fighting gypsy moth's way back then. We had a little mirror — that's the first job I had and I 

hated it. You had a little mirror and you looked up in a tree and you'd spot them up there 

and the climbers would go up or they'd fall the trees down, and that's how they went after 
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them in those days. I became a climber, so I'd, with spurs on, go up in the trees. I wonder, 

what the heck did we use — I've forgotten what we used to kill them with, but you sprayed 

them. But now, of course, they do it with airplanes and helicopters, and all the rest of it. 

And nobody was worrying about the environment in those days. People were worried 

about the gypsy moths. From there I got a chance to get in the supply room, and naturally 

I took it. It was one of the best jobs in camp. 

 

CH: What was life like in the work camps? 

 

LEIKEN: I would have to say it was kind of fun, in a way. You weren't exactly military, 

but you were under certain military rules, but basically you were pretty free to come and 

go, within reason, and everybody seemed to get along pretty well because they were all 

there for one purpose. I didn't see too much fighting, or any of that stuff, going on in my 

period in the three Cs. Everybody seemed to get along, black, white, yellow, green, or 

purple. It just seemed like they were there for a purpose and, as near as I could see, we 

just functioned as a team, more or less. 

 

CH: What was your pay, again? 

 

LEIKEN: Thirty dollars a month. Twenty-five dollars went home. 

 

CH: For you or for everyone? 

 

LEIKEN: Everybody. That went home to support your family. You kept five dollars 

spending money. Theoretically, you didn't need any more. You had your clothing, your 

room and board, and earned everything that you needed, medical treatment, if you needed 

it, so everything went home. As assistant supply sergeant, I think I worked my way up to 

$36 a month. I think the supply sergeant himself was at $45 a month, so he got to keep 

$15 of his pay. 



Leiken  SR 1118 
 

14 
 

 

CH: This was under the Works Progress Administration, wasn't it? 

 

LEIKEN: No, it was under the Civilian Conservation Corp. It was a separate entity. 

 

CH: What other programs were going on at the time? 

 

LEIKEN: The National Rifle Association was going on, the W.P.A. [Works Progress 

Administration] was going on. I don't remember the rest of them. I wasn't involved. 

 

CH: But you chose Oregon because it was close to California. 

 

LEIKEN: That was my basic reason. 

 

CH: What did California represent for you? Why were you interested in California? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, it seemed like everything you read, even in those days, things looked 

better in California. There seemed to be more going on, there seemed to be more 

opportunity. California was a growing state, and even as a kid I realized that if I were going 

to go anyplace, I'd probably have to, you know, strike out and try anew. That was about 

the size of it. When we came to Oregon, we came out on a troop train and we were taken 

out to a camp out at LaComb, Oregon. I don't know whether you know where that is. It's 

west of Lebanon, if you know where Lebanon is. [Laughs] I don't know whether I should 

continue. 

 

CH: No, go ahead, please. 

 

LEIKEN: When we hit that camp — I had a friend from back home, we were in the 

three Cs together, and we both looked at each other and said, “What in the hell are we 
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doing here? How do we get out of here?” Well, there was only one way you could get a 

discharge: refuse to work and you'd get — it wasn't a dishonorable discharge. I don't know 

what they called it. We more or less decided we were going to go back home. We'd had 

one look at Oregon, and it wasn't for us. 

 

CH: Why was that? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, they took us out to this camp and it looked like it was, frankly, half way 

to hell, way out in the country, and here we were, city boys, and we'd never seen anything 

like it. [Laughs] Dirt roads, and, I don't know, it was pretty primitive way back where we 

were. About two days later we got shipped to a side camp. See, they had the main camp 

which [Inaudible] and then they had side camps spotted all over at various work projects 

that they were on and wanted to do. We got shipped to a side camp up by Mill City. Do 

you know where that is, or have you ever heard of Mill City? 

 

CH: I've heard of Mill City. 

 

LEIKEN: Have you heard of the Detroit Dam? 

 

CH: Sure. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, okay, it was before the dam was built, way back up there in the 

wilderness. And don't ask me why, but for some reason I liked it. Either the foreman we 

had, the supervisor, was — he seemed different, or something. Kind of fatherly, I guess, if 

I remember, and I took a liking to him, and he to me, and I guess I decided to stay, and so 

did my friend. 

 

CH: But did others leave then? 
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LEIKEN: Oh, there was always — when I was assistant supply sergeant, let's say we'd 

get a hundred new rookies in, and about ten would disappear. I mean, they're gone. 

 

CH: They'd just leave? 

 

LEIKEN: They'd just leave, leave their clothing, and stuff, and be gone, or some would 

take the clothing. Nobody ever went after them, they just left that’s all. There was no way 

— it wasn't like leaving the army, you know, that's a little different story, but this was Civilian 

Conservation Corps, so the rules were such that if you didn't want to stay, you could just 

turn in your — you could go out. 

 

CH: You said you came out on a troop train. What was that like? 

 

LEIKEN: That was quite an experience for me. Of course, it was the first time I'd ever 

really been on any trip of any kind, that long a trip, and it was — I think it took us about five 

or six days, I don't remember, and it was kind of boring in one way, and in another way it 

was kind of exciting. You know, you're riding a train all day and all night, and then they'd 

stop for different intervals to let you exercise, and that type of stuff, but it was kind of a fun 

trip. 

 

CH: What were the cars like? 

 

LEIKEN: The railroad cars? 

 

CH: Yes. 

 

LEIKEN: You know, they weren't that much different. Of course, now they've got 

improved service, and all that, but they were pretty good. We slept in hammocks, or in the 

seats, whatever. Nobody worried about that. You know, you're all young kids and nobody 
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was looking — you weren't going to get comforts. But it wasn't all that bad, and the food 

was — they worked it out so they had it figured out pretty good. We didn't have any trouble 

in that respect, if I remember rightly. 

 

CH: So by the time you got out to Mill City, then, you liked what you were doing? 

 

LEIKEN: I kind of made up my mind I was going to stay. The first job I got, the first 

work crew they put me on, was timber falling. Well, I'd never felled a tree or pulled a 

crosscut saw in my life. I didn't know what it was, plus I got a scar because I picked it up 

by the wrong end. [Laughs] I don't know whether you've seen the old-fashioned crosscut 

saws. 

 

CH: With the two — the handles on the... 

 

LEIKEN: Yes, two handles, one guy on each end. Well anyway, they give you an ax 

and you have to learn how to chop your undercut, and all that sort of stuff, and there wasn't 

any real training. Nobody seemed to tell us really what to do or how to do it, we just were 

supposed to do it. I'm not bragging, or anything, but my partner and myself, we became 

the best two fallers in the whole camp. We'd go out and fall these — well, when I look back 

now, beautiful old-growth trees for road rights-of-way. In those days, timber was nothing. 

You couldn't give it away. Anyway, the roads were going through, and that was how you 

— well, a lot of the roads are still being used today that were built by the three Cs and the 

Forest Service. 

 Then came the time about fourteen months later, I guess, or whatever it was — this 

was about 1936, I think, and I might be corrected by somebody because I'm not quite sure 

— the artist came to this man camp, and the president and Congress, in its wisdom, 

decided there was enough work going on with the war coming on, and the problems in 

Europe, and all things had picked up and the economy was better and they weren't going 

to need the Civilian Conservation Corps anymore. I was about 18, or close to it, and I 
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decided to stay in Oregon and not go back. I think I had about $35 in my pocket. And 

besides, there was a pageant in Eugene called the Trail of the Rail. It was put on every ten 

years, or so, whatever it was, to commemorate Lewis and Clark and the founding of 

Oregon, so I wanted to see it. So I just decided that I didn't have a mother or father or any 

home to go to, my sister was in Washington, and I was going to stay in Oregon, and I did. 

 

CH: Looking back on your years in the — you were in the C.C.C. for how long, then? 

 

LEIKEN: It was about a total of — well, it was twelve months in Connecticut and a little 

over twelve months here, I think. 

 

CH: So a couple of years. How would you judge the impact on the country and on the 

West from the days of the C.C.C.? Was it a pretty significant impact that they had? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I don't know exactly what you mean by an impact. 

 

CH: Well, you were talking about, for instance, like the roads that they built that they're 

still using today. 

 

LEIKEN: There was an impact on getting work done that wouldn't have been done 

otherwise, as far as the Forest Service was concerned, on their lands because at that time 

there wasn't money appropriated for Forest Service like there is today. As a matter of fact, 

timber went by the acre, not by thousand. If you look out here and I came in here to buy 

the timber on that land, I'd go to the farmer and ask him what he wanted per acre, not what 

he wanted per thousand. But as time went on, timber became more valuable. Then, of 

course, Congress saw the wisdom of appropriating more money for Forest Service and the 

B.L.M. land to do a better of job of forestry and management. So the impact, from the 

standpoint of the three Cs, I think it was a pretty good impact, that it helped get things 
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started in the right direction, and that was a way of doing it. Also, it kept the kids off the 

street and occupied. When you're falling timber all day long and... 

 

 [End of Tape 1, Side 1] 
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Tape 1, Side 2 
1992 June 8 

 

CH: This is an interview with Sid Leiken. This is Tape 1, Side B. 

 Go ahead. 

 

LEIKEN: What I mean by that is, all the best stuff went to the main camp. The side 

camps were fed from the main camp. There was a period of time one time when we had 

pork and beans for breakfast for about thirty days in a row. I had hitchhiked to Sweet Home 

with a couple of fellows to go to a movie. On the way back we got picked up by an inspector 

general who was going up to the side camp to see how things were going, and he asked 

if we had any problems. Nobody else would talk, so I did the talking and I said, “I think 

we're getting shafted,” or words to that effect.  

And he said, “What do you mean?”  

I told him what was going on with our food, and everything, and I said, “As far as I'm 

concerned, having been a former assistant supply sergeant back in New Haven, I think 

there's a rip-off going on someplace.”  

Well, of course, all hell broke loose with an investigation, and the captain got 

replaced, and I was kind of a renegade. In fact, I was told I wasn't going to be allowed to 

reenlist because I created a problem, a disturbance. When it came time to reenlist, I did, 

and that was one of the reasons I think I stayed in Oregon because I wanted to find out 

blacklisted or not, or blackballed, and I guess they didn't quite have the nerve to do it 

because they knew I would know where to write. So that's how I stayed and reenlisted for 

my second six-month term. 

 

CH: So what did you do right when you got out? 

 

LEIKEN: What did I do when I got out? 

 

CH: Yes. What was the first thing you did? 
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LEIKEN: I've got to tell you. That's part of the story, I guess. I was hitchhiking to 

Eugene and an old gentleman picked me up out of Lebanon and took me to Albany, and 

we visited and talked, like we're talking now, and he asked me where I was from. He said, 

“I can tell by your accent you're from the East someplace.”  

I said, “Yeah, I'm from Connecticut.” And we talked some more and he said he was 

opening up a sawmill. I'd never seen a sawmill and I didn't know what a sawmill was. It was 

just talk.  

He said, “If you're looking for a job, I might have one available for you.” I thanked 

him very much and got out and then hitchhiked to Eugene thinking I'd never see him again.  

Well, I got to Eugene and went to the pageant — and I guess I'd better tell it on 

myself. They had one of those shell games and I lost my $35. Now I'm stone broke, 3,500 

miles from home without a nickel in my pocket. [Both Laugh] And this is a true story. I'm 

telling it on myself. So I thought, well, that old gentleman offered me a job. Maybe I ought 

to go back there and see if I can find his mill and find out what I can do. So I did.  

I hitchhiked back to Lebanon, and his mill was out at LaComb where our camp had 

been, in that same area, so I knew my way around pretty well. I think it was around four or 

five o'clock in the afternoon that day and I knocked on the door and I said, “Remember 

me? I'm the young man you picked up and I'm looking for a job. What do you have?”  

He said, “What can you do?”  

I said, “I can work, and I don't — I've never worked around a sawmill.” So they gave 

me a job, and it was called a spotter.  

Well, you don't know what a spotter is, and I didn't know what a spotter was at the 

time. In those days they didn't have the automatic trim saws in the average, medium-sized 

mill that they have today where everything's done with automation, and they had rolls and 

chains marked eight feet, ten feet, twelve feet, up to whatever length the mill cut, and you 

spot that lumber for the cutoff man. If was a piece that came out sixteen feet long, you 

spotted it to the sixteen foot mark and then he cut it off at the other end. He cut the first 

end first, and then you'd roll it down the rollers.  
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So I'm standing around there for about a half an hour or more and the 

superintendent came up to me and said, “What do you think you're doing?”  

I said, “I don't know. They told me I'm a spotter, and I don't know what I'm supposed 

to spot.” That's how naive and dumb I was. I'd never been in a mill in my life, I'd never been 

near one.  

Well, they finally showed me what a spotter was and I started working and doing 

my job, and about a week later the main cutoff man — the whistle blew at one o'clock to 

go to work, back to the afternoon shift, and there was nobody on the big cutoff, so — and 

the lumber was coming off the head rig down the rolls, and so I just stepped over and 

started running that saw. And I'll never forget it, the gentleman who picked me up — and 

later I'll tell you the story — he said to the superintendent, “You'd better get that kid off 

there before he cuts his hand off.”  

Well, they didn't have anybody to get off there to take my place, they didn't have 

anybody — even though jobs were still scarce, they was nobody around, so I kept running 

that saw and they let me stay there and I got pretty good at it. By then I could see that — 

I'd been there about a week or ten days and I could see that the main job in a sawmill was 

the head sawyer, and I'd made up my mind that I was going to be a head sawyer if I was 

going to stay in that type of livelihood. I'm getting a little ahead of the story, but I'll go back 

up.  

There was a young lady working in the mill who was doing the lumber grading, and 

I kind of looked at her, and she looked at me a few times, and pretty soon one thing led to 

another and we started going together. Well, it so happened she was the boss's daughter, 

and a lot of people — well, we won't get into that.  

Anyway, we got going together, and after about six weeks, all of a sudden the mill 

went broke. He couldn't make it; the lumber market went to hell. I had about $115 coming 

in wages, and we hadn't been paid. So then they formed a committee, the workers did, 

and they took what lumber was left and sold it and we ended up with about fifteen cents 

on the dollar, so that's fifteen bucks after six weeks of work. In the meantime — I don't 

know how to get to this, but  — I'd been going with the young lady and we got quite 
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interested in each other, but still I'm looking for work. I think you've heard the word “gypo 

logger.” 

 

CH: Yes. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I'd gotten another job, and it was falling timber for this gypo logger. I 

must have had something bad looking over my head because about a week — on a 

Monday morning I came to work and there wasn't a single piece of equipment there. 

 

CH: You might as well explain what a gypo logger is. 

 

LEIKEN: A gypo logger, to me, is one who goes from place to place, he hires a crew, 

he works them for about two weeks, and about payday, when you come for your payday, 

he's gone. You can't find him or his equipment, and you don't know what the heck to do. 

In those days you had no protection from — you know, there were no agencies or anybody 

you could go to, so you just got cheated out of your money, out of your pay. That was 

about the size of it. Or, if he did stay there, he'd say, “Well, I can't pay you all of it, I'll give 

you fifty cents on the dollar.” To me, that's where I think the word gypo logger came from. 

 

CH: It has a little different meaning now, doesn't it, or is it the same thing? 

 

LEIKEN: No, you don't hear of gypo logging today. They all either have to be able to 

meet their payroll or they're done. No, you don't hear that. They don't move out, either. 

They're all bigger loggers and they have big equipment and they just can't pick up and go. 

Anyway, now I'm out of a job again. 

 

CH: So you're out of work. 
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LEIKEN: I'm out of work. The young woman, girlfriend, that I was going with was 

named Thora Hult. Her father was the one who had owned the mill that I had previously 

worked in and gone broke and ended up getting fifteen cents on the dollar. But Oscar Hult 

was an old-line sawmill family from Colton, Oregon. He and his brother Julius had been in 

the lumber business for years. They came out from Nebraska with their father and settled 

up there in Colton and started one of the first sawmills in that area. But one thing led to 

another and during the Depression, and all, they kind of divided and each went their own 

way.  

Oscar had found another mill up by Sweet Home, Oregon, which wasn't too far from 

where I was anyway. He got hold of this mill because in those days, way back then, you 

could get a mill for nothing down and take it over. There was no — and I think I've made 

the statement before that a sawmill never goes broke, the operator goes broke. Unless 

the sawmill is completely dismantled and auctioned off, somebody will come along and try 

to run it. That's still going on today. Some become successful and some go broke again. 

But anyway, he had gotten hold of this mill and he was looking for crew, and I didn't know 

where else to go and so I thought, well, I might as well try it again. 

 

CH: Did you trust him? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh yes, he was honest as the day is long. He was just what I would call an 

overoptimistic operator, as I look back on it. In those days, of course, I didn't know any 

better. I thought it was just a part of the time when things were going haywire, and that 

was it. Anyway, this mill was in a godforsaken spot. There was no way we could make it. 

We struggled through that winter — I think it was 1937, or thereabouts — and ended up 

going broke again. But we were getting a little money so we were able to live and get by, 

and I was still going with Thora, and that's probably what held me there. I know it's what 

held me there. There wasn't anything else that held me there.  

Well anyway, low and behold, about a week later Oscar comes in and he's got 

another mill, this one out at Cheshire, Oregon, which is west of Eugene about 30, to 35 
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miles out by Triangle Lake. He came up with the idea then that every worker was going to 

be an owner and we would all share equally in a cooperative venture. So, being young and 

not knowing any better, I thought, well, why not try that. And he did.  

He organized the mill and we had a full crew. Jobs were still plenty tough yet and 

things hadn't quite picked up so we were able to get a full complement people to help him 

on that mill. We would be able to buy logs at about five to eight dollars a thousand in those 

days, and we struggled there for a long, long time, but about in 1939, when the war looked 

like it was coming on, things started picking up and we got that mill going. By that time, I 

had become a head sawyer. I had fulfilled the aims that I had had as far as a job in a sawmill.  

And it's kind of interesting — it might be interesting for some as to how that came 

about. I was what was called a ratchet setter. A ratchet setter was one who sat on the 

carriage that went back and forth that held the logs, and between the sawyer and the 

ratchet setter there were hand signals used for — if he wanted a two-inch cut, he'd put up 

two, if he wanted six, he'd go this way [Demonstrates], all different hand signals for different 

numbers that we used, and I had worked up to that stage, which was the next stage, which 

was the sawyer's level, which I still had my eye on. I had been doing this for about, oh, six 

months or so, whatever it was, when the sawyer quit. He had found a better job and more 

chance for a steady income, because ours was based on what we did and what we got for 

our lumber and then it was all pooled and everybody shared equally in it. Sawyers were 

kind of prima donnas and thought they should have more because they were kind of the 

key to the operation.  

So I remember by that time I was pretty involved with Thora, and that's still the main 

reason why I was out there because I could have had another job and I didn't take it. 

 

CH: Where would that have been? 

 

LEIKEN: That would have been close by in another mill in the same vicinity. He said, 

well, he was going to go to town and see if he could find a sawyer at the employment 

office. Thora's brother was also with us and he had done some sawing, so he got on the 
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sawyer's lever, and about an hour later he decided it was just too nerve wracking for him, 

he couldn't do it. So I said, “Well, you get on the carriage and let me try.”  

I started fooling around, and her dad came back that afternoon and he had not been 

able to locate a sawyer, get another sawyer. He said, “Well, as long as you're doing it you 

might as well keep doing it. Just don't get yourself cut open, or anything.” 

 

CH: So, now, what all does a sawyer do? 

 

LEIKEN: The sawyer really — he was the main man on a mill. He picked the log — a 

log would come up to the log deck and get rolled onto your carriage and the setter would 

get it ready for sawing. The sawyer had to look at that log and be able to tell in almost an 

instant what he could get out of it, whether he could get high-grade log, depending the 

type of timber, how many times you should turn it to get the utmost out of it. And as a 

matter of fact, I had been doing most of it from the carriage. The sawyer, all he was doing 

was pushing the lever. I was figuring the logs, and the whole works, because you just — 

he knew what his saws were doing, but he didn't really know how to figure logs, at least I 

didn't think he did, and he got to the point where he would take my advice on it rather than 

his own. So all I had to really learn was how to push that saw back and forth and make sure 

I didn't get it out of line and make crooked lumber and burn it up, and all the rest of it that 

goes on with sawyering.  

But the sawyer is the main cog in a sawmill. He's the man who makes the money 

for the mill. Not so much today because today it's all computerized and that log comes on 

and it's immediately set the way it should be for getting the utmost out of it. But back then, 

you had to be pretty good with your figures and what you could do with your log, and the 

size of the log, and determine what was best to cut out of it in order to get the most return 

of it. 

 

CH: So if this was run cooperatively, then how were the wages determined? Did 

everybody get equal? 
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LEIKEN: Everybody got equal. Even the cleanup man. 

 

CH: And Hult? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. Everybody was equal. It was a dream of his, in a sense, and yet it was 

probably a forerunner of the cooperative plywood plants that came on later on in the 

industry. In fact, there's one or two still running, I guess, from what I understand, up around 

Washington [Inaudible].  

Yes, we were all equal. Let's say we shipped a carload of lumber out and we got 

$1,500 for it. That was divided by the number of men, and that's the way we worked. So in 

some ways I guess you'd say what was the incentive of becoming a sawyer, or why not 

just be the easy job? Well, of course, to me the sawyer was the most important thing in the 

mill, and I wanted to be, I guess, one of the important cogs of that part of the operation 

and keep it going. 

 Well, to make a long story short, on December 25, Thora and her sister Edith and 

Louis Bunce — I don't know whether you ever heard of Louis Bunce, the artist, here in 

Portland. He used to be one of the most famous Northwest artists — had met in Salem, 

Oregon, six or eight months earlier and started going together, and we had a double 

wedding in Salem, at the Lutheran Church in Salem. 

 

CH: That was on December 25 what year? 

 

LEIKEN: 1938. 

 

CH: How did you determine to have it a Lutheran church? 

 

LEIKEN: They were Lutheran, the family was Swedish Lutheran, and it made no 

difference to me. 
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CH: What was her family background like? What kind of a family did she come from? 

 

LEIKEN: She came from the Hult family, which [were] pretty strong Lutherans. He 

wasn't so much as the mother. The mother was pretty religious. We got along just fine, no 

problems whatsoever. There weren't any problems, in fact, at all. She asked me if the 

children could be baptized Lutheran and I said I don't care. It made no difference to me. 

As I said earlier, religion wasn't one of my major factors. It didn't matter to me one way or 

the other. 

 

CH: So you were married in 1938, end of 1938, and where did you first live, then? Where 

was your first home? 

 

LEIKEN: Right there in the camp. In fact, the first home we built I built myself, with the 

help of some neighbors, and we had — about that time the R.E.A. [Rural Electrification 

Administration] came through so we had electricity, but no indoor toilets. We were pretty 

much broke, but still young and in love and full of enthusiasm, so we didn't have any — we 

didn't live with any worry about anything. 

 

CH: Where had you lived in before that first house? 

 

LEIKEN: I boarded with another family in the immediate area, that was part of the 

crew, and I stayed with them, and Thora and her family had a home right there — I call it a 

home. I should show you some of the pictures. I'd call it a shack, but it was adequate, 

nobody was complaining, and we were getting by.  

About that time, the market was picking up and Thora's dad's brother had a mill on 

the other side of the mountain in a town called Blachly, Oregon, and the Bureau of Land 

Management, the O&C, came to us and said there wasn't enough timber in the area for 

two mills, that they were going to have to — they were saying even way back then that 
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they probably would run out if one of us didn't move out. Well, we were the smaller of the 

two, and he told us they had what they called in those days a sustained yield timber set up 

down here in Douglas County, and, if we would move there, they would see that we could 

get started in the darn thing.  

I didn't want to go. We were doing real well. We were starting to make some money, 

and I said to my father-in-law, “Why don't you take and — we'll buy the equipment, you go 

down there and I'll run this mill until we're ready to run the other mill.”  

He didn't want to do it. He wanted the equipment out of the mill we were running, 

and I thought it was kind of stupid. Here we were just — we had been struggling all the 

time, we were now beginning to look like we were starting to get over the hump, and all of 

a sudden we were going to shut down and build a mill and start from scratch. I figured it 

would take eight months at least, minimum. Eight to ten months. So we got in kind of an 

argument over it, and I left and I built the first — probably the first portable sawmill that had 

been ever built and used in Oregon. We set that up out at Noti, Oregon, another friend and 

myself, who left with me. And we were cutting and selling our lumber to Swanson Brothers 

Lumber Company, who are still in operation in Eugene, in Noti. 

 

CH: Noti? 

 

LEIKEN: Noti, Oregon, which is just out of Eugene about, oh, 30, 40 miles, something 

like that. Anyway, we were doing pretty good. Oscar Hult was a proud man, but they'd 

hired another sawyer and that mill where I was cutting about 50,000 a day was going down 

to about, oh, 25,000 or 30,000. The sawyer just couldn't get the stuff through. And I'm not 

bragging, or anything, I want that understood, it was just what was going on and the mill 

was — they were not making it, they were going broke, so he came to me — and it was 

pretty hard on both Thora and her mother because we were living right close together and 

yet I'd never go to their home because he wouldn't talk to me and... 

 

CH: So he was upset about your going... 
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LEIKEN: Oh, he was upset about my leaving, naturally. I just said, “Well, that's the way 

it's got to be because we don't see eye to eye and there's no use in me staying here 

anymore.”  

He came to me, he came over to the house, and I guess I'll never forget it, and I 

know it must have been one of the most difficult things for him to do, and he said, “I need 

you back.”  

I said, “Dad, there's no way I'm coming back. I'm doing pretty well, and I'm not 

coming back.”  

He said, “Well, we've got to have you.”  

So I thought a little bit, and I said, “Well, there's only one way.”  

He said, “What's that?”  

I said, “You've got to stay out of the mill. You've got to stay out of the mill. I'm either 

going to run it or I'm not coming back, because both of us can't run it.” 

 

CH: And why couldn't you both run it? 

 

LEIKEN: Couldn't get along. 

 

CH: You just couldn't get along. 

 

LEIKEN: I saw things as a young — I guess you'd call it a young, what, squirt, or 

something, with different ideas, and he had the old-fashioned ideas, in a sense. If I wanted 

to fix something, I wanted to get it done right; he'd want to haywire it, get by the cheap 

way, because he was still back there in the Depression. It was logical, you know, I could 

understand it, but still there was no way. When you have crew standing around and 

breaking down three or four times a day, there's no money in it, you're losing.  

And I remember he thought for a little bit and he said, “All right,” and we shook 

hands.  
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So we buttoned up my little portable mill and I went back, and we continued cutting 

there for about another year when the Bureau of Land Management came back again and 

said, “Look, we're not going to be putting up enough timber...” way back then — “for both 

of you. Why don't you take that opportunity to go down there, to Tyee.” Tyee is just west 

of Roseburg. This is back in 1941, I think, 1941 or 1942. 

 

CH: Tyee? 

 

LEIKEN: The Indian Tyee. Noti and Tyee. [Both Laughs] Anyway, by that time — oh, 

I've got to tell you the part — the mill we were operating was called the Blue Ox Lumber 

Company. You've heard of Blue Ox, I'm sure. 

 

CH: Sure. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, we were the Blue Ox Lumber Company back in those days, but he 

decided by that time — he'd done a lot of researching, and he decided he wanted to really 

form a cooperative where everybody was equal and everybody was treated the same and 

wages and everything were divided up and everybody was going to have a share in the 

operation, just like we had been doing, only this was going to be on a larger scale. So he 

had articles of incorporation drawn up, and all that sort of stuff, and we went through it. I 

agreed then that, all right, I'll go along. We'll move the mill down here to Tyee.  

I hadn't been there yet, and I'll never forget it. There wasn't a road in to it. We had 

to go across the Umpqua River on a cable deal down here. And so we built a road in. It 

was about ten miles of road we had to put in to the mill site and camp site, and we built a 

whole community there, a school and the whole works. This was way back in 1941, 1942.  

I'll never forget my first statement. I said, “My gosh, this looks about half way to hell,” 

because there was nothing there, absolutely nothing. We started from scratch and cut our 

way out there.  
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We built a dam across Wolf Creek to back up the water so we could float our logs 

and get them to the mill, and it was all — he was a visionary and he had a lot of vision, and 

there was timber, which was very important. But the war came on about that time, and our 

first child was born, Peter, January 27, 1940, I think — yes, January 27, 1940, and I was the 

head sawyer in the mill and we were producing around 50,000 feet a day. We got the mill 

going, and everything, and we were producing about 50,000 board feet a day, and it was 

all war production, all for the war effort, and I'd been deferred as a head sawyer.  

Well, all of a sudden word came from — report for duty in Portland. Well, of course, 

it was a serious situation because we didn't have another sawyer at the time, and during 

the war days sawyers were tough to get, but I thought, no, I've got to go, I'm going. So we 

had a farewell party for me, I got to Portland, and all of a sudden there was a telegram 

came through from the war production board for me to get back — they wouldn't take me. 

 

CH: Because they needed you... 

 

LEIKEN: Because they said I was more important where I was than going into the 

service. So I went back, and I can't say but what I was somewhat relieved, and yet I felt if I 

had to go, if my number was up, I'd go.  

Well, we went on for another year and we were doing pretty well, producing lumber 

pretty regularly, and again I got called up and again we had a farewell party and again I 

got to Portland. In fact, I was taking my physical when they called my name out [Laughs] 

and told me to get dressed and to get out of there and go back. So that was about the last 

— and the war ended, you know, in 1944, 1945. It was all over by that time.  

In the meantime, the cooperative wasn't doing as well as it should have been doing. 

Again, we had gotten a government loan at that time for small business and we weren't 

making our payments, we were having trouble. We were out in the country, and getting 

help and getting things out there was just a horrible situation. But some people from 

California came along, and lumber was hard to get, and they offered us a price for the mill 

and everybody got together and voted their shares and we voted to sell. Well, they asked 
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me to stay on as a head sawyer. They wanted me to stay, and I agreed to stay with them 

for a while. This was in 1945.  

I had always had the idea that after the war there was going to be a housing boom 

and they were going to need eight-foot studs. To simplify mill operation, I thought if I could 

just get a mill and make eight-foot studs, it would be like spitting out cigarettes, almost, 

that it would be pretty simple and it would be something that I thought I could be fairly 

successful at. Thora's cousin, Ted Hult, had just gotten back from the service. He was about 

six-foot two, three, whatever, a young, strapping guy, and we became very good friends. I 

said, “Ted, I've got an idea. I think we could build a mill in Sutherlin and just do nothing but 

make eight-foot studs.”  

Well, he'd been in the service about three or four years, and he said, “What makes 

you think that's going to go?”  

I said, “I think there's going to be a housing boom after this thing has settled down, 

and I think if we specialize in one item, we can't go wrong, that's all they can have.”  

He said, “What if housing slows down?”  

I said, “Well, everything will slow down with it as far as lumber is concerned, so we'll 

be no worse off.” So, we decided to get together and we were going to build this mill. We 

didn't have any money to speak of. We'd sold out, but not for all that kind of money. I had 

some friends that I had been dealing with, wholesalers, in the wholesale business in 

Medford. So, I went to them with the idea, and I said, “We're going to need about $40,000. 

Is there any way you can figure out how you can...” they were a fairly strong wholesale 

company in Medford. I don't remember their name, to be very honest about it. I should.  

But anyway, they thought it over and they came back and said, “Yes, we'll help back 

you.” Well, that was just a small part of it. We still had to jaw-bone a lot of our equipment 

and credit, and what have you, and we bought this site in Sutherlin... 

 

 
[End of Tape 1, Side 2] 
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Tape 2, Side 1 
1992 June 8 

 
 

CH: This is an interview with Sid Leiken in his office in Roseburg, Oregon. The 

interviewer, for the Oregon Historical Society, is Clark Hansen. The date is June 8, 1992, 

and this is Tape 2, Side A. 

 So, there were no other...? 

 

LEIKEN: At that time there were no other mills that just strictly specified in studs. 

There was one other operator, [Chaney?] Studs at Seattle, up in Seattle, Washington, who 

later moved down to Central Point, Oregon, and built a very nice plant down there. I don't 

know, why, they may still be making them down there, for all I know. I don't think so. I know 

he's passed away, but the sons were still in the business at one time.  

But anyway, to get everything started we got this commitment from the wholesalers, 

and part of the commitment was that we were to naturally pay the $40,000 back when and 

if we were to make our profit; also, we were to give them an exclusive sales contract on 

our lumber at what was then the normal discount of 8 percent. Let's say lumber sold for 

$50 a thousand, just using a figure, they'd pay us $50 a thousand less 8 percent, or $4 a 

thousand. This was normal so it wasn't really out of line for those days.  

So, we started building the mill, and at that time we had gone to the city council to 

get permission and a permit to build a mill. They issued us the permit to build a mill, and 

we could have a pond but we couldn't have water in it, they wouldn't furnish us any water 

for the pond. Well, in those days you didn't have the log moving equipment that you have 

today, and very few mills actually used ponds. They'd use [internal] log handlers or — and 

other equipment. So, we said, okay, we're going to figure it out, we're going to get the 

water one way or another.  

We started building the mill and we just about had it completed but we didn't have 

water in the pond. So we got the bright idea — it wasn't so bright, but it was an idea that 

we'd put a pump in the ground and all — there was a hydrant, a fire hydrant, right next to 
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the mill, to our site, so we hooked a hose on the city fire hydrant at night and we started 

filling up that pond, and we'd shut it off in the daytime. We had the pond just about full, and 

I remember vividly I went to Tim and I said, “Tim, I think we've done all we can do. We'd 

better not do it anymore. We're taking too big a chance.”  

“Oh,” he said, “gee, if we could just get one more night, it would be perfect.”  

Well, we didn't know it, but the city council was meeting that night, and at the 

meeting, evidently, somebody brought up that the reservoir had been going down and 

they couldn't quite figure out why. [Laughs] So, they decided that, well, L&H they're getting 

water there someplace. How are they doing it? So, they came over there about twelve 

o'clock that night and started checking around, and we had this pump going up and down. 

It looked like it was in a well. We had a hole dug and a pipe down in there so it looked like 

we were pumping water out of a well. They said, well, I guess they're not doing it here. But 

then somebody happened to notice the hose, the hose to the hydrant.  

Well, of course, all hell broke loose. The headline in the News Review was “Water 

Pirates in Sutherlin lower Reservoir.” [Laughs] So, we thought, well, what are we going to 

do? They were going to really throw the book at us. So, I decided, I thought, “Well, Ted, I 

think there's one thing we can do. Why don't we ask them what they want for that water.” 

Sutherlin at that time was just a small community and we were employing people and — 

why don't we just see what they want for the water.  

So, we hired an attorney and he went to the mayor at that time — I don't remember 

who it was — and he thought, well, maybe they could work something out. We thought, 

well, what about $700 or $800. That sounded like an awful big sum to them, so we settled 

the water problem for seven or eight hundred bucks, and that's how we got our water for 

our mill and that's how we actually got started. Otherwise, I don't know what we would 

have done. [Laughs] Pretty soon we became a pretty important cog in the community. We 

ran two shifts, we ran six days a week, or whatever it was. 

 About that time that we got the mill started, my partner came to work one morning; 

he didn't feel too well. I said, “Ted, what's the matter?”  

He said, “I don't know. I just don't feel well. I think I have the flu, or something.”  
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I said, “Why don't we go in to a doctor and have him check you out?”  

So, I drove him in to the doctor, and I don't remember the doctor's name, and he 

said, “Oh hell, you're all right. You're just nothing but a lazy GI. Why don't you just go back 

to work.”  

So, we came home and a couple, three days later he said, “I'm just not getting any 

better.”  

I said, “Well, we better find another doctor.”  

So, we came into town, got into another doctor's office and he examined him and 

he came out and he said to me, “Do you know where we can reach his father?” He hadn't 

talked to Ted yet.  

I said, “Yes. What's the problem?” He had leukemia. He was twenty-six years old. 

Of course, you know, in those days there was no cure for leukemia, there was nothing. It 

was just a matter of time.  

Well, in the meantime we had this mill going pretty good and the people we 

borrowed the money from decided that maybe they wanted a piece of the action. So, they 

came to me and they said one day, just like we're sitting here now, “Sid, we decided that 

we don't think just a sales contract plus 8 percent is a good enough deal, plus our money 

back.”  

I said, “What do you mean? We made a deal.”  

“Oh no,” he said, “we want 50 percent of the deal.”  

I said, “What? My gosh, Ted's up there dying with leukemia and you come to me 

with this. Can't we just work something out?”  

“Well, we'll give you a week to ten days to think about it.” So, they came back about 

ten days later and they said, “No, we decided it's going to be 60/40.” [CH laughs] 

I said, “Well, my God, I don't know what I'm going to do.” I started thinking and 

racking my brain as to where can I go get $40,000 plus interest to pay these guys off.  

Well, the Lord or somebody was with me. About that time, they got into a squabble 

among themselves, the three partners in that wholesale business down in Medford, and 

they got in some kind of a squabble. I never did know what it was all about. I had more of 
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my own stuff to worry about with my partner dying and those fellows wanting their money 

plus 60 percent of the operation. It looked to me like it was hopeless.  

Well, about that time we started having one of the most severe car shortages we 

ever had in the history of the lumber business. Lumber was piling up in inventories all over, 

the mills didn't know where they were going to put it. We weren't getting any cars. I 

happened to drive over to Oakland, which is just north of Sutherlin about four miles, three, 

four miles, and I noticed there was a big plywood and box company over there, Martin 

Brother Box at that time, and I noticed they had quite a few of these refrigerator cars on 

their siding and I thought, how are they getting those and we can't get any cars? Nobody 

else could get cars. They were loading box [shook-in], which is little, narrow stuff that they 

could get in them.  

So, I went over to the railroad agent and I said, “Look, I see you're putting those 

refrigerator cars into Martin Brother Boxes.” I said, “Why can't I get any of them?”  

“Well,” he said, “they have to stay on the Southern Pacific line.” They couldn't go 

east; they couldn't go anyplace but on the Southern Pacific line because they take them 

back down there and put the fruit in and then ship them.  

I said, “Well, that's fine. How many can you put in today?”  

“Oh, we can give you all you want.”  

So, eight-foot studs, I could get them in the doorway and I could get about 20,000 

board feet to each car. About that time the California market just went crazy. It went from, 

let's say, $40 a thousand board feet for your lumber to about $80 a thousand board feet. 

I put that mill on two shifts, ran it six days a week, and loading eight to ten cars a day out, 

it was just like — you couldn't believe it, it was coming in so fast.  

Anyway, to make a long story short, those fellows had Otto Frohnmayer — 

Frohnmayer's dad was their attorney and I had Paul Geddes for my attorney. 

 

CH: We've interviewed him. 

 

LEIKEN: Did you interview Paul? 
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CH: Otto. 

 

LEIKEN: Paul's gone, you couldn't have interviewed him. Anyway, I didn't say a word 

to Paul. I went in and got a cashier's check at the bank for $40,000 plus interest and we 

sat in Paul's office here and they said, “Well now, we've gone long enough.” They'd gotten 

their act together and they came up to get me. They'd gotten their act together and they 

said, “We're going to get these documents signed where you're going to give us 60 

percent of the plant, and that's the way it is.”  

I looked at Paul and I said, “Well, Paul, what can I do?” He said, “Well, there's only 

one thing you can do.”  

He said, “You have to have the money to pay them, and if you can't pay them, they 

can foreclose based on this note.”  

I said, “Well, that's just fine. I guess we better pay them off,” and I pulled the check 

out of my back pocket and I laid it on the desk and their eyes just bugged out.  

Now they started backing off. “Well, now, maybe we can work something else.”  

I said, “There's nothing else to work out. You guys — here's your money, here's your 

deal, and you're done.” That's how L&H stayed solvent, or that's how we came from there 

on in.  

In the meantime, my partner had gotten worse and he finally passed away. I bought 

his widow out and —  

 

CH: What was your partner's name? 

 

LEIKEN: Ted Hult. 

 

CH: Ted Hult. So that's the H in L&H. 
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LEIKEN: That's the H, L&H, Leiken and Hult. Let's see. This was in 1948, 1949. From 

there on in we just went, and that was the size of it. But it was just a stroke of luck that I 

happened to go over to Oakland that afternoon and saw all those boxcars. It was just the 

finger of fate, or whatever you want to call it. 

 

CH: And your idea about the studs for the market, the eight-foot studs, was just correct. 

 

LEIKEN: Just right, right. We just — and we actually took pride in the deal and did a 

real good job, as a matter of fact. Well, we had a very unique mill at that time. We probably 

got more production per man-hour than any other mill in the state. But it was simple 

because all we were doing is just cutting four-inch cants off the head rig and going to the 

gang edger and just — they couldn't go wrong. 

 

CH: Why wasn't anybody else doing it? 

 

LEIKEN: They all looked down their nose, in those days — the hot-shot lumber people 

in those days just couldn't believe that you could make it with one item. They just didn't 

think it was possible. 

 

CH: But when they saw you making it, why didn't they copy your example? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, a lot of them came in after that. If [Chaney?] and myself could have had 

the whole – Oh sure, within three or four or five years you saw stud mills all around, and it 

was a simple deal because, you know, you'd go away and you couldn't get in trouble. They 

only had one item. So, sure, you know — if we'd had a lock on it, but just everybody — not 

everybody, but I think there were stud mills all over the country after that. 

 

CH: Most of your lumber was going down to California? 
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LEIKEN: At that time, but we were shipping all over the country after the boxcar 

shortage eased off. We had good customers all over. New York, Ohio, you name it. All over 

the country. 

 

CH: Really. Wasn't it cheaper for them to get lumber closer than...? 

 

LEIKEN: Where could they it close? The South hadn't come in yet, and Oregon 

Douglas fir was still the prime timber. In those days you weren't fighting for it like you are 

today, you know. It was just a different deal when I started acquiring some timberlands and 

timber, and all that type of stuff. Then we decided to — we were the first mill to cut incense 

cedar into studs. Nobody had ever done it before. We also went down to Arcata and built 

a mill, California, and we cut second-growth redwood, which nobody had done before. We 

could buy those logs cheap enough and sell that redwood, when we started out, at the 

same price we were getting for No. 3 studs, which was about $20, $25 lower than the 

prime price but still the logs were cheap enough, and everything, so we could more than 

come out on it. But it was — then we went over to Montana and put a mill in over there and 

cut lodgepole pine into studs, that hadn't been done. But I stayed with studs all the time. 

Then we moved into South Fork, Colorado, for a while. We sold that out to Southwest 

Forest Industries about three or four years after we'd been there. 

 

CH: So you went all around the West, then? 

 

LEIKEN: Pretty much, yes. Montana, Colorado, California. 

 

CH: What about lands that you acquired? 

 

LEIKEN: When I sold out in — I decided in 1972, 1973. About that time the bidding for 

timber was getting ridiculous, and being a one-item mill, just studs, it was pretty tough to 

compete and buy government timber, and the timberlands I had were nothing you could 
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sustain yourself on. It wasn't like Roseburg Lumber or Weyerhaeuser International Paper. 

You got some, but you didn't get all that much. So I decided I either had to remodel that 

mill and computerize the mill and spend about $3 million or get the hell out, and I just 

decided that I would be better off getting out, and not fighting that competition, and getting 

into something else, and that's what we did. So, we sold out to Roseburg Lumber and Son 

Studs in 1973, and that's the last I've been connected with the lumber business. 

 

CH: [Laughs] So what had happened to your wife's father by the — you know, the time 

that you were at the height of your logging business? 

 

LEIKEN: Oscar — of course, by that time, you know, he was quite elderly, and he 

retired. He had a dream — he was quite unique. In fact, he worked on what was called the 

first automatic setting — I'm trying to think of the right name, but it was an automatic setter 

where there was nobody on the carriage, it was a rider-less carriage. You didn't have any 

man pushing the — from the sawyer. The sawyer ran everything, controlled everything 

from the sawyer's stand. We worked on that together for quite some time, and finally he — 

he just got a little too old and decided that — he sold his patent rights to — I don't remember 

who it was. They perfected the machine, and a lot of them are still going today. But he had 

a lot of ingenuity, and we got along fine. After that one episode, we never had another 

problem between us. 

 

CH: Really. 

 

LEIKEN: No, and the mother was just like my own mother would have been. We were 

just very close. 

 

CH: Did he move down to this area, to Sutherlin? 
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LEIKEN: He moved up to Colton. First they went to Eugene and they spent quite a 

few years in Eugene together, and then he had had this dream of building a nursing home 

or rest home for elderly people, and they went up to Colton, Oregon, and with Julius Hult, 

his brother, they financed and got this home going together, and it's still going up there 

today. So, he died in Colton, Oregon, where he had come out many, many years previously. 

 

CH: So what had happened to your — personally to your life at that point? You probably 

had two sons at that point? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, at that point the war was over, our second child, David, was born. You 

got me going. I had to go find out the dates so I didn't get things mixed up. He was born 

August 9, 1947, so he was seven years younger than Peter. Our daughter, Olivia, was born 

January 9, 1949. By that time we had moved from Sutherlin to Roseburg, where my wife 

had decided she — she thought the schooling in Roseburg was better than in Sutherlin, 

and it was at that time, and also the fact that running the mill where we lived, I could hear 

that mill at twelve o'clock at night. If it shut down, I'd be right over there to find out what 

the hell was wrong, and she decided she better get me out of there, I guess. I'm sure that 

was most of her motive, along with the schooling, so we moved here to Roseburg and 

we've been here ever since. 

 

CH: That's quite an interesting story as to how all this evolved in your lumber business. 

Did your sons get involved with it at all? 

 

LEIKEN: No. My oldest son is a builder. He was named home builder of the year here 

in Oregon, and we work out of his office together. L&H still the developing, he does the 

building, and we have quite a bit of property that we're building on. We have apartments 

and a mobile home park, and that sort of stuff. 

 

CH: So L&H has evolved into construction and real estate, then? 
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LEIKEN: Mostly real estate. We don't do the constructing. That's his end of it. Getting 

back to my wife Thora — or do you want to get back first into how I got into the political 

arena? 

 

CH: Well, yes. 

 

LEIKEN: It all comes part of the whole thing. 

 

CH: Sure. Why don't you start there? 

 

LEIKEN: When we came to Roseburg, I was an ardent Democrat, probably from the 

fact that the only president I knew was Roosevelt, and as far as I was concerned, he was 

still it. Probably that's where some of my liberal thinking came from. I know it did. If anybody 

had an impact on me, it was Roosevelt. I looked around to see what was going on here, 

and there weren't any Democrats. There was just no Democratic party. 

 

CH: Why do you think that was? 

 

LEIKEN: This town was so Republican organized, a so Republican stronghold, that a 

Democrat never had a chance to put his head out. In fact, Dan Dimick, who later became 

a Democratic senator from Douglas County, registered here — when he came to Roseburg, 

he registered as an independent because he didn't want people to know he was a 

Democrat because he felt it would just be an end to his business. 

 

CH: Weren't the people in this area also affected by F.D.R. [Franklin Delano Roosevelt] 

and his policies? 
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LEIKEN: You'd have to ask them. I don't know, I'm just telling you the way it was. The 

only Democrats I came into contact [with] and found out was Al Flegel was a Democrat, 

[Bunt?] Kelsay, myself, a fellow named Dick [Gillman?], who was a former head of the 

political action part of the statewide C.I.O.-A.F.L. PAC [The American Federation of Labor 

and Congress of Industrial Organization Political Action Committee]. He lived here and he 

had a little printing business and he let it be known as far as he was concerned, he was a 

Democrat. He had enough courage to do it.  

Anyway, I remember the first time we had a Democratic gubernatorial candidate 

come to Roseburg. We were going to have him at the high school over here, the junior 

high school, and I think six or eight of us showed up, and that was it. And we had another 

woman here named Christina [Macelli?], who was the county chairperson. Way back in 

those days we had a woman for county chairperson, which was kind of unheard of. She 

had the title and she was a wonderful person, but she just didn't know how to organize.  

But somehow or other she knew enough to organize to get me to give her ten 

dollars to file for the state representative against Paul Geddes in 1950, and I must have 

had a hole in my head because there was no way a Democrat could win back in 1950. I 

don't even remember what the results were, but it was about the only loss I ever had in a 

political deal. I never made a speech and I never campaigned. The only reason [was] she 

wanted to fill the ticket, or something, or get somebody on the ticket. [Laughs]  

I remember Paul, who had been my attorney, said, “What are you running for? Why 

are you running?”  

I said, “Why are you?” What the hell else could I say to him?  Well, anyway, I took a 

beating and did my duty, and I figured that was the end of it.  

Well, about two years later or three years later, Flegel, my — I don't know how we 

all got together, but we all got together, the few of us that were around, and we said, “let's 

see what we can do by really organizing this county.” So, we had a fellow, who was 

Dimick's partner, named Al [Rolla?], an attorney, Dan Dimick, Flegel, myself, and Kelsay 

and a few others decided we're going to go out and get this county organized. At that time, 
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we didn't have any precinct committeemen or committeewomen, or anything. Flegel 

became chairman of the county Democratic party, and we started getting things organized.  

Before the 1956 election went by, we had every county with a precinct 

committeeman and a committeewoman. Just about every county. I shouldn't say every 

because I don't remember. 

 

CH: In how large an area? 

 

LEIKEN: The whole Douglas County, all of Douglas County. And we found out that 

Democrats would come out of the woods if they just had somebody to help them come 

out of the woods. Well, that was the year, I think, Neuberger beat — or was it 1954? That's 

when I really got involved in it, with the Neuberger election. 

 

CH: Yes. I'm trying to remember, too. 

 

LEIKEN: Bob Holmes, I think, ran in 1956 and won. 

 

CH: Well, I think that — yes, and wasn't that also when — I'm trying to think. 1954, that's 

right, because Maurine took over, then, in 1960, didn't she, after he died. 

 

LEIKEN: Right in 1958, or whatever it was. Anyway, I got involved pretty good in his 

campaign I’d go to Portland, and I [was] one of the few Democrats that could help donate 

a few dollars, and all, and so I put my money where I thought I should, and we got 

Neuberger elected, and that was one of the big steps in Oregon, getting him elected to 

the United States Senate. In 1956, Bob Holmes was running against Smith, Elmo Smith, I 

think. Was that 1954 when he ran? When did he get elected? When did Hatfield become 

governor? 

 

CH: Hatfield became governor in 1958. 
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LEIKEN: 1958. Well, it must have been 1950 — did Holmes just stay two years? 

 

CH: Holmes, I think, was just in there a short period of time. 

 

LEIKEN: Yes, he was in there a short period, that's right. But anyway, we got him 

elected. In 1958 we got Kelsay and Flegel elected to the Legislature. 

 

CH: Kelsay and Flegel? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. In 1960 — and I got pretty heavy then into the Kennedy campaign. I was 

working with Edith Green and Ken Rinke, and all the people in Portland, and I think I was 

one of the co-chairmen with Keith Burns — or was its Eileen Burns — no, that was Bobby 

Kennedy who came later.  

Anyway, I was Douglas County chairman by that time. Flegel had gone to the 

Legislature and I became Douglas County chairman, and that year again we had a problem. 

There was a circuit court judgeship open and Dan Dimick always, I guess, wanted to be a 

circuit court judge. He was a senator; he had been elected to the Senate. We needed 

somebody to fill the ticket out again, so they all looked around and they looked right at me 

and said, “You're it.”  

So, I said, “Okay, I'll sign,” but it was on a condition that if Dimick decided to stay in 

the Senate, Flegel and Kelsay would stay in their seats in the House. Well, they must have 

had a plan. I know they did when I look back. In fact, we kidded about it later on. They just 

used that for a ploy to get me to agree to run for the Legislature again.  

Sure enough, at five o'clock filing, Dimick filed for the circuit court judge job down 

here and Flegel went for the Senate and they filed me for the House along with Kelsay. 

Well, I was really involved in the Kennedy campaign in Douglas County and I wasn't doing 

any campaigning for the state House of Representatives. 
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CH: In 1956? 

 

LEIKEN: No, 1960, when Kennedy ran. That year we carried eleven out of twelve 

county elective positions, so we were pretty solid Democrat in those days down here. 

 

CH: That was quite a change, then, that occurred. 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, it just flopped right over. 

 

CH: How do you account for that? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I account for some hard organizing work and the fact that the mills had 

then perked up. Roseburg Lumber was big, Champion International Paper. There were a 

lot of lumber people around here, and the unions were fairly strong in those days and they 

got — helped us get organized, too, with their crew, and all, and with their people. 

 

CH: There were a lot of changes that were going on during that time, too. 

 

LEIKEN: There were all kind of changes going on. 

 

CH: But, you know, the old Democratic party in Oregon, how would you identify that? 

What would you…? 

 

LEIKEN: You mean [DeCicco] and Pearson, and that group? 

 

CH: Well, yes. 

 

LEIKEN: They weren't my favorite people, if you want me to identify it. [Laughs] They 

were just, in a sense, on an opposite — I'd call them Republicrats rather than Democrats. 
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CH: So then there was a change in the party. 

 

LEIKEN: There was a change in the party brought on by Howard Morgan, Monroe 

Sweetland, Edith Green, that whole crowd up in Portland. Naturally, it just swung down 

through the state, because there was a nucleus up there that was pretty strong, and 

became awfully strong in Multnomah County at that time, and where we were looking 

around for help, we knew where we could get help if — you know what I'm trying to say. 

So that kind of brought the whole state into that thinking at that time. 

 

CH: What kinds of ideas were they interjecting into the Democratic party? Sweetland 

and Morgan and...? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, Sweetland more than Morgan, of course, was more of a liberal. Howard, 

I would say, was a middle-of-the-roader. He was mostly fighting the power companies 

more than anything at that time, but he was still a hell of an organizer. Edith was, at that 

time, a liberal, in a sense. Pro education, pro everything. It was the mood of the country, 

too, to — the war was over and things were picking up and things looked better. I don't 

know, it just seemed like it made it a lot easier for us. 

 But getting back to that election in 1960, I remember that night we were at a so-

called election party over at Kelsay's house, and Kelsay and Flegel had won by a landslide 

and I was trailing by about, oh, a thousand votes or more about twelve o'clock at night. We 

left the party and I remember getting in the car and saying to Thora, “Well, we've done our 

duty. We don't have to worry about that anymore.”  

Well, the next morning I was worried about the Kennedy and Nixon — you 

remember that was a very close race — and I got up and turned on the radio and I let out 

an “Oh no,” and Thora — I remember how she was hollering from the bedroom, “What 

happened? Did you lose?”  

I said, “Hell no, I won. Now what are we going to do?” [Laughs] 
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The votes from Sutherlin and Reedsport, in those days, were all hand counted, you 

see, and they came in the early hours of the morning and it turned that election around, so 

I was now elected to the Oregon House of Representatives, much to my dismay, [Both 

Laughing] in a way, because I really didn't think I was going to win. I was running against, 

oh, two well-known Republicans, [Dudley Wolten?] and [Pete Serafin?], I think, if I remember 

who I ran against first.  

So anyway, there I am, I'm elected. 

 

CH: And you were also involved quite a bit with Maurine Neuberger's campaign at the 

time, too. 

 

LEIKEN: That was earlier. 

 

CH: That was in 1960, wasn't it? 

 

LEIKEN: Maurine's. Oh yes, I was with her, too, but I was more involved, actually, in 

the presidential election. 

 

CH: The Kennedy election. How so? How were you involved in that? 

 

LEIKEN: Edith had asked me if I'd co-chair it, which I did. 

 

CH: As I recall, John Kennedy came through. 

 

LEIKEN: He came through Roseburg. 

 

CH: And I was wondering, did you have a chance to meet him then? 
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LEIKEN: Oh sure. But I'll never forget it. It was quite a deal. We met him at the airport, 

and we had gotten the local Chrysler dealer to give us a brand-new Chrysler. So, we're 

driving downtown, and now we have to stop for Kennedy to get out over at the courthouse, 

or wherever the heck it was, and we couldn't get the door open. Couldn't get the back 

doors open. [Laughs] Oh, I'll never forget it. He just rolled down that window and climbed 

right out the window. It was just so natural, it was unbelievable. And of course, the crowd 

just went wild when they saw him doing it. The poor Chrysler dealer took a ribbing from 

there on for quite some time. There were some pictures — I don't know whatever 

happened to them — that people took, but it was funny. 

 

CH: Was his wife with him? 

 

LEIKEN: No. 

 

CH: Because she had been in Medford when they were... 

 

LEIKEN: She wasn't here. I think she went on up to Portland. Anyway, we carried 

Douglas County and he carried the election, and I was invited back to the inauguration. 

I've got to tell you a real funny one. Bob Duncan was Speaker of the House at that time, 

and he came down... 

 

 
[End of Tape 2, Side 1] 
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LEIKEN: Make a speech on behalf of Flegel and Kelsay, along with an outpouring of 

the Democrats at the Jefferson. We had that place just packed. Well, Bob is a wonderful 

guy, and we're very, very close friends now, but in those days I thought a politician could 

make a speech and say just what he had to say and quit, but he seemed to talk and talk 

and kept going on, and I got up and left. I went downstairs and went in the bar and said, 

“I'll wait till they all come out.”  

It got over, and Bob came down and he said to me, “You walked out on me.”  

I said, “No, I didn't, Bob, I had to go to the men's room. I'm sorry.”  

He said, “You did like hell.” He said, “You walked out on me.”  

I said, “Well, Bob, I'll tell you something. If you're the gubernatorial hope of the 

Democratic party, we're in one [hellicient?] shape,” and I walked away.  

Now, this was before I'd been elected to the House, so you can imagine what sort 

of reception I was going to get when I got elected. But the House was 31-29, 29 

Republicans, 31 Democrats, so I figured, well, he's going to need every vote he can get 

because some of the Ds stray and some of the Rs stray.  

I had been invited back to the inauguration, and I didn't know I had to have 

permission from the Speaker to be excused. We just took off for Washington, D.C., my wife 

and myself and another friend from Portland and his wife, and we went to the inauguration. 

They started the session and Rep. Leiken wasn't there. [Both Laughs]  

So, we went to the inauguration, and when it was over, we decided, well, let's stop 

down in New York and take in a couple of stage plays while we're back here. I got back 

here about two and a half weeks, or longer, after the session started and I didn't even know 

where the men's room was in the state capitol. I'd never been in it before. And I didn't know 

what committee assignments I had.  

Well, Kelsay, of course, protected me quite a bit. He got me on Labor and Industries, 

and then Bob put me in the dog house. He put me on Rules. Well, Rules was nothing until 
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the last few days of the session when they asked for — and then he had that committee 

pretty well stacked and they figured they could count on me. Then they put me on Natural 

Resources, and those were the three committees I was on as a freshman. I sat between 

Montgomery and Kelsay, and I'll say to this day that Monte Montgomery — he could tell 

that I was in trouble, that I didn't know what the hell was going on, you know, after being 

gone two weeks and they're in session and everybody's going like heck. He really helped 

me and we became really good friends. Republican or Democrat, he knew where I was 

going to vote and I knew where he was going to vote, but still we had a lot of respect for 

each other. At least I think — I know I did for him, and I'm pretty sure — I received a letter 

from him afterward, so I know I must. But during the session Bob absolutely ignored me. I 

was, you know, nothing, just another representative there.  

Well, on Natural Resources there was Beulah Hand, Dick Eymann, Clint Haight, and 

I've forgotten all who, and they were fairly liberal. Haight wasn't what you'd call liberal, but 

he was a pretty good middle-of-the-roader, and Beulah Hand and Dick Eymann were pretty 

liberal. Then I got a pretty good friendship with Dick Kennedy and Juanita Orr, and there 

were four votes, in a sense.  

Well, towards the end of the session it got to the point where they'd say to Bob, 

“Well, we've got to see how Sid's going to vote. We've got to talk to Sid first,” so all of a 

sudden I started getting notes from the Speaker, would Rep. Leiken come to his office, you 

know. I guess I had a few important, you know, votes there because when it's 29-31 and 

you've got three or four votes that — whether they would have voted the way I said or not, 

I don't — there was — Beulah had her own deal, but it just so happened we always seemed 

to be together on our voting. Everybody could tell if Leiken voted yes Hand was going to 

vote yes and — but it was on issues that we were both interested in. It wasn't the fact that 

I had a vote, or anything. I didn't, but it just looked that way, [Laughs] I think, to Bob. I don't 

know. And the same with Kennedy. But I think it was more or less because our philosophies 

were pretty much the same. 
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CH: Going back a little bit earlier, what kinds of things led you into running? You said 

that you had been involved with the Democratic party, but didn't Governor Holmes also 

appoint you to the state board of forestry? 

 

LEIKEN: I was appointed to the state board of forestry. 

 

CH: What did you do there? 

 

LEIKEN: I was just like any other member. In those days the state board of forestry, to 

me, couldn't have the impact that it had today. It was mostly made up of lumber people, 

and there wasn't the problems that we have today with the environment, and everything 

else, so it was a pretty easy job. In fact, I think after about two years I quit it. It was kind of 

boring, to be very frank about it. 

 

CH: Really. There wasn't much going on? 

 

LEIKEN: It wasn't much of a challenge. There wasn't much you could do. The forester 

— I've forgotten his name — had been there for years, and everything was quiet. We 

weren't having any problems like we do today about endangered species, the hoot owls 

or spotted owls or anything else. 

 

CH: By the time that you were running for the state Legislature, how would you view 

your role of government in society at the time? What was the role of government, what 

should it perform, what should it do? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, you can go back previous to when I went in and come up to today and 

you still have basically the same problems. Money is a problem. If you don't have enough 

money to go around, you're just going to have — and everybody wants services. You're 

going to have some problems. And back in those days it was property tax relief, the same 
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deal, sales tax, the same thing, and I don't think a heck of a lot of it has changed to that 

extent.  

We're more involved with our environment than we were in those days. We have 

more agencies, more rules and regulations, I think, than — well, I know than we ever had. 

After getting into this development and building business, some of it is, in my opinion, quite 

ridiculous, and some of it's necessary. There doesn't seem to be a halfway mark, somehow 

or another. They either want to go too far, both sides, whether it's the sawmill operators 

want more timber put up or the environmentalists want less timber put up. There doesn't 

seem to be a happy compromise, and some place along the line you'd think they could 

work it out, but they haven't yet. When you say what is the impact on government, I can't 

see where anything changed a heck of a lot since I've been there. 

 

CH: You were viewing yourself as a liberal at the time. What did that mean? 

 

LEIKEN: To me, what a liberal meant would be I put people first. I think you've got to 

help people in order to make a better country, a better government, a better life for people. 

If you keep — who gets hurt in a recession? They're always cutting out the people that 

need it. They're not cutting me out, they're not cutting you out, in a sense, what I'm getting 

at. It's the ones that really need help, and we don't help when they really need it. I don't 

know whether that's liberal, or whatever the heck it is. To me, I think it's a resource that 

you have to do better by than what we've done. That's about the size of it. I don't know 

what other philosophy I have. As far as fiscal policies, I think of — I want to watch — I was 

told I was a conservative when it came to fiscal policies. I don't think I was. I voted for the 

programs that I thought needed help. But one of the problems we did in the Legislature, 

and they do in Congress, we'll appropriate X million dollars, but then we don't see how it's 

spent, and pretty soon they want more and you don't know whether they're spending it 

wisely or not. I think that's where they need to do a better job, myself. That's the way I look 

at the darn thing. 
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CH: What about the community that you were representing, Douglas County? How 

would you view their views? 

 

LEIKEN: Douglas County, to me, is a conservative county. 

 

CH: So how did you get elected? If you were a liberal, basically, and they were 

conservative? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I guess you'll have to ask the people who voted for me. [Laughs] 

 

CH: Well, I can't do that, so I'm asking you. [Laughs] 

 

LEIKEN: I think I was well known and took part in a lot of community projects. I didn't 

have my name out there because I didn't want it out there. 

 

CH: What kind of community projects were you involved with? 

 

LEIKEN: The Young Men’s Christian Association, the community hospital that got 

started here. Kenneth Ford was the foremost leader in it, but I think, as a smaller operator, 

I did my share or more. I think I participated in those things that I thought were needed and 

worthy. 

 

CH: You were a member of the Active Club? 

 

LEIKEN: No. No, wherever you got that, you're wrong. I was a member of no club. I 

didn't belong to any organization except the Western Forest Industries Association. 

 

CH: The Elks? 
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LEIKEN: Oh, I belonged to the Elks, and then I quit. I quit the Elks because I found out 

later on, they didn't allow blacks, or some darn thing, which I guess they do now, but they 

didn't in those days. 

 

CH: But the community was basically fairly conservative? 

 

LEIKEN: I think Douglas County as a whole is a conservative county, but it's a kind of 

amazing deal. When the issue of daylight savings time came up in the Legislature, Douglas 

County had voted five to one against daylight savings time. We had the issue before the 

Legislature and I think I was the 31st vote and I voted for it, and I remember Bunt Kelsay 

saying to me, “You just about killed yourself. You'll never be reelected.” Well, I got 

reelected that year, and I led the ticket that particular year. So evidently, they — I don't 

know what they pay attention to or what they don't pay attention to. 

 

CH: Why was that an issue of concern to people in Douglas County? 

 

LEIKEN: Farmers, you know, all over, they just didn't want it. I don't know — well, that 

was the main issue was this farming, and people in the community didn't — they never 

have cared for daylight saving time, but I think now it doesn't matter. But back then — I 

think that was the 1963 session. I'm not sure. 

 

CH: I notice that one publication I was referring to here when I was doing some research 

said that in 1950, when you ran unsuccessfully for the House, you were opposed to 

cooperative sustained-yield marketing agreements and the inclusion of public lands with 

privately owned timber for that purpose. 

 

LEIKEN: That's correct. 

 

CH: Why was that? 
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LEIKEN: Because what they intended to do, and that's how we got into Tyee, was 

give you a unit — we'll say there's five sustained-yield cooperative units. They would put 

you here and you here and you here and somebody else here [illustrating]. Mills. I couldn't 

bid on the timber here or I couldn't bid on the timber there, and you, as an independent, 

couldn't bid on any of it. So, what they were doing, they were locking up the forest for a 

selected few, and I didn't think it was right. I thought the timber belonged to everybody 

and everybody should have a fair shot at it, and that's how the Western Forest Industries 

was born.  

There was another organization — I forgot what we called it at that time. Maybe it 

was Western Timber Operators, or some darn thing — and there was a fellow named Jones 

out of Eugene, who was one of the leaders, and myself and a dozen others. We fought that 

thing. It was called the Fisher-Marcola Sustained-yield Cooperative deal that brought it to 

a head. They had already issued — about to issue the first cooperative deal in Oregon with 

the Fisher Lumber Company, which is up in Marcola, was at that time at Marcola, Oregon.  

We started a battle with it and they sent out Jebbie Davidson — I don't know 

whether you've heard of him or not — and Dan Goldy. Have you heard of Dan? He was 

involved in state government quite a bit. Jebbie was former assistant interior secretary, 

and Goldy was part of the Department of Interior, too, and they sent them out here to find 

out what the hell all these damn lumbermen are fighting about. What were they all up in 

arms about? Well, they came out and spent about a month or more, and we convinced 

them that we had a case. That's how we stopped them, and that made the timber available 

for everybody. 

 

CH: And that was the main force behind forming the Western Forestry Industry 

Association? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. From there we evolved to the Western Forest Industries Association. 
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CH: And you kept your involvement with them? 

 

LEIKEN: I did up until the time I retired. 

 

CH: Right. You were also involved with the Oregon and California Advisory Board? 

 

LEIKEN: I was on the O&C Advisory Board for four years, I think. I don't remember. 

But I didn't care for it for the simple reason that's just exactly what it was, an advisory board. 

It had input but no output. 

 

CH: What about the Western Forestry Industries Association? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, we became quite a powerful organization. We had, oh, [Joe McCracken?] 

— I don't know whether you've heard of that name. He was executive president of the 

organization — and others in it that did all the work and went to Washington. All the mills 

belonged; all the smaller mills belonged. The big operators hated us. 

 

CH: So why did you want to run for the Legislature in the first place? Were you just talked 

into it? 

 

LEIKEN: I was talked into it. I told you, I was just talked into it to fill out the ticket. I had 

no idea I was going to win. I never made a speech, to speak of. I'd go around with Kelsay 

and Flegeland they'd do all the talking. By that time, I could see people were tired and I'd 

get up and say, “I think you've heard all you need to hear tonight. Thank you very much.” 

[Laughs] 

 

CH: That's why elected you. 

 

LEIKEN: It worked well. 
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CH:[Laughs] The one who says the least wins. 

 

LEIKEN: Anyway, no, I wasn't looking forward to going to Salem at all. I really wasn't. 

 

CH: Do you feel that you had a base of support at all in the community? A particular base 

that…? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I had a base in the Democratic party, in a sense. I had — at that time, 

although the last time I ran I was Bob Duncan's campaign manager against Hatfield and in 

the Morse conflict, and I didn't spend any time here in Douglas County and I damn near 

got beat. I think I won by about four hundred votes, or something, just about like AuCoin. 

But I wasn't home, and it got to the point, well, if he didn't think enough to come home and 

he's going to spend all his time in Portland, well, maybe we don't need him. So, I got taught 

a lesson, in a sense, that you'd better take care of your people, or at least let them see 

you. That was my last session, anyway. 

 

CH: Were there any particular issues in that 1960 campaign that you were talking about 

or your partners were talking about? 

 

LEIKEN: They were all talking the same thing. We were talking property tax relief, 

sales tax, against sales tax. Honestly, I don't see anything that's changed today in politics 

except the talking on the environment, the environmentalists against the non-

environmentalists, and that type of stuff. But basically — and today, of course, nationally 

you're talking about a lot of other things that are more important. 

 

CH: I noticed in the voter’s pamphlet that it was point out that business and labor 

problems were among the most important facing the Legislature, and you cited your 

experience with labor as a recommendation for your election. 
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LEIKEN: Well, I think I was pretty well liked by labor. I can point it out this way. One of 

the labor leaders, [Norm Lee?], filed against me in a primary, and I think that was the highest 

vote I ever won. So, I had two ways to look at it: the union workers were voting for me and 

the other people who were against unions were voting for me, I guess. I made one vote 

up there they didn't like, and I don't even remember the issue, if you want to know. And 

they told me they were going to get me. I said, “Come ahead,” you know. That particular 

primary I wiped him out, and I beat Kelsay in the finals, and that was a shock. [Laughs] 

 

CH: Really? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes, to some of them. They didn't think there was any way I could beat 

Kelsay. 

 

CH: Because he was well established? 

 

LEIKEN: He was well established and well liked. 

 

CH: Did you enjoy that? 

 

LEIKEN: Enjoy what? Winning? 

 

CH: Well, I mean, was that — did you enjoy the process of the campaigning? 

 

LEIKEN: No, I really didn't like campaigning. If I had wanted to — and I'm not saying 

this out of turn, or anything — I think I could have gone further if I had really wanted to go 

in the political arena, but I just didn't like the speech making and everything that went with 

it. I liked the behind-the-scenes. Even in the Legislature I think you'd find that I did more — 

most of my work was in committee. I hated floor speeches, and what have you. I'd have to 
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do them, I had to carry my bills, but I didn't go for it. I didn't, what you'd call, enjoy it that 

much. 

 

CH: So after you were elected you were in Washington, D.C., for the inaugural. What 

was that experience like for you? 

 

LEIKEN: It was a wonderful experience. It was absolutely one that I'll always 

remember. I was there when he made the speech, and I sat there freezing to death outside 

with the rest of them, and... 

 

CH: In front of the Capitol? 

 

LEIKEN: In front of the Capitol. Yeah, it was a great experience. It was just something 

that you'll always remember, you can't help but remember. 

 

CH: When you decided to go to Salem, did you rent a place up there? 

 

LEIKEN: I rented a place at that Travelers Inn, an apartment up there. My wife decided 

she didn't want to go since the kids were here in school and she didn't want to take them 

out of school. 

 

CH: Did you have a secretary there? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh yes. 

 

CH: Who was your secretary? 

 

LEIKEN: [Laughs] Don't ask me that. 
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CH: Somebody from Salem that you hired? 

 

LEIKEN: Somebody from Salem, yes. She was good. 

 

CH: Maybe you could describe your workspace, because this was before they had the 

offices. 

 

LEIKEN: My workspace was a desk not quite this big, about half this big, and she sat 

on one side and I was on the other, and that was it, that was your workspace. 

 

CH: Out on the floor? 

 

LEIKEN: Out on the floor of the House, yeah. You didn't have the luxuries they have 

up there today. 

 

CH: Do you think that was a good arrangement? 

 

LEIKEN: I think it was a good arrangement for the time. The thing that was bad is if 

you wanted to come in and talk to me, or some constituent wanted to come in and talk, 

she had to leave [or] she'd sit down next to her or you'd have to make other arrangements 

to meet them outside or find a committee room that was not being used, or some darn 

thing. So, from that standpoint I think what they have now is a better deal. It's more efficient, 

I would think. 

 

CH: As a representative of Douglas County, what did you feel that the people in Douglas 

County wanted from their representative in Salem? 

 

LEIKEN: What they all wanted, of course, was property tax relief, and that was 

something that was a myth. But other than that, I was interested in the community college 
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work and the Pitchford Boys Camp we had that — a camp out here that was funded by the 

county at that time. We felt that we should get some state aid and maybe be able to take 

in some kids, from other areas of the state, that were in trouble. I got involved in it along 

with Flegel, and we got help up there for it. 

 

CH: How did you manage to get that out of committee and on to the floor? How did you 

get your support for that? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, we got hold of Staff Hansell, and he was pretty powerful in those days. 

He was on Ways and Means. Staff liked the idea, and he liked the idea of being able to 

bring kids from eastern Oregon and send them over here if necessary, I guess. You know, 

it was a worthy project and it wasn't hard to sell most people that it was something that — 

they had already been doing it. It wasn't like it was something that we didn't have results 

from, so it wasn't that difficult, in a sense, and we got it. 

 

CH: Your initial committee assignments, what did you want when you went into the 

Legislature? 

 

LEIKEN: What did I want? I wanted out. [Laughs] 

 

CH: You wanted out [Laughs] That wasn't a choice. 

 

LEIKEN: No, it wasn't a choice is right. I don't think I had any conceived ideas that I 

wanted to get this bill through or come up there with something that was — you know, that 

was hot. I just took a look at things and... 

 

CH: Did you want to be on Labor and Industries Committee? 
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LEIKEN: Yes, I kind of wanted to be on Labor and Industries Committee because 

Kelsay was there and I knew I'd have a friend, and if I got in trouble that maybe I'd get 

some help as a neophyte freshman. I think it's good to have somebody up there that's 

been there and that you can kind of rely on, and we were very, very close friends. 

 

CH: How would you describe your process of initiation, getting into the — learning the 

ropes? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, learning the ropes took quite a bit of time, in a sense, and, as I said, 

towards the end of the session it became — you know, the last six weeks or so, and the 

last thirty days especially, it becomes pretty hectic. A vote is a vote, and if you've got 

people that more or less trust you, you can kind of help do things that others can't. And I 

had some people that had enough confidence in me by that time, I guess by watching my 

vote and my actions, that they'd come and talk to me before certain bills were put in, and 

that's how I got along, I guess. I don't know. 

 

CH: You were referring to Bob Duncan as being rather indifferent to you. 

 

LEIKEN: He was very indifferent to me when I first came in, and I didn't blame him a 

bit. 

 

CH: Because of what you had said to him? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. You wouldn't have liked it, would you? And now I've got him where I 

want him. [Laughs] But we became very, very fast friends. 

 

CH: How did that turn around? 
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LEIKEN: How did it turn around? I think after my freshman year there that — when 

Bob needed something, he knew he could depend on me, in a sense, to deliver, and from 

that standpoint — and then when he ran for the Congress I was right in the middle of his 

campaign the first time he ran. I never hold a grudge. I mean, what the hell, that was part 

of the — something happened that night, and that was the end of it as far as I was 

concerned. I think Bob maybe felt the same way later on. We just became, as I said, very 

close friends. He's over at Yaquina Bay and I go over and visit him, and when he comes 

through on his way to Medford he'll stop in and see me. So, we've kept that acquaintance 

up. 

 

CH: And you said that Monte Montgomery helped you a little bit get adjusted. 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. 

 

CH: What kind of a person was he? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, you know, I thought he was a hell of a great guy. He was just a friendly 

sort of a guy, he knew what he was doing, in my humble opinion. How he got in the trouble 

he got into I don't know. I called him one time and I told him if he needed any help to let 

me know, and I never heard any more from him. But I liked him because, I suppose, he was 

good to me, in a sense, that he — if I didn't know anything, I'd ask him. I mean about a bill. 

I'd say, “Monte, what do you think about this thing?”  

And he would say, “Well, I don't know whether you can vote for it. I've got to,” or 

“I'm going to,” but he never gave me a bum steer.  

When he became Speaker of the House he wanted to know if I wanted to go back 

on Ways and Means and I said, “Okay,” so he put me there. And that, supposedly, was one 

of the plums of the Legislature, being on Ways and Means.  

The last session, my last session, he asked me if I wanted to go back. I said, “No, I'll 

take Taxation,” and I went on Taxation. The reason I said no is Ways and Means, in those 
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days, was being run, as far as I was concerned, by a coalition, and as — even with a taint 

of being somewhat liberal, you didn't have a prayer up there, so I didn't see any sense in 

sitting there, and I left. But what was strange — and I know I made a mistake now — was 

Lee Johnson was chairman of Taxation.  

At our very first meeting of the day he said, “This committee is made up of seven 

Republicans and four Democrats. We will not be asking you for anything.” Just like that.  

And I thought to myself — I said to Redden, “Well, Redden, there's no sense in 

attending these meetings. We're not going to have any input.”  

But about two-thirds into the session there was a certain bill that Monte 

Montgomery — the Republicans had to have. They didn't want anybody to — I don't even 

remember what it was, but Monte came to me and he said, “I need some help. I've got to 

have at least a Democrat or two vote for the darn thing.” Well, it wasn't anything that was 

important, as far as I was concerned, to the public, or whatever it was — I don't even 

remember — so I voted for it.  

But other than that, that last session was a waste of time, as far as I was concerned, 

with Lee Johnson. I don't know how well you know Lee, but I usually say what's on my 

mind. I thought he was kind of arrogant. When you're told you're not needed, there's no 

point in — you know, what was the use of wasting your time? But I had to go to meetings, 

and I did, but as far as any input, I didn't do anything. 

 

CH: Going back to your first session, who were some of the other leaders at the time? 

Bob Smith was in the House, wasn't he? 

 

LEIKEN: Bob was in the House but he was a freshman, and George Flitcraft was a 

freshman. The leaders were Clarence Barton in the House, Bill Holmes, Bunt Kelsay, Dick 

Eymann — I mean, they considered themselves the leaders. On the Republican side, Monte 

Montgomery was there and — oh, I can't think of their names. I'd have to go look at the 

photo I have back there. 
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CH: Anybody that you particularly thought was outstanding at the time? 

 

LEIKEN: Outstanding as a legislator? 

 

CH: Yes. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I can't say that I was overawed by any of them in that sense. They were 

all hard workers. Back then, in the 1960s, at least from what I — we used to play around at 

night, you know, and have a good time with each other. When you went to work the next 

morning, you worked. You know, you were there. 

 

CH: What were the relationships like with the Senate at the time? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, at the House and the Senate at that time — let's see, in 1960. That was 

a coalition. Wasn't that when Potts — no, that wasn't Potts. Potts came next session, 1963 

and 1965, wasn't it? 

 

CH: Musa was the next session. Boivin was in 1961. 

 

LEIKEN: Boivin was 1961? Well, I didn't know Harry from anybody, as far as — you 

know, what the hell is he going to look at a little freshman representative for? And Harry 

was pretty important. But we got pretty well acquainted over the four terms and worked 

on various projects together. But Musa was president the next session. 

 

CH: In 1963, I believe. 

 

LEIKEN: 1963, and then it was Potts. 

 

CH: I think it... 
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LEIKEN: Potts was there at one time. 

 

CH: Yes, Potts was there twice. I think he was there in sixty — well, 1963 I think was 

Boivin again, and then Potts and Potts was two in a roll 

 

LEIKEN: Then Boe and Boe and Boe and Boe. [Laughs] 

 

CH: But in any case, what about with the Hatfield administration? How were the 

relationships with Hatfield? 

 

LEIKEN: I got along just fine with the governor. In fact, I could walk in there with Travis 

Cross and Warne Nunn, and for some reason I had absolutely no problems whatsoever. 

 

CH: What did you think of Travis Cross? 

 

LEIKEN: I liked him. He was tough, you knew it, but yet it was kind of fun in a way. 

When you tried to match wits with him, or whatever, he was tough, and so was Warne 

Nunn. And Hatfield, I had no trouble with Mark, ever. I had no trouble with McCall. 

 

CH: In 1961, Hatfield had his state government reorganization plan, and I think the 

Legislature discarded most of it, maybe with the exception of — well, there were a few 

minor things. But how did you feel about that plan? Do you recall? 

 

LEIKEN: Boy, I don't recall that thing, honestly. I don't think I paid that much attention 

to it. Generally, if you figure a bill's not going anyplace, you don't waste your time on it. 

[Laughs] 
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CH: They did approve community colleges at the time. Was Douglas County included in 

that? 

 

LEIKEN: Yep. I can tell you the story on that if you want to hear it for a moment. 

 

CH: Sure. 

 

LEIKEN: Al Flegel, I think, was chairman of Senate Education. 1963 or 1961? I've 

forgotten. Anyway, the community college bill was a very controversial bill at the time, and 

also Portland State College, because the alumni from the two universities thought they 

were going to just die if these people would get to go to... 

 

 [End of Tape 2, Side 2] 
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Tape 3, Side 1 
1992 June 8 

 
 

CH: This is an interview with Sid Leiken in his office in Roseburg, Oregon. The 

interviewer, for the Oregon Historical Society, is Clark Hansen. The date is 6/8/92, and this 

is Tape 3, Side A. 

 You were talking about community colleges. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I was telling you that at that time Flegel was chairman of the Senate 

Education Committee, and the bill was having a problem in his committee because the 

alumni from both Oregon State and the University of Oregon were putting pressure not to 

let it out because they were afraid it was going to hinder their enrollment in the future. 

Personally, I'd always been in favor of community colleges for the simple reason that I 

thought it would give youngsters a chance to go to school that may not have been able to 

go otherwise, and they would have a chance to find out if they were qualified to go on 

further. Well, this went on for, oh, about half of the session — I don't remember exactly. 

Somebody else will check the records, I'm sure — and I went over and talked to Al one day 

and I said, “Al, I think you're a little bit wrong on this issue — or, you're not wrong, you don't 

know which way to go, and I think you'd do our community and the rest of them around 

the state a hell of a service if we could get that out of committee,” because we knew we 

had the votes to pass it in both the House and the Senate. We sat there and talked about 

it, and then he just went gung-ho with it. 

 

CH: Really? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, he took it over, [Laughs] and that was it. It was only, I'm sure, because he 

had a lot of confidence in me. We were very close, Al and myself. When he was here sick, 

and what have you, I used to visit him all the time and we always kept in close contact. So, 

in some ways I feel quite instrumental in the fact that we did get the community colleges. 
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I'm not saying we wouldn't have gotten it out anyway, that Al wouldn't have maybe done it 

later on, or what have you, but I'm sure it was pretty helpful that... 

 

CH: Where was it built? 

 

LEIKEN: It was in his committee. 

 

CH: I mean the community college. Was there one in this area built? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes, we have a beautiful community college. 

 

CH: Right here in Roseburg? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh yes, right out by Winchester. One of the nicest campuses in the state. 

 

CH: Is that right? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh yes. You've got to see that. 

 

CH: And that's how it was started? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. 

 

CH: What about on the Boardman Industrial Park? I know that was a major issue. 

 

LEIKEN: That was a major issue. I was on Ways and Means at that time, I think. Was 

that 1963? 

 

CH: Well, it started out pretty much in 1961. 
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LEIKEN: Sixty-one, but it didn't get hot, I think, until the — was it the — Howell Appling 

was secretary of state, I remember that. For some reason, it was a pet issue with Hatfield. 

 

CH: He was trying to get Boeing... 

 

LEIKEN: Boeing was — a space-age park, and all that stuff. We wanted more proof, 

and we weren't getting the proof that they would do anything with it, which of course they 

haven't, and never will, but nevertheless they have a lifetime, forever lease on the land. 

We tried to oppose it. Clarence Barton was Speaker of the House. It had to be the 1963 

session because he was Speaker at that time, I think. Or was he chairman of Ways and 

Means? I'm not sure. Anyway, I guess you'd call it the liberal element of the Democratic 

party was fighting it as a giveaway.  

I remember asking Appling — up in Ways and Means at a committee meeting he 

gave a speech in behalf of it, that he was for it, and all, and I looked at him and I said, 

“Secretary Appling, would you sign that lease if you owned that property?”  

His face got kind of red and he blushed a little and he said, “No, I don't think I would, 

Representative Leiken.” Well, I thought maybe, you know, that might have been a key to 

tell those people to lay off, but somehow — not somehow. Hatfield had the votes lined up, 

and they just passed it. I think it was — what was it, 31 or 32 to whatever. But that's how 

that thing — it was a real controversial issue at the time. 

 

CH: And then nothing happened out there? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, now, I don't know what they're doing. Growing potatoes, or whatever 

the heck they're doing up there. I don't know. I haven't been up there for so long; I wouldn't 

have any idea if there's — I know Boeing isn't doing anything up there. It would be very 

little, if anything. 
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CH: I noticed in the 1961 Legislature that they voted to allow International Paper 

Company to develop a paper plant on the coast. I thought maybe you might have been 

part of that because of your lumber interest. 

 

LEIKEN: Actually, that was Clarence Barton's pet, being from Coos Bay and close to 

him, although it was in Douglas County that they built it, but we were all part of it, we were 

all involved in helping get approval. 

 

CH: Why were they looking for state funds on that? 

 

LEIKEN: Boy, I don't remember. They didn't get state funds, did they? 

 

CH: Well, then, why did it have to go through the Legislature? 

 

LEIKEN: I think they had to have the — oh, probably for water. I imagine it was for 

water. They had to have some permits for water, I think. I'm pretty sure that was it. You 

might check that out, but... 

 

CH: You know, one interesting thing was that there were laws passed to control 

agricultural picketing while perishable crops are harvested. I know you had a real labor 

interest, and I thought that might have even been in Labor Committee. 

 

LEIKEN: I don't remember. 

 

CH: You don't remember, okay, because that came up, actually, a couple of times. 

 

LEIKEN: We had some fun during the session, too. I think I introduced a bill to close 

the banks on Monday and keep them open on Saturday, and I was the only sponsor, 

nobody else would get on it. But I did it kind of for fun, and also I was halfway serious. The 
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average working man — you know, he works five days a week. He couldn't get to a bank 

on Saturday. They didn't have these teller machines, and all that stuff that they have today. 

And, I'll tell you, I got so many calls that Monday morning from banks all over the state, that 

bill never got out of committee. I don't think we even had a hearing. [Laughs] 

 

CH: [Laughs] Well, there were also funds approved for the bridge at Astoria, and I know 

that was a fairly important... 

 

LEIKEN: That was a very important bill. That was led by Bill Holmstrom from Astoria, 

Clatsop County. How he got everybody to go along with him is beyond me, but he did it. I 

had no real interest in it. I voted for it because he was a friend and it looked to me like it 

would serve a purpose, and evidently it has over the years now so I guess it turned out all 

right, but at that time it looked like a folly. 

 

CH: I also noticed that — it said here that a new system of timber taxation was passed 

which would hit fast-cutters a little harder and slow-cutters a little less. Do you recall that? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes, that was a timber bill. 

 

CH: What was the timber bill about, aside from this? 

 

LEIKEN: Well actually, it favored Georgia Pacific. I hate to say it, but my good friend 

Kelsay was pushing the bill, and, being in the lumber business, everybody thought I'd go 

along with it, and I voted against it. 

 

CH: Why? 

 

LEIKEN: Because I didn't think it was a good bill. 
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CH: Why didn't you think it was a good bill? 

 

LEIKEN: Because it allowed them to do what they're doing now. They allegedly were 

going to preserve the small timber and just cut the older timber and have the smaller timber 

grow up to maturity. Well, they're not doing it. They're cutting timber six inches off the 

stump, and everything else, and I didn't think it was right. Kelsay was very unhappy with 

me, but I think there were only six or eight of us in the House that voted against it, if I 

remember. 

 

CH: So it did pass? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, it passed, and of course when it went over to the Senate, there wasn't 

any question over there. Georgia Pacific was pretty heavily — you know, they have pretty 

good lobbies around. Weyerhaeuser, I think, opposed it. I'm not sure if I remember. So, it 

was kind of a fight between G.P. and Weyerhaeuser. Barton and Kelsay were for it, and at 

that time they were pretty strong, and it passed. 

 

CH: Did the timber bill include anything else in it? 

 

LEIKEN: Pardon? 

 

CH: Was there anything else in the timber bill at session? 

 

LEIKEN: Nothing, really. No, that was a big deal, the western timber tax, and the 

eastern Oregon people didn't care one way or the other. It didn't affect them, so it was 

easy for those guys to line up the eastern Oregon members and get their votes, is what it 

boiled down to. 

 

CH: I notice that Oregon Technical Institute, or Institute of Technology, was... 
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LEIKEN: You mean Boivin's bill? 

 

CH: Yes. 

 

LEIKEN: That had no problem. If Boivin wanted it, Boivin got. 

 

CH: Why is that? 

 

LEIKEN: Pardon? 

 

CH: Why was he able to be so persuasive? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, if you're president of the Senate, or up in that hierarchy, you're going 

to get things that you're interested in through. It's no different than Washington, or any 

other place. Why does Rostenkowski get what he wants? Why does Harry Byrd get what 

he wants? 

 

CH: Were you on any interim committees after that 1961 session? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh yes, I think I was. I'm trying to think what they were. I don't remember. I 

think it was natural resources and maybe highways. I don't remember what Duncan put me 

on. I could have had anything I wanted, but I didn't think I wanted too much. 

 

CH: How did you view your first session in the Legislature? What kind of an experience 

was that for you? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, it was a great experience. After I'd been there a while I got to the point 

where I enjoyed it, although I actually — I enjoyed it enough to run a second time, I guess 
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you'd have to say. Why'd I run the second time? Well, I suppose I wanted to see if I could 

win again. I don't know. 

 

CH: Why did you run the second time? 

 

LEIKEN: Why did I run? 

 

CH: Just to see if you could win? 

 

LEIKEN: No, I got kind of interested in government politics, and to see if I could 

accomplish anything. 

 

CH: At that point was there anything in particular that you wanted to accomplish, that 

you were looking for? 

 

LEIKEN: You know, that's a general question, in a way. To me, you have to wait to see 

what's going to be more or less brought up in there to see whether you can get involved 

or not, and I never — I didn't have any ax to grind, if that's what you mean, or some 

legislation that I was just gung-ho that I had to try to get through. I never did do that. 

 

CH: What was your primary like for the 1963 session? 

 

LEIKEN: My primary? 

 

CH: Yes. Did you...? 

 

LEIKEN: I didn't have any opposition. 

 

CH: What about in the general election? 
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LEIKEN: I carried that pretty well the second time around. The only one I had a close 

— a real race was the last one. 

 

CH: In 1967? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes, 1967. That was the one that I was involved in the Duncan campaign, as 

I said earlier, and didn't spend any time in Douglas County and the home folks didn't like 

it too well. 

 

CH: What kind of changes occurred in the House between '61 and '63? Who came in 

that was new and who left that was old? 

 

LEIKEN: 1961, 1963. We still controlled 29-31, if I recall. I don't remember — well, I think 

Redden came in in 1963 from Medford in Jackson County, and — I don't exactly remember 

who left and who didn't, but whatever it was, the Democrats still controlled. Barton became 

Speaker of the House then. 

 

CH: Were you involved in the process of electing the...? 

 

LEIKEN: I was pretty well involved. I was voting for — Kelsay and myself were pushing 

for Holmstrom, and we deadlocked that thing I don't know how many votes before Barton 

finally came, like everybody does, and made a deal of some kind or another, and that's 

when I went on Ways and Means. 

 

CH: There wasn't a coalition like there was in the Senate? 
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LEIKEN: No, it was the Democrats [that] were going to settle it. Actually, Kelsay could 

have been Speaker of the House. I almost wrote his name in, but he asked me — he said, 

“Oh, don't.”  

“Bunt,” I said, “it will stop all this nonsense,” because he was pretty well liked by 

both sides and he would have been the compromise candidate if he had wanted it.  

But it turned out that, after I don't know how many ballots we had, about eight or 

ten, or whatever it was, he just couldn't get the 16th vote. Finally, we sat down, just like 

we're doing, and talked it over and decided that — Holmstrom decided that he'd pull out 

and Barton would become Speaker. 

 

CH: What was Clarence Barton like? 

 

LEIKEN: Oops. What have you heard? [Laughs] 

 

CH: I'll play ignorant and say nothing. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, Clarence was quite moody, in my opinion. I sat a few seats from him, 

and it seemed like you'd say, “Hi, Clarence, good morning,” or something, and — maybe 

he didn't hear, I don't know, but what I'm trying to say is you just couldn't tell for sure how 

he felt about — I couldn't get close to him, I'll put it that way, and I never really wanted to. 

He was a good Speaker, in a sense, but he lost control of the House the last month or so. 

It seemed like everybody was going one way or the other. 

 

CH: Why was he not able to maintain control? 

 

LEIKEN: He didn't have the confidence of some of the leaders that he should have 

had at that part of the session, in my opinion. I'm only saying — other people may have a 

different idea, but this was my opinion — that some way or another Clarence — that 

Boardman bill hurt him pretty badly with quite a few of the Democrats. Clarence was pretty 
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much of a leader on the House floor on that bill, and a lot of people resented it, and so 

towards the end of the session, if there were certain things that he really wanted, they'd 

make an effort not to see that he got it. So, I think I would have to say that of the three 

leaders I served under, Duncan, Barton, and Montgomery, he'd rank number three. Now, 

he was smart, he knew his legislation and he knew his government, but this is just my own 

opinion when I look back at it. 

 

CH: Bill Holmstrom was the Speaker pro tem at that time. Was that sort of a consolation 

for...? 

 

LEIKEN: That was a consolation prize, in a sense. Bill could have been one of the 

better legislators of all times up there, but he had a problem with a drinking problem and 

it clouded a lot of his work, quite frankly, and Bill would admit it today. He hasn't had a 

drink for, God knows, ten, twelve, fourteen years when he finally decided he'd take a look 

at himself and quit, and that's what he did. 

 

CH: But at the time it was...? 

 

LEIKEN: It was bad. And when he went over on the Senate side, it was bad. I 

remember one of the few times I was up there and he asked me to sit on the Senate floor 

with him when he got up to carry a bill, and he had a hell of a problem. I think right after 

that is when he took the cure and — I'll say one thing, he's been a hell of a good man since, 

and it's too bad.  

He was the youngest legislator, I think, elected at that time, and he was given some 

pretty good committee assignments. Holmes was from that area, you know, and he and 

Bill knew — they were good friends, and what have you, so Bill kind of got a real big push, 

and maybe it was a little too fast for him. But as far as doing his work and carrying — I'll 

never forget carrying that bill on that bridge. He did an excellent job. He was a good 



Leiken  SR 1118 
 

81 
 

legislator, but he just — that bottle got in the way at times. I think he would have gone a 

hell of a lot further, and I'm sure he would say the same thing, today. 

 

CH: Your committee assignments, you kept your Labor and Industry Committee and 

Turner was chair. 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. 

 

CH: Who was Turner, and what was he like? 

 

LEIKEN: He was just another representative. He was a hell of a good guy; he was 

chairman of Labor and Industries. I think he was given the job because he was in seniority 

there. Whelan was also on the committee, but Whelan, of course, as being a member of 

Labor, wasn't going to get the chairmanship. He didn't want it. It would put him in too tough 

a spot. 

 

CH: Why? Why would that be? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, if you had a labor official as chairman of the committee, from a business 

point of view, what chance do you think you'd have? So, it didn't make sense to put him in 

that position, put him on a hot spot where he might have had to make a decision that — 

well, not that was detrimental to business, but maybe to labor, either way. You know, it 

wouldn't have been smart. He was probably one of the most capable members of the 

House when I was there, and knew what was going on. In fact, labor should have made 

him a lobbyist and kept him outside. He could have done quite a job for them. 

 

CH: I notice that Bob Packwood was on that committee. 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. 
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CH: What was his involvement on the committee like? 

 

LEIKEN: Bob was purely business oriented. There was no bones about it. I'd say, like 

the rest of us, he did his work and did a good job and he represented the side he was 

there to represent. There's no question about that. 

 

CH: Was there any significant legislation that came out of that? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't think there was anything that great and earthshaking, but still, when it 

was a thing that was going — looked like it might be damaging to business, Bob did his job 

as best he could. But when you're a minority member of a committee, you don't have — 

you can vote yes or no, but that doesn't mean the bill's not going to go out. You know what 

I'm saying. That was the same with Lee Johnson and us on Taxation. I think Packwood did 

a very credible job there, as I remember. 

 

CH: Did the committee accomplish much in that session? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't think we had any hot issues that I can remember. I don't remember 

anything. There was the three-way bill. Was that 1965? 

 

CH: Three-way bill. I don't recall that. There was the approval of the Department of 

Commerce. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, that was a known — that was going to go. But the workmen's comp and 

the three-way bill weren't there? I think they're 1965. I wasn't on the committee then. 

 

CH: Well, there was the fight for the $1.25 minimum wage. 
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LEIKEN: Oh, well, that was a small issue. It was an issue, but that wasn't any... 

 

CH: Labor called the Legislature very conservative and one of the worst in many years. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, that was probably good for the public. 

 

CH: And there was a constitution, the new constitution, which was killed in the Senate. 

 

LEIKEN: It was killed wasn’t it? I don't remember too much about it. 

 

CH: And one of the biggest legislative fights occurred over a bill to give insurance 

companies a piece of the industrial accident business. 

 

LEIKEN: That's what I'm talking — the three-way bill. 

 

CH: Is that the three-way bill? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. That's self-insured, private, and state. That was a big issue in 1963, and 

I think it finally passed in 1965. I'm not sure. 

 

CH: In this session the Senate passed it, but then the House defeated it. 

 

LEIKEN: Right the house killed it. But it passed two years later. 

 

CH: Why at this point was it defeated? 

 

LEIKEN: I think the problem at that time was the fact that labor had enough support, 

and labor was against it. Why? Now I don't know. I suppose if you asked them now, nobody 

would really know why. But it was going to be the death [knell] of the State Industrial 
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Accident Commission, and rates would go sky-high as far as the little guy was concerned, 

and the big guys wanted it because Weyerhaeuser was probably self-insured, International 

Paper was self-insured, and State Industrial just got all the junk. The insurance companies 

would make a better deal for the better clients, and the state was allegedly going to be left 

with the dregs, in a sense, and that's one of the reasons they were against it. 

 

CH: You were also on Planning and Development. I think you were vice-chair, actually, 

on that. What were you doing on that committee in that session? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't even remember that one. I was on Ways and Means. I don't think I 

attended too many of those meetings. Wasn't I on Highways there, too? 1963 or 1965? 

 

CH: 1963. Yes, you were on Labor and Industries, Planning Development, and Ways and 

Means. On Ways and Means you... 

 

LEIKEN: When you're on Ways and Means, you're not doing much. You just stick your 

head in there if they need you. Well, you're too busy. 

 

CH: On Ways and Means? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. 

 

CH: And Morgan was the chair of that. That was Ross Morgan? 

 

LEIKEN: Ross Morgan. 

 

CH: Was he a fairly effective chair? 
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LEIKEN: I think Ross was good. He went on Ways and Means in his freshman year. I 

don't know what the hell he ever did with Duncan to get it, but he got it. One of the few 

freshmen back in those days, and it was a plum. Ross was a good — very good legislator. 

 

CH: And Hansell, Stafford Hansell? 

 

LEIKEN: Staff Hansell was good. 

 

CH: And Flitcraft? 

 

LEIKEN: Flitcraft. 

 

CH: And Beulah Hand. 

 

LEIKEN: George was good. 

 

CH: Bob Mosser was on that. 

 

LEIKEN: John Mosser. 

 

CH: John — how do you feel about John's work on that committee? 

 

LEIKEN: I liked John a lot. I just got along fine with him. He was too bright, in a way. I 

think sometimes he was a step ahead of the rest of them. But he was good, John was damn 

good. 

 

CH: I'm just looking for other things that you might have done here as far as labor. In the 

1963 session, it said that labor got its bill passed to prevent employers from using lie-

detector tests. Was that a hot issue? 
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LEIKEN: I think it was kind of hot at the time. It wasn't like the three-way bill. It was a 

good issue, but it wasn't a main issue. 

 

CH: And public employees got the right to bargain collectively. 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. That was a good issue. 

 

CH: And the Death Penalty. How did you feel about the death penalty? 

 

LEIKEN: I voted against it. I'm pretty sure I did. 

 

CH: That was put on the next ballot? 

 

LEIKEN: I think I voted against it. I never have been in favor of it. 

 

CH: Why is that? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't think it does any good, I don't think it deters anything. On the other 

hand, you can say, you know, you're going to feed them for life, in a sense. I don't know, 

it's just a matter of personal feeling. I never get in an argument over it. If somebody's for it, 

God bless him. It's just one of those things, just like abortion. I'm for abortion, I think it's a 

woman's right, a person's right, but if you're against it, that's — you know, I don't even think 

it should be an issue like it is in Congress or in the Supreme Court. 

 

CH: Because it's a personal... 

 

LEIKEN: It should be your choice, and that's it. It's that simple. I guess it's too simple, 

I don't know. 
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CH: I noticed also during that session that anti-obscenity laws were made to apply to 

movies. Was that issue? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't remember that damn thing. Did we have that before us? 

 

CH: Well, that's what the — I think it was the Statesman. 

 

LEIKEN: I don't remember, if you want to know the truth. I know Redden and I co-

sponsored a crazy bill, just for levity of the darn deal, where a movie actor or actress had 

to use their real names on the marquees of all theaters. [Laughs] It didn't go very far, and 

we didn't want it to go very far. We had to inject a little fun in there once in a while. 

 

CH: The paper said that there was a bitter feud between the House and the Senate in 

the 1963 session. Why is that? What was the basis to that? 

 

LEIKEN: Was that the first year of the coalition? 

 

CH: Well, no. I think actually the first year of the coalition was Boivin's in 1961. 

 

LEIKEN: Bitter feud. It might have been that three-way bill. 

 

CH: And in the House that there were also really sharp divisions between the parties. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, there's always a sharp division on certain issues, and that was another 

one that was a pretty sharp issue. The Republicans were for it and the Ds were against it. 

 

CH: How would you summarize that session? 
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LEIKEN: For good or for bad? 

 

CH: Yes. 

 

LEIKEN: Of course, you're asking me to think back what did we accomplish, in a 

sense, and I don't think it's any different than any other session. I don't think it was any 

outstanding session. We gave away Boardman, which I didn't think was that great. I thought 

it was a wrong deal at the time. The three-way bill became an issue again two years later, 

so we didn't accomplish anything with that, and it finally passed. I think the full-crew law 

was in — I've forgotten when that went in. 1965? 

 

CH: I think that was 1965. 

 

LEIKEN: That was a hot issue. And then came the beach bill in 1967. We're getting 

ahead of ourselves. Do you want to quit? 

 

 

 [End of Tape 3, Side 1] 
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Tape 3, Side 2 
1992 June 8 

 
 

CH: This is an interview with Sid Leiken, and this is Tape 3, Side B. 

 Maybe we could go on to the 1965 session. Was your reelection campaign 

significant at all at that juncture? 

 

LEIKEN: Not really. I didn't have any trouble in 1965 at all that I can remember. 

 

CH: Do you remember your primary opposition or your general election opposition? 

 

LEIKEN: A fellow named [Partiter?], a Republican. That 1965 session I think is the first 

session that Jason Boe served. 

 

CH: From Reedsport. 

 

LEIKEN: From Reedsport. He had been county chairman, and we brought him up 

through the chairs, you might say, and Jason agreed to run for the Legislature, so we ran 

as a team, Leiken and Boe. 

 

CH: At that time were people running at large for the county? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. The county had not been divided into districts yet until — I think it was 

1967 when they did that. 

 

CH: So the two of you were actually running together, then? 

 

LEIKEN: We ran as a team, yes. Jason, Leiken, and Boe. Flegel was a senator, he was 

still in the Senate at that time. We both won without too much trouble. 
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CH: The Republicans had two people. 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. There was full opposition to both of us. 

 

CH: In that setup they would choose the top two vote getters, is that right? But it 

happened to be that the two Democrats won. 

 

LEIKEN: We won. 

 

CH: Maybe you could tell me a little bit about Jason Boe, because I know he became 

very important later on in the Senate. 

 

LEIKEN: Jason was an optometrist practicing in Reedsport. He became interested in 

Douglas County Democratic politics about 1963. He was a precinct committeeman at that 

time. Both Flegel and myself more or less took him under our wings to help him get a little 

better known because he intimated to us that he wanted to go a little further in the political 

arena. I had been county chairman, so we worked it out that Jason stepped into my shoes 

when I went to the Legislature and he became Douglas County chairman.  

Of course, it gives you a pretty good lift, especially when you're from Reedsport, not 

too well known in the Roseburg area, because every time there was a meeting it was 

“Jason Boe, Democratic Chairman, Calls Party Meeting,” or whatever, you know, and it just 

helped him quite a bit. At election time, we ran together as a team, more or less, and we 

were — you know, the same old slogans. I think it was “Leiken and Boe, the men who 

know,” or some silly slogan. [Laughs] Or “If you believe like we believe, you'll vote for 

Leiken and Boe.” We had all kinds of — anyway, we made it. It sounds ridiculous, but we 

made it. And Jason won and became a freshman representative in 1965.  
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In sixty — well, you want to talk about the 1965 session, so we'll just leave it off, 

because I think in 1967, he became the minority leader. Isn't that right, or am I right? Not 

minority leader, but what was his — he had a title. 

 

CH: Whip, maybe? 

 

LEIKEN: Maybe it was a whip. I don't remember. But that's how Jason got involved in 

it. 

 

CH: And he picked up on that pretty quickly, didn't he? 

 

LEIKEN: He picked up real quickly. Jason was a very — he was very political, and he 

got to know his way around pretty well. He had the same advantage, in a sense, that I had. 

I helped him, and so did Flegel, and from there on in he took off on his own and he did a 

good job. 

 

CH: What about — what kinds of changes happened in the House at that point from that 

election? 

 

LEIKEN: At that 1965 session the Republicans gained control of the House, and I 

believe it was the same deal, 31-29. I'm not quite sure, I don't remember. It became an 

altogether different session for those who had been the majority two times all of a sudden 

being a minority because you don't have quite the political clout that you would have if you 

were a member of the majority party. 

 

CH: Why did the Republicans gain power? Where did the Democrats lose that allowed 

the Republicans control? 
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LEIKEN: Well, we lost Clarence Barton, former Speaker of the House, and — I don't 

know just where they were all done, but they did a very good job and they organized better 

than we did and they got control of the House, and that's what happened.   

 

CH:Monte Montgomery was the Speaker then, wasn't he?  What kind of a Speaker was he?

    

 

LEIKEN: I thought he was an excellent Speaker, myself, but then I might have been 

prejudiced. But Republican or Democrat, I think — Monte was pretty fair, in my mind. But if 

it came to hard party policy, you knew where he stood, and, of course, you knew what you 

were going to get. But otherwise, I think he did a very credible job. 

 

CH: Who were the other leaders of that session? 

 

LEIKEN: For the Republicans or the Democrats? 

 

CH: For either. 

 

LEIKEN: Bob Smith, Lee Johnson in the Republican hierarchy: Dellenback wasn't 

quite the force, but he was one of the leaders. In the Democratic party it was Jim Redden 

— he was the minority leader — probably myself, to some extent. Oh, I'm trying to think of 

Portland people. Let's see, Bud Lent — no, he was in the Senate by then, I think, wasn't he? 

 

CH: I can't remember when he got into the Senate. 

 

LEIKEN: I can't remember — no, he was still in the House in 1965 because he carried 

— the three-way bill went through in 1965, if my memory serves me right, and Lent was 

one of the oppositions to it. 
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CH: Betty Roberts came in in that session. 

 

LEIKEN: Betty Roberts was fairly strong, although she didn't get into the nitty-gritty of 

infighting, or anything. She did a pretty good job. I don't remember her doing it, anyway. 

Maybe she did and I was someplace else at the time. But Betty was a very good legislator. 

She was tops. She went on, and her career kind of proved it. 

 

CH: You got back onto Ways and Means and Highways, as far as your committee 

assignments. Did you have any other committees that you were on that you recall? 

 

LEIKEN: No, I just took the two. In fact, normally that's all they ever gave a Ways and 

Means member was two committee assignments because the workload was so heavy. You 

were meeting just about every day of the week on Ways and Means, especially towards 

the last couple of months of the session, and you didn't have time to really attend the other 

committee meeting. 

 

CH: I understand Ways and Means usually met early in the morning. Is that the case? 

 

LEIKEN: Eight o'clock. 

 

CH: And what was the reason for that? 

 

LEIKEN: Because the workload getting ready for the session — mainly, I think. That's 

all I can figure out. And then the other committees usually met in the afternoon so if you 

were on another committee and didn't have a Ways and Means assignment, you could get 

to the other committee assignment. 

 

CH: Staff Hansell was chair, I believe, in that session. 
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LEIKEN: Yes. 

 

CH: What kind of a chair was he? 

 

LEIKEN: I'd say he was damn good. 

 

CH: What made him so efficient or so good as a chair? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I think the thing that made him so efficient and good, if that's the words 

we're using, is the fact that Staff made a study of state government and agencies and knew 

more what was going on than most of us did, quite frankly, in my opinion. I think his 

direction was somewhat conservative, but, still, it was a pretty straight direction. You knew 

where he was going. And I think he treated everybody pretty fair. I never had any problems 

with Staff, and I don't know anybody that really ever did. If you had a real bill that you were 

trying to push a little bit, he would listen, and that's the most you could ask for any of them. 

I liked Staff, and I, frankly, think he knew his way around and what was going on in state 

government. 

 

CH: John Mosser was also on the committee, and, of course, he had a reputation as 

being a bright committee person in terms of economics, Ways and Means, but why wasn't 

he chairman? 

 

LEIKEN: I guess he didn't have votes. [Laughs] 

 

CH: Did he want to be chairman? 

 

LEIKEN: I'm not sure, I can't honestly answer that one. I think it was ordained that Staff 

was going to get it, and that's the way it went. I'm not sure that John supported Monte, to 
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begin with. I'd have to check back with somebody else on that. I think, if I recall right, that's 

where the... 

 

CH: Who was running against Monte? 

 

LEIKEN: I'm not sure it wasn't John. I'm not sure, I don't remember. Not being 

privileged to the Republican innards, I can't answer that. I don't know. 

 

CH: What were the Democratic caucus meetings like during…? 

 

LEIKEN: During the minority business? 

 

CH: Yes. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, you could caucus all you wanted, but if you don't have 31 votes — to 

me, it was always an exercise in futility, but, then, maybe I'm blunt. 

 

CH: Did the Democratic caucus try to get a line behind various legislation? 

 

LEIKEN: The Democratic party, or the Democratic legislators, normally would get — 

yes, they got behind the — against the three-way bill as a whole just for talking, and that 

was the 1965 session, and yet you — when a vote's 31-29, you've got certain conservative 

Democrats that are going to go their way, and when you're not a majority, there's nothing 

you can do to control them. Monte always had the votes he needed, I'll put it that way. I 

can't recall anything going down that the Rs wanted, for that matter, but maybe somebody 

whose memory is a little better than mine could come up with something. 

 

CH: The coalition didn't take effect in the House the way it did in the Senate. What were 

the conditions that made it different? 
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LEIKEN: The Senate was made up of, in my mind, conservative Democrats, and the 

liberals had about ten or twelve, if you want to call them the liberals. For some reason, of 

course, the conservative group, which was Harry Boivin and Musa and Potts, and all those 

people that helped form that coalition, would not buy an Al Flegel, just for talk, or an Alf 

Corbett. Over on the House side I don't think there was ever an attempt — at least to my 

knowledge, but there could have been — to try to work a coalition out. The Ds stuck 

together enough to — both times. With it 31-29, Duncan was going to be Speaker and — if 

Barton and Holmstrom had gotten in a knock-down, drag-out affair, as I said earlier, I think 

Kelsay would have been the Speaker. And the same with the Republicans. They didn't 

have that — they were more disciplined, I'll put it that way, party discipline. 

 

CH: Was there any particular legislation that came out of your two committees, that you 

recall, that was significant? 

 

LEIKEN: You mean Highway? 

 

CH: Well, either Highways or Ways and Means. 

 

LEIKEN: At that time there wasn't any real significant highway bills. I don't remember 

anything that was — and Ways and Means just was budgeting, and I don't remember 

whether we cut budgets. I suppose we — Stafford handed us out a bunch of little tie clips 

with butcher knives on them, so we were kind of known as butchers, I guess. 

 

CH: Maybe you could tell me how that evolved, those little butcher knife tie clasps. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, we were short of money, like they are every two years up there, and of 

course — I was having a little bit of mischief at one time. I said, “Why don't we just cut the 

budgets 10 percent and go home, get the heck out of here. We don't need to pass any 
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bills. They don't need any. All we've got to do is take care of the budgets.” I didn't get any 

conference. [Laughs] I think we ended up just about doing that, and as far as the legislation 

we passed, I'm sure — other than that three-way bill, I don't know of any earthshaking 

legislation, that I can remember, [that] passed. 

 

CH: The three-way bill was the state insurance Industry 

 

LEIKEN: State insurance bill, known as the three-way bill at the time. 

 

CH: How did it get that name? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, it was a three-way bill. It was private insurance, state insurance, and 

self-insured, so you had three ways you could go, theoretically. 

 

CH: The 1965 session voted for property tax relief, direct property tax relief, in the form 

of $25 million, I believe. 

 

LEIKEN: Boy, I don't remember. 

 

CH: Was that a pretty hot issue in the...? 

 

LEIKEN: Property tax relief? 

 

CH: Property tax relief. 

 

LEIKEN: I think if you went back to the day they organized the Oregon Legislature it 

would be property tax relief. That's going back too far, but what I'm saying, it's always been 

an issue up there. I think we put the sales tax, in one of those sessions, in front of the 

voters. 
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CH: Yes, there was a sales tax that... 

 

LEIKEN: Is that 1963? 

 

CH: I'm trying to remember now. There was a June 3 vote, I think, on it, and that was in 

the sixties, but I can't remember which session it happened, right offhand. But there was a 

workmen's compensation loss, including expanded coverage and benefits, and a 

reduction of taxes on capital gains and business inventory. Did you work on any of those? 

 

LEIKEN: I didn't work on those, but I remember the inventory tax. We phased it out, 

I've forgotten what it was, over six years or eight years. I don't remember exactly, but it was 

a phase-out deal so it wouldn't hit the general fund budget too severely. 

 

CH: Would you say that one of the hotter issues was the six-man crew debate? 

 

LEIKEN: You mean the full-crew. Oh yes, that was hot, real hot. 

 

CH: Could give me some background on that? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, it depends on whose side you're on. The railroads, of course, wanted 

the elimination of the extra man in the caboose, or wherever the heck they kept him, and 

labor wanted to keep him because it meant jobs. They cited all the reasons why they had 

to have him and how many train accidents they'd have if they didn't have him, and all that 

stuff, and it was just a matter of your own philosophy whether you were for it or against it. 

Southern Pacific had their top man, one of their vice-presidents — I've forgotten what his 

title was — up here for about a month lobbying for the bill and spent quite a bit of time and 

money trying to get the bill passed.  



Leiken  SR 1118 
 

99 
 

The House is where the hang-up was. They had the votes in the Senate, they always 

had the votes in the Senate, but the House was awfully close. Finally, they got enough 

votes to get it through. We had it up in committee, I think — was it on Labor and Industries? 

I think it was. I wasn't on it then. But it came out, and I think it passed, it just barely passed. 

It was a tough issue.  

There were a lot of hard feelings on it, and some of the legislators got upset with 

each other, and all that type of stuff, but time heals everything, and that's it. But when you 

look back at it, I think it was a good bill. I think I voted against it, I'm not sure, I'd have to — 

my memory, I don't remember — or did I end up voting for it? That's when labor got mad 

at me, I think, and this union organizer down here ran in the primary against me. I think that 

was it. I think I ended up voting for it. I'm not sure. But anyway, that was one of the hot bills 

of the session, and it finally passed. 

 

CH: There got to be some environmental issues that were coming before the 

Legislature, one of which was pollution of rivers and flood plain zoning. 

 

LEIKEN: The land-use bill, when did that come in, 1965 or 1967? 

 

CH: Well, there were the beach bills that started coming in. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, the beach bills, but I'm talking about the Land Conservation 

Development Commission. 

 

CH: The L.C.D.C. was in 1973. Hector Macpherson 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, it started before that, though. 

 

CH: They did start some work on that, but the... 
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LEIKEN: They couldn't get any — it took them quite a while, and they were very 

persistent, because they worked at it for some time. What bill are you talking about? 

 

CH: Well, there were some bills that came through this session, one that was banning 

the pollution of rivers, and then there was a flood plain zoning that was passed. 

 

LEIKEN: I'd have to probably say, being on Ways and Means, I didn't pay that much 

attention to it and just asked a few friends what the bill was and probably voted for it. I'm 

just guessing. I don't know. 

 

CH: Sure. Well, I notice that there was a measure that passed on a long-range study of 

Oregon's water resources to head off attempts to divert water to the Southwest. 

 

LEIKEN: To California someplace. Did that go through? 

 

CH: Well, the study passed. Was that much of an issue? 

 

LEIKEN: I can't recall it being an issue but, as I said, you know, you'd be up on Ways 

and Means and they'd call you down for a vote; or you wouldn't be listening to the floor 

debate, you'd be up there, so it — I can't recall. I'd just have to say that I wasn't that 

interested, or something. 

 

CH: What was your assessment of the 1965 session? How did you feel? 

 

LEIKEN: You're going to ask that about every session. [Laughs] 

 

CH: Well, I was just wondering how you felt it went? 
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LEIKEN: I think we didn't do what we allegedly promised to do, in a sense. There 

wasn't much property tax relief, and the session as a whole — let's see, 1965. Was that 

McCall? 

 

CH: No, that would have been Hatfield, end of Hatfield's term. 

 

LEIKEN: End of Hatfield's term. I can't recall any — as I say, the two bills were the full-

crew law and the three-way bill, and those were the controversial issues in 1965. We had 

a tax bill, I think — wasn't it Hatfield's tax bill that we put before the voters? He ran away 

from it after the House Taxation Committee got — I've forgotten whether that was 1965 or 

1963. Anyway, it got voted down, so there wasn't any problem. 

 

CH: In 1966 you had a fairly close election, then, because of your helping Duncan and 

not being around. 

 

LEIKEN: I won by about 400 votes, yeah. 

 

CH:400 votes. And was that completely unexpected? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't know. They had lost the previous two years before to me, and I went 

up in the 1965 session and, you know, did my work, and all that, but when I came back out 

— I would have to say that it was not unexpected, but I didn't expect it to be quite that 

close. I think, like a lot of us, you get a little overconfident sometimes, and I did not make 

a single campaign appearance in Douglas County during that whole election. 

 

CH: When did you realize that it was getting close? 
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LEIKEN: The night of the election when I saw the returns coming in. [Laughs] I thought, 

well, I guess I'm gone. That's the way I looked at it. It wasn't any life or death deal, you 

know. If I was gone, I'm gone. 

 

CH: There wasn't any problem in the primary, though, was there? 

 

LEIKEN: No, I had no problems. I only had opposition that one time, and I won 

convincingly and that was the end of that. 

 

CH: What did you do for the Duncan campaign? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I should have to go back and tell you the history of how Bob got started, 

ran for Congress. We had a meeting in the Umpqua Hotel here in town. It's no longer here; 

it went out with a blast. 

 

CH: What happened to it? 

 

LEIKEN: It's been torn down. It's a one-story deal now with a couple of shopping 

stores in there, ladies' apparel, or whatever it is. I don't know, I haven't been downtown for 

a while. Anyway, we had a meeting at the Umpqua Hotel. It was attended by Clarence 

Barton, Al Flegel, Dan Dimick, Bob Straub, Bob Duncan, and myself. At that time — who 

was the congressman then? [Don Darrow?] — or Charlie Porter had been defeated; I think. 

 

CH: Had Charlie Porter been defeated? 

 

LEIKEN: I'm trying to think of whether he was going to run against Charlie in the 

primary, or what happened. 

 

CH: Charlie was in and then he dropped out for a term, didn't he? 
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LEIKEN: No. He had two terms, but he didn't make the third term. 

 

CH: But he was a Democrat, so Duncan wouldn't have run against him in the primary, 

would he? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, he might have, but he didn't. The way it turned, out, Duncan — they went 

around the table and wanted to know who was interested in running, and Duncan spoke 

up and said that he was going to file for Congress for Fourth District. Barton said no, Dimick 

said no, Flegel said no, I had already said I wasn't interested in going to anything further, 

and... 

 

CH: Why weren't you interested in going further? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, I just wasn't at that point — and Straub said no. 

 

CH: Why did Straub say no? 

 

LEIKEN: They were all deferring to Duncan. They figured Duncan had the best chance 

of winning. We walked out of that meeting fully convinced that Bob Duncan — we were 

united on Bob Duncan. Low and behold, about two months later, just before the final day 

of filing, Straub filed for Congress from the Fourth District. A fellow named [Flynn?], a 

fireman who was not involved in the original deal whatsoever, also filed.  

Well, of course, we were shocked. Bob had told us that he wasn't interested and 

that he would not file, and all of a sudden, here, Duncan had opposition, and pretty strong 

opposition. Bob was a senator from Lane County and Duncan was — he wasn't even a 

Speaker then, from Jackson County. Well, what happened — I never did ask Straub why 

he changed his mind, or what got him to change his mind. We figured we were going to 

work for Duncan, and that was it. What happened, this [Flynn?], as a third-party candidate, 
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took just enough of the votes away from Straub in Lane County so that Duncan got in, and 

that's how we won the primary. Once we won the primary, we were home free in the final, 

and that's how Bob became a congressman. Now, Bob probably can tell you more about 

it. Maybe in his interview with the other fellow he did elaborate on it. 

 

CH: Did he express any feeling at the time about Straub having...? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh yes, we were pretty upset, because I don't think Bob would have filed 

had Straub said he was going to file for the simple reason that somebody from Jackson 

County against somebody from Lane County, the figures were there, you know. There was 

no sense to it. We were really shocked. So anyway, Duncan won and... 

 

CH: This is in what year? 

 

LEIKEN: What year did Bob go? He left the House in 1961, he was Speaker of the 

House in 1963. It must have been 1964 or 1965. 

 

CH: Wasn't Straub treasurer by then? 

 

LEIKEN: No. No, he wasn't treasurer, he was running for Congress. That's when 

Duncan — whatever the year Duncan went to Congress is the year he had the — whatever 

year Straub came in as state treasurer, I don't know. I don't remember. I thought he was 

1966, but I could be way wrong. I don't remember. I don't even remember when he was 

governor. 

 

CH: Did anybody confront Straub on why he made his change? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I'm sure someone did. I didn't. I was pretty upset with him and felt, you 

know, if that's the way it is, that's the way it is. But it turned out we won, so it was a moot 
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question anyway. So that's the story on Duncan while I was with him and away on all his 

campaigns. 

 

CH: So, then, in 1966 he was running for Senate, wasn't he? 

 

LEIKEN: Let's see. 

 

CH: Against Hatfield? 

 

LEIKEN: How could he do that, because he didn't resign from the House, he got — 

oh, yes, yes. He ran against — this couldn't be earlier. When the hell did, he go to the 

House? It must have been 1964. It would have to be1964. I think he had two terms in the 

House when he decided to go for the Senate. 

 

CH: I could check my records. 

 

LEIKEN: You'd have to check the records. I'm kind of lost for... 

 

CH: But did you help him on that campaign? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh sure. I was right in the middle of it. And we got whipped. We were going 

into the final two weeks, we were pretty well ahead, according to all the polls, and Bob had 

made a speech pro-Vietnam. Edith Green at that time was anti-Vietnam, Howard Morgan 

was anti-Vietnam, I was anti-Vietnam. 

 

CH: Were you? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh yes. 
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CH: Did you give Duncan advice on that? 

 

LEIKEN: It was pretty hard to give Duncan advice on that. Lyndon Johnson had put 

him on his knee, I think, and said, “Bob, I need you.” In fact, Bob and I had a very heated 

argument and I almost quit the campaign, and finally I said, “Bob, it's your life and it's yours 

to do as you please, but you and I will never discuss this again, this issue.” 

 

CH: Why was it so heated? 

 

LEIKEN: Because you were either pro or anti, and it was pretty simple. If you didn't 

believe in it and he did, you're going to have an argument, just the same as you and I would 

have one now if we were discussing something you were completely sold on and I'm 

completely sold the opposite direction. But anyway, we never did discuss it, the two of us, 

again. That was the end of it. But what happened, it fractioned the Democratic party. And 

Morse, you know, was anti-Vietnam.  

And so, Bob just finally — Hatfield turned it around the last week or ten days, two 

weeks. Travis Cross would tell you that. They were whipped up until then. But he made 

that speech in Portland and I remember — I said, “Oh God, there it goes,” because Edith 

Green walked out and Morgan walked out, and you could see people just taking off, and 

that was the end of it. So, he lost. 

 

CH: Did he understand that that was the reason why he lost? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, I'm pretty sure Bob, if you talked to him today, would — sure, he knew it 

later on, I'm sure he did. And I remember Johnson was supposed to come out here and 

speak in his behalf. We were going to have a big rally out at the Sheraton. I said, “Bob, you 

don't want him out here. He'll kill us. Just see how much money he'll get for us.” Well, we 

never got a nickel out of that damn White House. He had promised help, and we never got 

a nickel from the White House, but he didn't come out, either. So that was the end of that 
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campaign. Then Bob moved up to the Portland area, and that's when he got reelected to 

the House and... 

 

 
[End of Tape 3, Side 2] 
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Tape 4, Side 1 
1992 June 8 

 

CH: This is an interview with Sid Leiken in his office in Roseburg, Oregon. The Oregon 

Historical Society's interviewer is Clark Hansen, the date is June 8, 1992. This is Tape 4, 

Side A. 

 You just got elected by four hundred votes... 

 

LEIKEN: Somewhere in that area, yes. 

 

CH: Somewhere in there, in 1967. When you came back to the House were there — was 

it much different than the way you left it, or pretty much the same. 

 

LEIKEN: No, it was pretty much the same. The Republicans controlled. 

 

CH: And Montgomery was back in... 

 

LEIKEN: Montgomery was back as Speaker of the House. 

 

CH: And was Potts was in at the Senate. 

 

LEIKEN: And Potts was over on the other side. 

 

CH: What committee assignments did you have then? The same? 

 

LEIKEN: No, I was on Highway and Taxation. I had asked for Taxation rather than 

Ways and Means. 

 

CH: Didn't you also have Labor and Management then, too? 
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LEIKEN: I might have been. I don't remember, actually. The only two I was really 

involved in were Highways and Taxation. 

 

CH: You had mentioned, on Taxation before, Lee Johnson was chair on that, and — well, 

Jim Redden and Bob Smith was on there too, wasn't he? 

 

LEIKEN: Redden was on it for sure, but I don't remember about Bob, and I presume 

he might have been. 

 

CH: What was Lee Johnson like as a chair? You had said earlier? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I might as well say what I said before. I thought he was arrogant. He 

called the meeting to order and said the vote was seven to four and, as far as he was 

concerned, he wouldn't need us. I just felt, myself, that I made a hell of a mistake in not 

taking Ways and Means again, but if that's the way it was, that's the way it was. There was 

nothing you could do about it. Quite frankly, I don't think I participated enough in those 

taxation meetings more than being there because there was no sense to it. We weren't 

going to have an input, at least it looked that way to me, so... 

 

CH: So were there tax measures that came before the committee that you...? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh sure, there were all kinds of tax measures, but my vote was usually no, 

to be very frank about it, because I didn't agree with Lee Johnson's philosophy, I suppose. 

I don't even remember what — I don't think we had any major issues. I'm not quite sure. I 

just didn't have that much interest in that, as I said. 

 

CH: What about on your other two committees? 
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LEIKEN: Well, Highways was the year of the beach bill, and it was a very important 

beach bill. 

 

CH: Were you involved on the beach bill, the debates on the beach bill? 

 

LEIKEN: Not on debates, but we had it in the Highway Committee and we wouldn't 

let it out of committee. 

 

CH: Why? 

 

LEIKEN: I was in complete favor of the beach bill, we might as well get that on record, 

but I wasn't in favor of the condemnation by the state and not paying compensation for the 

property. The way it was originally written, the state was going to take the property and 

not pay for it, in a sense, use eminent domain, and I didn't feel that was the right approach, 

for one. Some of the other committee members, like Holmstrom and others along the 

coast, I think thought it might be — I'm just guessing this — thought it might be an 

encroachment on the private rights of the beach. But I've always thought that the public 

should have access to the beach. So, we kept that thing in committee for quite some time, 

and finally Monte Montgomery called us in to the office. When we got in there, there was 

Lee Johnson, Jim Redden and Glenn Jackson, and they all — they didn't want to take the 

bill away, because it's kind of a slap at a committee chairman when you take any bill away 

from a chairman. It just doesn't look right. Do I remember, was Bob Smith chairman of that? 

 

CH: Of the committee? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. 

 

CH: I think Bazett. 
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LEIKEN: Oh yes, Bazett, Sid Bazett. 

 

CH: Who was Sid Bazett? 

 

LEIKEN: He was a representative from Grants Pass. What county is Grants Pass? 

Josephine County. I couldn't think for a moment. I wouldn't say he was the most adept 

chairman, because if that had been me, I would have gone to the Speaker and said I think 

we need another member or two added to the committee, and that's the way I would have 

done it. It would have been easy. But he didn't do it, and for some reason Monte didn't 

think of it, I guess, I don't know, or he didn't want to affront poor old Bazett, but the bill was 

— you know, it was the most important bill in the Legislature.  

Well, we sat around there, and I guess some way or another, after about an hour's 

talk, Holmstrom said, well, as far as he was concerned, he would — and I had already 

pledged not to vote it out of committee as long as it was — and I thought my word was 

important enough to stay put unless the coastal people were willing to release it. Well, 

Holmstrom finally said he'd go along with it, and I think they did agree to put in some form 

of compensation. I don't remember how it was written. Johnson and Redden were 

appointed to write the bill.  

I think you remember McCall and Straub got into quite a deal of who was going to 

get credit for it and who wasn't going to get credit for it, but the basic thing is the people 

of Oregon got access to the beach, and that was the most important part of the deal. When 

it ended up in the House, I think it was quite a vote in favor of it. So that's about the story 

of how that beach bill was bottled up for almost two-thirds of the session. I don't know what 

other version somebody else would give you, but that's my version of it. 

 

CH: You mentioned Glenn Jackson. What was your relationship like with him? What was 

your impression of him? 
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LEIKEN: My relationship with Glenn was that he was a hell of a shrewd politician. He 

played both sides and he did a very adequate job of it. He was a darn good politician. I 

mean, from the standpoint of a businessman knowing his way around, he knew his way 

around the Legislature pretty well. 

 

CH: What made him so adept? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, he had two good lobbyists down there at that time, Jack Lansing and 

Jack McIsaac. I think, if you check the records, he put a little bit of campaign funds into 

both sides, and that's all you have to do. I'm not going to say anything derogatory. He's 

gone and, what the hell, it's done, but I think he was a pretty good politician. 

 

CH: What was his effect on the beach bill? 

 

LEIKEN: As chairman of the Transportation Committee, or Highway Committee, his 

effect was to get those legislators who were hanging back — it seemed amazing to me 

how fast they capitulated, but they did in that office that day. 

 

CH: And were people eventually compensated for...? 

 

LEIKEN: I think you'd have to check the records. I think they were. I think that was part 

of the deal that was agreed to, if I remember. Where was it, down at Gearhart, I think, was 

the piece of property involved, wasn't it? 

 

CH: I don't recall. There were a number of sessions where beach bills were introduced 

where they kept on changing it a little bit. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, they keep nibbling away on any bill. That's nothing new in politics. 
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CH: There was also $140 million directed towards the aluminum plant at Warrenton. That 

was a pretty highly-publicized issue. Do you recall...? 

 

LEIKEN: That didn't go through, did it? There's no aluminum plant over there, I know 

that. 

 

CH: Right. They were trying to issue tax-free bonds. 

 

LEIKEN: They wanted tax-free bonds. I don't think it went through. I don't remember. 

 

CH: I think it was a very heated debate. 

 

LEIKEN: It was one of those early type of deals. I think later on they got a few of them 

through, but I don't remember that one. 

 

CH: What about in the Taxation Committee? Was there anything that came out of there 

or... 

 

LEIKEN: I don't think anything came out of... 

 

CH: Labor and Management? 

 

LEIKEN: No, I don't recall anything to speak of. 

 

CH: The Willamette Greenway also came up during that time, too. 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, that was one of Straub's pet projects, wasn't it, if I recall? 
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CH: Well, that's what I was going to ask you because Straub was involved with it and 

McCall was involved with it, and I was just wondering who actually did more to get that 

going. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I shouldn't say this, but actually I think Straub came up with the ideas 

first. He came up with the beach bill ideas first, but old Tom was pretty good a jumping on 

things. He had some pretty good men around him, and if they saw a good issue, they took 

it and he went running with it. He was quite popular with the press and he was able to do 

it. It was the same during the gas shortage, you know. Straub came up with that every odd 

day on your license. If your license plate was odd you had it one day, and even on the 

other. But if you check back, you'd think it was McCall's idea, but it wasn't, it was Bob 

Straub's, and that's the way it went. Some way or another, poor old Bob was always left 

out. 

 

CH: Well, one proposal that did come before Ways and Means and, according to my 

record here, died, was a scenic rivers proposal. 

 

LEIKEN: Scenic rivers? 

 

CH: Yes. 

 

LEIKEN: I wasn't on Ways and Means in 1966. 

 

CH: Oh, that's right, you were on Taxation, you had gotten off Ways and Means. 

 

LEIKEN: So I don't remember that at all. I probably remember the bill, but I don't 

remember what happened to it. Generally, if the Speaker sent it to Ways and Means, it was 

dead on arrival. 
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CH: One issue that sparked a lot of controversy in the news during that time was about 

political speakers on university campuses. I think it was the University of Oregon that had 

some speakers that were Communist oriented, and there were attempts — there was a bill, 

actually, that went into the House to control speakers on campus and it failed, but narrowly. 

Do you...? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't recall that. I probably voted no. I'm sure I did. That was my “no” year, 

I think. 

 

CH: There was also an effort to curb campaign spending limits and put a limit on the 

campaign period. It failed, but that seems to be a fairly potent issue these days. You know, 

campaign limits, term limits. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, if somebody gives somebody $100,000, or whatever, you can figure 

it's going to be an issue. But I'd be in favor of limitation, personally. I think they're overspent 

today, both for Congress and the presidential. It's ridiculous the amount of money that they 

spent for those offices, in my opinion. Some way or another they have to come up with a 

better deal, but I don't know what it's going to be. They're talking about it all the time, but 

that's all they seem to do is talk. When the Oregonian puts it two weeks ago in the Sunday 

paper and you see people giving a hundred thousand in a presidential campaign, they're 

not doing it just for the love of their party, I don't think, most of them. And also, there were 

stories there where they were all involved in legislation. Well, that's just wrong, the way I 

see it. It seems to be our system. 

 

CH: Do you think it could be repaired? 

 

LEIKEN: The system? Well, I don't think you're going to do it by term limitation. 

 

CH: You don't? 
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LEIKEN: No. 

 

CH: Why? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, let's take myself. When I go up there the first year, I don't know 

anything. I go back the second year and I begin to feel my way around, and the third year 

I'm out. It depends on how long is your term limitation? And besides that, you've got every 

two years you can kick them out, so they have a limitation. That's what it looks like to me.  

You're just asking for the bureaucrats to run the government, with a term limitation, 

because they're not out. And if they know that you're out, they're not going to be paying a 

hell of a lot of attention to you pretty soon, and that's where you're going to get in trouble 

with it, I think.  

Maybe four years for congressmen or twelve years for a senator might be all right, 

but when they start talking less than that, I think they're just — people don't understand 

the process up there. I'll bet eight out of ten of the freshmen representatives that go to 

Salem, the first year they're just absolutely feeling their way unless they've been around 

people that have been involved. So, I don't think it's an answer to the problem. It's going 

to get on the ballot here in Oregon and we're going to find out, and we'll see how much 

good it does in California in a few years. Those are my feelings. I know I'm going to vote 

against it. 

 

CH: And do you see any other methods to help the political system out of its current 

problems? 

 

LEIKEN: I think the real method is to educate the voters of this country and not be 

watching that media so much. Let's take Perot. I don't care whether you're for him or 

against him. The average person doesn't know a damn thing about him, and yet they're 

running gung-ho like there's somebody on a white horse that's going to rescue them. Well, 
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they ought to know what the hell they're going to be rescued with and how they're going 

to be rescued, in my opinion. But it's going, and I wouldn't be surprised if he makes it. So, 

when you ask that question — well, take just here in southwestern Oregon on the Les 

AuCoin-Lonsdale race here recently. 

 

CH: For the Senate. 

 

LEIKEN: For the Senate. I don't care how you feel, whether you're for or against either 

one of them, but southwest Oregon has been hit by the spotted owl and the closures of 

mills and the scarcity of timber. So, what happens in southwest Oregon? Here's Lonsdale 

who wants to lock up the ancient forest, he said it right out without any hesitation, and 

that's his platform, one of his platforms, and he wins in southwest Oregon two to one. Now, 

if you don't — you tell me what these people were thinking of here. He carried Jackson 

County two to one. He won by over ten thousand votes in Curry, Coos, Jackson, Josephine 

and Douglas counties. So, I think the people better be educated instead of blaming the 

politicians. How you educate them, you tell me. 

 

CH: Do you have any ideas, any suggestions for it? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't know — yeah, not to look at the TV and the media, and do some 

reading. 

 

CH: Well, I guess it always interested me as to why Harry Lonsdale could — I know that 

he comes from eastern Oregon, but — central Oregon, whatever — but he's never been 

pro timber in his ideas. 

 

LEIKEN: That's correct. So, you tell me how in the world that man could do what he 

did in this last election. It just shows me that the average voter out there doesn't pay 

attention. So allegedly he showed Les AuCoin bouncing those checks. That didn't cost 
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them their job, that didn't cost them one nickel. That check bouncing is just a myth, anyway. 

It was their own bank, there was always money put in there to cover those darn checks. 

But you can't get that through the average person. 

 

CH: Did you know Les Aucoin? 

 

LEIKEN: I know him quite well. I've been in every one of his campaigns, including this 

one. 

 

CH: How did you try to cope with that problem in this campaign? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, when I said “been in it,” I contributed to this one. I haven't been in it 

physically with him, or any other way, this last one. 

 

CH: Of course, that still isn't settled because they're going to have a recount. 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, he's going to make the recount, but he's got himself problems, come fall, 

with Packwood now which he wouldn't have had. 

 

CH: Because of the tough primary battle? 

 

LEIKEN: Because of the tough primary battle and that check bouncing deal. Unless 

he can educate the voter to the fact that there's more important things than that, I think 

Les is going to have trouble, where before I thought he'd make it. 

 

CH: Well, if you were running his campaign or if you were in his same position, what 

would you do to try to educate the voters? 
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LEIKEN: Well, I wouldn't have hesitated the first time. When that thing started in, I 

would have checked my records and I would have come out. I would have said that — I 

would have bared my soul and, in a sense, said I made a mistake; like anybody else, I'm 

human — you know, the right writing and the right words — and then laid myself before 

them. First it was six checks, then it became 80 checks, or whatever the hell it's become. 

You know, it just gives the opposition that much more power to jump on. Now, whether — 

well, he had to know that he was having problems, [Laughs] let's be realistic. But to me, 

that check bouncing in the House was a myth. It was a system that they had been using 

for over 50 years, or whatever it's been. Whether it's right or wrong, that was the system 

that was back there. They were allowed to do it and pledge their paycheck against it, 

deposit against it. Now, what the hell problem was there? And it wasn't taxpayers' money. 

 

CH: But I don't think people understood that. 

 

LEIKEN: They didn't, not the way the press brought it out. They thought, oh boy, if I 

bounced a check, I'd be in jail, or I'd be in this or I'd be that, yes. But it took a hell of a while, 

and I don't think it was handled right by the leadership back there. But it's too late now. 

 

CH: Tom Foley? 

 

LEIKEN: Tom Foley. They vacillated on it when they should have just come right out 

and stopped trying to hide it. That's what it looked like to the average person, so you can't 

blame them altogether, but that's what did it for Harry Lonsdale. But that's off the subject 

here. 

 

CH: Well, why did you not run, then, after the 1967 session? 

 

LEIKEN: There's two very good reasons. First, my wife came down with cancer, breast 

cancer, and I had already made up my mind, before we discovered that, that I wasn't going 
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to run, that I thought four terms was enough. I wasn't going to make a life of being a state 

representative, that — and that's what I say, when you're talking about term limitation, I 

think an individual himself should make that determination. But personally, I think four 

terms was about it. Then, when Thora came down with breast cancer, the Oregon 

Legislature was the furthest thought from my mind. We went back to New York to Memorial 

Hospital and spent six weeks back there with her while she was taking treatments and 

radiation. 

 

CH: In New York? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. 

 

CH: Why did you go back to New York? 

 

LEIKEN: You want to hear the whole story? 

 

CH: Please. 

 

LEIKEN: When she first discovered she had a lump in her breast, we went to Portland 

and went to a doctor up there — but I can't think of his name at the present time — who 

diagnosed her and then sent us to Dr. Morton Goodman, who at that time was allegedly 

one of the best cancer specialists in the Northwest, in the state of Oregon. Goodman 

examined her and told her that she didn't have breast cancer, that she had Hashimoto’s 

Disease, which is a form of cancer, and very slow growth of cancer. He said it would be 10 

or 12 years before anything serious happens. So, we were kind of elated. We knew we had 

cancer, but we knew we had some time to work on it. He said, “If you have any friends 

down in Arizona, why don't you go down and take a vacation?”  
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Well, it so happened we had some good friends down there, so we went down to 

Arizona, Scottsdale, and about the third day we were there she came out of the bathroom 

with tears in her eyes. I said, “Well, Thora, what's the matter?”  

She said, “I found another lump.”  

So, we called Goodman from there, and he said, “Well, if she were my wife, I'd take 

her to Memorial Hospital in New York.” Well, he didn't tell us that to begin with, he told us 

to go take a vacation. He said, “Why don't you stop on your way and pick up your medical 

report. I'll have it all ready for you if that's what you're going to do.” Well, we took his advice.  

The doctor down there in Arizona, who was our friend's doctor, said he could handle 

it, but I said no, we're going to go back to where Goodman said. We went back to Memorial 

Hospital and sat down in a doctor's office, just like we're sitting here. He looked at that 

report and he said, “I'll be back in about thirty minutes.” He came back and he said, “She 

doesn't have Hashimoto’s Disease, she has breast cancer,” just like that, just from the 

report. Well, then it was, you know, go right into surgery.  

In those days, they did a mastectomy, and she had radiation, and things looked 

pretty good. She went into remission for a while, we went to Europe on a trip, and when 

we got home, she started feeling badly, and darn if the darn cancer hadn't spread to the 

other breast. It was shortly after that when she passed away.  

Well, that's — Bud Lent wanted me to kind of sue Goodman, and in those days — 

and I thought, hell, I'm not going to do that. What good is it going to do? It isn't going to 

bring her back. But it was a complete misdiagnosis. It was just unbelievable. I don't know 

whether you've ever heard of Morton Goodman or not, but he's supposed — he's still alive. 

I don't know whether he's practicing or not. But it was quite strange. He must have felt 

something wrong when he found out because he wrote an editorial in the Oregonian 

where he stated doctors can be wrong in reading pathologists' reports. So, he admitted, in 

a sense, that he had read the report wrong. It wouldn't have made any difference in Thora's 

life because — we might have caught it a little sooner, or whatever, but it already had gone 

into the lymph glands, I guess. We tried everything.  
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Hell, I had read some article about clams — no, Long Island redneck clams, is that 

what they are, or whatever they are back there. Some doctor in Colorado, or something, 

was experimenting with it, so we'd have them flown in once a week and she'd take the 

clams. Then we tried laetrile, if you've ever heard of laetrile. The one funny thing about 

laetrile, it relieved the pain. It was amazing. She'd look forward to that shot about twice a 

week. 

 

CH: Did you have to go down to Mexico for that? 

 

LEIKEN: No, I got it out of San Francisco. 

 

CH: Really? How did you do that? 

 

LEIKEN: It was a kind of a cloak and dagger deal. Dr. [Grubbs?] — I don't know 

whether you connect that — he was the foremost proponent of laetrile as a cancer cure. 

Somebody — well, I was doing a lot of research then. I found out where his home was, 

where his practice [was] in San Francisco, so I flew down and went to his office. I told him 

the story, and he just said, “No, I can't do anything for you. What are you talking about? I 

don't handle laetrile. Who told you that?”  

I said, “Well, I've been talking to pretty good sources and I've read some pretty good 

reports that you've published on the effectiveness of laetrile.”  

“Oh no, no.” And of course, he had to be very, very careful. Well anyway, I happened 

to mention a name, and he said, “Where are you from?”  

I said, “Roseburg, Oregon.”  

He said, “Do you know anybody in Eugene?” I said, “Yeah, my accountant is from 

Eugene. His name is Larson.”  

“Oh, Chuck Larson? I know Chuck Larson.” And it was like a door opened up and 

he gave me the laetrile. And I went home on the plane, and I'll never forget it, going down 

the — I was looking around to see if I was being followed. [Laughs] Like FBI guys. 
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CH: Like you were carrying drugs. 

 

LEIKEN: Like I was carrying drugs, or something. Well, I suppose I would have — you 

know, I was transporting across state lines. I would have been in trouble. But I got enough 

of it to last until she finally passed away. 

 

CH: But that seemed to help? 

 

LEIKEN: It helped. And they can make all the fun they want, and people can tell you 

poo-hoo on it, and everything else, but it helped. It didn't help the cancer itself, but it helped 

the pain. It was better than all the pain pills they were giving her. So, when I hear laetrile, I 

don't poo-hoo it, it just depends. It might not help you, but it helped her. But she passed 

away June — this month — the 11th, 1969. She was 54.  

So, when you ask why I didn't run again, that was — I wouldn't have been running 

anyway. I just made up my mind that I'd had all I wanted, I had other things to go on to. 

 

CH: That must have been hard on the family. 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, it was hard, sure it was hard. My son was graduating from college, from 

the University of Oregon, at the time and he couldn't attend the — he didn't attend the 

ceremonies, we didn't. He went back in August and got his diploma. But sure, no question 

it was hard. 

 

CH: So what did you do after that, then? 

 

LEIKEN: I was still in the lumber business. 

 

CH: Were you involved politically after that? 
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LEIKEN: You know, when you ask that question, I think that actually the political 

activities really stopped with the Packwood-Morse campaign, more or less. 

 

CH: When Bob Packwood originally ran for the Senate? 

 

LEIKEN: When Packwood originally ran for the Senate. Morse and Duncan had had a 

primary race, if you remember, and I was in the Duncan campaign. With my wife back in 

New York I wasn't here for a good portion of the deal. But Packwood got into that race, 

actually, because nobody else wanted to take on Wayne Morse. And his chances didn't 

look very good until the Democrats got in there and cannibalized themselves. 

 

CH: How did they do that? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, when Duncan pro-Vietnam and Morse anti-Vietnam got into the 

slugfest in the primaries, the Duncan people sat out the election or voted for Packwood. 

What actually happened, and it was strange, I was in a deal — and we had a poll taken and 

only three people knew it: Howell Appling, Ken Rinke — I don't know whether you've heard 

of that name in your — and myself. The poll showed that if there were a third-party 

candidate in there, Morse would win because the Ds didn't really want to vote for 

Packwood. They'd vote for anybody if there was another person to vote for. I was sitting in 

New York in the hotel when my wife was taking radiation treatments back there, and I 

remember I read Time Magazine that said Packwood was running awful close and it was 

too close to call, or something.  

So, I called George Brown — I don't know whether you're familiar with that name. 

He was the head of the American Federation of Labor — Congress of Industrial 

Organizations political action committee. I knew George quite well. I said, “George, I'm 

going to give you some figures. Nobody else has got them except two other people, and 
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I'll not divulge their names to you. If you can get a third candidate in there, the old man can 

win.” So, he took the figures down and he called me back about two days later.  

He said, “Sid, the old man doesn't trust you. He thinks you're too close to Duncan.” 

Well, I wanted a Democrat. I'm a party man and I might as well — you know. And he said, 

“You're too close to Duncan.”  

I said, “Well, George, there's nothing I can do about it.” Well, the way it turned out, 

if you remember, he lost by about two thousand votes, Morse did, and a third party in there, 

which would have been easily done at that time, would have taken three, four, five 

thousand votes away from Packwood and Morse wouldn't have lost. 

 

CH: What was your impression of Wayne Morse? 

 

LEIKEN: [Laughs] Oh, that would take in a lot of territory and too much time. I got 

along fine with him, except — and I happened to agree with him on Vietnam, so I didn't 

have any trouble there with that, and most of his issues he was, I would say, somewhat 

similar to my philosophies on most of the issues that — he was egotistical, but all of them 

are back there. I shouldn't say all of them, but a good percentage of them come to think 

that the world can't run without them or can't live without them, and that's one of the 

problems with a lot of those guys. But I kind of liked Wayne. I can tell you this, when he 

ran, what was it, two years later against Hatfield? 

 

CH: Yes. 

 

LEIKEN: At that time, we knew he was sick. Boe had filed in the primary for the Senate. 

We knew he was sick, but the press wouldn't print it at that time. 

 

CH: Why? 

 
[End of Tape 4, Side 1] 
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LEIKEN: I think they were protecting Wayne, I really do. 

 

CH: Now, you were also close to the Neuberger’s. How did you feel about the 

relationship between Wayne Morse and Richard Neuberger. 

 

LEIKEN: That was tough. You always hate to see two people in your own party in 

opposite corners because, basically, if you're a friend of both of them, you've got to sit in 

the middle of it. I didn't like it. I thought — I probably more agreed with Neuberger than I 

did Wayne at the time, but, still, I didn't think it was good for the party. 

 Getting back to Wayne, and it must have been quite an ordeal for him, but he came 

into my office and asked me if I would support him. After telling Brown, you know, that he 

didn't trust me, about two years later he came in and wanted to know if there was any way 

I could support him. I said, “Well, Wayne, I don't have any problem supporting you.” But 

you could tell he was sick. I knew there were going to be problems, but I didn't think he 

was going to die in the middle of the campaign, I'm sure of that. I know I didn't. But I was 

supporting Boe in the primary, but Boe didn't have a chance. Not against Wayne. You 

know, he was statewide and had been in elections and his name was — he was Mr. Big 

until Packwood brought him down. 

 

CH: Why did Boe run against Wayne Morse? 

 

LEIKEN: He filed before Wayne filed. We didn't know Wayne was going to file. 

 

CH: Did most people anticipate that Wayne Morse was not going to run for reelection? 

 

LEIKEN: I think there was a wavering deal. You didn't know whether he was or he 

wasn't, because he was pretty close to Hatfield, if you remember, especially against 



Leiken  SR 1118 
 

127 
 

Duncan and the Vietnam issue. He's probably one of the reasons Duncan wasn't a senator. 

So, I don't know what made him finally decide to take on Hatfield. They were both against 

Vietnam, so that was one issue they couldn't argue about, and he couldn't believe that he 

couldn't win, I guess. You know, he just missed being chairman of the Labor Committee 

because of that defeat. That was the end of him. But I remember him driving up in that four-

wheel Jeep, or whatever it was he had, and came in to the office. 

 

CH: Was that here? 

 

LEIKEN: No, over in the Sutherlin office, over by the mill. But that's when I about quit. 

I didn't get involved anymore after that, to speak of, except Les AuCoin's campaigns. I 

helped him somewhat. Not working in the campaign, itself, but financing. 

 

CH: What about Hatfield? What kind of relationship have you had with him as senator? 

 

LEIKEN: What kind of relationship would I have with him? 

 

CH: Yes. Did you communicate with him at all? 

 

LEIKEN: No. I don't communicate with any of them, quite frankly. 

 

CH: Bob Packwood either? 

 

LEIKEN: I could walk into their office, I'm pretty sure, and be greeted cordially if there 

was anybody there who knew who Sid Leiken was before they got to the Senate, but 

normally, no, I haven't bothered any of them. As I say, when I got out of it, I just kind of — 

that's it. 

 

CH: You did mention Tom McCall, though. 
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LEIKEN: Yes. 

 

CH: How did you feel about Tom? 

 

LEIKEN: I liked him. He was a regular guy, as far as I was concerned, and we got along 

just fine. We went to Israel on that twenty-five-year anniversary together on that group from 

Oregon, and we had a good time together. 

 

CH: How do you feel about him as governor? Do you think he was a fairly effective 

governor? 

 

LEIKEN: I think he was effective up to a point, like any of them. Yes, I think Tom was 

— he was all right, as far as I'm concerned. He didn't hurt anybody. 

 

CH: How do you feel about your years in the Legislature in terms of any goals that you 

might have accomplished during that time? 

 

LEIKEN: The only goals that I'd want to look back on is the community college and 

the Pitchford Boys Camp out here. I suppose, I don't know, there's probably some other 

things, but those were more of an interest to me to see how they've grown, especially 

community colleges throughout the state. 

 

CH: Did being in the Legislature place any kind of financial restriction on your life? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, it was a drain to the extent that I was up there every other year for six 

to seven months sometimes, whatever the heck it took, and I came home on weekends. It 

wasn't a great strain, but, still, other things I would have done differently had I not been in 

the Legislature. I probably might have still been in the mill business. I don't know. 
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CH: Do you think your business suffered a little bit because of the time you had to spend 

away from your business? 

 

LEIKEN: I guess if it's an ego trip, everybody thinks if they're not doing it, it's suffering. 

But I'd say on the whole it was — yeah, there was a few things that would have been done 

differently had I been there every day, but not any great calamity. 

 

CH: And how would you describe your relationship with the Democratic party during this 

period? 

 

LEIKEN: Today? 

 

CH: Well, how has it evolved over the years? During the Legislature you were pretty 

strongly involved with the Democratic party, weren't you? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, sure I was. 

 

CH: And in Douglas County as well. 

 

LEIKEN: Both state and Douglas County. 

 

CH: And statewide to some extent? 

 

LEIKEN: Somewhat. I didn't seek anything from anybody or the party, I just felt the 

way I felt, and that's why I did what I did. I wasn't after any appointments, I never asked for 

any appointments. 

 

CH: Were you involved in any of the national conventions? 
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LEIKEN: No, not to the extent that I was a delegate, if that's what you mean, no. I only 

ran once for delegate, and if you didn't come out of Lane County, you couldn't win in this 

district. 

 

CH: Is that right? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes, unless you had a privileged seat like Duncan, or somebody, if you know 

what I mean. No, Lane County for years — I think the first time we ran, Flegel and myself 

were shocked that we got beat by certain people up there, but that's where the votes were. 

We learned the hard way. One time wasn't enough. I was an alternate a couple of times, 

but that's about it. 

 

CH: One thing that's always interested me has been that the Democratic party — well, 

actually in both parties — that the candidates seem to run more autonomously from the 

party than they do in other states. I mean, there's not as much — let's say with an eastern 

state like Illinois or New York? 

 

LEIKEN: There's not as much discipline. 

 

CH: Why is that? 

 

LEIKEN: Oregonians like to say, well, they're free and they can — a free mind, and 

therefore they don't have to do this or have to do that. The platform sometimes was 

adopted to the point where some people couldn't run on the Democratic platform. Whether 

they were conservative or liberal, there were things that — the same, in a sense, with, 

somewhat, the Republican party today. They've got a right wing in there that's going to kill 

them if it keeps up, to my mind. But the Democrats have always been — even back with 

Neuberger and Howard Morgan. They had the party for a while in pretty good shape, but 
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pretty soon they start going their own way. Now they say that we always cannibalize 

ourselves. We always have factions. We never — the Republicans, over the years, I think, 

have learned to unite when the final bell rings, and the Ds haven't.  

You can take the Packwood-Morse race. Duncan got beat in the primary. He got 

beat fair, fair and square. The Democrats didn't — those people didn't come to Morse's aid, 

in a sense, on Morse's side, they just sat back. And the same way the other way around, 

when Duncan ran against Hatfield. We lost people like Howard Morgan and Edith Green, 

and over one issue. Well, it was a very important issue, there's no question about it, but 

still, on the whole, Bob Duncan's voting record was such that they sure as hell could have 

supported him, because Bob Duncan wasn't going to settle Vietnam anyway. But you 

never could get them to understand that, and that's why we get beat, in my mind. And I 

think it's still going on, to a certain extent. 

 

CH: People don't seem to identify quite as much with the parties, either, in Oregon, do 

they? 

 

LEIKEN: They used to. There used to be a point where if you were a Democrat, you 

ran on a Democratic ticket and you said “Sid Leiken, state representative,” and you had 

“Democrat.” The Republicans never did. You go back through the last ten years, or so, and 

you'll see they're running, but you don't see “Republican” there. So, you can make your 

own judgment on that. But today, I agree with you that you don't see it even with some of 

the Democrats. 

 

CH: How do you feel that the party has changed over the years, then, since your terms 

in the Legislature? 

 

LEIKEN: I think the Democratic party itself has gone away from the traditions of 

Roosevelt and Kennedy and have gone slightly to the — I'd say slightly to the right of 

center. I think they've become more conservative, and I think that was the brainwashing of 
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Reagan and Bush. I'm an ardent Democrat, so you know what you're getting, but all I can 

see is what's happened to this country in the last 12 years.  

When you're over four hundred trillion dollars in debt, which nobody can imagine, 

it's beyond imagining, something's gone wrong here. Well, they'll all say, well, the 

Democrats voted for it in Congress, they control Congress. This is true, but if they didn't 

vote for a certain amount of it, there would have been no budgets.  

I don't know. I think we've got a tough situation right now bringing this country back 

to where we would like to see it, back where — and, yet, you're never going to go back to 

where it was. You never do. I don't know what the answer is, because — there are 

supposed to be smarter people back there figuring it out, but so far, they haven't done a 

hell of a lot of figuring. I don't know. What's your thoughts? You're asking me, I'll ask you. 

[Laughs] 

 

CH: Well, I'm the person who asks the questions here. 

 

LEIKEN: I know. That's the easy way out. 

 

CH:[Laughs] Really. It does seem like a big mess that we're in, and especially with the 

problem with the people not wanting taxes to go up, but yet we're so much in debt and 

nobody wants to cut the budget. So how do you see a way out of that? Entitlements, if they 

cut into Social Security, people scream. 

 

LEIKEN: Hit the other fellow, not me. That's the attitude, and it's really a problem. I 

think Barbara Roberts is spinning her wheels, personally, on this going to the people for 

advice for a new tax program. The only program they're going to tell her is they don't want 

any taxes. They said that with Measure 5, whether you like it or not. I don't know whether 

a value added tax, or something along that line, would help the mess. You can't go on 

printing money — I guess you can, or you can do another thing. You can do what they did 
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in Germany years ago, just devalue the damn thing and start all over, say “We don't owe 

you anything.” Now what do you do? You have chaos. 

 

CH: Right. Well, if you were the governor today, how would handle the situation? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I feel this way about it, and I didn't happen to be for Measure 5, but it's 

passed. It passed with a majority vote of the people. Why not go along with it for a couple 

of years to see how badly it's really hurting us. I don't know exactly what it's done yet, and 

maybe — of course, they have people working to forecast these things and so they maybe 

have an advantage over you and I, but I don't know at this point that Measure 5 is as bad 

as it's supposed to be.  

In California, it sure as hell isn't what wrecked California, Measure 13, the recession 

wrecked them down there. Just a couple or three years ago, whatever it was, they had 

about a two billion dollar surplus — I don't remember exactly what — and now they're broke 

again, the same as all of us, because people are out of work and you're not going to get 

taxes if people aren't working. Some way they've got to stimulate the economy to get 

everybody back to work again, and then you get taxes out of those people. Instead of 

getting that now, we're paying them, in a sense, by helping them and we don't have the 

money to help, and that's where the rope's going to come in, I'm afraid.  

But if I were governor, sitting in her shoes, I'd say, “People, you voted for this. Now 

we're going to learn to live with it and see how badly we're affected.” If the national 

economy should pick up and more people go back to work, we're going to have more 

income and we're going to have more money to put out, but until then we've got to live 

within whatever the heck we have, I guess. I know it's brutal, but what are you going to do? 

Okay, so they don't vote for taxes. Now what does she do? 

 

CH: Her hands are tied, aren't they? 
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LEIKEN: I think they're tied. Do you realistically think the people are going to vote a 

tax in? How many times have we tried the sales tax here in Oregon and we can't get the 

damn thing through? 

 

CH: You'd been on Taxation for long a long period of time, there. All these different tax 

programs we had, I mean, how did you deal with it back then? 

 

LEIKEN: They voted no, that's all. The Hatfield tax program in 1963, 1965 was 

supposed to do everything. 

 

CH: Do you think the tax structure that we have now is adequate? 

 

LEIKEN: It was adequate a couple, three years ago until we had a recession. This 

state was in good shape. When you've got an 8 percent or 9 percent unemployment in the 

state, you're not collecting any money. And, then, you have other people working their 

helpless hours and they're not getting any money. I think you've got one hell of a problem 

until you can solve the national problem of the recession. And that's Mr. Bush's problem 

today. A year ago, his popularity was 80%, today it's nothing. 

 

CH: Well, in a way, you sort of got your start through the New Deal programs of — like 

the C.C.C. Do you think that something like that would be appropriate again? 

 

LEIKEN: California has what they call a youth corps down there and it's done a 

tremendous job, but I think you have to go on a national basis of something to get these 

kids back to doing something meaningful. When we can throw the money, we do away in 

Europe and all over the world, I think we ought to be doing something here to help our 

own. I'm not against foreign aid, I'm not pro foreign aid, but I just see what to me looks like 

— way back then, that was a hope for us, it was a start.  
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You take these kids in the — sure, there are dope and crime and all the rest, but 

they're not all that way, and you've got to get those kids and give them some hope. Until 

we do that, I think we're still going to have Los Angeles. problems and all — it's not just L.A. 

Harlem, you go — look at Washington, D.C. You don't dare go out in your nation's capital. 

You couldn't go around three blocks from the capital. You know that as well as I do. Well, 

until they can clean that mess up — now, I don't know whether — and that's the other thing.  

Bush and Congress are going to appropriate money for the L.A. mess. You can 

appropriate all the money in the world, but if you don't get at the root of the problem and 

see that that money is spent correctly, you're not going to do anything but what they've 

done before, just waste it again. 

 

CH: You had mentioned foreign aid, and there seem to be a lot of problems with all the 

people we have in the armed services now and what to do with them, and yet we have all 

these problems dealing with the infrastructure in this country. Do you think that bringing 

the troops home and putting them into useful works around the country would be, in a way, 

sort of a works project? 

 

LEIKEN: You could call it W.P.A. or C.C.C. or whatever you wanted to call it, but our 

roads and our bridges alone can employ people for God knows how long. Instead of 

building strategic defense missiles, or whatever they're still trying to fool around with — 

and who are we building it against today? Japan? Ten years from now Germany? Who? 

You know it's not Russia. So, what are they doing with it? Why don't they do something 

constructive with it? That would be out of line. That would be welfare. That's what they'd 

call it, or something. 

 

CH: Looking back over your years in the Legislature, which members sort of stand out 

to you as being the most notable, the ones that you recall and...? 

 

LEIKEN: Stand out as being the most notable or the most effective? 
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CH: Well, tell me both. You served in there for four terms, and there were certainly some 

that were more effective than others. Who were they and why were they more effective? 

 

LEIKEN: I'd say — on the Senate side? 

 

CH: Well, either side. 

 

LEIKEN: I'm just taking the Senate first. I'm trying to think out loud. I would say Harry 

Boivin was probably one of the most effective senators there. 

 

CH: And what made him? 

 

LEIKEN: What made Harry effective was the fact that he'd been president of the 

Senate, he knew his way around with every one of them. While Harry's philosophy and 

mine probably were miles apart, we always got along and there were certain issues I could 

work with him on and certain issues he could work with me on. Jason, of course, was after 

me, I mean in the Senate, but in the House he wasn't that effective because he was just 

coming on, and he came on pretty strong, but he was — John Mosser was an excellent 

member of the House, and John was effective because his mind was pretty damn sharp 

and he could see ahead on a bill and know when to — you know, what to do and what not 

to do. I wouldn't say that the Speakers were that necessarily — the speakership is 

sometimes earned through friendships or through recognition of the fact that you're 

effective, but also, it's not just because you're brilliant or a great speaker, or anything.  

Duncan, to me, as I said earlier, was — I served in only the one term under Duncan, 

but he was a hell of a Speaker in that term. He got things done. I remember him coming 

off the Speaker's podium when George Van Hoomissen was carrying a bill, and George 

was losing that bill and Bob asked quietly if George would yield to him. He started 

speaking, and when he got done there wasn't a murmur, not a sound, in that House, and 
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that bill passed. Well, that's pretty damn effective. I've forgotten what it was. It had to do 

with a — it was a law — it was a bill on law which I didn't remember, but anyway, Duncan 

carried that bill. Van Hoomissen would have lost the bill. Well, that's pretty effective.  

Monte Montgomery, in his quiet — in his own way, was pretty damn effective. He 

had a lot of friends on both sides, and if he needed something, he could go to somebody 

and get it. I mean, if he needed to have a vote and it didn't matter to you politically to that 

extent and he needed it, he could come and say, “Sid, is there any way you can help me 

out,” or Jim Redden or anybody, either side of the fence. Barton couldn't do that. He wasn't 

that effective.  

The others in the Senate, of course – oh heck, I'd have to go look to see who I was 

with back there, I've forgotten so many of them. Ted Hallock was a heck of a Speaker. His 

command of the King's English was absolutely tops. This little guy would get up and speak 

and this great, heavy, big voice would come out, and it was absolutely amazing, but he 

always knew what he was talking about. He was effective up to a point, but not — he wasn't 

on the inner sanctum. 

 

CH: What made the difference between who was in the inner sanctum and who was 

not? 

 

LEIKEN: Back in those days, on the Senate side, the liberals didn't control, they didn't 

have the presidency of the Senate, so they didn't have the committee assignments that 

made them effective. If you didn't have the right committee assignments or if you were 

shoved off to right field someplace, you're not very effective except to get up and speak 

against a bill all the time in opposition. My theory always used to be if I had 31 votes I didn't 

have to talk, and if I didn't have them, what the hell was the use of talking. I mean, it was 

simple, just put simply. Normally, certain people would just get up to speak and you'd just 

almost groan. I'm trying to think over there. Well, Potts wasn't effective. He was used, in 

my opinion. 
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CH: He was used? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. 

 

CH: How so? 

 

LEIKEN: I think they knew they could — the coalition group knew they could control 

Debbs Potts, in a sense, to get what they wanted and what they didn't want. If there were 

certain bills they didn't want, it went to State and Federal, which was a Senate committee 

to kill bills. That's primarily what they were there for. 

 

CH: What was the equivalent in the House? 

 

LEIKEN: I'd say Rules; Ways and Means, to a certain extent. If it was a bill with money 

in it and the Speaker didn't want it, he could talk your head off, it went up there and then 

get buried in that work pile someplace along the line. I don't know when you ask that 

question. That covers a lot of territory. 

 

CH: Any characters you remember? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, we were all characters. [Laughs] In the House side there used to be a 

group that — it was always in fun, but I can remember Sammy Wilderman handcuffed to 

his chair. 

 

CH: How was that? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, he fell asleep, and we had a policeman then who was in the House and 

he had a set of handcuffs with him so they handcuffed him into his chair. [Both Laughs] 

You talk of characters, well, there was a character. 
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CH: What happened when he woke up? 

 

LEIKEN: It was locked. Of course, they let him out, you know. It was just a joke. 

 

CH: Did you know Wally Priestley? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh sure. 

 

CH: How did you feel about Wally? 

 

LEIKEN: Wally was a — he was inconsequential. You know, Wally was there, and 

Wally's vote — you knew where it was going every time without any question, so you didn't 

have to pay any attention to Wally, to speak of. He was a character, but... 

 

CH: How so? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I've forgotten what the vote was one time, but Wally had been confined 

to the hospital, or something, for some darn minor something or other, and that day this 

vote was coming up and he had himself wheeled into the chamber in a hospital bed so he 

could vote. 

 

CH: In a hospital bed? 

 

LEIKEN: Yeah, in a bed or a wheelchair. I've forgotten what it was. Anyway, it wasn't 

that crucial a vote, but he thought it was, I guess. Well, you're saying characters, well, it 

was kind of a dramatic deal. Here came Wally, laying down, voting aye or no, whatever the 

hell he voted on the issue, I don't remember.  
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Another one was Grace Peck. She was a wonderful old person, but she — if it had 

anything to do with welfare, Grace would get up and talk for — talk a bill to death, almost. 

 

CH: Because she was in favor of it? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh yes, she'd be in favor. That was her pet project. 

 

CH: She played the piano, too, didn't she? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes, but we didn't have one in the House, thank God. [Laughs] 

 

CH:[Laughs] You didn't care for her...? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, she was all right. Grace was a wonderful-hearted person. She was a 

crucial vote on the Boardman bill, and they had to have her. The way they got her, they 

promised her some welfare legislation. That's all she was there for and that's all she cared 

about. Her heart was in the right place for poor people, in a sense. She didn't care about 

Boardman or what happened with eastern Oregon or if they gave the whole damn country 

away. She pledged herself and, boy, the Ds couldn't shake her. There was no way. Hatfield 

had her. 

 

CH: Really. Did she get her legislation? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't remember. I don't think she did. She got part of it but not all of it. They 

said it was too late in the session. 

 

CH: And what kind of changes occurred while you were in the Legislature in terms of, 

say, procedures of doing things, or in the way things were played out? 
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LEIKEN: In my four terms there was nothing introduced, to speak of, in the way of 

procedures of handling bills or handling the podium or handling anything. It was just about 

the same deal all the way. I think they streamlined it later on. I guess they have, up there, 

when they got their own offices and all that sort of stuff. 

 

CH: Since you left, do you feel that the Legislature has changed? 

 

LEIKEN: I'm told it has, but I don't know. Everybody likes to think when they were 

there was the best of times, but I can't see that much difference. I don't think they go out 

in the evenings like we used to. 

 

CH: Where would you go? 

 

LEIKEN: There was what they call the watering hole, a place called Chuck's. It was a 

standby for all the legislators. After the day's work they'd either go have a drink at five or 

five-thirty or come in there for dinner, and you'd see guys on both sides of the fence and 

sit down and have a drink with them or chat with them, or whatever. 

 

CH: Would you talk politics? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh yeah, talk politics, cuss somebody for not voting with you that day and 

he'd cuss you back because you voted the wrong way, but everything was always friendly. 

I never saw any real — you know, real scrapes there. Yeah, we talked politics. We used to 

call it Chuck's Guts. You'd tell what you were going to do the next day, but somehow, when 

the next day came, you didn't get up on the floor and do it. It was mostly whiskey talking 

with a lot of them. 

 

CH: Whiskey talk. Any changes you'd like to see occur in the Legislature? 
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LEIKEN: Any changes that I would like to see. Well, I don't really know that. The fact 

that they say that Oregon is not a professional Legislature, that most of the people there 

are run-of-the-mill or they don't make a profession of it, isn't quite true. I think they ought 

to meet every year, for one thing. 

 

CH: You think they should meet every year? 

 

LEIKEN: I think they should meet annually. I think the state has grown too big for every 

other year. I think the problems before the state are too great, just like she's going to want 

to call a special session now. Well, if they were in session, she wouldn't have to call a 

special session. If they're going to be there six or seven months anyway, they might as 

well, maybe, cut the sessions down and do it every year so they can look back and maybe 

clean up some of the stuff from the previous year. I don't know, but it just — that two-year 

in between is just a little bit too long. I like to say that because of the fact that, allegedly, 

we're not a professional Legislature, but there's people that have been up there 10, 12, 14, 

15, 16 years. Well, what the hell else is it? Markham, here, is going to be there 24 years. I 

don't know how anybody could stay there that long, quite frankly, but if that isn't 

professionalism, what is? That's one reason, maybe, for your term limitation. But the people 

in Douglas County could — they did vote him out once, and then he came back and he's 

been there ever since. 

 

CH: Do you feel that their paid an adequate amount or too much or too little? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't think it's an adequate amount, personally, when you figure that most 

of them have to have two homes and keep up two homes. What are they getting now, 

11,000 or something? I don't know exactly. 

 

CH: I'm not sure what the salary is, but some people lament that it is becoming more of 

a professional... 



Leiken  SR 1118 
 

143 
 

 

LEIKEN: That's the reason. I don't think they're paying them enough, and yet you'd 

hear some people think they're — would tell you they're overpaid, but all you have to do is 

try it. It didn't bother me. I could afford to — you know, it didn't matter. And that's what 

you're getting more and more. You're not getting the mixture you used to get because the 

average guy can't afford to go up there. Now you're getting attorneys, from law firms, that 

are being supported, or insurance agents that are being supported. You're not getting that 

mix that they used to have. So, I don't know what the adequate salary should be, but if you 

compare it to California — but, of course, they've got twenty million people, we have two 

and a half, or whatever it is. I don't say we should be up to their pay, but still... 

 

 [End of Tape 4, Side 2] 
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Tape 5, Side 1 
1992 June 8 

 

CH: This is an interview with Sid Leiken in his office in Roseburg, Oregon, and the 

interviewer, for the Oregon Historical Society, is Clark Hansen. The date is June 8, 1992, 

and this is Tape 5, Side A. 

 

LEIKEN: Five! My god, did I talk that much? 

 

CH: Now see, here, at the beginning of Tape 1 you were saying... 

 

LEIKEN: This won't take long. 

 

CH: This won't take long, you didn't have much to say, and here we are on Tape 5 and 

it's still on the same day. 

 Anyway, you had mentioned about going out to Chuck's and meeting with people 

there. Were there other social events that occurred, anything that...? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, they had an annual party for the legislators, just before the session 

ended, that was kind of a social event where all the wives and all the legislators and the 

lobbyists all came and had a good time. In the old days, they used to have a soft ball game, 

too, right on the capitol grounds, and the legislators and the lobbyists would play against 

each other, but those things kind of disappeared, I guess. I don't know. 

 

CH: Harry Boivin said that there was a mock session that they would have — maybe this 

was before your time. 

 

LEIKEN: It must have been before my time. 

 

CH: Where the lobbyists would take the part of the legislators... 
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LEIKEN: No, that was before my time. 

 

CH:- And  the legislators would be up in the balconies. 

 

LEIKEN: That must have been back there when Harry first went in, toward the forties. 

No, there was nothing like that when I was there. 

 

CH: And, then, there's a governor's ball, and things like that, isn't there? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't think that — that's something that just happens. It wasn't that big an 

event because not everybody went to it. 

 

CH: How did you form and maintain lines of communication and rapport with your 

constituency here in Douglas County? Did you have a newsletter or did you come back 

and meet with them? 

 

LEIKEN: In those days you didn't have a newsletter. You could have, I suppose, but I 

never thought about it. You'd come back home for the weekends, and if somebody wanted 

to talk to you or you wanted to appear at something, you did or you didn't, that's up to you. 

I didn't take too many of them because, quite frankly, I was too involved in getting over to 

that mill and finding out what problems I had for the week and the following week. But my 

phone line was always open — I've never had an unlisted number — and people knew that 

they could call if they had problems, or write, and generally we answered whatever 

answered whatever we felt was needed to be answered. 

 

CH: Were there any groups or organizations that you particularly worked with? 
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LEIKEN: Oh, no, not that strongly. I worked with most of the groups that would come 

up there with a problem that you wanted to be involved in, but I didn't have — I don't think 

they were that strong as groups in those days. You had — I'm trying to think. Here in 

Douglas County we didn't — the League of Women Voters, but they never got up there but 

once in a great while. No, I didn't see that much. 

 

CH: Were there any national issues that affected you or your constituency? 

 

LEIKEN: Well of course, but there's nothing you can do about a national issue. If 

something happened in Washington, all you can do is, if you've got the connections to get 

to the senator or the congressman, you can call and ask them “why the hell are you voting 

on this bill,” or “how do you stand on such and such,” but I didn't have much of that. I really 

didn't. I'm sure some of the people in the metropolitan area up there might have run into 

it, but I didn't down here. 

 

CH: Did you have a close relationship with the people in the news media in Douglas 

County, the newspapers or...? 

 

LEIKEN: Not really. They were Republican oriented. Charlie Stanton was the editor 

and the only — I don't think he knew a Democrat — well, he did support me in my final 

term, so I guess he — but he had changed. Charlie used to think all Democrats had horns, 

or something. He was quite influential around, but I never went to him, or anything. 

 

CH: Did you have the same secretary during that whole time? 

 

LEIKEN: I can't — isn't that awful. I'll have to go through some of my stuff to see. Yes, 

I had the same secretary straight through. 

 

CH: Were there other places off the floor that representatives would conduct business? 
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LEIKEN: Well, they'd go to the House lounge, where they couldn't be bothered by 

lobbyists or anybody else, you couldn't get in there, and if you had something — “I'll see 

you at the lounge.” Some people would go to the Elks Club, where there weren't too many 

other legislators around, and do their talking. They all had places, I guess, but mostly — if 

I had any, it was in the lounge where I'd meet so and so. 

 

CH: What about off the capitol grounds? I've heard stories about people going to the 

old Marion Hotel. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, that used to be — that was used in the old days, but I don't think it was 

— it wasn't prevalent for me, I'll put it that way. The Marion Hotel is where certain lobbyists 

stayed, and they might ask you to come over and have a drink or come over and want to 

talk to you, so if you did, you did, but I didn't get into that too much. 

 

CH: What makes a good lobbyist? 

 

LEIKEN: What makes a good lobbyist, to me, anyway, would be a lobbyist that would 

tell you both sides of the coin and tell you who he's working for and be up front with you 

and tell you why he would like to have your vote on a bill. You never want to catch one of 

them in a lie, or he's done. The good lobbyists, in my time up there, from PP&L were Jack 

Lansing and Jack McIsaac, Ken Rinke. 

 

CH: Who were they representing? 

 

LEIKEN: Lansing represented Pacific Power and Light. In fact, he later became 

president of Pacific Power and Light. Rinke represented — when I first came there he was 

with the railroad, then he quit and went on his own, and he had various accounts that — 
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oh, tobacco industry, wine. He did a lot; he had a lot of accounts. Dave Barrows was 

another one up there. He's still up there, I guess. 

 

CH: Did you know Irv Luiten? 

 

LEIKEN: Irv was with Weyerhaeuser. 

 

CH: Yeah right. I thought you might have known him because of being in the timber 

business. 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, I know him well, but I don't think he was that effective, it seemed like. 

[Laughs] Irv just walked around.  He was a real nice guy, but — he messed over in the 

Senate side. Maybe he felt he was more effective over there with 30 of them than with 60 

of us in the House with guys like Leiken and Redden and Kennedy and Eymann and that 

bunch. I knew Irv very well, but I never had anything to do with him. The only timber bill 

that was up there was the one that they lost, really, and it turns out now they're probably 

doing more cutting of those small trees than anybody else, and it's to their advantage 

today. 

 

CH: Were there any setbacks that you had, any disappointments? 

 

LEIKEN: You mean in bills and legislation? 

 

CH: Or just in general while you were in the Legislature. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, when you lose a bill, unless it's something that's — oh, I don't know 

what the right word would be. It would be something that you really wanted passed — I 

suppose it would be a setback. I didn't have that problem. If I lost, I lost. What the hell could 

I do about it. I don't know, it's just — everybody's different. 
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CH: We've talked about some of the people that you've known, and there were a few 

others that I just wanted to ask you about. You had mentioned earlier Bob Straub, but how 

effective do you feel that he was as a treasurer and governor? 

 

LEIKEN: I think he was pretty ineffective. 

 

CH: In both places? 

 

LEIKEN: That's my opinion. Bob was head of the Investment Council as state 

treasurer. I don't think they did that great a job at that time. What can a treasurer do, really? 

That's all his function is, basically, is the [PERS] investment and the Investment Council. As 

a state treasurer, I don't know, there wasn't a hell of a lot you could do. As a governor, I 

don't think he had the greatest staff around him. I think a governor has to have a good staff 

or he's in trouble. Hatfield had an excellent staff, and McCall had a good staff. He had 

Westerdahl and Ron Schmidt, if I remember, and they were good. And as a Democrat, I 

can't tell you who Bob had. Bob Holmes before him had a miserable staff, and that's why 

he got beat. One of the reasons. So yeah, I think a good staff is important to a governor 

and gives the governor the help he needs and the lift he needs to the eyes of the public, 

if they can keep him out of trouble. You never saw Hatfield get in much trouble with Warne 

Nunn or Travis Cross in the room. Schmidt and Westerdahl did a hell of a job with McCall 

because he was quite a problem to keep straight. 

 

CH: Why was that? 

 

LEIKEN: Well... 

 

CH: I had heard about your attempts to try to change Tom McCall's party identification 

to a Democrat, to be a liberal Democrat. What took place? 
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LEIKEN: Well, I can't tell you what took place with other conversations, but with myself 

and Jim Redden and Bud Lent, we tried to talk to him to the extent that he would be better 

off with the Democrats. He felt like he — his beliefs were more in line with the Democratic 

party at that time, and he was certainly electable as a Democrat. And he had precedence 

in the fact that Wayne Morse had done it and got along just fine, so we just thought that 

perhaps we could talk him into it. From our standpoint, we thought it was a plus for the 

Democratic party and also a plus for Tom. He came quite close, I think, to committing 

himself, but he never quite could do it. His loyalties must have been too great to his party, 

but they kind of shafted him, it looked to me like, later on. 

 

CH: How so? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, they beat him in a primary with Vic Atiyeh, and for a standing governor 

to get beat by his own people in a primary contest is a pretty good slap in the face, and he 

would have been a lot better off if he had changed at that time. 

 

CH: Well, at that point, was that — he was standing governor? 

 

LEIKEN: I think, if my memory serves me right. 

 

CH: Was that when Vic Atiyeh won? 

 

LEIKEN: No, he lost then to Straub, and then he beat Straub the second time around. 

But you check the record and see if I'm right. I think I'm pretty right. McCall was dumped in 

the primary. 

 

CH: And why was he dumped? 
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LEIKEN: For the simple reason he was too liberal with the conservative wing of the 

Republican party, in my mind. You'd have to ask other people in the party, their party. I'm 

just saying what looked obvious to me at the time. 

 

CH: Wasn't there a two-term limit for governor? 

 

LEIKEN: Tom never served two terms. Neither did Straub. He got beat in the primary. 

He might have filled... 

 

CH: Because he was elected in 1966 when... 

 

LEIKEN: Wait a minute. He filled Hatfield's expired term, so he had a right to go again. 

You go back and check. I'm pretty sure I'm right that Atiyeh beat him. 

 

CH: Yes, I'd be interested in finding that out. 

 

LEIKEN: It would be interesting. I think my memory's right. I wish I had Rinke here. He 

remembers all that stuff. 

 

CH: And what about Vic Atiyeh? How did you feel in terms of his...? 

 

LEIKEN: You always ask me the same question, but the truth of the matter is I got 

along fine with both sides of the fence. I got along just fine with Vic. 

 

CH: Do you think he was a good governor? 

 

LEIKEN: I think Vic was a solid governor. He wasn't spectacular, but in his own quiet 

way he got the job done. Yeah, I'd say he was pretty good for the times and did the job. 
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CH: Did you know Neil Goldschmidt? 

 

LEIKEN: Yes. 

 

CH: Have you been involved at all with the Democratic party, or any activities, any 

councils or appointments or anything that you've done over the years? 

 

LEIKEN: I wouldn't take them. 

 

CH: Why not? 

 

LEIKEN: Because I didn't want them. 

 

CH: You've talked a little bit about Edith Green and Bob Duncan. Did you know Al 

Ullman? 

 

LEIKEN: Sure. 

 

CH: He was a principal person in helping to change the party, wasn't he, back in the 

1950’s? 

 

LEIKEN: Oh, I don't know whether he was a principal person. Let's put it this way: he 

got elected. It was a surprise to most of the people in eastern Oregon. Of course, then he 

became a powerhouse for a while. 

 

CH: Why was it a surprise to the people in eastern Oregon that he got elected? 

 

LEIKEN: Because there hadn't been a Democrat out of there for years, and Ullman 

wasn't that well known. I've forgotten who he was running against, but it was somebody 
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that had been entrenched for a while. Al was just as surprised that Smith beat him when 

he got defeated. That was quite a surprise to most people. Here you've got the chairman 

of Ways and Means back there in Washington, D.C., and to get dumped by a neophyte, a 

nothing, was ridiculous. 

 

CH: Why do you think that happened? 

 

LEIKEN: For the same reason I almost got beat. Al forgot to come home, that's all. 

That's why Duncan got beat by Wyden. That's what I'm trying to say, these guys maybe — 

I don't believe in a term limit, but something has to be done to sometimes shake them up. 

Duncan was absolutely flabbergasted he had gotten beat by Wyden. We tried to get him 

to come home. We told him, “You're in trouble.”  

“Oh heck,” he said, “if they don't want me, that's the way it is.” But when he got 

beat, he was crushed.  

He didn't think — you know, he had been a good congressman, but Wyden did a 

hell of a job with the senior citizens, and they're the ones that vote, in the primary 

especially, and that's what happened to Bob. Same way with Ullman in the finals. He just 

didn't come home. He didn't even have a — I think he had a post office box, or something, 

down there in Klamath. 

 

CH: What about with Jim Weaver? 

 

LEIKEN: What do you want to know about Jim Weaver? 

 

CH: Well, I mean, he was a Democrat and he was fairly liberal and he represented 

southern Oregon. 
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LEIKEN: I was in his first campaign. [Laughing] I'm a problem guy, I guess. I just pick 

those — I don't know. Jim came in to the office and he needed help, and so I went with 

him. Besides, I wanted Dellenback pretty badly. 

 

CH: Wanted to beat Dellenback. Do you think that Jim Weaver was fairly effective as a 

representative for southern Oregon? 

 

LEIKEN: Not too effective, but he did do a good job on the Washington Power — you 

know, the [WPPSS?]. But Jim — see, Dellenback was the angel of the lumber industry. 

 

CH: Why? 

 

LEIKEN: Because he did most of what they wanted, and he was — John was it. When 

we were filed, he went to see a couple of the people that were connected with the industry. 

One of them ordered him off his property and the other one said, “I don't have the time of 

day for you. You're not going to win, anyway.” Well, when Weaver won, they were really 

upset that he kind of became the darling of the environmentalists. Well, they drove him out 

of the camp. I got him back in, to a certain extent, and — people couldn't understand why 

I was backing him, you know, as a lumberman, but his political philosophies and mine were 

pretty much together. He became fairly effective later on, but the first two terms Jim was 

not effective, I would say. But he was smart and he knew his way around, he got to know 

his way around. 

 

CH: How did the lumber industry feel about your supporting people like Weaver? 

 

LEIKEN: They didn't really care. It was my money and my time and my effort and I did 

what — I didn't owe them anything. 

 

CH: But did they look upon you as being somewhat of a renegade? 
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LEIKEN: Oh, I was always a renegade. A Democrat in that group is a renegade. When 

you go to the Swindells' or — not so much Kenneth Ford, but you can name them all, and 

you're a renegade. Bunt Kelsay and myself were the only two Democrats, at least vocal 

Democrats. There might have been some others, but they were quiet, within the lumber 

industry at that time. But I wasn't about to change because of that. 

 

CH: Yeah, yeah. Did you work with any political action groups at all? 

 

LEIKEN: No. 

 

CH: Any political action committees? 

 

LEIKEN: I'm kind of a loner. I think you can see that. 

 

CH: How did your work evolve, then? Why did you get out of the lumber industry? 

 

LEIKEN: I told you at the time, our mill had become kind of — it was old, needed 

complete remodeling. Timber at that time was going for — what it's doing now, going wild. 

I just couldn't see modernizing the plant and trying to compete for the same damn timber 

that I didn't see how they were coming out on. Maybe I was wrong and maybe they were 

right. Some of them are still in it and some are gone. So, I just decided to get out of it. 

 

CH: What kinds of work have you done since then, aside from — well, you mentioned 

real estate. 

 

LEIKEN: I'm kind of semiretired. I'm retired except to come to the office in the morning, 

if I want to, and get involved. 
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CH: Any organizations that you're involved with? 

 

LEIKEN: Nothing. I quit, I told you. I'm 75 years old. that's enough. [Laughs] I think I've 

given my time and effort. 

 

CH: How do you usually spend your days, then? 

 

LEIKEN: My days? 

 

CH: Yeah. 

 

LEIKEN: I come here in the morning at nine o'clock. 

 

CH: To the office. 

 

LEIKEN: I stay here till about eleven. Then I go out and see what's going on in 

Winchester, where we're developing properties and stuff, and fool around there for an hour 

or so. Then I might go out and play golf, or I might not, or I might go visit somebody. 

 

CH: So I'm keeping you from your golf game, then? 

 

LEIKEN: No, not today. I don't do anything now. If I want to get involved in somebody's 

campaign, or if they call for help and I happen to like them, I might do it, but I'm not going 

to get out and work like I used to. 

 

CH: What part has your family played in your career? 
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LEIKEN: Well, the family, to me, is your most important party. It was pretty hard when 

their mother passed away. I remarried again about a year later, year and a half later. I 

married her sister. 

 

CH: Oh, you married your wife's sister? 

 

LEIKEN: Right. 

 

CH: Just like... 

 

LEIKEN: Just like my father, I guess. I never thought about it until afterwards. But we 

had known each other when she was 16 and I was 18 when I started going with her sister, 

and she had some problems at home and they had a divorce. Her children were fairly well 

grown, and we just happened to get — we just got together and were married for 19 and a 

half years and she passed away with cancer. So now I'm with another lady that I've known 

for about 40 years, and it seems to be working out. I've never been a loner when it comes 

to staying at home, coming home at five o'clock at night and nobody there. I got married 

when I was 21, and I guess it's pretty hard to break an old horse or an old habit, or whatever 

you want to call it. 

 

CH: Were your family members involved in your political campaigns, or anything like 

that, at all? 

 

LEIKEN: No. My younger son is in Portland. He's got a promotion business up there 

called Double T, and he gets involved a little bit. My older son here, he's — well, he's on 

the board of Oregon Home Owners Association and he's president of the Douglas County 

Home Owners Association, so I guess he's involved to some extent — I mean Home 

Builders, not home owners. Home Builders Association. 
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CH: Looking sort of back over the years and the situations that confront us today, you've 

talked a little bit about some of the problems that we're facing in terms of our government 

structure and reelections and campaigns, taxes, whatnot. Are there other things that you 

look upon as being issues that are important for legislators to address? What advice would 

you give to a legislator today going off to Salem? 

 

LEIKEN: To Salem? 

 

CH: Or even Washington. 

 

LEIKEN: Well, Washington today is just a question of — it's the same as Salem. It's a 

question of dollars. How many dollars do you have to do with and what can you do with 

those dollars? That's what it all boils down to.  

We all want health care insurance. Some of us want national health care, some don't 

really want national health care but they want to be insured. It's a question of approach 

and how you go about it. If I were going back to Washington, I think that would be one of 

the issues I'd be working on. I believe in that; I believe in national health care. We're the 

only industrial country in the world, practically, without it. We can make fun of socialized 

medicine in England and socialized medicine in Canada, and all that, but that poor guy 

across the street that needs help doesn't care what it is, just so he's covered and can get 

the help. I think that's very important and I think it's an issue that has to be addressed 

eventually. Costs are going out of sight.  

And there again, I think it's because Congress and the president have appropriated 

money but they don't put the strings on how it's really going to be spent and it gets out of 

line. I think too much of its going one way and not all of it is going where it should go. Now, 

that's going to be a tough decision and a tough thing to cure. It's like cancer or anything 

else. You've got to try to find a cure for it. That's where I'd be today if I were going back 

there working.  
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The national debt is something that — I don't know. I'm not an economist who's 

smart enough to come up with those answers, but I listen to them and I don't think any of 

them come up with the answers. It's easy to say bite the bullet and have a balanced budget, 

but that's a farce. We have the Gramm-Rudman bill. Why hasn't that done the job? So, 

what's a balanced budget going to do, because 38 states ratify it? They'll get around it. If 

they have to get around it, they'll go around it one way or another. So, I don't buy that. The 

only way you're going to do it is the old story, bite the bullet, but are we tough enough to 

bite it. That's the question. You're going to have to worry about it — I won't be around much 

longer to worry about it — and my kids and my grandchildren. 

 

CH: How do you feel about this stage of life? 

 

LEIKEN: My stage? 

 

CH: Yes. 

 

LEIKEN: I've had a pretty good life. I came up out of nowhere, I was lucky and 

fortunate and worked my butt off and made my mistakes, and I guess I had more good 

luck that covered up the mistakes, that's all. 

 

CH: What's been the most satisfying accomplishment for you in your lifetime thus far? 

 

LEIKEN: Well, I suppose you'd say having children and grandchildren, but that's too 

easy. You mean it in what way? 

 

CH: Things that you've accomplished. I mean, you've worked in business, you've worked 

in politics, you've — you know, you've raised a family. I guess that's as good an answer for 

a lot of people, I think. Having had a family is certainly an important contribution. 
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LEIKEN: Well of course it's a contribution, and it's one that's been satisfying so far. 

Those kids — like all families, they have troubles. You have marriages that stayed and you 

have some that didn't, but basically, they're all pretty good kids, and I've got eight pretty 

good grandchildren and I've got a great-grandchild coming along. So, from my standpoint, 

it's been a pretty good life.  

I've had some real problems, I've lost two beautiful women, and it was just 

unbelievable, but that's part of life, I guess. That's some of the hard part of life. I was married 

31 years the first time, and just when we were getting in a position where she could enjoy 

her life, it was gone. And the second, almost 20 years, and that again — those blows are 

pretty hard to take, but you've got to bounce with them. I don't know what else you do. If 

you're going to stick around, you'd better learn to bounce with them and cope with them. 

Some people can't do it, I guess. I don't know. It's tough, and it's been tough. I've had a lot 

of other blessings to go with the bad, so that's it. 

 

CH: Is there anything else you care to add to this? 

 

LEIKEN: I don't think of anything, unless you can think of anything. I think you've had 

enough of Sid Leiken. 

 

CH: Well, if I can, I'll stop by again, but I thank you very much for... 

 

LEIKEN: I didn't think I was going to like it, but I've enjoyed it. 

 

CH: Well, good, I'm glad you did. Thank you for your contribution. 

 

 

 [End of Tape 5, Side 1] 
 [End of Interview] 
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