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INTERVIEWEE: CLIFFORD GROH

INTERVIEWOR: PAMELA CRAVEZ
DATE : MARCH 9, 1982
SESSION #2, TAPE 1, SIDE B, 45 MINUTES

BAILEY BELL ACCUSATION STORY.

ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEYS PROSECUTED ALL CRIMINAL
CASES. BELL CAUGHT GOING THROUGH CRIMINAL FILES.
TALBOT HAD BELL ARRESTED IN HIS OFFICE, HANDCUFFED,
AND TAKEN TO THE JAIL TO BE FINGERPRINTED. BELL
WENT AFTER TALBOT IN THE BAR.

SPECIAL PRIVILEGES OF U.S. ATTORNEYS.

IDENTIFICATION CARDS ALLOWED US TO GO INTO ANY
ESTABLISHMENT AT ANYTIME TO DETERMINE IF THERE
WAS A VIOLATION OF THE TERRITORIAL LIQUOR LAWS.

STORY - CRIME MORE PREVALENT 30-35 YEARS AGO THAN
IT IS TODAY. WESTCHESTER FLATS. FRANK EVANS -
"YOU AIN'T GOT NO POWER NO MORE". POWER OF U.S.
ATTORNEYS OFFICE,

CAMPAIGNS - CLOSED DOWN THE LINE IN SEWARD.
COMMUNITIES SPLIT ON LIQOUR AND PROSTITUTION.
THEN IT WAS PROSTITUTION. GRAND JURY THREATENED
TO INDICT US IF WE DIDN'T CLOSE DOWN THE LINE.
U.S. V. ALLEY A OR ALLEY B IN SEWARD

PARTICIPATION OF U.S. ATTORNEYS IN RAIDS.
HOUSE OF PROSTITUTION.

1954-1955 IN U.S5. ATTORNEYS OFFICE.
THEN GROH WENT INTO PRIVATE PRACTICE.

INTEGRATED BAR ACT - DISCIPLINARY PROCEDURES HAD
TO BE SET UP. I SERVED ON THE EARLY DISCIPLINARY
COMMITEES WITH JUDGE RAY PLUMMER; STATEWIDE
CONVENTIONS; I WAS EARLY MEMBER OF BOG; PRESIDENT
IN 1959-1960.

PRIMARY IDEA OF BAR WAS TO TAKE DISCIPLINARY
PROCEDURES AWAY FROM THE DISTRICT ATTORNEYS.

PETE KALAMARIDES FIRST EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR AND
IN LEGISLATURE THAT CREATED THE BAR; STANLEY
MCCUTCHEON, WENDELL KAY WERE IN FAVOR OF THE BAR.

DISIPLINARY PROCEDURES TAKEN FROM OTHER STATES;
MOST LAWYERS ARE USUALLY VERY LIBERAL WITH EACH
OTHER; WANTED PROCEDURES IN HANDS OF IMPARTIAL
PEOPLE; RAY PLUMMER, BUELL NESBITT AND I SAT ON
FIRST DISIPLINARY BOARD - PROCEDURE FOLLOWS.
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THERE WASN'T A GREAT RASH OF DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS
AFTER FORMATION OF BAR; THERE HADN'T BEEN MANY
BEFORE A CERTAIN DISTRICT ATTORNEY EITHER.

PRIVATE PRACTICE WITH GORDON HARTLIEB, AND JOHN
RADER IN 1955. HARTLIEB, GROH, AND RADER.

SETTING UP PRACTICE - "GRUBBING WITH CHICKENS IN
YARD". WEREN'T THAT MANY LAWYERS IN TOWN. HARTLIEB
HAD BEEN COMMISSIONER AND EX-OFFICIO JUDGE; RADER
HAD BEEN CITY ATTORNEY.

EARLY YEARS WE REPRESENTED THE LABOR MOVEMENT -
LABOR LAWYERS WERE HARD TO FIND. WE JUST HUSTLED
ALONG.

DESCRIBES OFFICES - DECREPIT CONDiTIONS. FIRM
PRACTICES.

BUSINESS PRACTICES OF HARTLIEB, GROH, AND RADER.

CRIMINAL DEFENSE WORK GIVEN TO LAWYERS ON AD HOC
BASIS - $25/HOUR.

HARTLIEB, GROH, AND RADER LASTED SEVEN YEARS.
RADER TOOK LEAVE OF ABSENCE AND BECAME ALASKA'S
FIRST ATTORNEY GENERAL.

IN ADDITION TO BEING LAWYERS WE WERE BUSINESS MEN.
MADE MUCH MORE MONEY IN BUSINESS - REAL ESTATE -
THAN IN LAW. ESIER TO BE IN BUSINESS. WE WERE
KNOWLEDGEABLE IN REAL ESTATE.

WHAT MADE YOU SPLIT UP - 1962.
RADER WANTED TO RUN FOR GOVERNOR. I DIDN'T WANT
TO PRACTICE WHILE HE WAS RUNNING FOR GOVERNOR.

WE WERE ALL POLITICAL IN A SENSE - IT WAS COMMON FOR
ONE PARTNER TO BE DEMOCRATIC AND ONE TO BE REPUBLICAN.
IN 1972-1974 I SERVED IN LEGISLATURE WITH MR. RADER.

CASES HANDLED BY GROH ETC.

U.S. V. ANCHORAGE CENTRAL LABOR COUNCIL
CONTRIBUTIONS BY LABOR UNIONS TO POLITICAL PARTIES
DECLARED UNCONSTITUTIONAL, SPENT A LOT OF TIME IN THE
COURTROOM; NONLABOR PRACTICES WERE COMMERCIAL - NBA -

GROH & BENKERT-
PETE WALTON HAD BEEN CLERK AT HG&R.

PUBLIC SERVICE:

ON SCHOOL BOARD IN 1955; BAR; CITY COUNCIL AND ACTING
MAYOR OF ANCHORAGE WHILE ELMER RASMUSSON WAS MAYOR;
ON FIRST BURROUGH ASSEMBLEY; CHAIRMAN OF CHARTER
COMMISTION.
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NOT VERY MANY LAWYERS ACTIVE NOW. NOT VERY MANY
IN LEGISLATURE.

THERE ISN'T VERY MUCH GLORY IN BEING IN PUBLIC
OFFICE ANYMORE. THERE USED TO BE SOME. THANKS
TO ONE OF THE ANCHORAGE PAPERS THERE ARE NO HEROES
MR. RADER IS AN EXAMPLE OF A PERSON WHO IS
RIDICULED BECAUSE HE DOESN'T AGREE WITH ONE. I
WAS ONE OF THE INSTRUMENTAL PEOPLE IN GETTING THE
TRANSALASKA PIPELINE THROUGH THE LEGISLATURE.

AMOUNT OF TIME WHICH MUST BE SPENT IN LEGISLATURE
PROHIBITS PRACTICE.

NATIVE WORK - 1966 - STAN MCCUTCHEON AND CLIFF

GROH DECIDED TO CREATE ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES;
AFTER TYONEK SETTLEMENT - THERE WAS MONEY TO PUT
THIS TOGETHER.

I WROTE THE FIRST CONSTITUTION FOR THE AFN WHICH
I COPIED FROM THE TEAMSTER'S CONSTITUTION.

SHAEFFER'S BEER BOTTLE LOGO IS WHAT IS NOW THE
SYMBOL OF THE AFN.

THERE'S ALWAYS AN ARGUMENT OVER HOW MUCH THE LAWYER
DOES AND HOW MUCH THE PEOPLE DO. I BECAME GENERAL
COUNSEL FOR THE AFN. . WE NEVER REPRESENTED NANA,
NORTH SLOPE, FAIRBANKS. OR DOYON, OR SOUTHEASTERN
BECAUSE THEY GOT OTHER LAWYERS - BARRY JACKSON

FROM FAIRBANKS; ROGER CONNOR REPRESENTED THE ALEUTS
AND FRED PAUL FROM SEATTLE REPRESENTED THE NORTH
SLOPE. OUR FIRM REPRESENTED KODIAK, BRISTOL BAY,
UNALAKLEET, NOME, EKLUTNA, COPPER RIVER, CHUGACH
(MCCUTCHEON, GROH, AND BENKERT)

WHY MCCUTCHEON JOINED GROH - NEEDED HELP AFTER
TYONEK SETTLEMENT.

STATEWIDE CONVENTION, CONFERECES - ALL LAWYERS
WORKED TOGETHER. SON'S BOOK IS GOOD ON THIS.

MCCUTCHEON - BRILLIANT - NO COLLEGE OR LAW SCHOOL =
PROMINENT DEMOCRAT - LEARNED FROM GRIGSBY.

POLITICAL ALLIES WERE SENATORS BARLETT AND GRUENING.
GOOD CRIMINAL LAWYER BUT LACK OF FORMAL EDUCATION
MADE HIM A POOR BRIEF WRITER - JOINED WITH GROH

FOR EXPERTISE.

WHY WORK WITH NATIVES? GREAT BELIEVER IN HELPING
UNDERDOG

STORY ABOUT MCCUTCHEON. SPEECH AGAIN AND AGAIN
ON FISHTRAPS.
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SESSION #2, TAPE 2, SIDE A, 12 MINUTES
STATEHOOD MOVEMENT FIGHT: ATWOOD, MCCUTCHEON.

WENDELL KAY AND PAUL ROBISON WROTE PRESS RELEASES
BLASTING EACH OTHER AND THEN WENT OUT FOR A DRINK
TOGETHER. IT'S NOT AS TRUE TODAY AS IT USED TO
BE THAT THOSE ON OPPOSITE SIDES IN POLITICS
SOCIALIZE.

1966-1972 MCCUTCHEON, GROH, AND BENKERT... & BILL
GREEN... & CARL WALTERS. OFF OF LABOR WORK, MORE
CORPORATE WORK - SECURITY TITLE AND TRUST CREATED
BY GROH, BANK WORK.

DISSOLVING FIRM - CARL WALTERS AND MCCUTCHEON
SPLIT OFF. CLAIMS ACT WAS SETTLED AND NEW PEOPLE
CAME IN. JOHN W. HENDERICKSON WAS ALSO IN OUR
FIRM.

OUTSIDE PEQPLE - JUSTICE GOLDBERG, RAMSES CLARK,
WISEBROKE AND WISEBROKE FROM D.C.

GROH GOT OUT OF THE NATIVE WORK - DID WORK IN
JUNEAU WITH LEGISLATURE ON PIPELINE. THIS WORK
CONTRIBUTED TO DISSOLUTION OF GROH/MCCUTCHEON
FIRM AND GROH/BENKERT FIRM.,

1974 - GROH REPRESENTED ALYESKA PIPELINE AND
OTHER COMPANIES WORKING ON THE PIPELINE.

CREATED FIRM WITH YOUNGER MEN OF TODAY - 1976.
I KEPT MY SHARE OF CLIENTS.

PUBLIC SERVICE: REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEEMAN
FOR TWO YEARS; LOST STATE SENATE ELECTION;
REPULICAN CENTRAIL, COMMITTEE; REAPPORTIONMENT
BOARD/SUITS.

OVERVIEW OF BAR: SO MUCH LARGER; PETTY DISPUTES.

I WROTE AND GRADED BAR EXAM. THE YEAR I WAS
PRESIDENT OF BAR I COULDN'T GET ANYONE ELSE TO
WRITE. BOARD MET TO DECIDE WHO PASSED AND WHO
DIDN'T. ORIGINALLY THE NAMEOF EXAMINEE WASN'T
CONFIDENTIAL. THIS WAS 1959-60.

AFTER I FOUND OUT WHO WAS THE BRIGHTEST GUY I
WOULD TRY TO HIRE HIM. PETE WALTON.

PREPARATION OF BAR RY EXAMINING COMMITTEE.
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PETE KALAMARTIDES RAN THE BAR FOR MANY YEARS.
CAROL BENNY WAS DIRECTOR WHEN I WAS PRESIDENT
OF THE BAR - SHE DID MECHANICS OF THE BAR.

POPULATION BOOM - NUMBER OF LAWYERS ARE IN
PROPORTION OF THE NUMBER OF PEOPLE.

END OF INTERVIEW



INTERVIEWEE: Clifford Groh
INTERVIEWER: Pamela Cravez
DATE: March 9, 1982
SESSION #2, Tape #1, Side 2

PC: We're finishing the story of Bailey Bell in the 50's when Talbot
had accused Bailey Bell of going through the District Attorney's files.
CG: I don't really remember the story that well, and maybe if I thought
about it I'd remember it better, but my present recollection is that
there was some kind of a criminal case, and the Assistant U.S. Attorneys,
of course, prosecuted all Territorial criminal cases. Bailley Bell,
allegedly during the recess, was going through a file that belonged to
the U.S. Attorney at the Counsel table. He was caught in that endeavor
by somebody, I don't remember who it was, but my best recollection is
that it was the Deputy U.S. Marshal who, like the U.S. Attorneys, had
an obligation to enforce Territorial law. So the U.S. Marshals had
dual duty as the U.S. Attorneys did. But he allegedly caught Bailey
rifling through this file, and so Talbot had Bell arrested in his
office, handcuffed, and taken over to the jail, where he was finger-
printed. That's what I remember about the case except that Bailey was
terribly upset. And that's all I really remember about it.

PC: Did he ever go after Talbot for putting the handcuffs on him?

CG: He went after him in the context of going after him in the Bar
Assoc. for having been so bad13 mistreated, but I don't think he
ever filed any cases or anything.

PC: Were fhere any special privileges for the U.S. Attorn s, things
that you wouldn't have now. Were there any differences in the U.S.
Attorney's office?

CG: Oh yes.

PC: Tell me about them.

CG: We had little identification cards which allowed us to go into
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any establishment at any time to determine whether there was a violation
of the Territorial liquor laws. So we consequently could use those
I.D. cards to go anyplace, anytime and find out whether there were any
violations of the laws. They don't have that privilege today. I have
a great story about being an Assistant U.S. Attorney. I suppose it's
fair to say that crime was, in some respects, more prevalent 30 years
or 25 years ago than it is today. There was a section of town known
as Eastchester Flats where the substantial amount of the black community
resided. Every time you had a case and you asked the address of the
defendant, they always said 18th and Karluk. When I first got here I
conceived that there was a bullding there that must have been 50
storiéé\high that everybody lived in. There were a number of all-night
places, dne of them was called the House of Joy. This guy who was an
operator down there had a bar. His name was Frank Evans. He weighed
about 300 pounds, big black guy. Every time I saw him on the street
he always bowed down, he was fairly short, he bowed way down and said,
hello Mr. Groh, hello Mr. Groh. I said, hello Mr., Evans. I left the
D.A.'s office and I met him on the street one day, and he said, hello
Cliff, and I said hello Frank, how come you're not calling me Mr. Groh
anymore. He said, you aint got no power any more. End of the story.
PC: Did you really have power as an Assistant U.S. Attorney?

CG: Sure you did. Every Assistant U.S. Attorney, District Attorney,
has power because they have the power to file law complaints, and we
can shut people down, leave them in operation, or file charges or not
file charges.

PC: Were there any campaigns to shut down any sections of town, or
city campaigns to go after establishments?

CG: Sure, there were always campaigns. Judge Fitzgerald, now Judge
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Fitzgerald, used to be Assistant U.S. Attorney Fitzgerald, and I
closed down the Line in Seward. In the early 50's the Line was still
operating. The communities in Alaska then, as the communities in
Alaska now are usually split almost 50-50 on whether there should be
Constitution #1 and #2 as to whether you should allow liquor in. In
1982 the fight was in the Native areas as to whether they should allow
liquor or go dry. But in those days the fight was whether they should
allow prostitution or not. On the one hand you'd have the church
groups, and on the other hand you'd have the citizens that wanted it.
And the community was split about 50-50. They appeared before a local
Grand Jury, the people who wanted to close it down, and the Grand Jury
would either threaten to indict us or we would close the Line down, so
we closed the Line down.

PC: Are there any records of that?

CG: Sure. I think it's the United States of America w.;;, all I can

remember is Alley A or Alley B in Seward, and it was a number of houses

that, under the law in those days, we could abate. I don't remember
the statute specifically, but you could abate the houses and get an
injunction.against them openrﬁnﬂ . . We went down there on a big
raid and swooped down on them and caught part of the City Council.
PC: Did you, as Assistant U.S. Attorney, actually participate in the
raid?

CG: We certainly did.

PC: Did you participate in a lot of raids, was that a common thing?
CG: There were so few staff people in the U.S. Attorney's office and
the Marshal/s office that we participated in quite a few of them.

We raided a house of prostitution which was located approximately where
Roger's Park School is presently located, called The Texas Playhouse.
PC: After you were in the U.S. Attorney's office, what did you do?

For how long were you there? What years?
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CG: I was there 1954 and part of 1955, and then I went into private
practice.

PC: 1In 1955, the Integrated Bar Act passed. Did that have any kind
of effect on your practice, or the tenor of the Bar at all?

CG: Well, I guess we now had a State-wide Bar Assoc. We had to set up
disciplinary procedures. I served on some early disciplinary commit-
tees with Judge Ray Plummer. We also went to State-wide conventions.

I don't remember when the first one was. I was an early member of the
Board of Governors. And onée year = was President of the State
Bar. X Hhink. T was President in '59 and '60.

PC: Why was the Integrated Bar formed? Was there a lot of discussion
about it?

CG: Yes. The primary idea was to take the disciplinary precedures
away from the District Attorneys. It was unfair to basically, in view
of the Stringer case, and in view of other cases, to have people who
had power to adminster the criminal laws and who were trying criminal
cases on behalf of the Territory or the United States, to also have the
disciplinary power over the lawyers who were trying cases against them.
PC: Were these certain certain people instrumental in founding the
Integrated Bar?

CG: Well, the Bar was so small I don't think it made a heck of a lot
of difference. Pete Kalamarides certﬁinly was an important factor.
It's my recollection that he was the first Executive Director and also
had been in the Legislature that created it. And then there were
certain older lawyers who were advocates of it, Stanley McCutcheon,
Wendell Ka&, and there were the younger lawyers who were in favor of
it. As a matter of fact, I think we were all in favor of it, I don't
know who opposed it. I don't think anybody opposed the Integrated Bar.
PC: When they set up the disciplinary procedures, did they take a

lot of the progedures that the District Attorney's Office had used
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CG: Didn't take any of it. I had a part in that and what we did was,
we went to other States, found out what the heck kind of rules they
had, and adopted them in.
PC: Was there an effort to be liberal or conservative or.,,
CG: I'd venture to guess that most lawyers who used them were very
liberal to each other. They wanted to set up some machinery. I don't
know that you could categorize it as 1iberal_6r unliberal. We wanted
to set up procedures that were in the hands of impartial people so
that we could adminster the canons of ethics for the Bar.
PC: Who were the first people in charge of handling the disciplinary
matters? Was it your committee?
CG: I think so, my best recollection is, and I may be wrong, but my
best recollection is that Ray Plummer, Buell Nesbett and I sat on the
first disciplinary committee, and when we got complaints, we would go
through them and there was a grocedure set up after it went through
the disciplinary committee, it went to the Board of Governors, and
then they would recommend to the court system as to what would be done.
PC: Were there as many proceedings such as discipiinary (unintelligible)
and that sort of thing after the Bar was set up than before?
CG: I don't think so.
PC: Just that you would (unintelligible).
CG: Well, there were many, even before, but I didn't know in total
numbers. But I don't think there was a great rash of disciplinary
proceedings after the Integrated Bar was set up. But there hadn't been
a great rash of disciplinary proceedings prior to one Assistant U.3.
Attorney filing a lot of them either.
PC: When you were done with the U.S. Attorney's Office, what did you
do?

There
CG: I went into private practice. / had been a U.S. Commissioner in

ex officio Probate Judge that I had a lot of practice before as an
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Assistant U.S. Attorney named Gordon W. Hartlieb. And there was a
City Attorney named John L. Rader, and so the three of us decided to
form a firm inl1955. Rader was still City Attorney, Hartlieb quit the
U.S. Commissioner and ex officio Probate Judge as his job, and I quit
as Assistant U.S. Attorney, and we formed a firm, flipped a coin as to
whose name was going to be first. I won the flip but he was so adamant
that I let him go first. So we'formed the firm called Hartlieb, Groh
and then a few months later Rader came in, and it was Hartlieb, Groh &
Rader.

PC: Was it a three man firm.

CG: A three man firm.

PC: You didn't have anybody working for you?

CG: No.

PC: What kind of cases did you have?

CG: Anything we could get.

PC: Was it hard to get cases?

CG: Well, - Rader always said that we were grubbing with the chickens
in the yard and we were trying to get cases, and we did get cases.

PC: We were talking about how Hartlieb, Groh & Rader got business.

CG: We got it. There weren't that many lawyers in town so we could
get some business. I just left the U.S. Attorney's office, so I got a
lot of criminal cases on the basis of my reputation there. Mr. Rader
was City Attorney and joined the firm in May or June of 1955 and so he
brought some city business with him. Mr. Hartlieb had been the
Commissioner and ex officio Judge, and had a lot of friends in town and
got some business from there. And then I recall we basically repre-
sented the labor movement and labor lawyers are hard to find. I think
within the first few years we probably represented the whole labor
movement in Anchorage. Laborers, teamsters, carpenters, laundry workers,

painters, the whole labor movement, and that's what we did. We also
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did negligence work. I also did some criminal defense work and when

I say we were grubbing in the dirt with the chickens, I'm serious
about that. We were just hustling along and did our thing. Mr. Rader
can tell you the story a heck of a lot betfer than I can, but we had

a little office at Fifth and E Sts. where the National Bank of Alaska
is. He needed a new floor in his office and we went down to the local
lumber store and bought a 4x8 piece of plywood. We set it in there
and it fit perfectly, that was the size of his office. Mr. Hartlieb's
office had the heater in it, and I had to go through his office to get
to mine. Mine wasn't a heck of a lot bigger than 4x8. Since Hartlieb
was first on the (unintelligible), he had the biggest office and he
also had the heater. But he didn't have a bathroom so we had to go to
City Hall to go to the bathroom.

PC: How long did it take for you to build up the practice?

CG: When you build a practice up, you just do work for clients, and
you get new clients and you settle their matters and they go away.

But we were very busy and we all worked very hard. We didn't make an
enormous amount of money but we made enough to live on. We had a
Russian veto system in the firm.

PC: What's that?

CG: You have to have unanimity before you take any course of action.
That didn't have to do with the trying of cases or anything, but it
had to do with what investments we were going to make and whether we
were going to switch kinds of clients or get into certain kinds of
business. Frankly, it worked out fairly well. If you're reasonable
persons and you can achieve unanimity, then everybody goes forward.
But we were both social friends and law partners, and we sort of did
all these things together.

PC: Just a question going back a little bit to when you were U.S.

Attorney. How did the criminal defense work, how were lawyers
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appointed to defend the criminals, because you were public defender

at the time?

CG: The Court just had a 1list and if a criminal defendant was
indigent, he would go down the list and the next guy in line would get
the case. I certainly have handled my share of those, but most of the
time if the defendant had money, he'd hired one of the top criminal
defense lawyers in town. Most defendants had some money.,

PC: .Did you get paid if you were appointed by the Court?

CG: I can't remember what it was, but my best recollection is that it
was $25 an hour.

PC: Was that good or bad in those days?

CG: It was not equivalent to what we were charging.

PC: How long did you stay with Hartlieb and Rader?

CG: That firm, I think, lasted seven years. Mr. Rader took a leave
of absence and became Alaska's first Attorney General. We, in addition
to being lawyers, were businessmen. We /were different in that respect
from a lot of the lawyers in town who didn't understand business.

We bought and sold lots of properties and so we supplemented our other
income by law (unintelligible) by being in real estate.

PC: Was that more profitable than the lawyer end of it?

CG: If you sell one piece of property you make $100,000, that's a lot
of divorces.

.PC= Had you started out with the intent of being both a business
corporation or a business entity and a law firm?

CG: We cerﬁainly did.

PC: Who had the idea?

CG: All of us, it was a joint idea.

PC: Why?

CG: Just because we figured out it was a lot easier to sell a piece

of property than to do 25 divorces. And we were knowledgeable in real

22



estate. Mr. Rader had left to become Attorney General and Mr. Hartlieb
and I continued to practice law. Mr. Rader was also in the Legisla-
ture. We went into a variety of businesses, not businesses but real
estate. We shied away from operating businesses, it's too hard to be
there when the guy's counting the money so we'd buy real estate and_
sell that. We were acquainted with market conditions in Anchorage.

We got a piece of property one time for $45%000’ the market went up and
we sold it for $75,000, the market went down, we bought it again for
$45,000, the market went up and we sold it again for $75,000. So we
made $30,000 on that piece of property twice. I guess we were good at
it.

PC: It sounds like you were. After you split up, what made you split
up?

CG: What makes marriages split up, something happens. I think we
split up in '62. Mr. Rader wanted to run for Governor. I”didn't mind
him running for Governor. He's a good friend of mine, he and I are
still partners in various enterprises. But I didn't think I should
practice law while he was running for Governor.

PC: Why not?

CG: Because political power is not assignable, and the fact that he
was Governor wasn't really going to help me. I didn't want to work
the long hours that I was working while he ran for Governor. But we
weren't unhappy with each other in that respect, I just explained to
him that I wanted to dissolve the firm if he was going to run for
Governor, so I dissolved the firm.

PC: How did Mr. Hartlieb feel about it all?

CG: I think he agreed with it, really.

PC: Were either of the two of you political?

CG: We all were political in a sense. Mr.Hartlieb and I happened to
be Republicans, Mr. Rader happened to be a Democrat, that was not
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uncommon in Anchorage in those days. It was common, as a matter of
fact. One partner would be a Democrat and some of the others
Republicans. But that didn't have anything to do with it. Our friend-
ship overcame all that. I subsequently, years later in '71, 72, 73,
and '74 served in the Legislature with Mr. Rader in the Senate. We'd
fight periodically on the floor but we always remained good friends.
During that period of time, I guess we had a lot of big cases, I can't

even remember them all. One of them was the United States v The

Anchorage Central Labor Council. We were still representing a lot of

the labor movement, but in that case we got declared unconstitutional,
or the Judge never really got to that question, the issue of contribu-
tions by labor unions to political parties. I had a whole lot of
criminal cases, murder cases of all kinds, and I spent an awful lot

of time in the courtroom. I guess mundane things like regular cases,
divorce cases, foreclosures, etc. We concentrated on the commercial,
our non-labor practice was basically commercial - banks, and that's
what we did.

PC: 1Is the First National Bank of Anchorage one

CG: I've never represented the First National Bank of Alaska.

PC: You just maintain your office there?

CG: Yes.,

PC: Was there a rivalry between the two banks? I've heard that
lawyers have split between both banks, one bank and not the other bank.
CG: I think that's true, but that's inevitably true, I think. They're
competitors, so there is a certain amount of rivalry.

PC: It didn't go back to some underlying stories?

CG: They're just competitors.,

PC: After you split up, what did you do?

CG: I formed a firm called Groh and RenKert. : He had been

Hartieb, Groki v . ’
a law clerk with v Rader. He and I formed a firm and we practiced
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for a number of years.

PC: Did you have any other law cClerks while you were with KGR 2

CG: Mr. Walton.

PC: Who?

CG: Pete Walton. We had a number of them, I can't remember what all
their names are. There was Mr. Roth who was here and then left the
State. Mr. Walton. I can't remember the names of any others.

PC: Who did you just form a partnership with?

CG: Ron Benkert.

PC: Did you keep doing corporate transactions and, it sounds more like
real estate transactions.

CG: Corporate, real estate, some union.

PC: The impression I had was that you as a Republican would bear any
strains with all this labor work? Republicans aren't usually repre-
senting labor.

CG: I don't know that that made a great deal of difference. During
this period of time, in '55, I ran for the school board, and I was on
the school board and I was President of the school board. I was on it
for four years. I subsequently, as I indicated to you, went on the
Board of Governors of the Bar Assoc. and was President for a year. I
subsequently went on the City Council_and was acting Mayor.

PC: You were acting Mayor? When? What were the circumstances?

CG: Mr. Rasmuson was the Chairman of the Board of the National Bank
of Alaska and was the Mayor. He was gdne all the time and so I was
Vice Mayor, so I acted as Mayor most of that year. I spent time on
the City Council and on the Borough Assembly. I was on the first
Borough Assembly. Subsequent to that I was Chairman of the Charter
Commission that unified the City and the Borough. Subsequent to
that I was in the State Senate. Now, what was your question?

PC: Was this while you were practicing with Mr. Benkert?

CG: No, this is when I was with Hartlieb and Rader, and with
L i~



Mr. Benkert and my subsequent friends. But that's a lot of years of
public service. ’
PC: How did you manage to find time to do both that and practice?

CG: You run quickly. I°'d always been in public service and I stayed
in it, and I still practiced.

PC: Do you think there are as many lawyers now doing that much public
service as there were in the early years?

CG: There isn't because all you have to do is look at the make up of
the Legislature, the local public offices, and the present Municipal
Assembly which is the combination of the Borough and the City. You
have two lawyers that I can think of off-hand, I don't think there are
any more than two - Josephson and Walsh. At one time, in the Legis-
lature, it was basically made up of mostly lawyers and that isn't true
anymore.

PC: Why?

CG:s Well, because you can't run for the Legislature and be in public
office and retain any semblanée of a law practice, number one. Number
two, there is very little glory in being in public office anymore.
There wasn't ever much glory in it, but at least you were half-heartedly
respected before if you were willing to devote your time to the office.
I don't think that's true anymore. I can tell you why I don't think
that's true, because the local press, maybe Watergate or whatever, has
made performing public service a terrible chore, and because you're
automatically assumed to be crooked, rotten, dirty, filthy and all that.
And why take the grief of running for public office. Thanks to one

of the Anchorage newspapers, there are no heroes in Alaska, everything
is torn down. Instead of saying, Mr. Rader's a perfect example, he
was in the Legislature and public office for 16 years and because he
happens to disagree, he did a very valuable service, and because he
happens to disagree with one of the local newspapers on the capital

move issue, he was constantly denigrated, cut up, ridiculed. And the



fact, for example, that he passed the first Borough law, the fact

that he single-handedly passed the abortion law, or at least fought

the fight, the fact that he was a competent legislator for years is
never recognized. If any one person islresponsible for the Trans-
Alaska Pipeline law getting through the Legislature, I was, but nobody
knows that and nobody cares less. As a matter of fact, if we didn't
have the Trans-Alaska Pipeline, neither you nor I would be here.

PC: Why couldn't you retain your semblance of law practice now and

be in the Legislature?

CG: Because it takes too much time, and you can't be in two places

at once. I served in one session in 1971 or 72 for 160 days. You can't
be in Juneau for 160 days and then back here for 200 days and endeavor
to maintain a law practice unless you have an extremely generous law
partners who are willing to (unintelligible.) But there are none of
those around. _

PC: When you were with Benkert, what other things did you do besides
public service, criminal and corporate work? Did you do any Native
work?

CG: I certainly did.

PC: (Unintelligible).

CG: 1In 1966, Mr. McCutcheon and I, and I don't care what the Native
history books say, I'm going to tell you what happened, and I have the
records to prove it. We sat at the Quarterdeck of the Captain Cook
and decided to create the Alaska Federation of Natives. We, at that
time, were representing the Native village over here that had come into
some wealth-knOWn as the Native Village of Tyonek. They collected

$14 million as a result of lawsuits that Mr. McCutcheon had filed
against the Dept. of the Interior, and he got the $14 million for the
Natives. And after having been to that village and creating homes for

everybody and everything else, we decided that we would try to organize
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an Alaska Federation of Natives so we brought some leadership
together, and all kinds of guys presently take credit for this, but

I have the correspondence to prove that we did it, if anybody wants

to see it.

PC: I'd love to see it.

CG: We wrote to various guys who now presently run around saying it
was their idea, but that's not important. We used the Tyonek money to
have the first State-wide Alaska Federation of Natives meeting which
was held_in October, 1966. I even have correspondence and memos between
Mr. McCutcheon and me as to who we should make the first President of
the Alaska Federation of Natives. Now, the people involved don't want
to admit that, but that is the fact. Nobody had any money to do it
except the Tyoneks, and it was through the Tyoneks, that's the way it
was done. I wrote the first Constitution for the Alaska Federation of
Natives which I incidentally copied from the Teamsters consti-
tution. Nobody wants to admit that, but that's where it came from.
You know the little triple symbol of the Natives, the three rings that
look like the Olympic rings? Mr. Don Wright(?) and I took those off
of Schaffer's beer bottle in New Jersey one time. And we put Eskimo
and Indian and Aleut on the rings.

PC: Who put the little (unintelligible).

CG: We put the Eskimo and Indian and Aleut on it, that's where the
symbols came from. After we helped create the Alaska Federation of
Natives, there was an argument as to how much the lawyer does and how
much the people do. But that was our first meeting, and then I would
become General Counsel for the Federation of Natives. Mr. McCutcheon
and I represented almost all of the Native groups in the State except
for three, I guess. We never represented the NANA, which is the
Kotzebue group, and we never represented the North Slope, we never

represented Fairbanks or Doyon, and we never represented Southeastern.
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PC: Why not?

CG: Because they had other lawyers, they either got other lawyers or
they had other lawyers. _

PC: Who were the other lawyers involved?

CG: Barry Jackson from Fairbanks, Roger Conners, who is now on the
Supreme Court represented the Aleuts, and Fred Paul from Seattle
represented the North Slope. Our law firm represented Kodiak, Bristol
Bay, Unalakleet, Nome, Eklutna, Kenai, Copper River, Cordova or Chugach.
I don't know if there were any others, but certainly out of the 12
Regionals, we represented probably 8 of them.

PC: So was this your firm with McCutcheon? Was Benkert with you at
Ithe time?

CG: In 1966, maybe '65, we formed a firm called McCutcheon, Groh &
Benkert. What had happened is that McCutcheon represented the Tyoneks
and needed some help, and he approached me and we joined forces, made
the firm, and our goal was going to be to represent the Natives, and
that's what we did.

PC: Was this after the Tyonek settlement or does this go back? Did
you ever join forces with the other attorneys?

CG: (Unintelligible).

PC: When?

CG: During the October 1966 Convention when Natives came in from all
over the State, that was the first State-wide convention that was ever
held, the other lawyers came in and we participated in a variety of
conferences and discussions with the other lawyers as to how we should
settle Native claims. So from the beginning we worked together.

PC: And what did you decide to do?

CG: There are all kinds of books written about this. The most
definitive book on the subject is my own son's book which he wrote as

senior thesis at Harvard. It's never been published but I'm sure you
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can get a copy. But in any event, we could talk for four days on the
issue of Native claims.

PC: Why don't you tell me about Mr. McCutcheon then. (unintelligible).
CG: Mr. McCutcheon was a brilliant young man. He was born in Anchorage,
went through Anchorage grade school and high school, never went to
college nor law school. He read law under Mr. Grigsby and he passed
the Bar. He was always a very prominant Democratic politician. At

one stage, his father and his brother, Steve McCutcheon who is a non-
lawyer, and he, all served in the Legislature together. He was great
political allies with Senator Bartlett and Grpuening, maybe I should say
Gruening and Bartlett. He was a good criminal lawyer. Because of his
lack of formal education in the Bar he was not a brilliant brief writer.
He was a trial lawyer. In the years that he and I joined up, because

I had the formal background and could do the legal memorandum, and I
was a fair trial lawyer myself. And so we joined together and went
forward from there.

PC: Did he ever tell you why he went out of the criminal work to work
with the Natives?

CG: I don't know that he ever told me. He was a great believer in
helping the underdog, the minority, he alwayé had a great deal of senti-
ment for the oppressed, and that was a natural thing for him. I
suppose 1t was natural that he should drift into representing the
Native groups. He was a dramatist. I'll tell you one story about

him. Prior to Statehood, the big thing in Alaska was to oppose fish
traps, salmon fish traps. He had a speech against salmon fish traps.

I heard him do it, at least 30 times but he made me cry each time he
gave it. It was that good a speech.

Tape #1 ends.

Tape #2, Side A

CG: In the Statehood movement fight, Mr. Atwood was Chairman of the
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Alaska Statehood Commission, McCutcheon was on the Commission, he
fought what he called the Seattle interests, the salmon interests,

and I guess it was inevitable that he drifted into, after he got the
settlement for the town, helping to create the Federation of Natives.
PC: I've spoken to other attornies, of course, on different sides of
issues. Do attornies normally still, or did they in the earlier days,
socialize together when they were on different ends of political issue?
CG: Yes. .

PC: Were there any great chasms between political sides, or great
riits? I

CG: No, I don't think so. Wendell Kay, for example, had a law partner
named Paul Robison and Robison was a big Republican and Kay was a big
Democrat. Robison would issue a press release blasting Kay and the
Democrats, and Kay would issue a press release blasting Robison and

the Republicans, and then they'd all go have a beer together.

PC: 1Is this true today, too?

CG: I don't think it's true to the extent today that it was then because
it's a lot bigger now and the lines are probably more sharply drawn.

I mean, I served in the Legislature with Chancy Croft(?) for four

years. We were on opposite sides and the same side, but he and I

really didn't socialize very much.

PC: Is it that it's a larger community and you don't have to socialize?
CG: I think that's right, but on the other hand I have lunch with

Mr. Rader and we've been both partners and political opponents and a
variety of things over the years. I guess it depends on the individuals.
He and I have lunch together two or three times a month.

PC: After you worked with McCutcheon, or when did you work with
McCutcheon then?

CG: He and I were partners for about six years, from '66 to '72.

There were various other guys in that firm, it was McCutcheon, Groh
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& Benkert, then it was McCutcheon, Groh, Benkert & Green, and then it
was McCutcheon, Groh, Benkert, Green & Walter.

PC: Who are Green and Walter? Just give me first names.

CG: Bill Green and Karl Walter. And I think those firms lasted from
sometime in '66 to sometime in either '71 or '72.

PC: Were you still doing corporate work at the same time and labor
work, or had you devoted most of your time to the Nativé laws?

CG: No, we got off the labor work pretty much, we were doing a lot
of corporate work. I had, in the meantime, created Security Title &
Trust Co. which is downstairs in this building, so we were doing a lot
of title company work, bank work, contractors, sort of a commercial
practice.

PC: What happened in '727

CG: We dissolved the firm.

PC: Why did you dissolve it?

CG: I keep dissolving these firms, right? Primarily because, for a
variety of reasons it wasn't working so Groh, Benkert & Walter split
off from McCutcheon. In the meantime, Native claims had been settled
so we formed a firm called Groh, Benkert & Walter.

PC: Did you continue to do Native work or did McCutcheon keep the
Native end?

CG: I think we both did it, but once the Claims Act was settled, there
was a whole bunch of new people who came in to reap the spoils.

PC: A lot of Outside lawyers?

CG: Yes. John W. Hendrickson was in that firm at one time.

PC: Did he go with McCutcheon or with Groh

CG: No, he left before the split.

PC: How did you feel about all these Outside lawyers coming in?

CG: It didn't really bother me. There were a lot of other guys that

were terribly upset about it. I really didn't think they were going to
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do that much more than we could do, but they certainly had the desires
and the national names, there was Justice Goldberg, Ramsey Clark,'Weissf
bredt from D.C.

PC: Who from D.C.?

CG: Weissbrodt& Weissbrod}, they were Indian lawyers. It was the Seattle
firm coming in from every place.

PC: So did you move out of the Native field?

CG: I think so, yes. I was in the State.Senate then, so I was gone;

I was in the State Senate from '71, '72, 73 and '74, so I'd be gone

for up to 55 months a year in Juneau, and this is when the big fights
were going on in the Legislature over the construction of the pipeline,
so the sessions were very long and arduous.

"PC: How did you manage to keep up your practice and your friends?

At the same time.

CG:s It was difficult. It ultimately resulted in, I think that contri-
buted to the dissolution of the McCutcheon firm, and it also éontributed
to the dissolution of the Groh, Benkert firm.

PC: Did you weigh that when you decided to run for the Legislature?

CG: I guess I did, yes.

PC: So you weighed the firm vs. the State Legislature and the Legis-
lature won.

CG: Yes.,

PC: In 1974, what firm were you left with when you got out of the
Legislature?

CG: I didn't dissolve right away because by this time, as a result of
hard work, effort, intelligence and otherwise I had worked up until I
had the finest clients in the State, and I represented Alyeska Pipeline,
on the construction of the pipeline, and I represented Fleur, which is
half of the construction of the pipeline, and I represented all kinds
of other companies that had worked on the pipeline. We had a big

practice, but the remmants of my Legislative days were still a problem,
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so we dissolved the firm. And at that time, I had a lot of young men
in the firm and so I dissolved the other firm and created a firm with
these other guys, and those are the guys that are here today. And I
don't think we did that until '76.

PC: So this is a fairly new firm.

CG: It's fairly new as far as everybody but Groh, he's always been
here.

PC: Did you keep most of your clients?

CG: Sure. Not most of them, I kept my share of them.

PC: Like the Alyeska Pipeline and the ones that you'd mentioned earlier.
Since 1976, have you been as involved in public service and doing
everything else ?

CG: Well, I took a stint.as Republican National Committeeman, I don't
remember what years those were, but I was Republican National Commi ttee-
man for two years. I think they were '76, '77. 1'd been on the
Central Committee of the Republican Party all the way through. In
1978 I made another try for political office.

PC: What did you run for?

CG:  State Senate, only election I ever lost, but I lost it by 300
votes. Since then I've just been on the Republican Central Committee.
I, of course, have been active in the reapportionment area, I sued

Egan in '72, Hammond v. Egan, in '74 Groh v. Egan, in '76 Groh

v. Hammond, and in '80 I was on the reapportionment (unintelligible),

or '81 I guess.

PC: No more suits then, right?

CG: No more suits. But this last plan, I was on the Board so that's
public service.

PC: Just looking over the Bar as long as you've been here, have there
been major changes in the tenor of the Bar that you can point out?

CG: Other than the fact that it's so much larger, and that they get

into what I conceive to be relatively petty disputes, I'd say no.
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PC: Did you deliver the Bar exam?

CG: I wrote it. I wrote it and then graded it.

PC: Can you tell me about the procedure that was used or, tell me
about the Bar exam, how you changed it?

CG: 1In the final analysis, as in the Legislature, you get very little
effective volunteerism in these matters. I think it was the year that
I was President of the Bar I couldn't get anybody to write it, so I

of course bonded with the National Conference of Bar Examiners and got
a whole bunch of questions from them, and just prepared the exam myself.
Then I would appoint a Grading Committee and they would grade it and
the Board would meet and decide if they passed or if they didn"t. I
considered that sort of fascinating, to write one. I think I wrote two
of them, I'm not sure. I know I wrote one, I might have written twos.
And then of course originally we didn't even have any numbers system

to keep the name of the examinee secret. We had them put their names
on it and then we got to thinking that maybe that wasn't quite fair, so
we set up the single number system and then we ultimately went through
double numbers system.

PC: Was there any set procedure for Bar exams when you did it?

This is in '59, right?

CG: Yes, '59. Well, you hired a hall and you told everybody to come,
and they all came down and took the exam. I did do one thing from it,
though, I thought maybe it was unfair at the time but after I found out
who was the brightest guy, I'd go try to hire him. The guy that
impressed me the most ever was Pete Walton. It was an evidence
question and he said, if you look in Volume VIII on page 265 of Wigmore,
you'd see the answer, and so I went to Volume VIII, page 265 of Wigmore
and he was right.

PC: Before you did the Bar, before you wrote it, how was it handled?
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CG: Other guys wrote it.

PC: Was it just the Bar Board of Governors before you? They just
handled it?

CG: They would have been appointed by the Examining Committee or the
Preparation of the Bar Exam Committee or whatever we called it in those
days. The House would get together, and if you had some help you'd

use it, and if you didn't have some help you didn't use it. Ultimately,
somebody had to take the responsibility of preparing it and giving it.
PC: Who were active in the Bar at that time? I
CG: The Executive Director, I think, was either Pete Kalamarides or
his secretary, one or the other. They ran it for a number of years.
And when I was President of the Bar, her name was Carol Benney, I think.
She was pretty much the person who did iﬁ. She did the mechanics, she
couldn't prepare the exams.

PC: Were there a lot of people coming in at that time?

CG: I don't know what's a lot.

PC: In '52 when yow were (unintelligible).

CG: Sure, the numbers have always increased.

PC: What I'm trying to get at is that with Statehood in '59, did you
see a particular

CG: You can take the population booms of Anchorage, whether it's
Statehood or whatever, and the number of lawyers are in proportion to

the population. If it's a big population you get more lawyers.
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