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INTERVIEW WITH CATHERINE RORABACK 
FEBRUARY 3, 2006 

Ok, it's February 3, 2006 and I am Carolyn Kelly and I am here on a sunny afternoon 
in Canaan, Connecticut, not to be confused with "New Canaan", and I am talking and 
sitting here with Catherine Roraback, who we are going to be talking with today. 
Catherine, we are in Canaan, Connecticut, and could you just describe, this is in the 
northwest part of Connecticut and tell me a little bit about the town and your 

··----------connection.here.-----------·----·-------------·-------~---·------------------------·-·----------------------

Well, the town itself, which is on the border with Massachusetts, and about 10 miles or 15 
from the border of New York State, in that corner. Canaan originally was a large township 
and the township next to it of New York State is Salsbury, but in the northern part of Canaan 
they were very religious in the township itself, the northern part was an area which 
eventually became what's known as the Village of Canaan, where we are now. It occurred 
because there was a crossing of two rail lines. One was a railroad that came up from New 
York City and the other was one that crossed the state from Norwich, Connecticut over to 
Poughkeepsie, New York and went through Canaan. So these two lines intersected there, 
in Canaan. My father was born here in town and as a boy his aspiration in life was to be a 
conductor on the Central New England Railroad. It was a very exciting railroad town, I 
gather. The people, in order to go to Chicago, trains would come up from New York to 
Canaan and then the sleepers or parlor cars, or what have you, would be switched onto the 
train that went across the Hudson River west to Poughkeepsie and across the Hudson, 
joined the Delaware, Lakawana and onto the West. 

What was, your father was born here so what were his parents doing here? What was 
there ... 

My grandfather was a native of this area. He was born in New Marlboro, Massachusetts, 
but he had become a lawyer and he married a young lady, this was about. .. years ago, the 
picture ... , a young lady who lived in Canaan and he opened his first office here in Canaan 
after he became a lawyer. 

Am I understanding this that he eventually became a judge? 

That's correct. 

And a judge on the .. 

Supreme Court of Errors and Appeals in the State of Connecticut. He was a trial judge in 
the Superior Court for many years and he also served on the Common Pleas Court. 

So you have a tradition of lawyering in your family. Were there any other lawyers in 
your family? 

Zillions of them. 

Zillions. All right, well we won't go into the background with each one of those. 



Interview with Catherine Roraback 
February 3, 2006 

There was one cousin of his who read law in his office, Willard Roraback and he went to 
Torrington and several sons who became lawyers and one of his great grandsons, who was 
Andrew Roraback, he's in the Legislature now, in this part, he's a Senator. 

In the State of Connecticut. Grandpa's young brother, Jay Henry Roraback, also read law in 
the office and became a lawyer here and he went on to become the head of Connecticut 
Light & Power and eventually, and also got into politics and the Republican boss of 
Connecticut. 

Now, Roraback, is a little bit unusual name. What sort of ethnic origin is the name 
Rora back? 

Well, interestingly enough, it's from the area of Alsace-Lorraine that they came. When I was 
in, can't remember, if you'd warned me I would have remembered, but anyway there's a 
French, a very famous French city that right in that area and when I was traveling in Europe, 
we discovered on the map just outside of town, in a little community, which I never could 
find I must say, just a farmhouse but it was Rohrbach and the derivation of the name is 
Rohrbach is a "roaring brook". 

Very good. 

Yes. 

I should have said at the beginning of this that we are sitting in Catherine's office and 
the population of Canaan is approximately, what? 

The township is about 3,000. 

And how long have you.had your office in Canaan? 

Well this office was started by my grandfather in 1873 and his son, and my Uncle, Jay 
Clinton Roraback, practiced here, Uncle Henry practiced here various times and my Uncle 
Clint, for Clinton, died in 1955, which is when I inherited the office. 

But did you come here to practice full-time in 1955? 

No. What had happened was in '48, I was admitted to practice in '48 and I got a job in New 
Haven and I practiced in New Haven. 

All right. I really do want to go back to the beginning and I know you were born in 
Brooklyn, New York in 1920. Is that correct? 
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Yes. 

And the day? 

September 1 ih. 
, __ ., ____ ,;•• ...... --.. -.. ...,._,_, ___ ........... ~.---=•--• --V .... _ • ....,. • ••. -~--.--<. •.~_,..,.••=-· -··-· ·----·'• ·"···-·•-•' •-'••~~---- - _-.. . .-.....,,,.. ..... .....__-.-~ .• ~-• • • , __ ..._. ___ ~ ........ - --- ---..,-., _--..;..,;. ...... , ·~-- ,-<, ~------·<'·-P~ - ,,__ ·• •• ~ .: ., -,• • -•-• -

September 17, 1920. And how did, since your father was born in Canaan, how did 
you get to Brooklyn? 

Well, he was a minister, he got a church in Brooklyn. 

And did you live in Brooklyn throughout your ... 

My mother was a native of Brooklyn. 

Oh, and that was another reason. What, you were born in Brooklyn and did you live 
essentially until you went off to school in the same neighborhood? 

Yeah. I always lived in Flatbush, 215 Fenimore Street, if you want the address. 

Well, that's good to know. 

And, I went to college in '37. 

What kind of a neighborhood was Flatbush when you were growing up? 

It was a middle class residential neighborhood. 

Was it a mixed ... 

Single-family homes. 

Mixed ethnically or not? 

Not at that time. Later on, well that's not quite true, I guess, I'm just trying to think and my 
dear friend when I was in grade school was Italian, Sicilian. And there were various groups. 
It was primarily just middle class Anglo-Saxon derivation. 

Did you have siblings? 

Yes. I have a brother, five years older than I was, and a sister who was two years older. 

You went to school in the neighborhood? 
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Yeah. PS 92. 

How big would their classes be at that time, do you remember? 

I suppose 20 or 25, I'm not exactly sure. 

Do you remember anything special or unusual about your education at that time? 

Actually when I was finishing PS 92 and I was going to graduate, it was 1932 or '33 and at 
that point the Depression was very heavy. The high school I would have gone to, Erasmus 
School, the public high school, which was where my brother went, they were running three 
sessions a day because there were so many people in school. No jobs, so went to high 
school for a job and each class was very large. There were times when people would sit ·on 
windowsills and stuff because they didn't have enough chairs. My father and mother 
decided that we should go to private school, my sister and I, my brother had gone to 
Erasmus. Actually, Erasmus was originally a private boys school for Dutch students in the 
Dutch that predominated in Brooklyn. And my mother had been born on a farm in Brooklyn, 
but her father had gone to Erasmus as a private boy's school. In any event, we went to, we 
were put into the Brooklyn Institute, which my mother attended. 

Where was that located? 

That was in area of Brooklyn called Park Slope. 

Was this a co-educational private school? 

No, it was a girl's school and probably the best education I got. I was never in a class of 
more than 14 students at most. 

Did you have, were your teachers male or female? 

Female teachers. Had a Headmistress and very rigorous .... 

What at that time did you have a favorite subject or did you like everything, or what? 

I loved school actually. I was, I remember various areas, we had a great history teacher, we 
had a mathematics, chemistry teacher I remember. The English teachers were wonderful. 

In this period, up until you graduated, and you said you graduated in 1938 .. 

'37 

'37. Were there any other people, outside of school, that had an influence on you, or 
were there any events that you recall that had an impact on your future and future 
philosophy? 
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Well, I think the Brooklyn Dodgers had a great influence on me, but that's hard to have 
made me a lawyer, but .. 

You were a follower of .. 

Well if the Dodgers played in Evett's Field, which was approximately 12 blocks from our 
house, and I can remember as a child, I used to play baseball out on the street with my 
friends, we used to sit in the back yard and the Dodgers would be playing a game and bet 
among ourselves, just from the sound of the crowd of Evett's Field, what was happening 
and what the score would be. In another stage there was no broadcast of baseball games 
so we had to wait until the news at 6 o'clock to find out on the radio what had happened and 
we used to check and see how well we'd guessed the score. 

Now did you ever go to the game? 

Oh, there was a wonderful time when my brother took me, for my birthday when I was 12 
years old, and he took me up to Giants Stadium, something Bluff, you know, upper 
Manhattan, took me for a double-header with the Giants. I remember that vividly. 

Now your father was a minister, and that was Congregational, did you say? 

Congregational, correct. 

So, was church life part of your life growing up? 

Oh, yeah, although, we'd go to church every Sunday and Sunday school and stuff. I don't 
remember doing things during the week. But I do remember when I was in high school 
there was a time when I decided I didn't want to go to church anymore and I stopped going, 
which I always thought was an amazing thing to have done. The amazing part of it is that 
my father did not refuse fo let me do it. He sort of accepted that I was going my own way. 

Did you develop a reason for not going? Did you tell your father the reason that you 
didn't want to go? 

I'm sure I talked to him about it. I remember what the reason was, I did not like the fact, it's 
hard to explain, but my real feeling was that I disliked all of the hypocrites that were in his 
church. And I think that a lot of minister's children become very cynical about formalized 
religion. I've never done a survey on this, but I know that I'm not the only one who reacted 
to it. But the way my father handled it was just, well, that's a decision you've made, and he 
went along with it. Of course it was not a permanent thing, but I've never become a every
day-of-the-week format religious person. I think I have a very basic, ethical, Biblical 
devotion, but it came from my relationship with my family. 
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It sounds as if you had a fairly close family growing up. 

Oh, yes. Actually, my poor father was probably happy when I stopped going because I can 
remember that we would come home from church and my father having just conducted the 
s-ervtee ana--his-sermon whietrhe! d been working on-aU week,- and-we wouki- tear-tt..aparUof-··· 
him and argue with him about it. And that was a standard thing at Sunday dinner, you 
know, by the time that I'd gotten old enough to participate and my brother and my sister and 
I would just discuss the sermon. So he had to go through that after church. Today, for 
instance, I, a lot, I still refer to the Bible periodically. It's not in a formal way but with a total 
ethical background that I have. 

Did your parents, were they part of any groups outside of the home, other than 
church? Anything that you recall that they were involved in outside of the home? 

My mother's primary thing was her children, plus the Women's Society at the church. At 
least that's what I remember. 

She probably had some ... 

She was just a very active person. A child's perception of what their parents are doing can 
be a little absurd. I do remember going, for instance, and there's one bit of it that I 
remember, as we were on our way, my mother and I, my sister and brother were not there, 
so we did it. There's an armory in Brooklyn. We took the trolley down and we were walking 
down the street in Brooklyn's ... armory. Upstairs at the Society, it was called the Society for 
the Blind, or something like that. But the incident I remember is that I must have made 
so-me remark about someone who was there on the street, or sitting on the street, I think it 
was someone sitting on a street, on these brownstone houses, and my mother gave me a 
very serious, a very quiet, but very serious lecture that I was never to say something like 
that again, whatever it was, that I was no better t_han anyone else and there were people 
that hadn't had as many good fortunes as I had and the fact that they lived there was not a 
reflection on them and I should never think of someone else's life as less or worse than I 
was. 

That stuck with you, that did something? In your high school, at what point did you 
realize that you were going to go to college? 

Oh, it was always assumed that I would go to college. I had my father, when I was 9 years 
old at the time, my grandfather died. I had no memory of my grandfather so it may have 
been in the early 20s, but my father inherited some stock from my grandfather and he had 
just put it aside and it was the money for our college education, it never got touched. That 
was how he was going to send his children to college. The 9-year-old part of it was that 
summer when we up in the country at the lake, would have been the summer of '29, and we 
followed the stock pages to see how much money papa had for our college educations and 
we used to read the stock pages every day. That's when I learned how to do it. 
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Apparently, his stock did not become devalued in the Crash, or did it? 

No, the interesting thing that happened was that he had set a figure on it. He said if that 
stock hits $50,000.00 he was gonna sell it. And it actually hit $50,000.00 and he sold it and 

• two-weekstaterthe€rash·begar..--•--• •-----••·- - "---- • "• ---•-. ' a +-+, ·•d ----.-••••--H __ ,, ___ ,,a, _,, -~-~-'-'-·-·-·-·-

Isn't that interesting. 

Of course, it shrank some but we all went to college. We didn't all go to college. My sister 
didn't. 

She could have. 

She could have. 

Did generally the other young women in your high school go to college or was it 
unusual for you to go? 

It wasn't unusual, I mean, I suppose there were two different tracks, I guess you'd call them, 
in the high school. People who were going to go to college and those who were not going. 
There was no distinction between us socially, there was certain things we had to study if we 
were going to college. 

Did you, would you say half went to college? 

At least. 

At least half. And how did you decide where you were going to go? 

Well, that was something else. It was essentially up to me to decide where I want to go. My 
father's oldest sister had gone to Mount Holyoke, so that was one on the books. I also had 
a good friend who was going to go to Wheaton and I thought about Wheaton. I also got 
catalogs and I went up and saw Bennington, which was just being organized as a new 
college at the time. I had catalogs from a couple of other places, but the ones I remember 
going to see were Bennington and Holyoke. I don't know if I ever went Wheaton, I can't 
remember that. 

Now, was Wheaton at that time a girl's school? 

Yeah. 

You considered only girl's schools at that time and did you even think about that? 
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Actually, I remember thinking about going to California but that was sort of, just to be that far 
away. I think I was pretty much, maybe it was the influence of family, I don't know, but I 
remember after I'd seen Holyoke, I really, it's a beautiful campus if you ever get the chance 
to see it, it's a wonderful place, and there was, the Headmistress of the Brooklyn Institute 
where I was going had been at the Holyoke and so she obviously was pitching it a bit. My 

~.·.··----· bes.tfriend. _actuaily_wenttC1..Vassai:. thaty.ear- and.J.considered.Vassai:r--Forreason&-i- can-'~---·-·--· ~
tell you now, I didn't think of it then. 

So you went immediately the year after you graduated from high school. And how 
old were you when you graduated from high school? 

16 

Sixteen. So you advanced ahead, that sounds young, but it may not have been. 

No, I skipped a couple of grades. 

You skipped a couple along the way and so you went right to Mount Holyoke. How 
was that experience? 

Well, that was sort of a continuation. Holyoke's a great place and I've always felt that, my 
brother was very concerned about my going to college when I did. He thought I was too 
young having skipped those grades, but it would be better if I waited a year. He actually 
talked to me about doing that, but I didn't and I went off to college. I do think that socially it 
probably would have been better for me. On an intellectual level I certainly had no regrets 
at all. 

Did you major in something, I know it was a liberal arts college, but did you have a 
major? 

I majored in economics eventually. I thought about chemistry. I decided against chemistry, 
I may say, because I didn't want to have to spend my afternoons in a lab where you could 
your homework. You can't sit outdoors and enjoy life. 

So you majored in economics. 

Actually, I had a job during the '30s. Even though my father had saved that money, there 
wasn't much money around and frequently his salary didn't get paid because the church 
didn't have money to pay his salary, so he was sometimes scraping a bit. But I got a job. 
The National Youth Administration, it's now one of the new deal agencies. The NYA had 
college jobs and I was making 30¢ an hour working in the chemistry lab making sure that 
the acid, the bottle, each student had the right, full bottles of this and that. I was to do 
things like pouring serious acids out of huge gallon jugs. It's not a pleasant job. I had a job 
after that. I switched from that one to the lab with animals in it. But that was my spending 
money when I was in college. 
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You spoke about not wanting to do the labs because you wanted to be outside. What 
kind of outside activities did you engage in? 

Well, there were things like hiking and tennis and other outdoor things. 

Well, I was sort of probing because I know you mentioned that you were a skier and I 
wondered whether you had starting skiing .. 

Actually, I started skiing in Holyoke but, there were no lifts in those days. You used to, 
before you'd start, you'd carry it all up the hill and then ski down. So it was really good 
exercise. 

You mentioned a job during school. I assume you had the summers off. 

Yes. 

Did you, where did you go during the summer? 

I think probably, the first summer, I was up to the lakes which is where the family's summer 
home was. I do know that at the end of my sophomore year I went on what's known as a 
Friend's Service Committee Peace Caravan and a group of us, they put you on a team, four 
or five people and spend that period which is about six weeks or so in the summer, clean up 
the community, just providing, organizing peace programs and education and getting 
leaflets out and so forth. I spent that summer in the city called Beaver Falls in 
Pennsylvania, just north of Pittsburgh. 

Now that would have, would that have been about 1940? 

To be precise about it, it must be ''40, '39? Yes, because the minister who was, he was 
working in a church and we drove back east from there, several of us came from 
Connecticut and, ... we were in up-state New York when World War II began, the invasion of 
Poland. 

Tell me, can you tell me ... 

That's a pretty vivid memory. 

Yes. I would say. Tell me a little bit more about this Peace Movement and how you 
got involved in it. 

I was a pacifist and I was certainly active, you know I was active in various things in Holyoke 
and this was a pretty common, a very active pacifist movement in this country. 
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How were you accepted in Beaver Falls, Pennsylvania? 

I remember working and having other, I knew a bunch of people in the town and stuff like 
that. We were part of the community because we were working through a local church. 

I guess so. I can't remember details. 

Now that was one summer. 

Yes. 

How about, did you do that for more than one summer? 

No. That was that summer. Actually it's interesting when you talk about the Peace 
Movement, these, I came back to Holyoke, that year I remember the whole issue for 
students such as myself, my generation, but you know, there was this continuous discussion 
and exploration of whether the United States should intervene in the War. And the ... I'm 
trying to place it. Anyway, that, whatever you call that was, I think it was the fall of my junior 
year. Yeah, I almost flunked out of Holyoke because we stayed up almost the whole night, 
night after night, arguing politics. And arguing philosophy and arguing what we knew about 
Nazism in those days was not, you were learning it and it was mixed in with the 
residue ... part of pacifism, I don't know that anyone's ever done a study of this, but I 
remember there were publications about the use of propaganda to demonize the Germans 
during World War I which had affected the whole perception of what proper relations were, 
what was the real origin of World War I? Was it a political thing? If you ever read some of 
the anti-German propaganda of World War I periods, its really tremendous stuff. It was 
used to whip up the introduction involved in the war. That influenced, I think, a whole 
generation of people. 

The propaganda from World War I used, reused in a way. 

You reused it. It sort of permeated the discussion of the history, you know. Was World War 
I an economic battle for control of Eastern Europe? Otherwise it was angry various empire 
bastions that were around or was it some crusade such as some people had wanted to 
make it? It was a very focal point of a lot of discussion on history, historical exploration. I 
remember during World War II, my mother still, oh, I should tell you that this is an interesting 
sideline. After the, after I'd gone through that whole period and that certainly by the time the 
United States got involved in the war, I was all in favor about. .. Being in Europe ... period in 
transition. 

I was going to ask you why, if you made that transition and why you made the 
transition. 
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I began to, there was a huge discussion in this country about what the Nazis were doing 
and as they advanced, it was one thing to think of yourself living in the United States and 
never really participated or been subjected to a war in the way World War II began to feel. 
And I think that the invasion of England was really the key. It all happened in my family a 
little earlier and this historical interest in the Brooklyn situation. My mother came from one 

--- - --~-- --~----- ~ otttre· otttDutch··tamittes:-srnrwas·a::~-anctm~-notcfrfamilfes-ofrong~rsrana,1ncruarng ~-"·-- - · - ·-- ·· -
Brooklyn and Queens, all those Dutch families, it was as though they were a world unto 
themselves in this. They intermarried totally. I'm related to every Dutch person on Long 
Island and I've never had a doubt about it because every family then I've ever heard were 
part of my family names, and there's 300 years they ... When the Dutch, when the Germans 
invaded Holland, you have to understand my mother was born in Brooklyn, she grew up in 
Brooklyn, she never went outside the United States, she may have gone to Canada. She 
did not go to Europe, she had never been in Holland, but when the Germans invaded 
Holland, it was as thought they were at our back door. Her reaction was just so horrified, 
you could almost see her thinking that the Germans were coming in the door. 

My history isn't so good. I'm trying to think when was that. Was that. .. 

Probably in '41. 

1941. 

I think it was '41, it may have been, yes it was.· First there was the invasion of Poland and, 
I'm just not sure but that is certainly before we got involved, but you know by that time, it 
was after the invasion of Holland and then the reaction of the Americans. 

So you changed your whole philosophy about it at that point when England was, 
certainly the background. 

Yes, when Holland fell and France fell and everyone knew that England was next, it was as 
though you were no longer living in this isolated world over here. We were going to be next. 
It was a change, I think, I don't think it was just me or my family, I think this was the entire 
country. 

Do you recall at that time whether you had a sense of what was happening to Jews in 
Holland? Was there a lot of news about that or not? 

My memory is there wasn't. I certainly was not, I'd been a little shocked in many ways, but I 
think it just wasn't being reported, which I probably knew as much as anyone about that. 

So, you say were up all night discussing these political issues and you almost 
flunked out, but we know you didn't somehow. 
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Oh, I did brilliantly in political science. That was the only place where I did. 

You graduated in ... 

1941. 

1941. 

Yeah. In the meantime, I had also, the summer after the summer in Beaver Falls, I did 
something else. There was a woman at Mount Holyoke named Amy Hughes. If you ever 
read anything about Ella ... , she was Ella Grasso. Ella was a year ahead of me at Holyoke 
and she was, Amy Hughes taught economics and labor history and was a very active and 
delightful woman. She always had one pet in the class. Ella was her pet one year. I was it 
the following year, so I sort of followed Ella in the school on many things. 

I just want to interject here for those that may be listening at some point, Ella Grasso 
was the first woman Governor of Connecticut and more about that later, probably, but 
I just wanted to interject that. You were telling me, you know, when you were 
approaching graduation. 

Amy Hughes, among other things, had organized, there were things, an organization on the 
campus at Mount Holyoke called Fellowship of Face which, I think, was just under the 
general, there were a lot of different activities within that organization. One of them was the 
Student Industrial Club, if I remember the name correctly, which was a group of students 
who met with the factory workers in Holyoke, the city is near Mount Holyoke College, and 
did various things and Amy Hughes was very instrumental in getting that, she was an active 
advisor to it or whether she was just sort of the godmother of it or some other relationship. 
She also may have done it independently or something, I can't remember at this point. I 
can remember going to textile factories with Amy in the Chicopee area and seeing the 
conditions in which people worked in and having discussion with the workers and so forth. 
It was done, you really got a feeling of what those factories were like. 

Now in the textile factories, were there, there were many women working in those 
factories, those kinds of factories. But you mentioned speaking with some of the 
men. Those were not the textile factories or those were the textile factories? Did 
they also work in the textile factories? 

I remember speaking with men. 

Oh, okay. 

The other members of this group that we had were more about the women workers in the 
factories and ... Amy Hughes, also, was one of the women of the seven sister colleges who 
had organized something called, it was called the Bryn Mawr Summer School, for women 
workers in industry which had become by the time I was in school, had become 
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___ north of Poughkeepsie on the Hudson River. This summer school was taught by 
Amy Hughes and I think there was a woman, their names, I've got materials on it 
somewhere. Bryn Mawr and some were from Vassar and, you know, people from 
Wellesley, I remember, different. .. And each of the colleges in the summer would send a 

. student intern and so that student would spend the summer at the summer school for 
-· ·-"·--··---"·-·· womenworkers-in-·industry·amtthe-"tdeawas-~ educate-them-so thatthere0t1td-be-active--··--···-· 

union people, learn how to write a pamphlet and run a co-op and do various things. It was 
the Garment Workers, Women Garment Workers that the textile people, etc. out of the · 
unionized shops that had come to be there, I think they were only there for several weeks at 
a time, maybe they were there for the whole summer. That's the sort of, we'd all go and live 
together and live at their house on bunkbeds and stuff. You. would participate and help the 
professor with the pamphlet. 

(End of Tape 1. Side A) 
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I think I'm just gonna say Side 2, but it's marked. I think we can begin again. 

Now you were in the middle of saying that you drove a Model-Tat that point, but, now 
who would pay for this school? How was it funded? 

I have no idea. 

I mean, it doesn't seem that the women could do it and when you said that they might 
have been for several... 

It may have been funded by those, it may have been funded by the colleges, I doubt it. 
know the Women's Union League was in existence at the time and workers 
assisted for a time and they may have had something to do with it. It may have been 
funded by the unions themselves. But the head of the school was a woman named Hilda 
Smith and she had been kicked out of Bryn Mawr and they say that there was - - apparently 
the students went over and supported a strike in a factory near Bryn Mawr and got the 
Board of Bryn Mawr a little upset. That's what I've heard. Any event, Hilda Smith had this 
property on Hudson, a home with one other family, you know, it was a family summer home, 
one of those big old houses and that is where this was located for a time. 

I was just thinking that would not have been too far from the Roosevelt. 

Yes, well, supposedly their aunt ... 

All right, do go ahead. 

While I was there at, that summer, you have to understand these were real factory workers 
and they did not have fancy lives and so forth. Mrs. Roosevelt, it was on the west shore, 
Hudson Shore was on the west shore of the river and Mrs. Roosevelt's Val-Kill Cottage was 
on the east shore. She invited, I didn't know this before I went,· but apparently she did it 
every summer, invited the school to come over to Val-Kill for a day in the summer. So, we 
were ir:wited to come and here were all these real wonderful, earthy, working gals who were 
going to see Mrs. Roosevelt and since this was the summer of 1940, I guess, at the height 
of everything in terms of the New Deal and so forth. To be invited to Mrs. Roosevelt's was 
something that would be beyond everybody's, except Mrs. Roosevelt liked ... In any event, 
she invited the school, and that was when I was driving, I drove these girls over, we called 
them girls in those days, over to the school in a Model-Tor whatever model it was and 
never forgot it because the week before we were going, they knew they were going to see 
Mrs. Roosevelt they'd all went home to get new clothes, nice dresses to wear and so forth. 
We were dressed in pants up until that. And so they all got clothes and they spent the week 
doing each other's hair, and they were dressed to kill by the time we left. I drove over about 
6 of us in - - I've never gone back to ValKill, I can tell you that. I can't bear to destroy this 
wonderfwl memory I have in my head. We pulled up to an opening that was a gate in a sort 
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of privet hedge and I guess I had instructions to stop and pull up in front of this and the gate 
opens and out walks Mrs. Roosevelt in a bathing suit. 

Oh, really! 

·------· --- .. One. of.these-old tank- suit&afld· sh&greets everyone-wtth·ease-;~ hefp!t gettinQ"ottt-of-the-·-· --~---- -
station wagon and she's talking to them, "Where's your bathing suits?" And they said, "we 
don't have any." And she said, "Oh, never mind, I have some old ones around.'' And she 
took them in and I had to go park the station wagon. So she had maybe 5 minutes or 
something. I walked in there and here they were sitting around the pool just talking away 
and, you know, she had made them at home and comfortable and just themselves in just 
minutes. It was one of the most beautiful sights I ever saw. 

Was it just idle chit-chat, or where you talking .... 

When, what I heard, she asked where do you work and what's your job like and, you know, 
she just took them into her. It was just a beautiful. 

They spent pretty much the whole day. 

The whole day, had a picnic. 

Had a picnic. How wonderful. And then you got to drive everybody back. 

Fortunately, I didn't because my sister was getting married the next day so I took the boat to 
the Hudson. In those days there was a boat. Hudson River Dayline. I took it to New York 
and went out to Brooklyn for my sister's wedding. 

Did you have a notion what you were going to do after college? Or when did you first 
have a notion of what you were going to do after college? 

Well, actually, I planned among my papers, and I do remember this, I was thinking of 
various things. I was thinking of going to law school. I was thinking of maybe going into 
social work school. The reason I know about the law school, when I was going through 
some papers, I think that I had gotten ... from NYU for law school. Then a letter I wrote 
home for something and that there were scholarships for women at NYU law school. So I 
was thinking one more year. Then I also, my senior year, I was tired of classes, I didn't 
want to keep going on and that was 1941 when I graduated. Then everybody was about to 
join the war effort, you know, it was a different world. 

So, what did you do? 

I went to work in Washington, actually, eventually. My first job, I first did some volunteer 
stuff doing Women's Union, then I got a job in an Unemployment Compensation 
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Office in Brooklyn, I worked there. I had taken the Civil Service Exam whfle I was still in 
college and I was offered a job, what's known as Division of Public Surveys in the 
Department of Agriculture which did public opinion surveys. I took and I, it was just about 
that time that my brother had gone in the Navy. No about this time, I got offered this was 
after Pearl Harbor because I was still doing these jobs in New York. The day that the 
Japanes,e-bombect· Peart Harbor,,. ·t' remembertwa~·sitttrrg"atafamttydinneror.5unttaya·m:r--
my brother turned to me and said, "Well, I guess we both got jobs." He went to the Navy 
and I shortly thereafter got an offer from the Department of Agriculture for this job. My sister 
at that point got married and moved out to the coast and I thought, I seriously thought, of 
turning it down because I thought the family shouldn't have everybody leaving at once and 
my mother got very angry with me and sent me off to Washington. Told me I should make 
my own way. So, I went to Washington on that job and did that for a couple of years, I 
guess, then I switched to something called the National War Labor Bqard which was the 
body that is a form of compulsory arbitration with the business and the unions had agreed to 
have tripartite boards throughout the country that would decide labor disputes and would be 
settled by the decision of the Board and there was ... no strike pledge ... 

I suppose as a member and being employed by the government, you didn't 
necessarily get involved in politics, or did you when you were in Washington? 

No, you're in politics, and everybody had their own opinions and the deal was that most of 
the people who were working there, the New Deal Bureaucracy had expanded 
tremendously, needless to say, and most to the younger people who were idealistic about 
things like labor organization, etc. 

Were there many women in positions like you held, or were you an oddity? 

No, no, no. It was amazing to see a civilian man in Washington during the war, too. They 
were the ones that were the 4Fs. 4F being, physically 

Unable to serve. So, you did for what is it, a total of 3 years in Washington? 

I was doing it for about, I'll say 2 years, I'd have to get out my CV. to tell you. I got, I was 
living in a rooming house with a bunch of , had a good time, anyway, one of the 
people who worked there was a personnel officer in the War Labor Board and she said 
there's this great job opening up in Detroit. Do you want to go out to Detroit? So, I had just, 
we had done a survey, public opinion survey, of Detroit and the, and I'd been out there. It's 
an amazing report we had that predicted there would be a race riot in Detroit about three 
months before the big Detroit race riot. I can't remember which year that was, we predicted. 
Had we done that survey and analyzed those interviews long ago. 

I was wondering what kind of public surveys you were doing. I'm sure there were 
many topics. But that's interesting to know that. 
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We were doing it, the division had started as part of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics 
and they were done in various cultural communities and so forth. When I was first there, I 
remember being out in Iowa for a while and we did one up in Nebraska. I was primarily in 
Washington doing the analysis but once in a while they would send one of us so that we 
would get some experience of how the process worked and stuff, so I get out in field 

_" ____ .,.,_ --<"·-----sometimes:·- Not-as-mach-asthe-peopferwhu-dict tl"Te ·regutarsarvey:-- Bat·we-atso-dn:t;-one of-- ·-
those surveys, I guess, I had worked on before was on the sale of War Bonds. I felt it could 
be improved by ... approached them and that was done for Treasury. We were doing these 
jobs for other agencies within the government which I think drove some of the people in 
Congress up the wall, because they couldn't find out where this outfit was for the students, 
but taking surveys. They would denounce us in Congress and not know that we were sitting 
right there and watching. 

So, we got off the track because you were explaining that this job had opened up in 
Detroit. 

Yeah. 

And what was that? 

That was to work as, either to prepare report, I can't remember all my titles, preparing the 
reports to be presented to the regional War Labor Board in Detroit about disputes in 
factories in that region. One was, I remember it, St. Joseph Aspirin Company which you'll 
be interested to know made all the aspirin in the United States but they just put different 
labels on each one. That kind of expert in aspirin ... 

Well I'm thinking, this is the era when so many women are working in these factories, 
and these Labor Union disputes were precipitated by the women in the Labor Unions, 
I assume. 

No, no, no. This is, I mean there were women in factories, there were certainly men, too, I 
mean, you couldn't have run the armaments industry if you hadn't had the Detroit factories 
operating. 

Well, people that men worked in those would have a deferral because that was part of 
the war effort, so they would not be 4F types. 

Right. Something like, you might have women working, too, but it's not a women's 
workforce in that sense. I think Washington was much more, had more women in 
Washington probably. There were men there but. .. 
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Before I forget about it, and I do want to get back to Detroit, but do you think that the 
circumstances of the War gave you greater opportunities in terms of the jobs that you 
were offered? 

Oh, absolutely: 

So it was an opportune time to graduate from college, wasn't it? 

Well, it was certainly, when I first graduated in the spring of '41, there were still, not many 
jobs around. My brother, who. graduated from college in '37 first went to work for NBC and I 
remember he was getting $20.00 a week as a, or maybe $16.00, I'm not sure, but as a 
guide as the studios at NBC. And then later on he went to work for Time magazine and 
since Henry Luce was so involved in international affairs and stuff, he was, my brother was 
working for, I'm trying to remember what it was that he did. In terms of money, it wasn't 
much, but he's a graduate of Yale. Today you couldn't imagine a Yale graduate doing what 
he did in the 30s. But when I got out, I obviously was not a trained secretary, which was 
what most women and others back there at their job, but they're all, you didn't have a great 
world to ... in and it was only the, intervention of World War II that was when the job market 
turned around. 

Okay. Now, let's get back to Detroit, we keep getting away from Detroit. 

Anyway, I was there in Detroit, which in itself was a fascinating experience. Detroit at that 
time and probably still is not quite so much so, there were two worlds in Detroit. There was 
the labor world and there was the management world and never the twain shall meet. 
There were these government agencies, such as the NRO or the other agencies, and you 
were considered the enemy from both sides. 

That was good, as long as both sides felt that way. 

Well, if you happened to know somebody who was in a Union and you were friendly with 
them, you know the other side got upset and accused you of being partisan. I remember 
that I lived with a woman who worked in, there was a special section at the Detroit Board 
which technically ... her major and the head, it's hard to remember his title was, head of 
Industrial Relations, I believe, of General Motors, but I remember him as Harry Anderson. 
He knew what newspaper she read and they had dossiers on all of us. It was just amazing. 
First experience in that sort of thing which I remember was, people we're accept as staff, be 
sure . . . But he did do one thing for us. He would always provide us with a copy of the New 
York Times every day after he'd read his copy and never hard to, first luxury I had. 

What did you do for a social life while you lived in Detroit? 

Well that's what I was gonna say that we in the Government sector got to know each other 
very well. I also had an elderly cousin of my grandfather's who, this is totally absurd for the 
interview you're doing, but I have to tell you about Cousin Minnie who would call me. She 
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was so happy to have a Roraback in Detroit, she was out there all by herself and she would 
call me to invite me to dinner and which I would always either eat at the Detroit Women's 
Club and play bridge afterward, first time I'd ever played bridge for money. She would have 
this foursome, but she was the sort of person who wouldn't go to the Women's Club without 
a hat and of course she would always call me at the office during the day and I wouldn't 
have-a hatwith·me sotwoufd"have-to gcruutorrtunctr hour andbuya hat-- t havff more hats--
from that time that I had in my life. 

Now, did you live in a rooming house or an apartment? 

No, I lived in an apartment. 

Other than Aunt Minnie ... 

Cousin Minnie. 

Cousin Minnie, what did the young folks do after work? 

Oh, we there was great music in Detroit in the theater and we'd all get together and have 
parties and music. It's a wonderful crowd. 

The normal. And how long were you in Detroit? 

Oh, also it's a great place, we lived near the river and we had a sailboat on the river and we 
used to go do down, take off and go up to Hud St. Claire and sail for the day. It was not a 
bad world. 

And how long were you there? 

About a year and half. 

And that takes us to when? 

Almost, I went from Detroit to the National Board in Washington. 

National Labor Relations Board? 

Well, Labor ... 

World Labor Board? 

War. 

War Labor Board. 
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That is the War Labor Board in Detroit, too. These were the arbitration boards that were set 
up and I was head of the Claims Division at the War Labor Board in Washington. (garbled) 
I used to present, you know, you had to present the cases to these panels at the Board and 
I remember the first time I presented a case to the National Board. People like John L. 
Lewis and all the big names, the unions and the companies were sitting on that Board, man 

-~"----~--~-~--- namedEdmttndWttty,-who-was--heact·ofeconomrc"departmentofWisconstrr.--Heactofttre------·-·----
staff, I think he was (soft). But in any event. 

What was involved in presenting the ... 

You had to summarize what the issues in the case were, was it a wage dispute, the details 
of the wage dispute. You had submitted a written report ahead of time but you were there 
to answer questions and to be the backup person to provide the Board with the information 
they wanted before they made their decision. 

In essence, then, you'd be presenting both sides. The issues I understand, but really 
the point of view. When you say John L. Lewis, and people like that, were they there 
on the Board deciding these things, so the Board was comprised of both labor and 
management? 

Of course on the Labor side was poor Pierre Felmus, the CIA had combined so they each 
had public presenters on the Board and they had offices in the building, too. 

I'm trying to picture this Board that you would present to. It would be how much of 
each and then somebody who was supposed to be in the middle? 

The Board itself I would guess was 12 or 15. 

Did Labor always vote for the Labor side? And Management always vote for the 
Management side? 

Of course. It was the public. It was a tripartite Board. There were public members. 

So, there were public members. What would be the background of the public 
members? 

I think Witty was one public member, he was a well-known labor economist in Wisconsin, if I 
am correct. I think the others, I can't remember who the others were at this point. 

Well I can see that you're using lawyer skills at this point. Would you like to take a 
break or anything? Do you need water? Leave there and get on to the next. Was 
there anything in that job that stands out in your mind as important to talk about? 
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There are several different things I thought of going back to for a second. On that job itself, 
well, in combination with the experience I've had at the program surveys. In taking surveys, 
you learn how to ask a question which ... 

Another lawyering skill. 

Yes. A real lawyering skill and the people I was learning it from were not lawyers, but the 
inner ears. There was one, I always remember Shep Lohman, and he'd be doing an 
interview and someone would say something and he said, "Well, give me a for instance, 
give me a for instance." You know. There was a wonderful sort of flexibility you learned 
about talking to people and asking questions which I think really helped me later on. Also, 
the ability and I think sometimes misuse, I hope I'm not. .. using words to influence the 
answer to the question. The way the question is framed makes a huge difference as you 
learn. 

You wanted to go back and mention a couple of things? 

Well, that was one of them. I also, you know, preparing those reports for the Board and 
sending them to the Board was great training and background. Most people in retrospect, 
when I start talking about some of the things I've done, just assume I went to law school 
before I did that. It was afterwards. 

I can see that that was wonderful, of course one of the big qualities is to focus on the 
issues, and of course that's exactly what you had to present. 

Yes. You had to be sufficiently steeped in what you were talking about to be able to 
respond to questions from these three different viewpoints. Cause they were pretty sharp. 

Were there any women on the Board that you were presenting to? 

I don't think so. That's an interesting questions. I don't think there was. 

How about, were you, there were other people besides you presenting these cases, 
and were there other women doing that? 

Yeah. Actually, when I first was in Washington, remember. .. I was really the only person in 
the Detroit office who did the presentations to the Board as I remember. I also, interestingly, 
I became the authority on it, on the Executive Order ... would establish when others aren't 
paying you, whether it was double time or it be something else and which holidays and all 
this other stuff. There was a notebook that would send out these interpretations, etc. and I 
had this notebook on my desk for most of the ... when any question came up before the 
Board, I was the one anybody would call to find out just how you were interpret. 

And that was by Executive Order? 
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There was an Executive Order related to what overtime and what holidays and etc. you 
know, what payment should be made, adjustments included, working on and what overtime 
would be paid. I mean, it was just one of these things, that there I was, THE authority. That 
was when I was first in Detroit. I was the person that anybody relied on. I guess every 
board had one. 

All right, back in Washington where the job was essentially the same and how long 
were you there? 

Well, I was in Washington in the summer of '45 on V-J day and I called my Uncle Clint, the 
one who ran the office in Canaan, that day to say I was going to go to law school. 

What had led up to that decision? 

Well, I had decided over that period of time that I was going to go back to, I didn't want to 
just, one of the things that I had become conscious of, but if you, I don't know whether it is 
still true today, but it may be, Washington bureaucracy, have you ever lived there? 

I've never lived there, but I absolutely believe you about the bureaucracy. 

Well, it wasn't the bureaucracy as such, it was that there were so many women there, single 
women who had worked for the government forever and never done anything else, and they 
were almost a caricature, you just had a horror that you didn't want to be· one. I think all of 
us felt, I'm not sure, but I could have, one of the funny things was that Bill Wertz, that I've 
mentioned before, who became the Dean at Northwestern at Law School, but Bill was my 
boss in the city and was considered the top person at the War Labor Board and when I 
decided to do this, th~ Board was still in operation. He thought it was great I was going to 
law school. He would rather have put my name in but he was, so wanted to keep the two, 
be able to lay me off, not lay me off, but give me, I could leave and come back after I 
finished law school. 

A leave of absence. 

A leave of absence, yes. I was, I had such seniority of course, I had come off the Civil 
Service List. Everybody that came to Washington during the War, most of them just came 
and kicked up and took jobs. They weren't on the Civil Service List. In the same category. 
I came off one of the rosters of people who had taken the exam and I had seniority over 
everyone at the War Labor Board just about. And he said now there were claims (too soft). 
But he kept saying, I just can't do it, because you're gone if you're gone. I didn't know then 
that he was quite ill. Anyway I went to law school. 

Did you have a sense that you might. .. 

I didn't want to stay. 
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But you didn't have a sense that the war is over and ... 

Oh, the war is over, I want to go on to do something else. 

How did you decide to go to Yale? 

Well that's where my Uncle had gone, actually my Cousin went to Yale. If you were in the 
Roraback family, you went to Yale. 

I'm interested because when did Yale accept women, start accepting women? 

There were women in the 20s. 

In the 20s in law school. 

It may have been earlier, but I know people who graduated. 

Do you recall how many women, how large was your class at Yale when you began? 

When I ~ent to Yale, it was the Fall of '45. They were having three sessions a year, I went 
through the summers. So, and when I entered, I didn't end with the same group that I came 
in with and saying how many were there. The only, I think the only relevant figure, although 
everybody who writes about me says I was the only woman to graduate in the class, but the 
fact of the matter was I was one of 30 women students at Yale. It's 30 out of 450. That was 
the real proportion and we went up, my particular term was to come home. The way they 
treated women at Yale wasn't too bad. It had its disadvantages. There was a women's 
lounge, which was a credit on the law school, I can see it now, it was available and had a 
couple of tables where you could actually sit. The Ladies' Room was downstairs. A lady 
officer had her own private facilities, because you'd go there between classes, I mean that 
the women at the law school really were an entity, not divided by class so much. 

Any women professors in the law school? 

Not when I went there, no. 

Not when you went to Yale. Any professors that you feel had an ... 

Oh sure. 

And who would that be? 

Actually, all of them. 

Oh, well, ok. 
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I did want to say I remember some things I was going to say earlier and forgot. I think that 
when you talked about my earlier years, the fact that I really was growing up in the 
Depression didn't seem too bad. Back with my father and mother were the people that were 
living off the context where the people that. I had this vivid memory as a child and I can't 
even imagine it happening now. People would come to the door for food. They were 

n . -- •. --------- always-men:-·-The-metl·left-home-feF-GampS,-aAQ. Women.were. bringing._up_th.e..children.aL --------- -
home, but men would come to the door to get food. We lived in this kind of house that had 
an alley that went to the back of the house, to the backyard, we had a vicious dog, but in my 
opinion he probably licked everybody's hand. I would always answer the door and talk to 
these gentlemen and they would ask for food, I would say, just go down the alley to the 
back door and my mother will give you something there. She would invite them into the 
kitchen, she always had a place set there for them and they would eat in our kitchen. 

Well, this isn't about me, but I do remember on two occasions a very similar situation 
when a man, we called them hoboes, and I can remember specifically a man sitting 
on our back stoop. Mother had given him food. She didn't invite him into the 
kitchen, but I'm sure that was during the War, the first War. 

There was just the sense of a 10 or 12-year-old girl going to the door and just standing there 
chatting, I don't think it would happen now in Brooklyn. 

No, I was just thinking that I was a little afraid of these, I would peek out the window, 
but I think that I was a little afraid. I don't know if I would have gone out and talked to 
them. I don't think I did. 

I think it's such a different world and ... 

How often would you say that would happen? 

Relatively frequent. 

Did they come to your house because they knew that this was where ... 

There was, I remember my mother saying she heard, that they had somehow put a cross on 
the house or something, to tell where they could get food. 

And outside of your home, what was other evidence of the Depression years that you 
can remember? 

I remember seeing the bread lines in New York. I remember my father being concerned 
about some member of his church who'd just lost everything that he'd owned. 

And you say that that shaped even your thinking or had an influence on you. Can you 
tell us how? 
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Well, these were the people that you helped take care of. It was one of the things, that I 
must say, if you don't mind getting into politics. 

I think you should. 

--------·-- - ·-~--- lt-horrifteS-me a lttt1&.---lh~s-was-uttef disregard-foi: peoplawho.tumed_ ¥0~ (g.arbled)Jiutthai_~~-·~ ---~ 
was a pretty insubstantial safety net. It wasn't a very good one, we had it before. He was 
just destroying a ... and to ignore the people that he ignored, to me, is ju'st horrifying. And I 
think part of my, it goes back to when I go to church group and I keep thinking that my 
father, he had a wonderful voice to listen to, but, talking about the good samaritan ... reading 
the Beatitudes, ... it's just, there was something soothing that that's what you did. These are 
human beings and that's what you did to help them instead of just turning our backs. (too 
soft) But it's part of my life and I had these, seen all that and hearing it so much. I could 
have seen that bread line and never knew what it was, really. But that's not what... 

All right, we are back to law school. 

Yes. Back to law school. 

Back to law school and I assume you did well. 

Actually I didn't, I wasn't the greatest student. I don't think I would have gotten, I had told 
my Uncle that I was going to apply at Yale and I took the exam. They had an exam at the 
time. It's not the current policy. When I went in to take it, I came up from Washington and, 
lo and behold, there was a fellow taking the exam who I had worked with in Detroit. Allen 
Axelrod. He became a professor at Rutgers and I was actually fascinated. Allen had been 
in the Wage Division of the Board and he was, at least mathematically advanced, and we 
sat together and we took the exam. And he did finish one section very fast and I would 
finish another section very fast. We never knew just what the distinctions were but it was 
obvious that the two of us were performing differently. When the results were out and I took 
the interview, my Uncle and Aunt drove me up there and were saying in the car, "I'm not 
sure I'm gonna get in," and Uncle Clint said, "Nonsense, I'm gonna speak to ... ", I can't 
remember who was President then. And I said, "Don't you dare!" If I can't get in on my own, 
I don't want to go. Anyway we had these words with him. I have no idea ... to this day, but I 
think part of it, I've always felt was ... 

(End of Tape 1, Side B) 
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In my course I have a ... All right, law school, we're talking about law school and you said, I 
said you were a good student, and you said, "well, all right, I guess." 

Well, actually, in law school I learned one thing and that is that something that I hadn't 
·-·-- ... ----,--- -··. tho.ughLaLbefore_ Men.. wei:e. atwa.ys...v~vmbai.am;i ... QA-.~GHssues-aRa-taHtmg-tA--elass--- -··----- ·

and so forth, and I suddenly realized that they weren't, they weren't saying anything. 

Yes. 

It all sounded good, but they when they settled down, I remember, I realized that what goes 
on, men seemed to talk without necessarily thinking through what they're saying. 

But it sounds good. 

It sounds good. 

Were you ever intimidated in any way to speak? I can see you had employment 
experience before you went back to law school, so you weren't a 21-year-old· young 
woman going into that situation. 

I was 25 to be precise. 

And you had some life experience. Do you think that was a benefit? 

Tremendous. 

In competing in the classroom, I should say. Did you in any way feel intimidated in 
that atmosphere at Yale among the men fellow students? 

No. Actually I've told this story, too. There was a professor at the law school. .. Rodell, who 
taught tax law among other things and he would always have one day, he was known for 
this, he would have one day, it's what he would call ladies day. And he would only call on 
women and he would be rather nasty and ... them at it, so it was told to me. And I was taking 
a class, a tax course on the day that he began to call on women, I'd just stood up and 
walked out. I was the only women who'd do it and I told all the others I didn't understand 
why it had happened. 

Did you do this once or on ... 

Well, it was unnecessary cause he wouldn't deign to call on women very often. 

I see. 

He certainly wouldn't have insulted the men by having, making them see the women. 
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Did you observe among the other women that were at Yale, any problems that they 
might have had handling that experience? 

Well, most of them were much younger than I was. I think, I think I'm right to say that they 
·-·-·-- ·-- -·---were::-:aftercottege:-~tctorrt think°any-otthe-oth~. in the-meantime:-·~ Srrtnat·s-ome--ofthe~-----

were not intimidated at all but some certainly were. 

Did you have a trial practice class in law school? 

No. 

You didn't. Did anybody, I mean, they, you don't think ... 

I don't think, that was something that didn't .come into law schools until later. There was 
Moot Court which was just appellate arguments and stuff. 

And did you participate? Did you take that? 

Oh, yeah. 

Everybody had to take that. Did you like that, or not, appellate court argument? 

Oh, that was fun. That was one of the things we did. I always remember the, now, I always 
remember something immediately. 

It'll come back to you. 

Something bad happened in Moot Court. 

When you started law school ... 

Oh, I know. My fellow students thought it was great fun. They would tease. When one of 
our crowd would have an argument in Moot Court, all the others came to give moral support. 
And when I went, I can remember starting off my argument and my friends had gathered 
and one was saying, quite loudly, "How true."why do you have ... then someone else said 
after another part of the argument, "Have you ever heard it said better?" And it went on 
through the whole argument. 

And were you the only one they did this for? 

No, no, everybody. 

When you started law school, did you have a sense of what kind of law you might 
want to practice, or what you might want to do with the education? 
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I assumed I'd go into labor work. 

Of course, of course, you had done ... 

-·------- --------~-~ Thatwas-myassumpnon-anct-the--onty-other-thing-was-that+dtd-;-most .. people-getft~out-;-------
graduating from Yale go to big Wall Street firms, not most, but a lot of them. The one thing I 
didn't want to do was that. And I did decide very early on, maybe even when I went to law 
school, I'm not sure, but I wanted to stay in Connecticut, not, that I wanted to be in a small 
office, I just assumed that I would do everything the way the family did up here and other 
law firms. It would be this very personal, general practice. 

So, you graduated in 1948. 

Yes. 

Did you have a job lined up at that point? 

I managed to get one lined up right at the end. Looking for a job was, I think, from a 
feminist perspective, how useful this is in terms of the project. 

I think that's a very interesting aspect of it. I think we'd like to know what it was like 
looking for a job. 

Mary Fitzgerald, who became Mary Asfall(sp?), I don't think you ever knew her, she died a 
few years ago, she'd been at law school ahead of me, we had good times and Helen ... was 
also. I can remember going to Hartford and always having lunch with them. But Mary had 
gone to work for, Bill Gordon, I think his name was, he was a well-known trial lawyer in 
Hartford and had a firm there. I can remember going and talking to Bill and he was 
explaining to me they had taken a woman on and that, you know, they just couldn't have 
two women in the office, which made sense. It's surprising at all, I just sort of had my 
fingers crossed on that, getting in the door. 

Do you know how many lawyers were in that firm, roughly? 

Oh, three or four. There were no big law firms in Connecticut in those days. I mean, I 
would guess that Comby, Tyler and Cooper might have had a dozen or so, 15, but there 
was nothing like some of the firms that we have in these days. 

So you actually did interview with Bill? 

Yeah. 

But he said ... 
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I went to a firm in Bridgeport. The senior partner had been my father's roommate or 
classmate at Yale, they were best friends. Papa had recommended I should go and when I 
went, he was off in Europe at the time. This woman, she was not a lawyer, I think she 
managed the firm, wonderful memory of this white hair with so much bluing in it. Anyway, a 
very sweet lady, said she was sure that Mr. So-and-So would be terribly upset to have 

~---~a-,~~.a-.. --.•. a·.- - ·miss-ect·mff-arnttshouftt·~ore-ttrcomerbactcbotstrewaS':"we-Sattatkin-rramt·stre-·satct'----,--- -.~ -- -· 
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"You don't really want to come here." And I said, "Why not?" And she said, "You'll sit in an 
office and you'll never see anyone." I said, "I'd feel very .... " Another lawyer in New Haven, 
Tom Robinson, was the public defender in New Haven, and he was a very good friend of my 
Uncle here. He was the public defender in Litchfield County. He had just hired a lawyer, 
Jim Greenfield, and he explained that he just, didn't have any other rooms in the office. He 
apologized for it. It was not based on that, but he was helping me with ideas of where to go 
and so forth. I had an appointment to go to Wiggen and Dana. Tom said, "Well, you don't 
want to go to Wiggen and Dana." And I said, "Why not?" And he said, "You don't want to 
be Prince Wiggen's bag carrier, do you?" He was, _in essence, saying to me that that was 
what I'd do. John Tilson was working in that firm at the time, John Tilson, Jr. was there, his 
father was still alive in those days, and Katherine, his wife, probably. Tom was telling me, 
"You'll never move anywhere ... " the reason I remember John Tilson so well was that in later 
years, I opposed Audie at a lawsuit that my uncle had been involved in with John Tilson, Sr. 
There was a savings account involved in it and my uncle told me that the suit had begun as 
some sort of an estate dispute. John Tilson, Sr., when he was first in practice with my 
grandfather, he said you and John, Jr. should settle thrs endowment. It was really very 
funny, these lawsuits that do go on. But there were various experiences like that. Harper, 
a professor at law school and very much involved in was there, had put me in 
touch with a lawyer in Eaton, New Haven named Harry Grandy who had generally a 
bankruptcy and collections practice. He hired me because he was quite willing that I should 
do everything that I wanted to the office. He was probably a pre-feminist ... and he was 
always very protective and nurturing and stuff. He was a good guy. Anyway, I went to work 
for Harry and I just did all the general work in the office plus some bankruptcy stuff. 

And about how old was Harry then when he hired you? 

I guess he was about 50 or so. Later on he was ... took a few months and some of (too low). 
But I stayed with Harry for about 5 years and was, I wanted to get on my own and maybe do 
something different in life. One of those turning points and Harry said he'd thought, I should 
just try it on my own. But he gave me a desk and he gave me a chair. 

When you worked for him, did you do any trial work at all? 

Yeah. 

You did. What kind of .. 

Well, I started out getting involved with the ... this was back in the days of City Courts. 
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So that would have been small criminal. 

Small criminal claims, yeah. The start was very interesting. There were vagrancy laws in 
those days and people would be picked up in New Haven and held over night in jail. If they 
didn't have a local residence they'd be presented in Court in the morning ... you were 

~---·--· -~------ reteasecttoctar,°Whefe· wmmf"yorrgo-anct·ycnrttve"in··the"citr,· and they·woutct·actuatfy-ha~ a---·------··- -

private wagon deliver all the people they'd keep in that way to the town line and they'd start 
hitch hiking to the City of New York. In Connecticut, if you went to Hartford, a couple of 
days later you might see the same crowd in Hartford. 

Wanted to get a nice sleep inside, right? 

Actually, one of my good friends in Washington was a newspaperman down there and he 
told me about his days during the Depression when Canaan, people used to do this going 
around Connecticut. Canaan had the best food. And I know, he told me, the J.P's wife did 
the cooking and I knew her. 

They also got a free meal and a breakfast. 

Yeah. And there was in the old town hall there were stairs to two cells that could put people 
in for the day and hold them overnight and they'd get their food and stuff and leave the next 
day. 

So this would be about 1953 that you opened your own law firm. And where was it? 

It was at 185 Church. 

In New Haven. 

Yes. I had one room, it was a story up from Harry's, you see. 

Do you remember your first client? 

I can't remember who my first client was. One of the things I do remember is that lawyers in 
town who wouldn't have bothered to,hadn't ever referred anything to me because I was 
working for Harry, but when I was on my own, people would send me something and I might 
be appointed bankruptcy trustee oe something. There were always people like Pat and 
Tunnell(?) and who referred people and I also had, actually in 48, which was when 
I was back in law school, I was active in the Progressive Party which was called the 
People's Party in Connecticut which supported Henry Wallace and I knew a lot of sort of the 
liberal fringe of New Haven and I was also began, (garbled) and did things for. .. 

I was going to ask you, what was the reception, I asked you if you went to court, and 
you said they had City Courts. What was the reception of your appearance there? 
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Now there's an interesting story that I should have told you about. I didn't forget it, I skipped 
it. The first Short Calendar I went to in the old Court of Common Pleas, the first Short 
Calendar was when Harry said I should go to Short Calendar with him and these are the 
files that are coming up, this was in City Court which was very small stuff. I went over each 
file, so I was really quite familiar. We go over there and sit in there and Harry said to one 

___ .. -·---·--- -"-- mmr,-t-guess, before· that; during the-summer;i-workectmr an·--appeatanc:tHarry hmrreferrecr·-- - ----
it to a lawyer names Charlie Ogdon, who was the clerk of the Ci_vil Court. Charlie did a lot 
for the Appellate Court. So Charlie was going to argue the appeal and he wanted me to 
take part in the appeal, so I went to the Supreme Court with him and he had me. It was an 
interesting experience. In any event, I go to the City Court with Harry for this first Short 
Calendar and Harry took me up and Charlie Ogdon and I exchanged hellos and stuff and 
then we sat down and waited for the court to open. Harry said, you have the files, you take 
care of it. I said, what? He said, you know them, you can do it and he just left me there. 
And it was really great, it was a shock at the time, but it was, anyway, after that I went over 
to the Court of Common Pleas this time by myself, walked into the room, it was a big 
courtroom. I saw 40 or 50 lawyers there, with the usual pre-calendar tattling going on and 
stuff, all men, there was no woman. I walked in the door and dead silence and nothing 
happened until the court was open. 

And did they open it with, did the Judge say "Good morning, gentlemen?" 

Oh, yes. 

Because they were still doing that when I starting practicing law. 

But it was an initiation rite. 

Probably the best way when you looked back on it. 

Sure. But after that, there were others around the state doing things like the client would get 
stopped stop for speeding in Hartford, I'd be in the City Court in Hartford. They had a huge 
courthouse ... and gradually began moving up the line on the level of cases. Harry just had 
this wonderful sense of just letting me go and do all these things and cases. 

So now you have your own law practice, and how long did you continue in New 
Haven? I assume you moved around probably. 

I was in New Haven from, actually I closed the office there in '81. My uncle died in '55 and I 
inherited the office here in Canaan and part of my Aunt and her little property she gave me 
the office afterwards. I just closed. I guess I was named Executor of my uncle's estate. I'm 
not sure. I guess I was, but I closed his practice so he was still in active practice and had a 
heart attack. 

Now you started working with Planned Parenthood or its predecessor at what time in 
your career? 
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Actually, the Griswold case, or what became the Griswold case, that litigation began in, I 
believe, in '58 and a couple of years before that I had been consulted by the woman who 
was the Executive Director of this organization about a lease question, as I remember it 
now. I did a lease for her. I also remembered the first thing I did was to write a memo about 

--,-·c--·- ·- ----·- insurance··questions--aboutthe-women· wtm-were-volunteertng-anctdrivtrrg-peopte--trr New-~--~·-··- -- ····-
York. 

You said that it was sort of a near dormant operation. Just describe what it was when 
you first come to know it. 

Planned Parenthood, I thimk it was already called Planned Parenthood, but I'm not sure, it 
might have the birth control, some kind of a name. Because there was this statute in 
Connecticut, that prohibited the use of contraceptives and although everyone knew, it was 
not exactly enforced as such. The problem was, contraceptives were sold in Connecticut, 
doctors saw patients and they prescribed to that kind of patient, and prescriptions could be 
sold for contraceptives. 

Were there exceptions to the law at that time? 

No. 

There were no ... 

No exceptions. There was an absolute prohibition on the use and then we and I guess this 
would have been a predecessor of Planned Parenthood, probably the birth control 
movement or something. There were birth control clinics in Connecticut that had been 
opened. One was in Hartford ... the first one was in Hartford in 1935 and a doctor named 
Bertha Standish was the doctor and gradually the League had opened clinics in other cities. 
But when they opened the clinic in Waterbury, the police there raided it and shut it down. 
They arrested the doctor and several nurses, one was the Millness and Nelson case, Dr. 
Nelson, and nurse named (garbled), but in any event there were several defendants, but 
that case, they prosecuted on the grounds that the people in that clinic were aiding and 
abetting the commission of a crime which was incidentally, a misdemeanor. And the case 
went to the first, oh, I guess the judge in the lower court, may have just referred it up to the 
Supreme Court, but it went to the Supreme Court and the Supreme Court held that the 
challenge was the constitutionality of the statute. 

And the basics of the challenge was what? 

Now I'm embarrassed because I ... 

All right. Forget I asked that questions. Proceed. 
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The issue that was argued in the Supreme Court was whether the statute as it was being 
applied was constitutional, was the due process of it. The Court upheld the constitutionality 
of the statute. After that, it referred the matter back to trial, to go up the ladder and at that 
point, the lead proponent and the prosecutor, had to enter an agreement that all the clinics 
that had opened were closed and the prosecution was dismissed. But the Nelson case was 
thffimpo, ta, ,t frrst-case:----·After ttiat-~~on;-and-incidentaffy;-befote-Nelson-was--deeideo;-· · -· ---· ., .. -
there was a long history of attempts to repeal this statute. 

(Break in tape and restart.) 

You were saying that every other year, when the legislature met, there were efforts to 
repeal the ban on contraceptives. 

That began in 1923 and with an attempt to insert an exception. This is as to the use of 
contraception, that you could permit it to be used for health reasons. In 19 __ , not for 
health reasons, but upon a prescription by a physician, sale of a contraceptive by a 
prescription of a physician. In 1933 they limited it to cases in which a pregnancy would be 
detrimental to the health of the patient or to the child of such patient. And that was further 
limited to limit the exceptions to married women, and that's part of what became the 
___ place for men. Of course they refused to amend even that much. 

And you said there were always heated debates on this. 

Yes, they've been described to me as sort of demonstration that you might see vis-a-vis 
abortion statutes - - exactly the same thing was going on about contraceptives. That was 
the situation in 1958 or 57 when Estelle Griswold came to Connecticut as the new executive 
director of Planned Parenthood and Lee Buxton had just joined the faculty of the Yale 
Medical School as head of the Ob-Gyn Department, so, at that point it was still, was about 
to organize another visit to Hartford to try to get the statute amended or repealed and Lee 
Buxton went to the legislative hearing to testify in support of that. 

And what was the result of that latest effort? 

Same as before. Sort of a raucous hearing. Lee himself, who is quite a lovely but quite 
proper person, was quite insulted that he would be treated with such disdain and bad 
manners and wanted to do something about it. 

How had Estelle and Lee gotten together? Did they know each other before or did 
they ... 

My guess is, and this is pure guesswork, I don't know the answer, my guess is that he was a 
normal person that she would have gone to to get expert testimony. 
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I see, OK. So what happened after that? 

Well, that statute got defeated as always, I mean an attempt at a statute was defeated. 
Estelle in her usual organizational way, not sure of the right adjective, decided to have a 
cocktail party at her house and invited Lee Buxton to come and a professor of Yale law · 

--------~---,----"~ ·sctrootnamecr-~-----····patkerwtrcrtaugr,t·famfty-tawas-orreothis~mbJectsancff'fe'"fffignr·~-~---,--·--· 
have known Estelle previously just in the community. She served, I can tell you, the most 
powerful martinis in the New Haven area practically. They were very good. She served 
them to, introduced Tyler and Lee to each other, and suggested they should plan 
something, which they did, and out of that came the litigation which began in 58. 

And that litigation was actually, that was Buxton was the Plaintiff in that? 

There were a series of cases. That's when I joined the team, so I, ... Barbra had been a 
professor of mine and he called me and asked me if I would be interested in participating 
because he was not a member of the Connecticut Bar and they wanted to have local 
counsel. We brought a series of cases, one of them was by Lee Buxton, to, maybe we 
should go back just a bit, because remember that the statute itself really wasn't enforced, I 
mean the basic statute about use. They didn't go around arresting people for using 
contraceptives. It acted as an inhibition on doctors to prescribe patients or be known to be 
prescribing contraceptives and in private practice, a lot of doctors did sell, and certainly the 
druggists were, because of certain other statutes, not statutes, but court decisions, druggists 
got free to provide, sell contraceptives and there, still the prescription of the doctor, basic 
part of that. Other things like condoms were sold in drug stores and other places around 
Connecticut because the laws had printed on the box for the prevention of disease and 
couldn't prove that the physicians or the druggists' intention was to purchase it to be 
preventing conception. It was just a health measure. That had gone on for years. I always 
remember when I was in the Connecticut Supreme Court and I was arguing these first 
cases and I made reference to the ready availability of contraceptives in Connecticut and 
Judge Murphy, Justice Murphy, sitting on the Supreme Court looked down at me and there 
was a long history that Murphy hated, number 1, all women; number 2, he didn't like New 
Haven lawyers who had opposed his appointment in the legislature. And third, he and my 
Uncle had had some notorious fight over a drafts question, so there I was standing up and 
making a statement, and he looked down at me, "Miss Roraback," and I said, "Oh my God, 
what's gonna happen?" He said, "Are you by any chance imputing to this court such 
knowledge of the facts that you have just stated that we should take judicial notice of it?" 
Greatest question. And my answer was to laugh and the entire court laughed. 

That was the best answer. 

Anyway, we, the cases we brought were on behalf of Dr. Buxton because the existence of 
the statute and its application to doctors surviving, to discuss the Nelson case, prevented 
him from practicing medicine in the way that he wanted to be able to practice medicine, had 
to be false and the First Amendment essentially his right to practice 
medicine. He was, there was another case on behalf of a couple who had three, the first, 
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the Pope has, I think it was the three mal-born children who had to be institutionalized at 
birth. There was another case of a women who had been actually on her death bed. She 
had had a stroke during her last pregnancy, she had to be hospitalized for the entire term of 
the pregnancy and then when the fetus died, she couldn't be aborted at any time because, 
not only the statute, but because of her physical condition and so she was in bed, it was 

~·---·---~-~~-ttscrCanaarr,··that if·s~everbecam~pregnantagatrr,··stmwootd-ctte:--'fti-ernwas-arrotner---···-----·---
case involving a couple that had knowledge of And another case involving a couple 
that just wanted to practice birth control. There were five cases there. There was this 
series of cases and they were all put together. We did them in fictitious names because the 
plaintiffs would have been in great difficulties if they were known. 

Now, were the plaintiffs all doctors? 

No. 

Oh, I wasn't sure. 

Other than Lee. 

They weren't the doctors of these people. Ok. 

Or, they weren't the doctors, they were the patients that. .. And we filed these cases in 
fictitious names which was the first time, I think, that it was done in Connecticut. Certainly, I 
had no procedure to follow and I created one. I prepared an affidavit from the client 
authorizing me to use a fictitious name in the petition and in the ... you know, certain 
conditions that it would be revealed to the Court and the case would be withdrawn. I think, 
I'm not sure I had a provision in there. I know I promised the individuals that if it was 
ordered by the Court to produce their real names in public that I would immediately withdraw 
the case and have it dismissed. And I filed the Butler served the papers on 
Bowman because he was the State's Attorney in New Haven at the time. . .. by trial to 
take ... to court and filed the papers with the court, filed the motions for permission to 
proceed in the fictitious names and I filed sealed affidavits for the court. Sort of a P.S. about 
the case; David Darrow and his brothers looked at and he somehow got hold of those 
original affidavits and found the names of the patients. He wanted me to give him those and 
I would not do so. My guess is that he found the papers that someone had put somewhere 
at the State's Attorney ... because they were never unsealed and he published them in his · 
newspaper. Interviewed people. 

Did he interview them? 

Yes. 

The actual people ... 
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I really felt a sense of betrayal and was very angry about it. Anyway those cases were fl.led 
in the Superior Court in New Haven and they went to the Connecticut Supreme Court where 
the court upheld the statute as applied. The case in the Supreme Court - - his name was 
Coveone. 

That's the United States Supreme Court. 

Yeah. 

Ok. 

And in Coveone, thankfully held that since the basic statute was never enforced, these were 
just speculative lawsuits and that the cases should be dismissed. And they were all 
separate ... 

Now you argued that before the United States Supreme Court? 

No, Pala Arthur (sp?) did. I had never done ... 

Were you, at the time, worried that they might come down that way? 

Actually, he, I wasn't worried about it. I think that, I never thought that any of the litigation ... 
having an exception written into the statute ... I should notice that if you read Coveone ... all 
these cases were of, related to married people. Certain of them were part of the culture at 
the time and that started in 1958. Contraceptive use among married people was not 
something that was accepted, even Planned Parenthood in New York, did not provide 
services to unmarried people. How much they investigated the marital status question, and 
I can tell you it was wasn't much, because many of my friends had gone to New York and 
gotten contraceptives ... because generally the feeling was that, well back in those days. 

Well, is that just from, and I understand that the reason that was important, you could 
state it better than I, but did not find it unconstitutional because the State had a right 
to regulate a moral and illicit behavior. 

Yes, and that's what I wanted to read you. 

Oh, ok, oh, do read it. 

It's from State v. Nelson. The case back in 1940. It refers to a Massachusetts case which 
prohibited sale and giving providing contraceptives to any other person under which 

(Turned Tape #2 Over to Side B - Begin CD 3) 
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What did the court say in ... 

The Connecticut Supreme Court in Nelson, the defendants were contending with this 
prohibition of sale of contraceptives was not intended to apply for use by prescription by a 
doctor, doctors prescribing for the preservation of life or the health of the patient. The 
Supreme-Judrdat·Cowt of Massachusetts--hektthaHhe·terms-of-the-statute were sweeping;O·------~ 
absolute and devoid of ambiguity and permitted no exceptions and went Ofl to say that (Got 
the wrong page. I knew it didn't sound right.) in framing this legislation under the police 
power the legislature without any denial of rights under either state or the Federal 
constitution might take the view that the use of contraceptives would not only promote 
sexual immorality, but would expose the Commonwealth to other grave dangers. It might 
also deem that an exception of prevention by medical advice would endanger the 
effectiveness of the statute and not be consonant with public policy. The inference seems 
necessary with the moral and social wrongs arising from the prevention of conception 
appeared to the legislature so threatening, when the statute was originally enacted, that 
absolute and unconditional prohibition was necessary to meet the conditions. A statute of 
that nature is constitutional. Then it goes on to say, that was a citation from the __ _ 
book. In the present case, as already noted, the inference as to the belief of the Legislature 
in the necessity for the public welfare of prohibition without the suggested exception 
deducible from the passage of the original statute is supplemented and brought practically 
up-to-date by the consistent refusal of the General Assembly to admit the exception. 

An attempt was made to have the decision in the Gardner case reviewed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, but the defendants' appeals were summarily denied for want of a 
substantial federal question. 

The civil liberty and the natural rights of the individual under the federal and state 
constitutions are subject to limitation that he may not use them so as to injure his fellow 
citizens. If anything happens, this goes on, ... the mischievous use ... inconsistent with sole 
liberty as prohibition upon this use. Conduct of the individual is subject to such direction 
and restraint as the public may require it. I've gotta find another ... Talking about what the 
legislature might consider. .. that the artificial limitation of even legitimate child-bearing would 
be inimical to the public welfare and ... that use of contraceptives and assistance therein or 
tending thereto, would be injurious to public morals. Indeed, it is not precluded from 
considering that not all married people are immune from temptation or inclination to extra
marital indulgence. 

Oh, very good . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . as to which risk_ of illegitimate pregnancy is a recognized deterrent deemed 
desirable in the interest of morality. Then it goes on about freedom of conscience. The rule 
is well settled that the police power may be exerted to preserve and protect the public 
morals. Manifestly they're designed to promote the public morals and in a broad sense, the 
public health and safety. Their plain purpose is to protect purity, to preserve chastity, to 
encourage continuence and self-restraint, to defend the sanctity of the home, and thus to 
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engender , a pure and virtuous race of men and women. The Nelson case, after making 
reference to all of those prior decisions in sodomy, goes on and at one point says, if as the 
defendants suggest, a purpose, either principal or incidental, was to promote a 
maintainance and increase of population, that would not be an inadmissible motive and the 
efficacy to that end of the provision would be a legislative question. For a court to decide 

----------~---·--uporrthe-degree~otnecessity for·tegtslatiort-wottki-be-to--pass--ttl&liAe--wh+6R sifoomsCFID8&------· - -
the judicial department and to tread upon legislative ground .... and then we come to my 
favorite quote, John , Connecticut had the Appellate Division of the Circuit Court 
in those days and the appeal, what became the appeal in Poe v. Ullman ... and then, the ... 
appeal the Griswold case which we haven't gotten to the case, but it's indicative with 
Connecticut laws in that period. We're talking about the early 60s now. 1962, the appellate 
division, Judge Crusiky(sp?) said, it is not alone for the preservation of morality in the 
religious sense that the legislature may impose the act, but also for the perpetuation of race 
under the birthplace perils of extinction of which states and nations have been completely 
aware since the beginning of recorded history. Each civilized society has a primordial right 
to its continued existence and to the discouragement of prostitutes who tend to make 
a ... survivor. .. in 1962. 

That not too long ago. 

Yes. I always wanted to get that one in. 

That's very good, very interesting. One other thing I think we should probably, in the 
context of what was going on in Connecticut, I believe you said that many of the 
other states had repealed their statutes regarding the prohibition of the use of 
contraceptives. 

No, I didn't say that. 

All right, then what did you say then? 

I don't remember what I said. 

What was happening? 

Whatever I didn't say. Connecticut's statute. The history of these statutes goes back to 
1879, Anthony Omsat, going around the country getting states to adopt the statute in the 
public statutes. But the Connecticut statute, I believe, was unique in prohibiting use. The 
other statues prohibited the sale, prohibited advertising, prohibited this, that and the other 
thing. I think that prohibition of use, as such, was only found in the Connecticut statute. 

But you mentioned before that Planned Parenthood in Connecticut was taking people 
to other states to buy ... and they were able to buy them. 
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Yes. Some states had never adopted statutes, probably. Must have been a question of 
taking them to Planned Parenthood clinics in adjacent states to which people were taken. 

I'm going to ask you, were you arguing privacy in Poe v. Ullman? 

-----,-·~· · · -----··---~ fn--a wa\f; it wasrt-t·J:)tttting-·the- worOS'-cf -privacy· and-there-eertainty-was,n!t-the sophistication--·-· -··- -
of what came up in Griswold. A lot of the argument in the Poe case which related to the 
interpretation of those search and seizure clause or the family rights or something, it was 
the government had no business there, but it wasn't speaking in terms of privacy as such. 
The important thing was that at some point, when the case was on its way to the U.S. 
Supreme Court, and the ACLU wanted to file an amicus brief, the staff counsel, Mel Wolf, 
came up to Connecticut to a conference with us and we would talk and Mel proposed that 
we write something on the subject of privacy and we all agreed and it was a very sort of 
primitive discussion of privacy. It didn't get to the sophistication of the Griswold decision, 
but it injected the issue in the cases. What was interesting was at the time, perhaps it was a 
very important issue within our culture and in our society in a way that I think the younger 
generation can't possibly understand. We, ..... it was just at the time when the computer was 
beginning to become developed. There were computers that operated primarily on punch 
cards, sort of ........ various cards. We were beginning to progress from that. Anybody that 
got into that whole technology would understand. It was also the time when the Social 
Security number had been introduced and there was a great fear that that would be used to 
identify information other than what it was intended for, which was just you had a number on 
your account and the big fight to start with was whether it should be used, as I remember it, 
used on the income tax returns. There was a fear of connecting information from various 
sources with this number. One of the things, at the same time you had the development of 
very intrusive listening devices. The original listening devices, it was done by some sort of 
physical penetration so that your room in the wall on the other side, put in a nail to which 
would be attached to the listening device so that the sound would carry through the nail and 
more intrusive devices than I was unfamiliar with were just being developed. It was also at 
that time that the U-2 spy planes flying over the, and realization that somebody 10,000 miles 
up in the air might be able to take a picture of what you were doing. I myself, had talked to 
a lawyer who did domestic relations cases and he was about to introduce in court some 
photos that a detective that he had hired had taken with some sort of x-ray camera, I had no 
idea what the technology was, but this detective had sat in the car outside a house and 
photographed a couple inside. It was being introduced into evidence in a divorce case, 
where the husband was charged with adultery. All the· technology was coming at us from all 
sides and people in this country ( were very generally) sensed that the privacy that we'd all 
just assumed was part of our lives and our culture. It wasn't just a question that it was not 
the government's business; it was nobody's business -what I was doing inside my house or 
what I was saying, or whatever. But the sense of invasion from every side, that I think really 
tapped the ... of someone who wasn't living at that time and it certainly permeated the 
litigation, whether it was verbalized as such, and became a basic issue (soft) but it was 
interesting that in Poe v. Ullman, in this case, the first case that went up to the U.S. 
Supreme Court, ... wrote this opinion of the court dismissing the application of pursuit. They 
refused to hear the case on the grounds that there was no case or controversy because 
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there was no prosecution under the basic statute of prohibition of use. There were two 
dissenting opinions that were filed in Poe v. Ullman. One was from Justice Douglas and the 
other from Justice Harlan. Both of them on the subject of privacy. 

You think them very important dissenting opinions in this whole sequence. 

Certainly when we went through the Griswold case and got up to the Supreme Court, again 
we were certainly going to be prepared if two justices thought it was important enough to 
say that we should be considering the issues of privacy in Poe v. Ullman, that the case that 
came up after that is gonna have it well briefed and well prepared. We're talking about it 
from the start of the litigation on Griswold. The other thing that I do want to get into this 
court problem that was decisded on the day that Poe v. Ullman was decided, the case of 
Matt v. Ohio was also decided. And in that case there was one of the great search and 
seizure cases which made the exclusion of evidence which had been recognized in federal 
and criminal prosecutions - that evidence could not be introduced which was improperly 
seized, and this case made the rule applicable to states as well as federal. 

In that line of cases, there was a discussion of a right of privacy? 

Well, there was certainly, again, I think the word was actually used, but it was, and it was in 
the criminal context, not civil litigation. 

But still the sense that even criminals might have a right, or alleged criminals, might have a 
right of privacy. 

Well in the Matt case it was, they had actually broken down the door, went into an 
apartment of someone that it was a mistake as to which door they should have been 
attacking and they went into the wrong place, but they found some criminal evidence and as 
a consequence of that apartment that would be prosecuted, which was a pretty grave 
invasion of privacy. They didn't even have a suspicion at that time. So, that, it was after 
Poe v. Ullman that, although it had been introduced through Mel's brief and ... and Douglas' 
dissents, it was then that privacy really began to be discussed in connection with the birth 
control cases. 

And Mel's brief was the brief in Poe v. Ullman. 

Yes. 

Ok. 

I think he also did one in ... but it was in Poe v. Ullman that was important. 

Now, you are still with Planned Parenthood and active in having the case of Poe 
rejected by the United States Supreme Court. Where did you turn next? What did 
you decide to do? 
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Well, I know what has been written about it based on various outside theories. I know that 
we had a discussion in which, obviously, since Frankfurter said it was not enforced and 
therefore did not ... oh I did want to say also, it's terribly important and I keep forgetting to 
emphasize it. As you know it was limited to married people, that whole prohibition. But the 

--·--· ··· ~--·--·-· seconctpart Ts-thatttre·doctors ·with-instructimr,-everr thougtr,-since·the-doctorcoutd , ,at --·-·--- --- --
prescribe birth control and hospitals did not have birth control of even family limits in those 
days, the important thing about the Griswold case always was the fact that it wasn't just an 
issue of married people, but an issue of whether poor people could get access to birth 
control. And the clinics that Planned Parenthood operated in other states providing birth 
control information, had been prosecuted as they were in Nelson in Connecticut, and that 
Frankfurter didn't understand was that connection and he felt that the whole issue was 
irrelevant. But of course the issue in Poe was the, in Poe and Doe and all the other patients 
... did they have a right to contraceptives and the issue that had been raised in a prior case 
100 years before ... it had been decided that Doctor Baher had not raised the issue, didn't 
have the standing to raise the issue with his patients, ... raise the issue of whether the 
doctor himself had certain rights to subscribe. 

Now, in this time, you said that it did not, condoms were sold as a disease prevention 
and, therefore, did not require prescriptions or anything. Is that correct? 

Well it wasn't they didn't require prescriptions, it was they were labeled for the prevention of 
disease. It was true of other contraceptives, some of them. But the issue in those cases 
would be if a druggist was to sell a condom, the state couldn't prove that he had sold it to 
that person with the intention of the person to use it to prevent conception. 

But they still required a prescription. 

No, no. 

They didn't. Ok. 

No, no. Had nothing to do with prescriptions. It was .. 

Well, that's what I'm trying to straighten out. Now, the contraceptives for women at 
the time, I don't, the Pill was not ... · 

Diaphragm. Actually, it was while the litigation was going on in the end of the 50s, that the 
Pill became, began to be produced. 

I don't know whether the IUD at that time was prescribed. 

The IUD was just beginning. 

41 



Interview with Catherine Roraback 
February 3, 2006 

Just beginning, so that wasn't happening. So, we're back to the point where the 
Supreme Court has said on the case of Poe v. Ullman that there was no case or 
controversy because it wasn't being enforced, so you had some discussions about 
where to go from there with it. 

-·-·,---~- - - -·--- .. ·-The-Jdea.was-tnat-.if~rankfurteJ:-was- r~gh~wh1Ch-we..didnl believe,.. having.gona throughthEL. --~- ___ _ 
Nelson case, if Frankfurter had been right that the statutes couldn't be enforced, then it 
would just open a clinic and see if that were true. If he were wrong, you would have the fact 
of controversy that .. to go to the Supreme Court and, unfortunately, and maybe fortunately 
for this case, he was right and .. when the clinic was opened in New Haven, there was a 
period of about 10 days that it was open. Interestingly, the hue and cry came from one 
person. Now I can't remember his name, but he picketed of front of the clinic on Trumbull 
Street with a picture on the sign was actually a fetus that looked just like some of the ... 
abortion protests that went on afterwards, but he was protesting the provision of birth control 
information to people at this clinic. The prosecutor in the ... court was well known, Julian 
Moretz, who was, who didn't want to prosecute, I think in retrospect the people that went 
out, and he was reluctant to get involved. I went and talked with him because to prosecute 
the case, he had, the provision of information was cleared by somebody from the Protective 
Department and the New Haven Police Department went to the clinic one day and had 
made an appointment actually with Estelle B.... Estelle was the plaintiff instead of 
exposing everyone else who might have worked there to prosecution, Estelle was the 
official director of the clinic and was there and Lee Buxton was doctor in charge. There 
were other doctors there, one of them, Jimmy Spil. .. (sp?) was there the day that the 
detectives came and Estelle made them ... and other information they wanted except there 
was absolutely no provision of any information about the patients who came there. Now, if 
the police had gone ahead and started the prosecution at that time, they would have had to 
seize the medical records on patients, so I went and talked with Julian Moretz to discuss this 
with him and tell him, ask him if he was going to be prosecuting. No, he wasn't and we had 
long conversations about it and he said, "No, I ... seize those records." And I said, "Well I 
arranged to provide for you records of a specified number of patients, you tell me how 
many, and we will be willing to testify for the prosecution as to their experience. And would 
that satisfy you?" And he said, "Yes." So that was the basis on which the arrest actually 
went forward. I stopped by the ... as I remember now and I got those records to provide to 
Julian with their names and addresses and Estelle and Lee went down to police 
headquarters with me with the books and were arrested for having . . . Estelle . . . . She was 
someone who was just too young to have been arrested during the suffrage movement. 
She would have loved to have gone off in the paddy wagon, but I didn't let her do it. There 
has been confusion that some of us, Julie Stern was at the clinic the day that the detectives 
went in and got these records and stuff with Estelle's cooperation and Julie was under the 
impression that that was the day that he arrested her 
... but it was not, it was ... a minor issue. 

I'm sorry, I guess I missed it, and the reason that Estelle was angry with you was 
because you didn't allow her to be carried out to jail in the paddy wagon. 

42 



Interview with Catherine Roraback 
February 3, 2006 

Yes. 

She wanted, all right, ok, a little more publicity. 

Estelle was a person who, during World War II, her husband went to, was in the Army and 
--·---~------- -he·was shipped··out to Eu roper ancrsrrstre-jorrrecta;t thinf{"itwas- the·-groop-- thatprovidecr---·-·----·---· · -

entertainment for the troops and Bob Hope would go to Europe and _so forth. Anyway, 
Estelle went to work for them as a cabaret singer and went to Europe as a cabaret singer so 
she could be with her husband. I doubt if her act was rather good. She was quite a 
character. 

USO, is that correct? 

That's right. 

United Service Organization which exists today. 

Estelle went to Europe with the USO and followed around with the troops. 

So, once they were arrested and booked on this charge, where did it go from there? 

That was in the, I guess by that time the court system had changed in Connecticut. It was ... 
at some point while Griswold was going on, the Circuit Court was introduced in Connecticut 
instead of the old city courts. 

Now, I'm just thinking. The statute as you told us, the prohibition was against the use 
of contraceptives. So Estelle was charged only with aiding and abetting in the use. 

That's rig ht. 

Were any of these five patients charged then with the use? 

No. 

It was just .. 

The prosecution of Estelle. And the case in the Connecticut courts was always referred to 
as Upson, when it went to the U.S. Supreme Court, I guess they brought it in ... would have 
Griswold's name on it since Griswold at that point was President of the, actually while 
Estelle was married to, zillions of people, I'm glad I missed it. Dick was Estelle's husband, 
came to Mystic. Anyway .. 

Florence Griswold. 
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Griswold's son, but anyhow it was a distance relation, the name Griswold I'm sure was put 
on the case list but a Yale connection. I should say that the picketing that was, this 
gentleman engaged in and his other activity, he had was the old Yale, town/gown 
represented by him at this point against the ... this awful conspiracy to provide 
contraceptives in Connecticut by truth of knowledge and so forth. 

And morality. 

Yes. And he pulled every ... that figured in Connecticut. I understand he was calling 
Ribicoff, he was called the Governor. He was calling the Mayor, he was really a one-man 
crusade. The town was doing nothing about this horrible clinic that had been opened in 
New Haven and there were pictures in the papers and so forth. He was accusing Julie 
Morette and probably Yale conspiracy to impose his ... on the community and set up a 
town-wide fight that he tried to create. 

And Julie, I assume is Julio. 

No, Julius. 

Julius. 

Julius Moretz. He was a graduate of Yale and he . . . He 

I assume the case went to the Circuit Court. 

It went to the Circuit Court. I'm not sure whether it was tried in the Circuit Court. I think old 
Checkle was ready to let that happen. But it went from the, it was tried in whichever court it 
was, city ... And then the, it was tried to the judge. There was another confusion that, this 
is probably technically interesting. There has been, some people have written that I 
specifically waived jury because I didn't want to take a chance that they would be convicted 
or whatever the word was. If I remember correctly, and I may be wrong about this, if I 
remember correctly, this was just a misdemeanor. I don't think we had a right to a jury trial. 
Now it may be we did, and I'm wrong about that, but certainly I don't remember thinking 
about the jury question at all. The judge heard the case and convicted Estelle and it went 
on appeal to the Appellate Division of the Circuit Court and up to the Supreme Court of 
Connecticut which no longer, it was known as the Supreme Court of Errors, it was known as 
the Supreme Court of Errors even in those days which I may say was used against 
Connecticut a number of times. It was sort of a lawyer joke in those days that Connecticut 
didn't do so many errors, the name ... it went to the Supreme Court of the United States and 
of course we were in all of that litigation starting with the defense in the trial court. We were 
trying to raise those issues including the question of privacy. 

Now you wrote the brief for the Connecticut Supreme Court? 

Yes. 
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And I think you mentioned earlier that you felt that that was a good piece of work. Is 
that correct? 

Well, I know it's the best thing I ever did, whether it's a good piece of work is for everybody 
.. ~-'""·-------------- etse-to-decide;-but+-dorrt--tmnk+everqoite-equate&itbecauseinthat,-t-devetoped t11y 

th~ory of privacy was so apparent in society that all of the Bill of Rights assumed privacy 
was there and may not have been actually verbally spoken of a right in the Constitution, but 
it was just something that society had adopted that day that privacy was sort of sacrosanct. 
And I went through the various provision of the Bill of Rights, sort of a logarithm in that 
perspective. An interesting thing did hapfen. When we were first trying Poe v. Ullman, I 
think that's ... they were talking about 14 h Amendment issues, talking about the various 
provisions of whether that provision, but this is still when it was a developing theory of how 
much incorporation of the Bill of Rights had occurred with the actual 14th Amendment and 
various other. Justice Harland took a different position than Justice .. . . You had to sort of 
take those into account if you were presenting cases. It was also of course the basic issue, 
I think we raised the issue in the trial court, and that was so that I had a few gray hairs of 
going on worrying about whether I had properly raised the issues. 

Did you argue, you wrote the brief for the Connecticut Supreme Court, did you argue 
before the Connecticut Supreme Court? 

Yes. 

You did. 

I want to tell you this is really for lawyers . . . When we were, when I was working on the, I 
think it was at the step ... at the appellate division of the Circuit Court, writing the brief, 
Fowler Harper called me. 

And Fowler Harper again was, 

The professor of the law school and he had been the one that originally found, did we get 
into that? 

I think we talked a little bit about it. 

But it was really Fowler's, you know, that he and Lee had decided this would be good 
litigation, the three of them had decided this. Fowler was the lawyer on the case in essence 
and he was the one who brought me in there. Fowler called me and he said, there's an 
article in the New York University Law Review, I think it was, written by Norm Redlich who 
had been someone he had been in law school with us. (garbled) has written this article and 
Fowler said "I think it's about 9th and 1 oth Amendment. You should just be getting that into 
the case." And I remember saying, "But Fowler we haven't, we didn't raise it in the trial 
court and that doesn't involve the 14th Amendment." And he said, "I don't care anyway. I 
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want you to read it." So we talked and I said, and I just did. That approach to the right of 
privacy was not part of the original case at all. But when you got to the U.S. Supreme 
Court, of course, Goldberg had written a thing based on this. 

So, what was in Redlich's article? 

It raised the issue ~f privacy in terms of a right reserved by the people. Sort of exciting, 
anyway. 

All right, I'm going to make a copy of that and it'll be part of our . . . So that gave you a 
chance to think about it actually of course a lot and you did it before you actually 
prepared the brief for the Connecticut Supreme Court. 

Yes, the microscope that is never properly raised. You know it was raised in four different 
forums. In any event, in the Connecticut Supreme Court, they reaffirmed the decision of 
Poe v. Ullman, the statute was constitutional, and it went to the U.S. Supreme Court 

Now, did you write the brief for the U.S. Supreme Court? 

No, Tom did that. 

And that would be Professor Tom .. 

Thomas Emerson. 

Emerson. He was also at Yale. 

Yeah. Fowler had died in January of 65 and he was just ... writing the brief and ... 
absolutely ... the Supreme Court brief at that time (too low) 

And what was your participation in the U.S. Supreme Court part of it? 

Well, I participated to the extent that I worked on the brief with Tom but it's his writing. He 
argued and I sat by his side. He was asked a question, I had been waiting for someone to 
ask it of Tom. He was asked, ... I anticipated this at some point, but I didn't tell me, I just 
sat there and (garbled) absolute ... what's the word? Strategy that we know. It'll come to 
me. Harlan asked him the question, in the questionnaires, the application, records at the 
clinic, was there, he was saying if that was the point, he asked if all the patients who had 
been seen, if there was a record that showed that all the patients that had been seen at the 
clinic were married people? And what I had discovered when I was working on the brief, 
was that Fowler had, he could be a little nonchalant about details. When the records were, 
the forms were being prepared at the clinic, there was nothing there as to whether the 
patient was married or unmarried or any reference to a spouse in the records. I thought that 
this was going to sink us early on, but it turned out that no one ever asked the question until 
Justice Harlan did. Tom said he, I think he said the records were there, I'm not sure, or that 
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only married had been served. In fact, only married people were the ones that we had 
produced. I have no idea to this day whether there were unmarried other patients of that 
clinic and he was only take 10 days, if that many. 

And certainly the plan was to only serve those who said they were married. 

I would hope so. I'm not sure (end of tape 2, side 2) 
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This is Tape 3, Carolyn Kelly interviewing Catherine Rorabach in Canaan, 
Connecticut on February 4, 2006. We were discussing the fact that a difficult 
question was asked of Tom Emerson by Justice Harlan 
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Tom was asked by Justice Harlan whether there were only married persons who were 
patients at the dinic and that I was going to refer to it as litigation strategy. I did not lean 
over and pull Tom's coat and tell him that he was wrong. He believed totally that there were 
only married people and I had no idea that there was nothing in the protocols at the clinic 
that limited the patients to be married. 

Now, how long did you have to wait for the decision or don't you remember? 

Oh, yes, it was June of 1965 that the decision came down. It was the last day that the court 
was gonna have to decide the case. I knew that that was the day so that that term was 
over. We all gathered and joined, not all. When the arrests first occurred there were folks 
that were stolen, and we posted bonds, I can't remember how much. Lee had called me 
about a week before that day in June asking if some, he was in a terrible bind and could I 
help him and asked him what was the matter? And he said, 'Tm supposed to be in Geneva 
on Tuesday for a World Health meeting and but I kind of let my passport has expired and I 
need to get there. Can you do anything about it?" I said, "Well, Lee I know how to get a 
passport faster, but do you know where you're supposed to be on Monday?" He said, "Oh 
that's all right, I've left a statement with my secretary." So I said to Lee, "Have you left two 
statements? One if we lose?" And he said, "Oh, oh no, well, I'll do that." And I said, "Lee, 
you know if you're not here and we lose that case, you're gonna be the most famous bail 
jumper in history." I said, "I'll arrange about the passport and you'll just have to tell your 
secretary not to say where you were, that you were unavailable." So, he said ok and then 
when the day that the decision came down I was actually in a bar in New Haven where we 
were gonna have lunch and waiting for this decision. So Tom and Estelle and me, there 
were other's there, probably Tom's wife. Anyway, I got a message there and it was a 
secretary I assume that the decision came out, and could she tell them where he is now? 
And I said yes. So the word was out. 

What was the penalty for, if, if 

I don't know, but he could have been prosecuted for leaving the country. 

No, I mean the penalty for the . ~. 

Just a $100 fine. 

Oh. No jail time. 

I don't think so. 
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Ok. All right, so I hate it when news people ask this question, but how did you feel 
when you won that case? 

I'll tell you I had a second martini. 

Wonderful. And probably before lunch, right. 

Oh, this was before lunch. Exactly. Two things we want. I'm gonna go back to Lee Buxton, 
but you did ask me before and I can't remember whether we ever got it into, when we began 
the litigation back in the Poe v. Ullman, the original best that I had hoped to achieve in that 
litigation was that an exception would be written into the statute by the court and it could 
only be done in the Connecticut Supreme Court, obviously, interpreting one of its statutes, 
that there should be an exception for a physician to be able to prescribe to a woman who 
was in therapy and suffered as Jane Doe suffered, she would be subjected to dying if she 
became pregnant, that in that situation the physician should have the right to prescribe the 
use of contraceptives to Jane Doe. That's where I think Poe was really thought the case 
had been the most we hoped to be accomplished. In other words to get in the (too soft) that 
we would win in the Supreme Court on the right of privacy was one of the things that, 
nobody even thought about it. You were really, they talked about a basic issue of a 
woman's right to life and so it was really quite something. 

Tell us a little bit, we haven't discussed that, a woman's right to life. What is your 
philosophy about that subject. 

I've already got a Lee Buxton for you. You can ask me that later. 

All right. 

Lee Buxton, who was head of OB-GYN at Yale and was a nationally known 
obstetrician/gynecologist, actually it's a very funny story about Lee when we tried the 
Griswold case, he testified in court and I was going through his qualifications. Lee's 
expertise and he was a nationally-known authority on infertility and then I got the transcript 
of a ... filing with an appeal. The court stenographer had put, instead of saying of infertility, 
had said infidelity. 

Oh, my word. 

And I must say I roared with laughter and I called up the clerk's stenographer and of course 
changed the transcript and I called up Lee and told him, telling him as a joke. He said, "Oh, 
that's great. Leave it in, leave in it." I said this was no time for laughter. 

This is not a time for jokes. Marvelous. I was asking you about, 

I want to talk about Lee. 
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Oh, more about Lee. Fine. 

When Lee first, when I first got to know him, I obviously got to know him pretty well during 
that whole litigation. He was this wonderful, wonderful idealist who got involved with 
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they deserved from him and that someone like a Jane Doe, of course it should be legal to 
prescribe contraceptives to he·r and he should, and the war was terrible because of that. It 
had nothing to do with marriage. He was an 08-GYN and he should be able to deal with 
his patients on the basis on which they deserved to get treatment to the point of ... And so 
when we were presenting the case and it was always married women and he kept saying to 
me, "but that isn't the issue in this case." He said, and he looked up about the married part 
of it, "the issue is that I can't prescribe to poor patients and that there's they prosecute that 
and we can't have a clinic." He wanted to provide care to all of his patients equally. He was 
the most compassionate man. So each time, he was also one of the great clients of all time. 
Lawyers can appreciate this. When you have a client who, and he was a very busy man, he 
was head of 08-GYN at Yale, a. national authority. He was head of the American College of 
Obstetricians and Gynecologists. I would call him and he would drop everything just to talk 
to me. Just a question of how I was gonna ask a question framing it to make sure I had it 
right. It was, he would give me a citation so I could put in, he would just hop to it and just 
was so supportive and anxious and participated in the litigation in a way that very few clients 
do. He used to go to court all the time. He would interrupt whatever he was doing and be in 
court if you were arguing the most minor thing in the world. But he always came to the 
Supreme Court of Connecticut with us. Each time that I would argue and I would be up 
there arguing things about the rights to have contraceptives and so forth, Lee would come 
up and say, "It was a great argument, great argument, but ... " And I always knew the but 
was coming and he would say, "It's the poor women I worry about." And I said, "I know, 
Lee, and I promised you and I promise you again that once we finish this case you'll take 
care of poor women." And he would sort of quiet down and then he would go through it 
again. The day that we argued Griswold in the Supreme Court of Connecticut, he was there 
in the court room and he comes up to afterwards and I'm still standing at the counsel table. 
You know that courtroom, there's five seats up there and there's a door in back and the 
court has left and gone through the door. Lee comes up from the spectator section, "Hey, it 
was a great argument, great argument, but .. " And I said, "Oh, Lee I promised you and I 
promised you and I promised you, you will take care of poor women once we get this issue 
done." And he said, "No, it's not the poor women. I know you'll take care of that. It's the 
teenager I'm worried about." He specifically said the unmarried teenager that I'm worried 
about. And I said, "Lee that'll be down the road, but we'll take care of that one." But he was 
always ahead of things and Tom Emerson told me that after we had the arguments in the 
U.S. Supreme Court, Lee had talked to him about the abortion statutes. He was so into, he 
was actually one of the ... 

Now is he still around? 
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No, he died. . .. I'm the only survivor of . . . There is another story about Lee that, at some 
point during all this litigation and I'm not sure when it occurred, a woman who had induced 
an abortion on herself had ended up in the Emergency Room and after they had taken care 
of her, I guess she was in the hospital for several days ... she was discharged and as she 
left the hospital, she was arrested for having induced an abortion and her lawyer came and 
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me and said that she had been arrested because there was a rule in the Emergency Room 
that anyone who came in that condition, the Resident there or someone on the staff should 
report it to the police department. And the police came down and arrested the woman in 
New Haven, she ended up in that Emergency Room, on the charge of indecent ... records 
of the Emergency Room were used against her. So I said to the officer who told me this 
and I said, ... important and he immediately interrupted whatever he was doing and I said 
Lee, I understand, and I explained what had happened, I said I understand that this ... and 
he said, just give me a few minutes and I'll call you right back. About 15 minutes later he 
called me and said "there was such a rule but there is no longer, as of this moment." 

That's wonderful. That's wonderful. 

It was so typical of him, you know, just a wonderful, wonderful man. 

At the time you were sitting in the bar in New Haven and you got word of the 
decision, you still did not have the written decision at that point, is that correct? 

That's correct. 

And when you got the written decision, what was your analysis of what had 
happened? 

What was my analysis? We celebrated the decision and actually we had some sort of, I 
think we voted for, we knew there was a dissent by Black and interestingly when Tom was 
doing the brief, as part of the writing, I never did write it but I was part of the discussion of it, 
Tom had somehow anticipated that Black would dissent because he took a very strong 
position about not wanting to create a decision which involved a substantive due process 
other than, which was a big issue in those days. Substantive was due process which would 
mean, for instance, that the following, ... each would issue separate decisions. And, you 
know, I think Stewart Black's dissent was ... but ... when we got the written opinion, that set 
the tone. It was several days later in the old fashioned days, we didn't have faxes, etc. 

And were you surprised at the breadth of the decision? 

Yes. The basic decision was Goldberg's, not Goldberg's, Douglass' on this that he called 
the conundrum of rights. I'm not sure, I don't think that he used that word in his opinion in 
Poe v. Ullman. It was certainly an expansion of what he said in Poe v. Ullman. One of the 
things that should be remembered about that ... everybody's discretion of it started with an 
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article which Brandeis and his roommate at, either at law school or at college, wrote in the 
Harvard Law Review that in the 1890's. 

Really. 
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but he was certainly not on the court at the time. But that was the first real discussion of 
rights of privacy in the law. 

Was that cited in the Decision or you don't remember? 

I don't know in the decision. 

Of course it wouldn't necessarily, it was law review article, right? 

A law revi~w article, but certainly it was the beginning of discussion of privacy. Interestingly 
enough, I always remember one of the places that he cites, it goes into English law, so and 
he talks about .. 

Who was the "he", Douglas or Brandeis? 

Brandeis. It was a decision in the court in Britain about Prince Albert and Queen Victoria 
were objecting to the publication of the, printing of the list of their artistic prints and their art 
collection. I never did know if it was in print but I assume they were somewhat 
pornographical. But that's one of the decisions that was listed in this article on privacy by 
Brandeis. But it's a fascinating article to read and it sort of set a historical reference to 
privacy that I think the ... saying before that this really was a part of a heritage almost, that 
our law sort of embodied a feeling for privacy, if nothing more and it may be the article in 
1895 and indicates ... 

Well, after this wonderful victory that you had, what did you have to do? Settle back 
down to handling bankruptcies and small minor criminal matters and where did life 
take you at that point? 

1965? Well that was about when the, I remember the day of the decision. l'ld had a partner 
up here in Canaan, Bill Ford, and I called him up and Bill said well that's all very good, but 
now get Mr. so-and-so's will done. I did get back to work. 

But it's hard to get down from that high, isn't it? It's so emotional, wonderful. 

I said, I remember telling Bill on the phone that I might quit the practice of law because it'd 
never be this good again. I found, in retrospect, one of the things I was hoping ... that this 
pattern ... in our honor that Judy Taber, who is now the President of Planned Parenthood, 
spoke at it and talked about, you know, what the Planned Parenthood is today in 
Connecticut. And I saw him quote the phrase in something else where she said that in 
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1965, Planned Parenthood in Connecticut had 200 clients and now this past year they had 
59,000. I had been, I mean, far more excited in retrospect in that ... after the decision ... 
did open a clinic in New Haven and we've gone to expand clinics and I was general counsel 
for Planned Parenthood, so I was, I was the one who was doing the leases for the new clinic 
locations. I was the one who conferred with them about Title IX and conferred with them 
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about City Mayor with all of his people from and the kids who worked with him, residents in 
the center at Yale/New Haven and others about what contraceptives would be used and 
one of them said to Lee, well why don't we use the IUD that we've been using in our clinic. 
don't know whether he said clinic but ... using at the hospital. And I looked down the table 
at Lee who ... and I looked at him like this and he said strictly for surgical use, strictly for 
surgical use. 

Well, it sound to me 

That was when the IUD was coming in, you see. 

It sounds to me as if you were able to fulfill your promise to him, that you did take 
care of poor women through the clinics. 

Yes. But also it was just after that that then Commissioner of Welfare, I don't want to get 
into the circumstances and that we had that conversation, but he said to me at the time, 
"you'll be interested to know that I've just made, I've just issued," whatever he did, so that 
poor people on Welfare can have access to contraceptives. I needless to say, I called up 
Lee to tell him. But the thing about the Planned Parenthood was that I was there to uphold 
its appointment and Planned Parenthood was really the beginning to serve people and 
expand its service in Connecticut at a time that I was retired as counsel of Planned 
Parenthood. I think we had 13 clinics in Connecticut. Just to have been part of that whole 
process and to hear Judy say that there was 59,000 who used the services last year, it's just 
been terribly, terribly exciting for me. 

That's wonderful. That's certainly wonderful. 

I also practice the law, by the way. 
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