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ANNCR: Now Ladies and Gentlemen, Meet the Press, the Peabody Award 
Winner produced by Lawrence Spivak. Ready f o r  t h i s  spontaneous, unrehearsed 
press conference of the  a i r  a re  four of America's top reporters. Their questions 
please remember, do not necessarily r e f l ec t  t he i r  p i n t  of view. It 's t h e i r  way 
of ge t t ing  a s tory  for  you. Here now i s  the  moderator of Meet the  Press, 
Deena Clark. 

CLARK: Good. evening aad welcome once again t o  Meet the Press. Our guest 
tonight i s  Senator Everett M. Dirksen, Republican f r o m  I l l i n o i s ,  A s  Chairman 
of t h e  cormittee t o  e l ec t  Republican Senators, he played an important ro l e  i n  
t h e  e lec t ion  l a s t  Tuesday. Senator Dirksen was a member of the committee t h a t  
investiga%ed the  Army-McCarthy controversy. In  the debate which opens tamorrar 
on t h e  ilatkins C o d t t e e  censure report, he i s  cer ta in  t o  be Senator McCarthyts 
most powerful defender. Now Senator Dirksen, if you're ready, I think 
Mr. Madigan has t h e  f i r s t  question. 

MADIGMI: Senator Dirksen, as  Chairman of the  Republican Sena to r id  
Campai@ Cornittee, you were charged with leading your party i n  a successful 
fighk t o  r e t a in  control of the  Senate. You and your par ty  fa i led .  Why? 

DIRKSEN: Well there  might be many reasons, although I w o u l d n ' t  c a l l  it 
a f a i l u r e  as a matter of fact ,  Mr. Madigan. 

MADIGAN: You l o s t  control. Why did you lose  control? 

DIRKSEN: That's qui te  true,  but i f  you look at t h e  bi-elections since 
1914, t h e  losses  i n  both Senate and House were so  far below the  average t h a t  I 
would not c d l  it a f d l u r e ,  although I was a l i t t l e  f rus t ra ted  I don't mind 
admitting, i n  not maintaining control and gaining a few ext ra  seats.  

MADIGAN: What fac tors  did you fa i l  on i n  t rying t o  hold control? 

DIRKSEN: 'That would require a r e c i t a l  I suppose of all t h e  reasons why 
a candidate r a i l s  i n  a given state. That would involve the personality of the  
candidate. It would involve t h e  gripes t h a t  people have. It would involve t h e  
s t a y  a t  home vote of which there  were a great many. It would involve Local 
conditions. And probably a great many other reasons. And then of course, the 
inevi table  tendency t o  chaslge even efter an administration has been i n  off ice  
f o r  only 2 years. 

MADIGAM: 3pecif ical ly  you as one of the great defenders of Senator 
McCarthy, do you believe t h a t  the  mishandling of the McCarthy issue by the 
Republican Party w a s  par t  of the  cause of the fa i lure?  



DIRKSEN: While I never regarded it as an i s m  in the campaign, I 
w i l l  say this ,  based upon conversations in some 20 s ta tes  where I campai@ped, 
tha t  it was a factor after sll. 

MADIGAN: I s  it true that  the Republican high c m  disregarded 
some of your advice on the McCarthy issue? 

DIRKSEN: I ' m  not so sure about that  because I ' m  rather modest about 
giving advice for one thing. I do make suggestions sometimes. And I thought 
of course that Senator McCarthy might have materially aided the cause i n  some 
areas i f  he had campai@ed. But It must be remembered of course that he was 
in  the hospital part of the time, he was immobilized i n  preparation for what 
i s  going t o  happen some time beginning th i s  week in  the Senate. 

IWPXAN: Did you nat s w e e t  t o  Republican Chairman Leonard HaU 
that  they handle the case differently and make w e  of McCarthyts talents? 

DIRKSEN: Well I suggested it would be beneficial i f  his talents and 
generally h i s  influence were utilized. 

MADIGPN: Did not H a l l  refuse you, explain that  the White House 
didn't  want it either? 

DLRKSEN: No, I don't think so. In every csse of course, I think 
it was l e f t  t o  Senator McCarthy. And when these requests came for him t o  
appear i n  a given state, insofar as I ' m  concerned, those were always trans- 
mitted directly t o  him. Because those were after  all requests given from a 
community that  f e l t  he could do some gosod there. 

SPIVAK: I ' d  l i ke  t o  get down t o  the big meting that s tar ts  tcanorrow. 
On July 30, 1954 in  a Senate speech, you had th i s  t o  say: That you would 
"stand up for Senator McCarthy when I think there is wha* apwass t o  be 
something in  the nature of a conspiratorial effort  t o  liquidate and t o  
destroy him." Do you think there i s  a conspiratorial effort  t o  liquidate and 
t o  destroy Senator McCarthy? 

DIRKSEN: Well Mr.  Spivak, as I draw on memory now and particularly 
on the rather lengthy speech I made i n  connection with that matter on the 
Senate floor l a t e  a t  night, ss I read the list of those who were dewding 
that  sometF&g be done about McCarthy, it would almost appear i f  you use the 
work conspiracy not quite in i t s  legal sense, but rather as a codi t ion for 
the purpose of achieving a single objective. Then I would say that that 
statement still  staads. 

SPIVAK: Senator, do you think that  this move could have gotten under 
w a y  i f  it didn't have the backing of many important Republicans? As I 
remember, it was started by a Republican. Isn't  th i s  really a Republican 
mwe? 

DIRKSEN: Well a Republican as such could ecccmrplish very lit*. I t ' s  
when you put organized effort  behind it and aa you so w e l l  know, the CIO, 
the Daily Worker, the C o m s t  Party of America, the National Cmmittee for 
an Effective Congress, and perhaps ather organizations, were all driving 
toward the same goal. 



SPTVAK: And do you say here that  they were the ones who influenced the 
Republicans i n  the Senate t o  s t a r t  t h i s  business? 

SPIVAK: I ' m  asking that  question. 

DIRKSEN: You must remember that I said on the Senate floor that the 
distinguished Senator from Vermont was a very honorable man, but I pointed 
out that all these various organizations were getting in bed with him in h is  
effor t  t o  bring about a censure of the junior Senator from Wisconsin. 

SPIVAK: Now Senator, you were on the McCarthy-Army cormittee. Who 
was responsible for start ing that? Weren't Republicans responsible for that? 

DIRIEEN: Definitely nut. That matter of caurse grew out of a 
committee discussion where f inal ly  behind closed-doors, i f  the whole truth 
must be told, one Republican along with the three Democrats on the ccamnittee, 
f e l t  that  that  matter should have been ventilated i n  every possible w a y  on 
TV, rsdio and on the front page. And i t ' s  an open secret that  the Junior Senato~ 
from I l l ino is  who i s  participating i n  t h i s  function today, resisted it as 
best he could, but having fai led in the effort  and knowing we were going out 
of the door with a 4 t o  3 vote, I simply said the committee couldn't do it, 
and therefore we just as well ventilate the thing f i r s t  as l a s t .  But I was 
absolutely opposed t o  it from the beginning, and I indicated my opposition 
by r epa t ed  attempts t o  bring that  hearing t o  a close some time after it 
started, dong towcrd t i e  middle, and even before it closed. 

SPIVAK: As you imm, there were many rumors t o  the effect that the 
White House was behind the Army-McCarthy hearings, the s t a r t  of that  hearing. 
And there also had been rumored that  they're behind thie move t o  censure. 
Is the leadership involved i n  t h i s  move t o  censure Senator McCarthy? 

DIRKSEN: Do you mean the leadership on the H i l l  or do you mean the 
leadership i n  the Executive Brach? 

SPIVAK: Let's divide them. The leadership f i r s t  of the Executive 
Branch. 

DIRKSEN: I have no evidence. I know of nothing that would indicate 
that  the Executive Branch took a hand i n  the matter. 

SPIVAK: What about the leadership on the H i l l ?  

DIRKSEM: So f a r  as the leadership on the H i l l  is concerned, I think 
everybody acts as an individual i n  the matter. I f  you're speaking now about 
the impending action on the proposed censure resolution. 

WILSON: Senator Dirksen, are you the leader of the forces in the 
Senate who opposed the censure of Senator McCarthy? 

DIRKSEN: I ' m  afraid that  nor& leader i s  not very w e l l  applied. I 
can only say thct  as a member of the United States Senate, I have spoken my 
piece, I sought t o  defend him. I think this  censure i s  a mistake, and I em 
prepared t o  say so on the Senate floor with what feeble talent and energy and 
vigor I possess. 



WILSON: I was trying t o  get a t  the point of whether or not there 
had been any meetiags or discussions leading toward the organization of a 
group of people who would defend Senator McCarthy. 

DIRKSEN: Not that I know of. I presume those who are friendly t o  
the junior Senator from Wisconsin w i l l  certainly have a discussion of the 
matter as soon as it gets definitely under way. 

WILSON: I believe Senator McCnrthy haa forecast that he will not get 
more then about 19 votes in the Senate and therefore he w i l l  be censured. 
Do you agree with that? 

DIRKSEN: '/l?ll, I would rather not specvl.ate on what ,!;Ye Seaate w i l l  
do because it wovlc be l ike  a lawyer spcul&ing on what the j x y  i s  going 
t o  do before he's made his  case. 

WILSON: Do you think therefore, tha t  there i s  a good chance he w i l l  
not be cens~wed? 

DIRKK%N: :: wouldn't kmw. It's unpredictable l ike  the outcome of 
m y  action of th i?  kind where you're 6ea;Lizg with 96 clFfferellr, persr~.a l i t ies .  

WILSON: Id other words, you really think the rnemhers of the Senate 
w e  open-mlnded on th i s  question. 

DIRK5EX: 'r!ell I ~ i n c c - - . l y  hope GG. 

WILSON: H3w w i l l  the election d f e c t  the action of Senators on this? 

DIR;(Sm: Well, 7 dmbt whether it wil l  d f e c t  it very mct. I know 
of no reason why ik shouid. 

WILSON: In your own s ta te  of I l l inois,  is it not true that  the 
candidate who seemed t o  be most favorable t o  Senator McCarthy was quite 
badly beaten? 

DIRKSEN: Yes, but on the other hand, L t  must be said in all fairness 
that the winning candidate said he had a completely open mlnd on the matter 
and would l i s ten  t o  a l l  the evidence and examine the testimony before he 
came t o  a conclusion. 

W O N :  And elso i n  New Jersey the apparent winner of the Senatorial 
race w a s  openly strongly agahs t  Senator McCarthy. These things you do now 
think w i l l  a c t  the attitude of Senators. 

DIRKSEN: Well now we have t o  be very careful. Senator Case of 
New Jersey indicatedthat he would oppose the election of Senator McCarthy 
t o  a c ~ m a n s h l p  or would vote t o  deny him h i s  prerogatives as euch. But 
I don't believe that he ever passed on th i s  question of the impending 
resolution. 

WILF (IN: I thought botk c e d a t e s  %n New Jersey were weer !  that 
McCarlAhy ouf,nt t o  be cen,iiced. 



DIRKSEN: I have never seen anything frcan Senator Case t o  indicate 
that  he ever took a stasld on the censure resolution. 

CRAIG: Senator, do you think that  the Watkins C d t t e e  was 
stacked wainst Senator McCarthy as he s a ~ s  it was? 

DIRKSEN: I would certainly not be inclined t o  think that any Senate 
committee was ever stacked. 

CRAIG: That's not a direct answer. 

DIRKSEN: The direct answer then would be that  it was  not a 
stacked connittee. 3ut I woul& say of course, and I ' m  talking now e.s a 
lawyer, with respsc-c t o  ma mernber of the conanittee, i f  he were on a Jury 
that  were impaneled d the time had come t o  exercise a challenge on a jurar, 
I think I would have exercised my chdllenge with respect t o  one member. 

CRASG: Are you speaking of Senator JohGSon? 

DIRICREIi: Yes. 
. . 

CRAIG: Ex2lain t o  me this ,  Senator McCarthy also says that t h i s  
session beginning tomorrcw i s  going t o  be a lynching bee. Do you w e e  with 
that? 

DIRICSEN: I of course Prn not responsible for the terms and descriptive 
adjectives that arc used. I cculdn't imagins t h d  the Genate ever would be 
a lynching bee. I 'm a member of the Senate and I have a high regard for i t s  
dignity and i t s  prGbity. So I shall  never want t o  demean the body of which 
I ' m  a member. I don't always agree with the conclusions that  they reach. 

CRAIG: Do you think the investigation made by the Watkins Committee 
was a f a i r  investigation? 

DIRKSEN: Insofar as I know, it was f a i r  except i n  one sense, and 
that  was this: Had I been the Chairman of the corinnittee, I would have 
permitted Senator McCarthy t o  make his whole case; and I think along with 
everything else, I would have asked the complaining snd prosecuting witnesses 
l ike  Senator Flanders and Senator Fulbright and Senator Morse, I would have 
asked them t o  come before the committee and I would have suggested that they 
also subject themselves t o  cross exanfbnation. I f  you're going t o  get the 
whole truth, then of course that ' s  the d j  way t o  get a t  the bu t tm of the 
matter and that wasn't done i n  th i s  case. 

C W G :  I've been waiting for a long time t o  get a member of the 
McCarthy investigating connnittee here, particularly a Republican, t o  ask him 
why they didn't 'ide herd on McCarthy and prevent for  instance the Cohn-Schine 
incident and several other things which f inal ly  cmne t o  the cr is is?  

DIRKSEN: Of course, once a cammittee votes t o  have an open hearing . under TV l ights and over radio and elsewhere cwering th i s  whole question 
OL undue exercise of influence with respect t o  the Army, then you get into 
the whole f iz ld  of motive. Obviouslj you couldn't stop it. 

CRAIG: I didn't ask you that.  

DIRKSEN: What did you ask? 



CRAIG: I asked you why you didn't  prevent IkCarthy from get t ing 
i n t o  all t h a t  trouble, prevent t h e  Cohn-Schine incident from e v e r  occurring 
at all. You were on the comi t tee .  

DIRKSEE: Well, I had no i.sowledge of the matter . for  a long t i m e  
a s  an individual member of t h e  cami t t ee .  The minute I had. knowledge t h a t  
there  was some d i f f i c u l t y  i n  tha-t f ie ld ,  I went t o  the  Chairman of t h e  
corrmuttee at once. It was very short ly  thereaf ter ,  of course, t h a t  &her 
things followed i n  squence, including the celebrated chicken luncheon with 
Secretary Stevens a d  the  v i s i t  with Counsellor Adms when he came -to my 
off ice .  All  those things then quickly f l a r ed  out of the  Pact t h a t  fo r  the 
first t im  we had 1ulowledi;e t h a t  there was  something i n  t iat  f i e l d .  Plus 
the  f ac t  t h a t  there  were intimations by the Army t h a t  they were eoing t o  
re lease the so-called chronology of charces. 

CRAIG: Senator, you still have not gape f ex enougi back. I asked 
you why you did not prevent it happening; long ago t h e  Democrats on the  
c o d t t e e  t r i e d  t o  get the  Republicans t o  malie ru l e s  which would have curbed 
McCarthy and the  Republicans voted it. . ~ 

That wac. long ago before the 
Democrats ever walked out. 

DIRICTEN: Probably the  only thing you coulcl have effect ively done so 
f a r  as  rules are concerned, w a s  t o  require tha t  with respect t o  Hearings out 
of tbe  Di s t r i c t  of Columbia, t h a t  you require the  attendance of at l e a s t  
two inembers of t h e  committee. That's one of the reconrmemL~tions t h a t  has 
been m a d e  over and over again. That may h w e  m c d i f  i e d  it come. But  a f t e r  
all, we were only foUowing a general pat tern tha t  has been followed by 
other comi-ctees inc l tu i iq  the Senate Judiciary Committee and the  Url-&mican 
ActiviLiea Conunittee of the House. Ever since the Cr i s to f f e l  case i n  the  
Supreme Court, t h e  committees have held tha t  one ma consti tuted a quorum 
for  t h e  purpose of taking testimony under oath. 

CRAIG: Could you nut have prevented the  Cohn-Schine incident 
i f  you had agreed with the Democrats when they wanted the  approval of the 
ful l  subcommittee before you hired counsellor and other employees? 

DIRKSEN: When we had t h a t  meeting pr ior  t o  the time t h a t  the  
Democratic members cane back t o  the committee, it was agreed tha t  there  could 
be no h i r ing  unless it was done by a .majority of' the  committee. 

CRAIG: But they asked you before they wnlked out and a l l  the  
Republicans were against i c  . 

DIRKSEN: Yes, but after all, t h i s  d i f f i c d t y  happened a f t e r  they 
csme back. 

MADIGAJY: Let 's  put it another  my. Is it not a fac t  you didn't think 
McCarthy deserved t o  be curbed? 

DIRKSEN: We simply followed the format tha t  i s  followed by other 
committees. 

MADIGAN: I s  it not a f a c t  you did nut think Senator McCarthy should 
have been curbed? 



DIRTSEN: As a matter of fact ,  I t h o u a t  he was doing a pret ty  good 
job. The other thing 1 1 3  this and it must not be forgotten. When you're 
serving on 15 or 16 subcormnittees of the  Senate, and one subconunittee and 
t h i s  i s  a subcormnittee, t h i s  investip;atin.g subccmrmittee goes off t o  New York 
or Boston or Cleveland or elsewhere t o  take testimony, i t ' s  so impossi'ole 
o f t  times t o  disengage &ourself with other work and consequently i t ' s  not 
uncommon fo r  one man t o  take testitnony. I took all the  testimony on the  
appropriations fo r  the Dis t r i c t  of Columbia. I think I vas the  only one 
present. 

MADIGAN: N a r  t h a t  you're on record a s  saying he ohould no:, have been 
curbed, can we take it you w i l l  cross examine the  people tomorrow such as 
Flanders and lvlorse and make them witnesses? 

DIRKSEN: m e r e  w i l l  be no chance t o  cxoss examine. You don't 
follow the cross examinations technique on the f loor .  All  you caa do i s  
say t o  n, Fellow Senator, you can ask him a question; he lnay answer; he 
may be respon~ive  i n  h i s  answer, he may not. But it is not regarded as 
cross examination. 

MADIGAN: Have you heara a rumor t o  the  e f fec t  t h a t  some Republicans 
were t rying t o  work out a plan whereby Senator McCarthy would publj-cly 
apologize on the  i"loor and they would hcpe t o  water down the  reuoluCion7 

DINKSEN: I haven't hemd it. 

MADIGAN: Would you be i n  Eavor of such a thing? 

DII1ICSEN: I wouldn't know, as a lnatter of fact. 

MADIGAN: Could you conceive of Senator McCarthy a&Lo&$&@; on the 
f loor? 

DIRKSEN: He hns not apologized up t o  t h i s  time. And i f  he hns a 
deep and abiding conviction t h a t  he 's  right, he probably w d d n ' t  apologize. 

W I G A N :  And you believe he is  r i a%.  

DIFKlZN:  Well I con only say tha t  my o m  1anf;uage both i n  and out 
of the  Senate is on the  restrained and temperate s ide.  I hald no br ief  
fo r  unrestrained language. I don't always throw the book a t  somebody 
where there i s  provocation l i k e  someone who l e t s  h i s  temper s l ip ,  

SPIVAK: I believe you've already said tha t  you w i l l  vote not t o  
censure Senator McCarth.~. 

DIRKSEN: That l o  correct .  

SPIVAK: Are you so  firmly convinced t h a t  none of the  arguwnts that 
any of the Senators can raise ,  including the  Watkins Conmnittee can ra i se  i n  
the  Senate, t h a t  is l i k e l y  t o  swny SOU? 



DIFXSEN: I doubt very much whether t hey ' l l  sway me largely because 
I put t h i s  on a different  level .  I put Senator McCarthy aside for the  
moment and think of it i n  terms of curbing the freedom of a Senator i n  
pursui t  of h i s  investigatory power. Once you put a 1Mt on it, where do 
you stop? And how f a r  can you go? What i s  your l a t i t ude  from here on out 
before there  i s  some danger' t h a t  you might inv i te  censure because you've 
gone too f a r  with a witness. That i s  one thing t h a t  i s  involved. The 
second thing t h a t ' s  involved i s  th i s :  I ' m  thinking i n  terms of headlines 
thal; w i l l  appear i n  countries all over the  world. If t h e  man who i s  regarded 
not only i n  t h i s  country but elsewhere i n  the world as the chief exposer of 
Comunism i s  censured by h i s  colleagues, what w i l l  it do with respect t o  the  
hunt t h a t  has been on? What w i l l  it do with respect t o  the crusade t h a t  
has been on t o  f e r r e t  out Reds and pinks and follow travelers ,  particularly- 
i n  government? I ' d  hate t o  see the headlines t h a t  w i l l  probably blosscrn o ~ l  
the  prem i n  many sections of the world. 

.7~ 

SPIVAK: Senator, I read through the  Watkins report  p re t ty  careful ly  
and the nub of the i r  a rgun~n t  seems' t o  be i n  t h i s  statement: When t:re 
personal honor and o f f i c i a l  conduct of the Senator of t h e  United States  a re  
i n  question before a duly con s t i t u t e d  committee of t h e  Senate, the  Senator 
i n  question owes a duty t o  himself, t o  'the s ta te ,  nnd t o  the  Senate t o  appear 
promptly and cooperate f u l l y  when cal led by a Senate committee charged with 
the  responsibi l i ty  of the inquiry. 'Phis argument then i s  tha t  he was i n  
contempt of a Senate committee. Nmr, do you think the  Senate has a r igh t  
t o  judge a matter of t h a t  kind i n  contempt of i t s  own cormnittee? 

DIRKSEN: I must point out t ha t  there i s  no such ru le  i n  the  Senate 
today, and i P  t ha t  i s  regarded as a rule, then it i s  a ru l e  made by the 
special  cormnittee under Lhe Chairmanship of M r .  Watkins, and obviously it 
would be somewhat ex post fac to  i n  nature, I would say. But there  i s  no 
such ru l e  a t  the moment, 

SPIVAK: You think then t h a t  it i s  perfectly all r igh t  fo r  a Senator 
t o  s a y  what he wants t o  about another Senator on the f loor  of t h e  Senate and 
t h a t  the Senate i t s e l f  has no power t o  ac t  against h i m ,  or i n  a camnittee. 

DIRKSEN: Indeed not. But the  thing t o  which they r e fe r  there, with 
par t icu lar  reference t o  unrestrained language, w a s  language t h a t  was not 
r ec i t ed  on the  floor of the  Senate, and I ' m  thinking now of the language 
t h a t  was used with respect t o  Senator Kendrickson. When it comes of course 
t o  the inv i ta t ion  t o  appear before the Gi l l e t t e  conwrittee, i f  I r e c a l l  now, 
and I must refresh myself, those were a l l  invitations,  but the question is, 
i s  there  a duty? If there  is, there  i s  no such ru l e  t h a t  I know anything 
about . 

SPIVAK: Senator, if they censure Senator McCarthy fo r  what he has 
sa id  up t o  now, what are  they going t o  do about what he has said about the 
Watkins Committee and about the  lynching bee i t s e l f ?  

DIRKSEN: That's another question, but the  f ac t  cf the  matter i s  t h a t  
the  Watkins Committee had jur isdict ion only over those things t h a t  were 
presented on the  Senate f loor  and presented t o  the  ccamnittee as such. Anything 
t h a t  comes thereaf ter  i s  necessarily i n  the nature of new matter which would 
have t o  be dealt with at  some subsequent time. 



SPIVAK: Do you believe that  i f  you use the rule that the Watkins 
Committee i s  trying t o  set up, that  nmy of you would be subject t o  censure? 

DIRIBEN: I wouldn't know about that .  But I know this,  that as I 
think of the three specific substantive things that are involved -- the 
language that i s  used with reference t o  the Senator from New Jersey, the 
elleged conduct with respect t o  the invitation from the Gillette C o d t t e e ,  
and f inal ly  i n  the language of the committee, the a;Ueged reprehensible 
language used i n  the Zwicker hearing- it just seems t o  me i f  you're goini: 
t o  deal with those and t i e  the hands of the members of the United States 
Senate, you do two things. YGU first of allabridge the complete latitude 
of the investigatory parer, and of course you put a weapon in  the hands 
of those who would l ike  t o  put a barricade in the woy of the exposw- 3.C 
Gomumism i n  t h i s  country. 

WILSON: I think we've got it clear n& that  you axe a defender of -- 
Senator McCaxthy. 

DIRKSEN: Well &. Wilson, l ' d  rather put it on different g ~ ~ . n d 5 .  
I ' m  thinking i n  terms of my prerogatives ffi- a Senator and certainly o t n x  

rer was witnesses have been abused far u-ore excessively than General Zwicl- 
&used. That Is one thing. 

WZLSON: I want t o  take you into another f ield.  Do you agree that  
the Republicans los t  the election? 

DIRKSEN: Lost the election -- well we los t  control, but as I pointed 
out, our average loss %pa3 far  smaller than in any bi-election except two 
since 1914. 

WILSON: You would concede that  much. 

DIRKSm: Yes. 

WILSON: Do you think the defeat of the Republicans w i l l  have any 
effect  on President Eisenhower's decision t o  run again or not t o  run? 

DIRKSEN: That's a wholly speculative matter and I 'd  rather not 
speculate for the President. 

WTLSON: Do you think he ought t o  run? Youire an old Taf t  Republicau. 
Sld be interested t o  get your opinion. 

DIRIGBll: I w i l l  say th is ,  if the President runs, I'll be in his 
corner. 

WILSON: W i l l  you be in  h i s  corner for the nomination? 

~ ~ R K ~ E N :  I f  he's a candidate for the nomination, I'll be in his 
corner for the nomination. 

WLLSDN: Do you think the election tended t o  fihow that the Taft 
Republicans, and there are a great many of them, failed t o  play a very 
important psrt in  Republican Party arfairs? 



V' DIRKSEN: Well, I 3ontt  quite know what you me=, Mr. Wilson. But 
i f  you mean par t ic ipat ion i n  an elect ion as c i t izens  of the  United States,  
it seems they have participaked. 

CWX: I ' m  sorry t o  interrupt,  but our time i s  up. Thank you so  
mu.ch, Senator Dirksen, fo r  being with us. 


