MEET THE PRESS

November 7, 1954
6:00 PM
NBC Television

GUEST: Senator Lverelt Dirksen, Republican of Illincis

PANEL: May Cralg, Portland, ilaine Press Herald
Richard Wilson, Cowles Publications
John J, iladigen, Newsweek
Lawrence Spival, Regular Panel iMember

Deena Clarl, Mcderator

ANNCR: How Ladies and Gentlemen, Meet the Press, the Peabody Award
Winner prcduced by Lawrence Spivak, Ready for this spontaneous, unrehearsed
press conference of the air are four of America's top revorters. Their gquesiions
please remember, do not necessarily reflect their point of view. It's their way
of getting a story for you., Here now is {he mcderator of Meet the Press,
Deene Clarl.

CLARK: Gocd evening and welecome once geain to Meet the Press, Our guest
tonlght is Senator Everett M. Dirksen, Republican from Illineis, As Cheirman
of the commnittee to elect Republican Secnators, he played an importent role in
the election last Tuesday. Senator Dirksen was g member of the committee that
investigated the Army-MeCarthy ccntroversy, In the debate which ¢pens tomorrow
on the Watkins Comwmittee censure report, he is certain to be Senator McCarthy's
most poverful defender. How Senator Dirksen, if you're ready, I think
Mr, Medigen has the first question.

MADIGAM: Censtor Dirksen, es Chelrman of the Republican Senatorial
Campalsn Comnittee, you were charged with leading your party in a successful
fight to retain control of the Senage. You and your party failed. Why?

DIRKSEN: Well there might be meny reasons, although I wouldn't call it
a fallure as a matter of fact, ir. Madigan.

MADIGAN: You lost comtrol. Why did you lose control?

DIRKSEN: That's quite true, but if you loock at the bi-elections since
1914, the losses in both Zenate and House were so far below the average that I
would not call it a failure, although I was a little frustrated I donft mind
admitting, in not maintaining cootrol and geining a few extra seats.

MADIGAN: What factors did you fail on in trying to hold control?

DIRKSEN: fThat would require a recital I suppose of all the reascns why
a candidate fails in a given state. That would involve the personality of the
candidete., It would involve the gripes that people have, It would involve the
stay at nome vohte of which there were a great many. Il would involve locel
conditicns, And probebly & great many other reasons. And then of course, the
inevitable tendency to change even after an administration has been in office
for only 2 years.

MADIGANs  Dpecifically you as cne of the great defenders of Senator
MeCarthy, do you believe that the mishandling of the MeCarthy issue by the
Republican Party was part of the cause of the failure?
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DIRKSEN: While I never regarded it as an issue in the campaign, I
will say this, based upon conversaticns in some 20 states where I campaigned,
that it wes a factor aefter all.

MADIGAN: Is it true that the Republicar high command dlsregarded
some of your advice on the McCarthy issue?

DIRKSEN: I'm not 8o sure about that because I'm rather modest mbout
giving sdvice for one thing., I do make suggestions sometimes, And I thought
of course that Senator McCarthy might heve materially alded the cause in some
areqas if he had campaippned. But it must be remembered of course that he was
in the hospital part of the time, he was immobilized in preparation for what
is going to happen sone time beginning this week 1n the Senate.,

MADIGAN: Did you not suggest to Republican Chairman Leonard Hall
that they handle the cgse differently and make use of McCarthy's talenta?

DIRKSEN: Well I suggested it would be beneficial if his talents and
generally his influence were utilized.

MADIGAN: Did not Hall refuse you, explain that the White House
didn't want it either?

DIRKSEN: Mo, I don't think so, In every case of course, I think
it was left to Denator MeCarthy. And when these regquests came for him to
aprear in a given state, insofar as 1'm concerned, those were always trans-
mitted directly to him, DBecause those were after all requests given fram a
community that felt he could do some pood there.

SPIVAK: 1I'd like to get down to the big meeting thet sterts tomorrow,.
On July 30, 1954 in a Senate speech, you had this to say: That you would
"stgnd up for Senator MeCarthy when I think there is what appears to be
something in the nature of g conspirgtorigl effort to liquidate and to
destroy him." Do you think there is e conspiratorial effort to liquidate and
to destroy Senator MeCarthy?

DIRKSEN: Well Mr. Spivaek, es I draw on memory now and particularly
¢n the rather lengthy speech I made in connection with that matter on the
Sengte floor late at nlsht, as I read the list of those who were demanding
that sometli’ng be done about McCerthy, it would elmost appear if you use the
work conspiracy not quite in its legal sense, but rather as a coalition for
the purpose of achieving a single objective, Then I would say that that
statement still stands.

SPIVAK: ©Senator, do you think that this move could have gotten under
way if it didn't have the backing of many important Republicens? As I
remember, it was started by a Republican. Isn't this reslly a Republican
move?

DIRKSEN: Well a Republican as such could accomplish very litfle. It's
when you put orgenized effort behind it and as you so well know, the CIO,
the Daily Worker, the Ccmmunist Party of America, the National Committee for
an Effective Congress, and perhaps other orpgenlzations, were sll driving
toward the same goal.
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SPIVAK: Anéd do you say here thet they were the ones who influenced the
Republicans in the Senste to start this business?

DIRKSEN: Oh I didn’t say that
SPIVAK: I'm asking that guestion.

DIRKSEN: You must remember that I sald on the Senate flcoor that the
distinguished Senator from Vermont was a very hcnorable man, but I pointed
out that all these various orgenizations were getting in bed with him in his
effort to bring sbout a censure of the junior Senator fram Wisconsin.

SPIVAK; Now Senator, you were on the MeCerthy-Army ccrmittee. Who
was responsible for starting thet? Weren't Republicans responsible for that?

DIRKEEN: Definitely not., That matter of course grew out of a
cormmittee discussion where finally behind closed doors, if the whole truth
must be told, one Republican along with the three Democrats on the committee,
felt that that metter should hgve been ventilated in every possible way on
TV, radio and on tue front pege. And it's an open secret that the junior Senato.
from I1llinols whe is participating in this function todey, resisted it as
best he could, but having failed in the effort and knowing we were goling out
of the dcor with a 4 to 3 vote, I simply said the committee couldn't do it,
and therefore we Just as well ventilate the thing first as last. But I was
absolutely opposed to it from the beginning, and I indicaited my oppositicn
by reyeated attempts to bring hhat hearing to a close scme time after it
started, along towerd the middle, end even before it closed.

SPIVAK: As you know, there were many rumcrs t¢ the effect that the
White House was behind the Army-McCarthy hearings, the start of that hearing.
And there glso had been rumored thet they're behind this move to censure.
Is the legdership involved in this move to censure Senator McCarthy?

DIRKSEN: Do you mean the leadership on the Hill or do you mean the
leadership in the Executive Branch?

BPIVAK: Let's divide them, The lesdership first of the Executive
Branch.

DIRKSEN: I have no evidence., I kmnow of nothing that would indicate
that the Executive Branch took a hend in the matter.

SPIVAK: What about the leadership on the Hill?

DIBKSEN: So far as the leadership on the Hill is concerned, I think
everyhody acts as an individual in the metter. If you're spesgking now gbout
the imperding action on the proposed censure resolution.

WILSON: OSenator Dirksen, are you the leader of the forces in the
Senate who opposed the censure of Senastor MeCarthy?

DIRKSEN: I'w afraid that word leader is not very well applied. I
can only say that as a member of the United States Senate, I have spoken my
piece, I sought to defend him, I think this censure is a mistake, and I am
prepared to say so on the Senmte floor with what feeble talent and energy and
vigor I possess,
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WILSON: I was trying to get at the point of whether or not there
hed been ony meetings or discussions leading toward the organization of a
group of people who would defend Senator MeCarthy.

DIRKSEN: MNot that I know of. I presume those who are friendly to
the junior Senator from Wisconsin will certainly have a discussion of the
metter as soon as it gets definitely under way.

WILSOM: I velieve Cenator McCarihy has forecast that he will nob get
more than sbout 15 votes in the Senate and therefore he will be censured.
Do you ggree with thatb?

DIRKSEN: =11, I would rather not specu’ate on what “he Seaate will
do because it woulc be like g lawyer speculuting on woet the yory is going
1o do before he's made his case.

WILSON: Do you think therefore, that there is a gocd chance he will
not be cenruved?

DIRXSEN: 7 wouldn't kaow. It's unpredictable like the outcowe of
any sction of thir kind where you're dealing with 90 different perscoalitles.

WILSCON: Ia other words, you regliy think the menbers of the Senate
are open-~mninded on this questlon.

DIRKZEN: Yell I sinccr2ly hope cc.
WILSOW: How will the clection gffect the actlon of Senators or this?

DIRKSEN: UWell, T doubt whether 1t will affect it very much. I know
of no reason why it shouvid,

WILGON: In your own state of Illinois, is it not true that the
candidste who scemed to be moet favorable to Senator MeCerthy was guite
badly beaten? '

DIRKSEN: Yes, but oo the other hand, 1t must be said in all fairness
that the winning candidate said he had a completely open mind on the matter
end would listen to all the evidence and examine the testincny before he
came to a conclusion,

WILSCN:  And alsc in Wew Jersey the apperent winner of the Senatorial
race was openly strongly against Senstor MeCarthy. These things you do now
think will afel the attitude of Senators.

DIRKSEN: Well now we have to be very careful. Senstor Case of
New Jersey indicated that he would oppose the election of Senator McCarthy
to a chairmanship or would vote to deny him his prerogatives as such, But
I don't velieve that he ever passed on this question of the imgending
resolution,

WILEOWs I thought boti candidates Iin New Jersey were agreed that
MeCarthy ouint to Le cenisured.
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DIRKSEN: I heve never seen anything from Senator Case to indicate
that he ever took a stand on: the censure resclution,

CRATG: Senator, do you think thet the Vatkins Committee was
stacked ggainst Senator McCarthy as he sazys it was?

DIRKSEN: I would certainly not be ineclined to think that any Senate
commtittee was ever stacled,

CEAIG: That's not a direct ansver.

DIRKSEN: The direct answer then would be that it was not a
stacked commitbee. 3But T would say of cource, ard I'm talking now 25 a
lawyer, with respsci to -ne member of the commitiee, if he werc on a jury
that were impaneled and the time had come to exercise a challenge on a juror,
I thirk I would have exercised my challenge with respect to one member.

CRAIC: Are you speaking of Senator Johnizon?
DIRISE:  Yes,

CRAXCG: Exolain to wme this, Senptor McCarthny also says that this
session beginning tomorrow is going to be a lynching bee. Do you agree with
that?

DIRKOEN: I of course sm not responsible for the terms and descriptive
adjectives that arc used, I cculdn't dmegine that the Senate ever would bhe
a lynching bvee. I'm a member cof the Senate and I have a high regard for its
digrity and its prcbity. So I shall never want to demean the body of which
I'm a member, I dron'l always agree withh the conclusions that they reach.

CRAIG: Do you think the investigation made vy the Watkins Committee
was a fair investigation?

DIRKSEN: Insofar as I know, it was fair except in one sense, and
that was this: Had I been the Chairmen of the committee, I would have
rermitted Senator iKcCarthy to make his whole case; and I think elong wlth
everything else, I would have asked the complaining and prosecuting witnesses
like Senator Flanders and Senator Fulbright and Senator Morse, I would have
asked them to come before the committee and I wouwld have suggested that they
also subject themselves to cross examination., If you're going to get the
whole truth, then of course that's the only way to get at the bottom of the
matier and that wasn't done in this cease.

CRATC:; I've been walting for a long time to get a member of the
MeCarthy investigating ccommittee here, particularly a Republican, to ask him
vwhy they didn't ride herd on wWclarthy and prevent for instance the Cohn-Schine
incident and several other thirgs which finslly ceme Lo the crisis?

DIRKSEN: Of course, once a committee votes to have an open hearing
- under TV lights and over radic and elsevhere covering this whole question
ov undue exercise of' influence with respect to the Army, ther you get into
the whcle fizid of motive. Obvicusly you coulda't stop it.
CRATG: I didn't ask you that.

DIRKSEN: What did you ask?
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CARMG: I asked you vhy you didn't prevent dWelorthy from etting
into all thab trouble, prevent the Cohn-Schine inecident from ever cccurring
2 F
at all. You were on the comittee.

DIRKSEN: Well, I had nc 'mowledge of the matter for a long time
a8 on individuel member of {he comnittee. The minute T had knowlcdge that
there was some difficulty in thet field, I went Lo the Chairman of the
conmittee ol ocnce. It was very shortly thereafter, of cowrse, thal dher
things followed 1n seguence, including; the celebrated chicihen luncheon with
Secretary Stevens and the visit with Counsellcor Adams when he came to my
office., ALY those thingss then quickly flowed out of the foct that for the
firct time we had lmowledpe that there was something in that field., Plus
the fact that tliere were intimations by the Army that they were polng o
release tine so~called clioaclogy of charges,

CRAIG: ©Genator, you still have not gope far enourh back., I asked
vou why you did not prevent it haprening; long ago the Democralts on the
comitiee tried to get the Republicans Lo wake rules which would have curbed
MeCarthy and the Republicans voted against it. Thet wan long ago before the
Democcrats ever walked out.

DIRKOEN: Prcbebly the only thing you could have effectively done so
far as rules are concerned, was tco require that with respect to llcarings out
of the Distriect of Columbia, tliat you require the atitendance of at least
two wenbers of the coumittee. That's one of the recormendations that has
becn made over and over spain. Thot may have modified it some. Dut after
all, we vere oniy following a general pattein that has been followed by
otheyr comittees including the Senate Judiciary Comuittee and the Un-Asericen
Actvivivies Committee of the House, Dver since the Cristoffel case in the
Supreme Ccurt, the committees have held thot one man constituted o quorun
Tor the purpose of taling testimony under oath.

CRAIG: Could you not have prevented the Cclin-Dchine incident
if you had agreed with the Democrats when they wanted fthe gpproval of the
full subccmnittee before you hired counsellor and other employees?

DIRESEN: YWhen we had that meeting prior te the time that the
Democvatic members came back to the committee, it was agreed that there could
be no hiring unltess 1t was done by a najority of the conmittee.

CRAIG: But they asked you before they walled out and all the
Republicans were against ic.

DIRTESER:  Yes, but after all, this difficulty haoppened after they
came baclk,

MADIGAl: Tet's put it another way. Is it not a Tact you didn'™ +think
MeCarthy deserved to be curbed?

DIRKGEN: We simply followed the format that is followed by other
ccmittees,

MADIGAI: Is it not a fact you did not think Serpator MeCarthy should
have been cwbed?
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DIRKSEN: As a matter of facl, I thought he was deing a pretty good
Job, The cther thing ic this and it must not be forgotten, Whea you'lre
serving on 15 or 16 subcormittees of the Senate, and one subconmittee and
this is a subecommittee, this lavestipating subcormittee goes off to New Yorl
or Buston or Clevelend or elsewhere to tale tegtliwony, it's so impossible
oft times to disenpage fourself with other work and conseguently it's not
uncommon for one man to teke testimony. I took all the testimony on the
appropriations for the Digtrict of Coulusbia. I think I was the only one
Present.

HMADIGEN: HNow that you're on record eas seying he shouvld nol, have been
curbed, can we take il you will cross examine the people tomorrow such as
Flandors and liorse and make them witnesses?

LIRKOEN: There will be no cheuece to cross examine, You don't
follew the cross examingbions techuique on the floor. All you caa do is
sey to & fellow Senator, ycu can esk him a question; he may answer; he
may be responsive in his answer, he mey not, But it is not regarded as
eross examination,

MADIGAN: Have you heord a rumor to the effect thet scme Republicans
were trylng to work out a plan whereby Senstor McCarthy would publicly
gpologize on the floor snd they would hepe Lo weter down the rescluticon?

DIRKSEN: I haven't heard 1t.

MADIGAN: Wowld you be in fagvor of such a thing?

DIDKSEN: I wouldn't koow, as a wetter of fact.

MADIGAN: Could you conceive of Senator MeCarthy aptlogizide on the
fXoor? '

DIRKSEN: He has not apclogized up to this time., And 1f he hos g
deep and abidirg conviction that he's right, he prcbably wouldn't apologize.

MADIGAN: And you believe he is right,

DIRKSEN: Well I can wnly soy that my own language hoth in and out
of the Senate is on the restrained and temperate silde, I hold no brief
for # unrestralned lenguage. I dor't always throw the book at somebody
where there is provocation like someone who lets his temper slip,

SPIVAK: I believe you've elready said that you wiil vote nct to
censure Sengtor Melarthy.

DIRKCSEN: That's correct.
SPIVAK: Are you so flrmly convinced that ncne of the arguments that

any of the Senstors can raise, including the Watkins Committee can raise in
the Oenate, that 1s likely to sway youl
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DIRKSEN: I doubt very much whether they'll sway me largely because
I pul this on g dirferent level, I put Senator McCarthy aside for the
moment and think of it in terms of curbing the freedom of a Senator in
pursuit of his investigatory power, Once you put e limit on it, where do
you stop? And how far can you go? What 1s your latitude from here on out
before there is some denger that you might invite censure because you've
pone too far with a wltness. Thet is one thing that is involved. The
second thing that's involved is this: I'm thinking in terms of headlines
thalt will sppear in countries all over the world, If the man who is regarded
not only in this country but elsewhere in the world az the chief exposer of
Communism is censured by his colleagues, what will it do with respect to the
hunt that has been on? What will it do with respect to the crusade that
has been on to ferret out Reds and pinks and follow travelers, particular’.y
in government? I'd hate to see the hesdlines that will probably blosscm ca
the press in meny sections of the world.

SPIVAK: Senator, I read through the Watkins report pretty carefully
and the nub of their argument seems to be in this statement: When the
personal honor and officlal conduct of the Senmtor of the United States are
in question before a duly con stituted committee of the Senate, the Senator
in question owes g duty to himself, to the state, and to the Senate Lo eppear
prouptly end cooperate fully when called by a Senate committee charszed with
the respensibility of the inquiry. ‘[This argument then is that he was 1n
contempt of & Senate comittee. [Now, do you think the Senate has a right
to Judge s metter of that kind in contempt of its own committee?

DIRKSEN: I must point out that there is no such rule in the Senate
today, and if that is reyarded as a rule, then 1t is a rule made by the
special comnittee under the Chalrmanship of Mr. Watkins, and obviously it
would be scumewhet ex post facto in nature, I would say. But there is no
such rule at the mcoment.

SPIVAK: You think then that it is perfectly all right for a Senator
to say whal he wants to about another Senator on the floor of the Senate and
that the Senate itself has no power to act ageinst him, or in a committee.

DIRKSEN: Indeed not. But the thing to which they refer there, with
partlculer reference to unrestrained language, was languege thal was not
recited on the floor of the Senate, and I'm thinking now of the language
thet waes used with respect to Senator Hendrilckson. When it ccmes of course
to the invitation to appear before the Gillette committee, 1f I recall now,
and I must refresh myself, those were @ll Invitations, but the question is,
is there g duty? If there is, there i1s no such rule that I know anything
about,

SPIVAK: Senstor, if they censure Senstor MeCarthy for what he has
sald up to now, what are they going to do about what he has sald abcout the
Watkins Committee and ebout the lynching bee itself?

DIRKSEN: That's enother question, but the fact & the matter is that
the Watkins Committee had jurisdiction only over those thirgs that wevre
presented on the Senate floor end presented to the committee as such. Anything
that comes thereafter 1s necesserily in the nature of new matter which would
heve to be deelt with at some subsequent tiwe,
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SPIVAK: Do you believe that if you use the rule that the Watking
Committee is trying to set up, that many of you would be subject to censure?

DIRKSEN: I wowldn't know about that, Dut I know this, that as I
think of the three specific substentive things that are lnvolved -~ the
language that is used with reference to the Senator from New Jersey, the
glleged conduct with respect to the invitetion fram the Gillette Committee,
and finally in the language of the committee, the alleged reprehensible
lenguage used In the Zwicker hearing-- it just seems Lo me if you're goin:
to deal with those and tie the hands of the members of the United States
Genete, you do two things, You first of allabridge the conplete latitude
of the investigatory power, and of course you put a weapon la the hands
of those who would like to put a barricede in the way of the exposur: of
Communicm in this country.

WILSON: I think we've got it clear gg# that you are g defender of
senator MeCarthy.

DIRKSEN: Well Mr. Wilson, I'd rather put it on different grocods.
I'm thinking in terms of my prerogatives us a Senator and certainly otazr
wltnesses have been abused far more excessively than General Zwicker wes
gbused., Thet's ove thing.

WILOON: I want to toke you into another fleld. Do you agree that
the Republicans lost the election?

DIRKSEN: Lost the election -- well we lost control, but as I pointed
out, cur average loss was far smaller than in any bi-election excert two
slnce 191k,

WILSON: You would concede that much.

DIRKSEN: Yee.

WILSON: Do you think the defest cf the Republicens will have any
effect on President Elsenhower's decilslon to run agaln or not o runi

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

WILSON: Do you think he ought to run? You're an old Taft Republican.
I'd be interested to get your cvpinlon.

DIRKSEN: I will sey this, if the President runs, I'11 be in his
corner.

WILECON: Will you be in hils corner for the nomination?

_DIRKSEN: If he's a candidate for the nominaetion, I'll be in his
corner for the nominaticn,

WILSCN: Do you think the eleclion tended to show that the Taft
Republicans, and there are a great many of them, falled to play & very
important part in Republican Party affairs?
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i DIRKSEN: Well, I dou't guiite know what you mean, Mr, Wilson, But

if you mean partlc1wat1un in an election as citizeas of the Unltea States,
it seems they have perticipsied.

CLAFK: I'm sorry to interrupt, dbut ocur time is up. Thank you so
mueh, Senator Dirksen, for being with us.
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