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ANNOUNCER: Now, MEET THE PRESS, the prize-wmning program pro-
duced by Lawrence Spivak. Ready for this spontaneous, unrehearsed conference
are fowr of Ameriea’s top reporters. DPlease remember, their questions do not
necessarily reflect their point of view. It is their way of getting a story fer you.
Here i= the moderator of MEERT TIIE PRESS, Mr., Ned Brooks.

MR BROOKS: And welcome onee apgain te MEET THE PRESS, Our guest
is Senator Ewverett Dirksen, Republican of Illinois. As Assistant Republican
Leader of the Senate and a member of the powerful Approprintions Commitlee,
he is a key figure in the battle of the budpget now raging in Washington. Never
before has the issue of Government spending zroused so much public attention
or caused such a bitter ztruggle hetween the President and Conpress. The
conflict has been sharpened by DPresident Eisenhower’s efforts {o bring the
rebellious Congress inte line by divect appeals to the people. His second broadeast
iz wcheduled for Tuesday cvening. In the background of the budget controversy
iz the division inside the Republican Party between the so-enlied Modern Republi-
c¢ans, led by the President, and those who lean to the more conservative side.

Senator Dirk=en has served in Congress for 23 vears, sixteen of those years
in the House of Representatives and seven in the Senate, He ix & member of the
Republican Policy Committee. In addition to his work on Apprepriations, he
serves ag a member of the Judiciary Committee, which is handling the con-
troversial eivil rightls legislation. He is sponszor of the Administration’s Civil
Rights Bill.

And now seated around the press table ready to interview Senator Dirksen
ave Richard Wilson of the Cowles Publications, Marquis Childs of the St. Louis
Post-Dispaleh, Edwin Dale, of the New York Times, and Jack Bell of the
Associated Press. Qur regular panel member, Mr. Lawrence E. Spivak, will be
back with us next week. Now, Senator Dirksen, if you are ready, we will start
the quesiions with Mr, Bell.

MR. DBELL: Senator, the %72 hillion question before (he country now seems
fo he whelher the President or Congress is going to win the baitle of the bhudget.
You are on the firing line as a member of the Senale Appropriations Committee.
How do you think this great batile is coming out?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Everybody is going to win.

MR, BELL: How 510 they do that?

SENATOR DIR[(SF.N: Budgets, after all, are functional things, and | think
when Congress pets through there will be some substantial reduections. They
will not impair the security or essential services of the country; the taxpavers
will pet a hreak. That is why I say pretiy nearly everybody will win before we
get through.

MR. BELL: Senator, what is a subsfantial reduction, in your estimation?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: [ never take a figure out of the air to indicate whether
it is my figure or a substantial reduction. I just go along as a member of the
Senate Appropriations Committee and seek te evaluate all the items that come
hefore the Committee, particularly on my own Subcommittees, and then let the
final score be determined on the basis of that evaluation.

MR. BELL: The I'restdent said he is not thinking in any terms of a $2 billion
cut in the bhudget, but would you be thinking in (erms of a %2 billion cut?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I think the President’s lanpguage in the report he made
to the country was that he could see no "“great” reductions. Now, “great” is a
velative term, of course, and one person muay attach one value to it, and one per-
son may attach another,

MR, BELL: Which side are you on here, Senulor; are von on the President’s
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side in favor of the larper spending, or are you on the side of most of sour
Republican colleagues in favor of smaller spending?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: The best answer [ can give you, My Bell, is as a
memher of the Treasury-Post Office Subcommittee on Appropriations, as a mem-
her of the Subcommittec on State and Justice Apprepriations. The two bills
that went through thiz week in which we undevrcut the House figure on State
and Justice and held the Treasury-Post Office fipure at the House level, are the
hest indications I can give vou as to where I stand.

MR. CHILDS: The President this pasl week made his first appeals for (he
full amounts for Defense, State, USIA, ete. He is making another appeal apgain
this coming Tuesday. What does wour mail show? Ts it for the President or
against him?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Very decidely against him, depending, of course, on
what amounts are imvolved. T think the vountry wants a budpet reduction. and
our job is to be reasonable and realistic about it

MR, CHILDS: Is the President unrealistie, then, Senator Dirksen?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, the President is cntirely realistic hecause e
operates from the fipures that have been submitted by the apency heads that
have cleared the Budpet Burcau, that reflect the thinking of his Cabinet and then,
of course. are presented to him. But you must not forget, as the President in-
dicated, that the Budget as it was finally submitted to him was scaled down
by senmething in excess of 310 billion, as I recall, Now, it may be that it can be
scaled down more. That, of course, is the funetion of Congress.

MR. CHILDS: The IPresident said he needed the full $140 million for the
United States Informalion Agency, and yet the Senate cut that back by more than
245 million and only 14 Republicans, 1 think it was, voted apainst the cut. IHow
de¢ you explain this, Senator, when you've got nearly a majority of Republicans
in Lhe Senate?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: You explain it on the ground that we sat there day
after day and took testimony on the United States Infermation Agency and
came to that conclusion of £90,200,000, on the basis of the ovidence and the kind
of case they presented.

MR, CHILDS: But you think Lthe President must have heen wrong, then?

SENATOR DIRIKCSEN: The President was dealing with the Agency’s estimate
in the first instance, and that, of course, was submitted to the Congress. But
it is for us to po through the details and sce whether this is an efficient operation
and whether we are getting our money’s worth.

MR, CHILDS: And vel Vice-President Nixon came hack from Africa and said
the whaole propaganda operation had te he greatly expanded there; now, it can-
not he,

SENATOR DIRKSEN: The propaganda operation can be effeetive without
nevessarily measuring it in ferms of the amount of dollars we are to expend.
Consider Ethiopia, for example, where you do not have too much of a function
and vet vou bave something like $175,000 in the budget for Ethiopia, Would you
call that effective spending or not? [ have some doubts about it on the hasis of
the recitals that were made to us,

M. DALIE: Senator, you arce one of the top three Republicans in the Senate
leadership, and it is essentially a conservative leadership. I don’t ask this face-
tiously. Do you consider the Iresident a good Republican?

QENATOR DIRKSEN: Indeed so,
Mft. DALE: May 1 ask, Senator, why doesn't the leadership in the Senate do
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perhaps a little more (o back his program, for example, his USIA budget? The
leadership made no effort to restore those funds, and in some other items of his
program the leadership seems to be reluctant, at best, to suppoerl the President’s
program.

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Mr. Dale, let me give you this answer: When the
USIA was submitted ax a budget figure in the first instance, it was $155 million.
It was paved from $1565 milliop to $140 million bhefore it ever reached the Housc
and the Senale. It lost 85 million in its transition from the louse to the Senate
and the revised figure was fnally $125 million. So, the figure we dealt with
waz %20 million helow the request of USIA in the first instance, and when we
got through examining into press media, movies, radio, staff support, adminis-
trative expenses and everything else, we felt that it ought to be substantially
reduced on the ground that with that amount of moncy you could fighten it up
and still make it a very effective agency.

MR, DALE: Well, that leads o a rather more broad question. Do vou feel that
the Conpressional Republicans should and can go prelty wmuch their own way,
voting their own convictions quite irrespective of how the Presiden( feels, or do
vou think they should follow his lead?

SENATOR DIRKSIIN: T recite to yvou the fact that in the Constitution there 1s
a pravision that no money can be taken out of the public treasury except in
pursuance of an appropriation made by law. Conpress is the exclusive law-making
bodv in our Constitutional Government, and, consequently, thev have that re-
sponsibility, and they should exercise it, and they do.

MR, BROOKS: Senalor, before we leave the Information Service, the director
of that agency is Mr. Arthur Larson, the man who is supposed 1o have coined
the ferm “Modern Republicanism.” [ wonder whether his ¢onnection with the
modern wing of the parly had anything te de with the hig cut that was made
in his bhudget?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: None whatsoever.

MR, WILSON: Senater, a survey made by Congressional Quarterly, which is a
research orgpanization here, has shown that so far this year, the Democrats have
supported the President more consistently than the Republicans. I think it shows
that about 44 per c¢pnt of the time, the Republicans supported him, about 67
percent, {he Democrats, Do you think that the Republican Party can carry a
record like that to the people and elect another President?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Mr. Wilson, the Republican Party, as [ think of it, is
essentially a conservalive party, and, [ helieve, the Members of Congress on
our =ide of the aisle are quite in character when they seek to excreise a rather
conservative approach, particularly in the field of the Foderal budget. Whether
or not you can clect a Fresident on the basis of that record is one of those
speculative things, bul as I envision, and as 1 evaluate the responses that you
get from the country, today, this country is certainly hudget conscious and is
quite fearful of undue consequences on our economy unless we held the budget
dowr.

MR, WILSON: How could you say, Senafor. that the Repuhlican Party is
essenlially a conservative parly when the conservalive group in the Republican
PParty has heen unable for the last four national conventions to nominate a
candidate for Uresident?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: 1 think our candidaies have heen conservatives, and
the longress has been conservative.

M. WILSON: Now, sir, ¥ou were a strong advecale of Senator Taft in 1952
he was defeated for the nomination, This was the second time he was defeated
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for the nomination. A conservative just hasn’t bheen able to e nominated, isn't
that true?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Do you think Eisenhower is a conservative? [ do.

MR, WILSON: Do you think his budgetary policies show him to he a con-
servative?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Mr. Wilson, don’t forgei a budpet is a functional
document. All these apency heads make up their estimates, submil them to
the DBureau of the Budget. In refined form they finally go to the President, and
very honestly, the President cxamines them, notices the commitments the
Congress may have made to the country in the form of scrvice and one thing
or ancother, and then he is dutybound, I think, to submit it in that fashion. But
we are dutvbound to examine it very carefully and see whether some functions
can be dispensed with and whether in the case of others you can make them
effective and still eut the money that is requested.

MR, WILBON: Senator, inasmuch as you have staled quite a sharp disagree-
ment with President Eisenhower, [ wouald like to ask vou this question: Do you
think that a leader of the Republican Party in the Senate should resign if he
disagrees as sharply as that with the President?

SENATOR DRKSEN: Are you speaking now about Scnator Knowland?

MR, WILSON: T am.

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Very definitely, I do not believe he should resign. He
js expressing his conviction on these matters, and his voting record in the main
is a very rood record, indeed, insofar as Administration support is concerned. But
vou wili find those differences, and the very fact that he utters his dilferences
very hopestly and very bluntly, [ think, is a matter of high credit for Bill
Knowland.

MIE WILSON: If you happened to be elected leader in the future, you wouldn't
resign if you had a sharp dilterence with the President?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: [ doubt it very muech; if it was an honest ditference,
certainly not.

M. BELL: Senator, one of your Democrat colleagues on the Judiciary Com-
millee, Senator Ilennings, says that at any lime the Republicans want to do il
they can bring a Civil Rights Bill ent of that Commiltec and hring it hefore
the Senate, If that iz true, why don’t the tepublicans do it?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Mr. Bell, it iz not quite that easy, First of all, there
are eight Democrats and seven Republican members sitting on the Judiciary
Committee. The Chairman is a Demoecrat. He is in a position to recognize one
or the other members of the Conmnnittee who may be seeking recognition when
the committee begins its stated meetings on Monday morning, [f someone is
recognized who helds the time until 12:00 o'cleck, and the point of order is made
that the Committee is sitting without authority, then wbhat ?

ME. BELL: Senator, isn't it gencrally apgreed that a majority of the Senate
woukd vote in faver of a Civil Rights Bill, if if ot to (he Senafe?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I am quite sure they would.

MR, BELL: Why deesn’t a majority of (he Senaule fhen take the Civil Righis
Bill away from the Comatittee?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: You can discharge the Committee, and [ suppose that
hefare too long some efort will he made to bring the Bill to the (loer.

MR, BELL: That will he made by whem? Who will make the effort? Will the
Republicans make 7

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I certainly will make it, if [ can.
ML BELL: You will make an effort to discharge the Committee—at what time?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: At the earliest possible opportunity, and along with
it

MR. BELL: What would be that carliest possible opportunity?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I think the earliest effeclive opportunity would be when
Lthe House pasges Civil Rights and it comes over and there is a possibility of taking
it from the President’s desk and having it given immediate consideration on
the Senate ficor.

MR. BELL: You will vole to do that, will yvou?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: If that can be done, T certainly will try to do it
helieve e,

MR, DALE: Senator, the big moeney in this budget is the defense and forcign
aid moneyv. What do you think about the Foreign Aid Bill? Are you going to
support the President for a substantial sum of money? Tle hax asked for %3.9
hillon.

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I have invariably supported the President on foreign
aid. 1 expeet to further support the President on foreign aid hecause [ believe
with Admiral Radford and our other military leaders thal foreign aid is an
integral part of our national security, and as such, it must be considered in
that light and its effect upon the security posture of the country,

MR. DALE: Would you expect the big bulk of the Republicans in the Senate
to feel that way and vafe that way?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: In the main 1 think they will, althouph there may he
differences as to different items of defense support, econemic aid, development
aid. That doesn't mean that in the main most of them will not support forcign aid.

MR. DALE: Would you consider, Senator, thal your position in enthusiastic
support ol foreign aid i3 somewhat different from Senafor Knowijand's?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Senator Knowland is for foreign aid. To what degree
I am not prepared to say, but certainly he has always supported foreign aid,
althoupsh it ought go he pointed out there were some items in the Biil last yvear
te which he disagreed rather vigorcusly. That doesn’t mean that he doesn't
support the principle of foreign aid.

MR, DALL: How about defense, Senator? The DPresident has made it emphati-
cally clear that any cut beyond the one-half billion dollars which he himself
recommended would threalen the security of the country., What is your [eeling
on that subject?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: When the defense budget first went to the Budget
Bureau and later to the President, it was far in excess of the budpet that was
finally submitted to the Congress. That only means that somewhere along the
line many items were cut back. They may have been very material in somebody's
judgment. We will have to evaluate in the =ame terms, and there may be cut-
backs, althongh it isn't indicaled yvet what the [Touse has done, or the House Com-
mittee on the Mililary Appropviations Bill. 1t will go threugh that same course
when it gets to the Senate Armed Services Caommittee and finally pgets to the
floor.

ME. CIHILDS: Senator Divksen, are you in favor of Senale ratification of (he
International Atomic nergy Agency, hased ou President Eisenhower's atoms for
peace plan?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: My, Childs, in the form in which it appears, and [ must

=
8]



confess T am not as familiav with it as T should be hecause it is within the juris-
dietion of an entirely diffcrent Commitiee, I'll have to examine it. I know, of
course, that there is some propoesal o nffor_::ome 1'f-sle1":fat:on§ on the ._‘Senat(- fraar,
and if those are offered and adopted, it might put it in a different Heht. ,‘\t‘ ﬂ.]e
moment [ can give you no conclusive answer as Lo whether T would support it in
its present form or not.

M CHILDS: President isenhower and Mr, I)u]l'_e.q have said that this is
essential to the stalure of America in the world, 1 believe,

SENATOR DIRKSEXN; That iz right, hut 1 am not forgotting th{al we have
nepotiated 20 bilateral treaties with respect to atomic energy, \.\']HI 3_9 different
co{jntl'ies. Then we have negotiated § atoniic power treaties, 1 l_’hmk_, with 5 nt-ber
countries, =0 that we really have done a [;'0]0(1 picee of work in thal ficld, qguite
aside from the so-called treaty that is pending.

MR, CHILDS: Senator, you were originally an isolationist, I think, and vou
ﬂ'ni-d once vou were proud of it. Then you supported the :\Iﬂrshaﬂ. Plan, and, tlh:z'n_.
l'.-m) roverfﬂd at one point {0 isolationism. How would you describe vour posilion
-l()d'd}'?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: It {3 the old story of getting a tap when you o in one
direetion or another, hut, Mr. Childs, I ought to remind you that three months
before Pearl Iarbor I made a speech on the floor of thc‘IIous.e—rarher _sho.rt,
but it was reproduced in newspapers all over the country, m.cluclinu: the CdltO\l‘]l‘l]
page of the Post-Dispatch in whirh T called mysf:lf a m‘?deratmmst and. Sll]::Pﬂ]‘t.'(\d
the President at that time. So tags ave Ftlg‘s. it is like 'modern Repul_)hcamlsm. 1
am just an old-fashioned, garden variety of chllbl.l(‘.an, whao beh(:'ve.v. in the
Constitution and the Declaration of Independehcq, in Abmhan} Lincoln, w.ho
accepts the challenpes as they arise ﬁ_‘om time tn‘ tlmeE and wl.m i not unappre-
ciative of the fact that this i3 a dynamic econemy in which we live, and sometimes
vou have to chanpge your position,

MR, BROOKS: Senater, do you agree with Senator Goldwater that the term
“n;(sdern Republicanism™ will fade out of the piclure within siv months?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I wouldn’t know. “Interventio_nis:p" faded: ”i::o_[a-
t.io;ﬁs:m” faded. Terms have a way of fading after the emotionalism that groes with
them has sort of spent itself.

MR, WILSON: Senator, then you are not a “modern Republican,” is that right?
SENATOR DIRKSEN: | am a Republican.

M. WILSON: Bnt you are not a "modern Republican™ in the way that Eisen-
hower classes himself as a “modern Republican™?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I have secn no prood definition of a “modern Republican.™
If vou will give me a definition that will stand up——o

M. WILSON: I would much rather have youn give me one,

SENATOR DIRKSEN: [ will still vrevert to the fact that T am a Republican, with
w capital “ILY

MR, WILSON: Senator, it is obvious, is it nol, that Pre.-:idcn._[ Eisenhﬂwr_jr’g
inftuence in the Congress is not as great as he might hope for?.\‘- m.}ld you thm.k
that the anti-third lerin Amendment has any effect on that situation? Does it
weaken his autharity in Congress?

SENATOR DIRKSTEN: [ doubt it very much_. and I have never hearﬁ it discussed
from that standpoint, Bul I dn not concur 'wllth_ the premise vou laid _(lown,_ that
the President’s infivence in Congress has diminished. We arve just dealing with a
condition here, not a theory, and ohviously every Member of the House ang
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Senate has 2 vesponsibility in the field of the budpet and iz trving honestly to
discharge it,

MR. WILSON: Why, Senator, he has placed the greatest possible emphasis on
the full appropriation for the foreign aid program as being ahsolutely essential to
the security of the United Stales, Would vou say that thal is just a passing thing,
withoul any imporlance attached (o it?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: On his own initiative he has medificd the foreipn aid
pattern, and there are going to be some modifications and changes with respect
to grants as distinguished from loans. Who shall say at this moment that the
Foreign Aid Bill, substantially in the formt in which it is submitted, will not he
enacted by the Congress?

MR, WILSON: And furthermore, Seuator, the ¥ice President has openly and
publicly supported all the items in the President's budget, Do you think the Vice
President is wrong in doing that?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, [ don't. That represents his viewpoint, and some-
body else may have an entirely different viewpoint fram the facts and the evidence
that he has submitted.

MR, WILSON: I}o you think that will weaken him politically if he seeks the
Presidential nomination?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Do vou mean Lhe Viee President ?
MR, WILSON: Yes.

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I don't think so. 1 sce no reason why it should. Can't
we have an honest difference of opinion under the party vmbrella and within the
frame of free government without making it appeur that there is a disuniiy or n
cleavage of some kind or another? I have never admitted that fact,

MR WILSON: Can you carry this prineiple, which you have just staled, to the
puint where you don't gel any part of the Iresident’s program? I mean any af the
controversial parts of the President’s program ?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Do vou always gel all the things in a Presidential pro-
Fram at one o1 two sessions? Not necessariiyv so,

MR, WILSON: Do vou think he has gotien enough?
SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, 1 don't.

MR, WILSON: Do _\"ou think his program has really been a snecess up to this
time?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I think there arc items in the program that came on
from time to time on which there can be an honest lifference of opinion because of
a chanpe of conditions at the time Lhat the pledize may have been made. You can
pursue yvour own ideas in that field and still not part company with vour party,
or do an injustice to it, or do an injustice to the President.

As assistant leader, it seems rather obviaus that You are going fo he the Repub-
lican leader of the Senale in 1959 and 1960. You onee were quite a supporier of
Robert A. Taft. IJo veu expect 1o he the Taft wing's candidate for the Repuhlican
nomination for President in 19607

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Jack, indeed not, and [ do not recognize these wings,

MR. BELL: Senator Knowland has announced he is retiring from the Senate,

MR. BELL: Let’s lef the wings go, then, Da You expect lo e g candidate
the Republican nomination for President in 19607

SENATOR DIRKSEN: T do nol.
MR, BELL: Would you turn it down?
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SENATOR DIRKKSEN: It has never been offered, and T wouldn't know what 1
mtieht do.

MR, BELL: Would you not even try for it, as Republican leader of the
Senate? All Republican leaders always try te become President, don’t they?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, indeed net, and yeu are looking at one who would
certainly not seek it

MR, BELL: You wouldn't want 1o he I"resident?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: That is quite a different matter. 1f on o silver platter,
as they offered the head of John the Baptist, they might——

ME. BELL: Senator, vou know nohody ever offers you that on a silver platter.
Wouldn't it be worth while going afler?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: T am ceonfident it will never be offered, avd I am no
seeker.

MR. BELL: You don't even want to try forit?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: [ am definitely, Mr. Bellemot a candidate and would
make no effort to seek the nomination.

MR, BELL: I think we have set a recerd, here, Senator. We have found & man
who is absolutely not ruuning for the Presidency under any condilions.

SENATOR DIRKSEN: That is as honest and nonorabie a statement as [ can
possibly make, and it represents my deepest conviction, believe me.

MR. BROOKS: Senator, [ think that is probably the place we will have to close,
bhecause 1 see that our time is up.

Thank you very much, Senator Dirksen, for being with us, and now, here is
Vour announcer.

Next Week: Lewis L. STRAUSS, Chajrman, Atomie¢ Energy Commission.
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