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Question, Senator Dirksen, doesn’t the vejection of Adwmiral
Strauss vepresent a personal rebuff to President Eliscnhoiwor?

My, Granile: Our guest 1s the distinguished minorvity leader of
the United States Senate, Kverctt McKinley Dirksen, Republican of
Hitnols.

Ite is wundoubiledly one of the most infleuntiol Republicons in
Congiress toduy, and the suceess or failure of President Eisenhower's
progream rests upon his shoulders,

Senator Divksen, i iz indeed a great plewsure Lo hove you with
s and I wonld Like you to incet onr pancl of young students, whe are
here under Hhe anspiees of the National Education Associalion. They
represent, as pow know, the Washingfon, D. C., area high schools and
theny Raee many questions for you, .

QUESTION: Senator Dirksen, doesn'l the rejection of Admiral
Strauss represent a personal rebuff to President Eisenhower?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: It might be considered as such., After all,
a Cabinet nominee is a very personal nomince of the President and
under the Constitution where the Senate has power of consent and
fails to give i, it can be considered, 1 think, as something of a rebufl.

QUESTION: Well, then, doesn’t this weaken President ISisen-
hower’s position in relation to the rest of his program?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, not necessarily. T think these things
bappen and this would be one of a great many nominees, as a matter
of facl, so it can hardly be said that it weakens the President’s
posilion,

QUESTION: Senator, why didn’t Republicans support Sherman
Adams as they did Admiral Strauss?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, T haven't tried to relate the two, as a
matter of fact. 1 think they are in a different category., The one
has statutory dutics and the other actually does nof.

QUESTION: Isn't the failure to confirm Strauss {he result of a
personal feud befween certain members of the Senate and Admiral
Strauss?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: 1 bas been so alleged, huf probably it is
belter that I make no personal comment as to whether a member of
the Senate would go in for feuding,

QUESTION : Well, if il is the vesult of a feud, so Lo speak, boetween
these Senators and Mr. Strauss, isn't that going Lo look pretty bad to
the voters back home?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: T doubt it very much.

QUESTION : Would vou recommend censure {or a Senator who let
personal convictions enter into such a topic?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: 1Tow can vou ever divorce an individual from
personal convictions even though they take that form?

QuestTion ; Well, it shouldn’t be in a nomination, ennfirmation ;
if you think somebody is not capable that is okay, but just because
he is nol a {riend of yvours, that shouldn't enter into it.

SENATOR DIRKSEN @ | know, but T think the basic answer is, they
ave slill all human beings in the Senate and the House of Repre-
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sentatives, and subjeel to all the weaknesses and {oibles that besel
every olher human being in the world,

QurstioN: Senalor, how can the public have confidence in the
Congiress a5 a legislative body when it can become bogged down and
involved 1 osuch quibbling as happened in the Strauss issue?

SENATOR DNRKSEN: T must say, of course, it only happens once
in a blue moon. This is the first time in 35 yvears [ supnose thal a
(abinet member has been vejecled,

QuesTion: Well, this has been a personalily issue, basn't it?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: To a considerable extent T would think so.

QuEstioN : Well, =1t this sort of gpitelul on the Congress’ part
and aren't there bigger issues that should be trken cave of?

SENATOR DIckEEN © Well, vou see, my voung {riend, T must never
quarrel with e motivations of my colleagues in the Tlouse or Senate.

QuEsTION: Senator Divksen, do you think {he Democrals woere
plaving politics on {his issue?

SevaTor Digxspn: Well, 1T like to think always thal when a
person approaches an issue oroa problem like this, he does so from
solid molives and thal the political factor does nol enter into {he
pictunre.

QursTioN: Senaler Dirksen, who is the Democrats’ slrongest
candidate {or 19607

SENATOR DirKksEN: OF course, Lhat question addressed to a life-
long Republican offers him some groad difliculty.

QusTioN : Certainly vou must have some opinion though.

SENATOR DIRKSEN : You see, I [ were going fo express a political
opinion. I might center ou what T thought might be the weakest can-
didate in the hope thal we could defeat him.

A vawid s Yo mienn Hhe best oue fo lose?

QuEsTIoN: Then who would the weakest candidate Le?

SENATOR DRKSEN: | don’t believe T can give you commeni on
that, as a matter of facl, and particularly so becausge s0 many of them
are members of the United States Senale.  Senator 1umphrey of
Minnesota, Senator Kennedy of Massachusetts, Senator Syvmington
of Missouri, Senator Johnson of Texas, and perhaps T oughtl o he
wholly neutral and impartial since that stvuggle is on the other side
of the political fence.

GQUERTION : Bir, with so many Democratic candidales, why do
vou think the Republican party is taced with such a denrlh of good
nresidential candidales who have o chance of winning in 19607

SENATOR DMRKSEN: Well, T do not believe von can eall it a dearth
of candidates by any means. [ think it is a rather healthy sjign for
@ party, if it can center its attention on, let us gay, {wo candidates.
and el the strength be dealt there, and from there on give vitality
to vour party as it aporoaches a presidential eleetion.

QuresTioN: Well, Senator Mundt and Senator Scotl hoth support
My, Nixon. Would vou say My, Nixon is the hest man for Lthe joh?

SENATOR DHRKSEN: Welll L ean only say that Mr. Nixon is a very
top-Nlight citizen, and a very uhle public servant in my bonk,

M Gornile: Wonld you joiu yowr collevgiies in supporting .
Niwrige?

O

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well. I said yvesterday on a radio panel, Ted,
swhere (his question came up, it is a little anticipatory, particularly
in my position, and we still have a convention to go through before
the candidate is finally selected.

QuEsTioN: Well, Senator, can any significance be placed upon
the Administration’s asking Dr. Millon Bisenhowor o accompany
Nixan (o Russia?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: My undersitanding is actually thal M1, Nixon
asked that Dr. Eisenhower accompany him,

QuesTion: Well, why didn't he ask someone who would be in the
State Department whoe would have some good knowledyre of Lhe inler-
nal affajrs of Russia, an expert?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well,.Dr. Kisenhower has been in governnwnl
in many capacities and has pursued many activities,  He has a capae-
ity also for being a preal observer when he goes abroad, and T {hink
if {he =election were given Lo me, [ might conceivably have zelected
him as arainst anybody clse.

QuesTioNn: Senatoy Dirksen, <o you think that Vice President
Nixon’s trip to Moscow will just aboul cinch the Republican nomi-
nation?

SENATOR DIRKsEN: Oh, T wouldn't know, as a malter of [act.
[veryhody roes abroad.  Governor Slevenzon wenl aliroacd.

Meo Granlic: They won't wote for lin oper theve, il they?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Thal is right.

I was going (o complele thal answer and say vou will remaenhbey
that whimsical slatement. Governor Stevenson made—and he comes
[rom my own state—thal he had carried every precined oul in Burma,
[ think, or Asia or somewhere, but it didn't do him very much good
at home,

QUEsTION . Would vou support Rockefeller as the vice presidential
neminee?

SENATOR DMRKSEN: T am quile uncommitied on that whole sub-
jecl al the moment.

QueatioN: Would vou, voursell, be considering running for the
vice presidency?

SeNATor Dirksun: | have net considered it and T am nol o
vandidaloe,

Meo Granile: There wtll be ancther MeKinley ov Yhe tickel some-
iime, Senotor?

QUESTION: Do yvon think the solid Soulh will he broken by the
topublicans i the "60 elections?

My, Grawik: T ooy add for o moment, he veprosents Hie Netional
L Clichs and wo o does the yowng lady there. T.’I(’y fiagve Just con-
clieded theiv national convention in Washington, as you knme, Senator,

We apill cone beack Ta gowi question,

QursTioN: Do vou think the Republicans will breale the solid
Soulh in the "60 elections, Senatoy?

SENATOR IMRESEN: My youne [riend comes from the Tarheel
State of Noprth Carelina, 1 believe, and [ am dolighted to see hin.
ITe is a 4-TTer.
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Now, breaking the solid South would certainly be a tremendous
undertaking. Whether it can be done, I do not know. Usually, of
course, those things have (o develop over a period of time and you
don't encompass it either in a day or a week or in a year or in a four-
vear period as a matler of fact.

QuesTioN : Well, Senator, do veu think Eisenhower’s success in
56 was along party lines or due to his popularity?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, let us say both as a matter of fact,
and he is tremendously popular and, of course, that popularity has
carried right through, as vou well know, even in the most recent polls.

QUESTION : Senalor Dirksen, what are the Republicang’ chances
for winning both the Congress and the presidency in 19607

SENATOR DIRKSEN : Well, now, if by chance as you mean, [ ought
to tell how many Senators and Congressmen are going to win, I am
afraid you would have me in difficulties, but 1 will say that in my
judgment our party chances are going to be excellent in 1960 because
we are going to have some splendid issues to present Lo the country.

QUESTION : Senator, hasn’t the two-term limitation of the presi-
dential term put a had light on the Republicans’ leadership and that
it hag held President Eisenhower back seriously in his power?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: | doubt il very much. I could argue, I think,
on both sides of the constitutional amendment which placed a two-
term limit upon an individual.

QuesTioN: Do you favor il?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: ! think I voted for il when it came around
and I think I half-way supporfed the proposal thal came out of the
Judiciary Committee to delele it from the Constitution. That, of
course, is for the people and usually when a Constitutional proposal
comes along, and there is considerable interest on a nation-wide basis,
b do belicve that since that is the way the Constitution is amended.
that the people have a right to pass on it. And so, when we pass
a Constitutional amendment in the House and Senate, if is nothing
more Lthan sending it Lo the counlbry to give the people who are really
the fountainhead of power in this country an opportunity to deter-
mine whether the Constitution shali he amentded again,

QUESTION : Senator Dirksen, a moment ago you mentioned that
the Republicans would have splendid issues in 1960. What are some
of these igsues?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, I think inflation, economy, holding the
line, those are matters of great appeal o the people today.

QuesTtion: Well, how about defensive weakness, then? Isn't
the effort to balance the budget sacrificing America's defense?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Not one bit, I think the President’s esii-
males, as transmitied by him fo the Congress tale into aceounl all
that is necessary for an adequate defense of this country, both here
on the home front and with respect to our bases and our collective
security efforts abroad,

QUESTION ; Senator, do you think that surplus spending would
remedy the inflationary lrend we are now in? i

SIX

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Surplus spending, my dear, I ant afraid would
enhance it and probably stimulate those fevers rather than dampen
them.

QUESTION: When Republicans call Democratic policies budget-
busting, aren’t they more or less supporting a half truth which just
clouds over the issue and prevenis intelligent discussion of the
problem?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, T think yeu get the whole answer, of
courae, when action has been completed on all appropriation bills,
and you ascertain what the effect will be so far as the budget is con-
cerned and g0 far as the Treasury is concerned. Tt is a little difficult
to do it before thal action has been consummated {or a number of
rensons,

First, you can’t tell what the tolal of appropriations will be com-
pared with the budget, noy the authorizations for spending, nor whal
I call the back-door approaches to the Treasury which is circumyen-
Lion of the appropriation technique.

QUESTION: But, Senator, when Congressman Halleck just lumps
everything that the Democrals want to do under budget-busting,
isn’t he preventing any real compromise?

SEnaTOoR DIRKSEN: | doubt it verv muech, but having been a
member of the Appropriations Committee of the House and Senate
so long, 1 always approach it in restrained and realistic [ashion with-
out ever reflecling upon the anproaches of any other person.

QUESTION : Senator, how can the public be encouraged to invest
in government securilies when such things ag bonds continue at such
low interest rates?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, actually as a malter of fact, the govern-
ment today is in a position of having to compete in the capital markets
with every other person, every other institution or corporation that
usges capital funds.  For instance, countries have to go inte the mar-
kel, stales, counties, cven the municipalities, many of whom, of course,
can issuo lax-free bonds, and then in addition veu have subordinate
agencics in government that operate in the market for capital funds,

Now, vou see the only thing government ean de under those cir-
cumsiances, when there are so many people bidding for the dollars
that represent the frugalily of the people, is to do it by means of
interest rates, and that ecalls so often on an increase in the interest
rate and thal is precisely what is happening at the present time,

My, Granik: Another 4-H'er, Senotor,

QUEsTION : Senatlor, cdo you think that an increase on the rate of
governmenl bonds conlributes to inflation?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, nnly to this extent, of course, that if
more is paid, obviously more spending money is put in the hands of
those who hold federal securities and it becomes a part of the whole
disposable income that is available to people.  In thal sense it could
make some contribution,

QUESTION : Senator, do you feel that the recent altack on a Navy
patrel bomber in the Far Kast could be eonsidered an act of war?

SENATOR IMRKSEN: I am not sure. As a matter of fact, that
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question was asked me by the press. T have been engaged with so
many other things that T didn’t gel a chance to familiarize myself
with the details,

We have had o number of incidents and they have never heen
regrarded exaclly ns an acl of war.

QUESTION : Whal compensution do vou think the government will
seek lor this act?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, that 1s a malier always of negotfiation,

QUuESTION : Senator, why isn’t this an act of war? They shot at
one of our planes.

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, they may come up with the answer or
with the excuse that it was palrolling off its beal or beyvond its proper
jurisdiction. A lot of things can be advanced, and T do nol have
enough familiarify swith the facts fo give vou a good reasoned answer,

QUESTION . What should our government de aboul it, Senator?

SENATOR DIRRSEN: Well, T suppose they are ascertaining all the
facls at the present time.  And then from thal base Lheir negoliations
will have to be undertaken.

QUESTION : Well, isn't o plane that isn't equipped to fire a lel-
down of our natien’s defense?

SENATOR DIRRSEN: Well, one isolated thing by itself can hapdly
Le regarded as having o greal impact upon our defense,

Now, with respect to the facl that the plane wasn’t in a position
perhaps te use weapons with which Lo defend itself, it was zupposedly
on a peaceful reconnaigsance mission and if it were a peaceful mission,
perhaps Secretary MceHivoy, insofar as 1 siw his statement this morn-
ingr, is probably correct.

QUESTION : Well. Senator, il Lthis attack on the plane was nol an
act of war, what do vou consider an act of war?

SENATOR DIRKsEN: Well, [ am afraid il woeuld require an answer
that would go beyond the compags of the time here Lhis morning but
an act of war, of course, is a deliberate acl of sueh dimensions I think
that it can be considered as open and agpressive hostility invoelving
the broad interests of the country,

QUESTION : Waould vou feel that if the {alks on the Berlin erisis
fail, that there is no hope for 2 summit conference?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Not necessarilv,  They could fail and we
could still have n summit conference, depending on where these dis-
cusgions are loft when the present ministerial conlerence ig ovor,

QuEsTION: Well, Eisenhower has stated {hat he probably will not
go il the Berlin talks fail. Do vou think this is a wise poliey?

SeNaToR DIirKsrN: Well. of course. the President’s hope was that
the talks would not fail and that out of it all there would come some
few things of substantial and durable huportanee that would be the
nueleus for a summift conlerence,

Now, of course, if all of thal were threwn everboard, then there
may nol be a reason or @ <ummil conference,

QUEsTION: Well, Senator, President Fisenhower said that he
would not go to a summit conference i there was no construetive
worlc done by the foreign ministers.  Ie has now left the door open.
Do vou think he should go Lo & conference if there is one?

BIGHT

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, he is slill hoping, of course, in your
own language, that it will be durable and will be constructive and
that the rcal issues {hat are invelved here wiil stifl be put on the
agenda for a summit conference.

QuEsTION : Well, sir, if there is nolhing constructive done and
he goes, wouldn’t he be losing face in the opinion of the world because
he is backing down on what he was previously said?

SENATOR DIRKSEN : No, in act he might gain faith, in your terms,
by taking a firm postion and simply saying, “They did not resolve
the issues thal were involved, and the issues ihat involved the wel-
fare of Europe particularly and Germany very particularly, and Ber-
fin very especially, shall T say so if thesc things are not before the
summit conference then what would bhe the purpose in holding this
hirh level undertaking?”

QUESTION : Well, surely a summit cenference couldn't do any
harnt, If nothing is aceomplished at Berlin, shouldn’t he go anyway
to a summil conference and lry Lo accomplish something?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Whal would be its psycholopical impact if
actuaily there were no durable issues before it to be disposed of by
{hose who are at the highest leve! of the governments (hat are
involved?

QUESTION : Well, there ave always durable issues to be brought
up.  Berlin would =till need to be brought up and others.

SENATOR DIRKSEN: But if at the second level they backed off
and said, “This cannot go on the agendn,” then of course vou would
have almost a mool undertaking,

Mr. Grantl: Well, wheve do awe go [rom there, Senctor?

SENATOR DDIRKSEN : Well, vou simbly nurse your hopes constantly
that finally these issues will be isolated, put in a package and say,
“Ilere it is. On this we have to contrive some understanding.”

Now, if you just consider it in the light of how long this effort
has heen going on, and that is the reason, of course, that such phrases’
as “the cold war” become very popular everywhere in the world—
it has been going on for a long time——and vou cannot permit it to
decimate vour hopes because if vou did then the future would be
blealk indeed.

QuesTiON : Senalor, lately France and the Unifted States have
Leen having differences aof opinion concerning NATO defense policies
and President Fisenhower has slated that if he shonld be in Europe
he would he willing to discuss these with Primier de Gaulle,

Well, don’t you think this needs more positive, immediate action?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: [ is difficult to say.

[ remember the {irst steps taken by Ifrance and I think vou are
probably referring to the detachment of armaments and tanks and
planes and also manpower for the campaign in North Africa, and to
that exlent weakening the conlrihntion thal France was to make
to the North Atlantic Trealy Orvganization.  That was a two-stage
proceeding, and I recall the last time I was in Furope I discussed
it with our Supreme Commander, General Norstad,

Now, it has happened before and obviously it will happen again.
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[ think you can understand when a nation is confronled with an
acute and monectary problem, the lures and temptations of diverting
those things to the thing thal is immediately on its doorstep in the
form of a hostile difliculty in North Africa—it is a matter that is
going Lo have Lo be considered all over again,

QUESTION: Siv, what happens if the Russians sign a separate
peace treaty with Kast Germany?

SENATOR THREKSEN : Well, anybody can speculate on that and obvi-
ously vou say what happens, I don't know,

QUESTION : What iy the Congress going to do about it?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, 1L is in the hands of the President for
the moment and the Congress takes no action in that field, unless
thev were asked lo confer some additional authority upon the Presi-
denl who conduets our loreign policy.

QUESTION: Senator, how nwch is NATO weakened by French
refusal Lo permit the United States to base atomic weapons on French
s01]?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Up lo now, I doubt whether they have heen
weakenced. Whether it would be weakened in the fulure is quite an-
other quesiion, and I think, of course, it is a military problem on
which 1 could speculate and say in my judgment I think we would be
weakened, of course, but let’s not o on the assumption that that is
the final unswer from France. That is a momentary answer. Tt might
be beset and moved by political considerations, but i= it the finzl an-
swer, and so I have to be rather cireumspeet about any speculation
that I make in that ficld.

QUESTION ; Sir, returning to a domeslic jssue, isn’'t President
Eisenhower contlinuing to show a failure in leadership by declining
to call a conference at the White ITeuse on the upcoming steel strike?

SeNaTorR DIRKSEN: Definitely not. Now that vou mention it,
of course, suppose he permitted Senators and others Lo talk him into
intervention? Where does the intervention stop? Docg he intervene
if there were a strike in the motor industrv? Should he intervenc
if there is a strike in the mining industry?

And there is legislation on Lhe hooks todav, there is a provision
in the Taft-Hartley Aet =0 that if you get a condition of this kind
which has « tremendoas national impact, there ig authority for the
T'resident to move in, bul I think the President of the Unifed Stules
is doing the right thing by showing restraint because this is still in a
bargaining state.

My, Granik: You wouldu'l happen to adhere (o Senator Syming-
ton's suggestion, wonld you, Senator? ' '

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, I am very glad that the President would
not embrace that supggestion.

QuesTION: I don’t think you could call this intervention though.
He is not using authority; he is using leadership,

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Bot you can’t divorce it entirelvy from the
psychologies that are involved and il might be regarded as interven-
tion rather than leadership,

QUESTION: In the light of the Strauss issue and the steel issue,

TEN

doesn’t it look as thouph President Eisenhower iz not going to be
able to get his program through at all before Congress un‘ds?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, T think he has gained in his program
onlv within the last few days. Now, you will have {o give me a
chance fo vound oul this answer o bit, . )

You see, the Congress, after going in for bold, new ideas in aid to
airports and housings and agricultural programs and =0 forth, have
suddenly had Lo slenderize what they did and come back almost Lo
the recommendations that the President made.  And in thal respect.
1 think the President’s program, as it was advanced to the Congress,
has gained immensely, o o

QUESTION : They haven’'t gotten around to eivil rights, which is
ohe of our most imporlani issues, )

QENATOR DIRKSEN: Now, of course, civil rights is slill in Lhe
Judiciary Committee of fhe United States Senate and in the Judiciary
Committee of the Touse of Representatives,

The President has 1o advance those programs fo the (‘.(m;{rgss
and then. of course, ulter the hope and depend upon the [egiglative
Branch lo give them proper consideration. ‘ o

QUESTION : But, Senator, with the Republicans in the_! minority m
Congress, how can they expact to gel the administrative program
through? )

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Welll you would he surpyised how \}'(".1 we
have done by =imply putling oul hest foot forward and firhting for
the program that the President has advanced.

[ must sav lo vou, there are onlv 34 Republican Senators out of
98 and vel T jusi direet vour allention Lo some of these issues and
how well we have done beeause we have received strength from Lthe
other side as well, on the theory (hal our position was correct.

QUESTION : Ts thig being done hy a condition with soufhern Demo-
crafs? o ) )

SpnaTor DiRksrN: Oh, definitely not. This is being done only
because there are that munv peonle in the House and Senate whao
(ake 2. shall T sav. congeyvative cstimate of the matter, )

QUESTION: The recent energy spent (o clean up the lubor situa-
tion, is the same thing going to happen Lo thal that has happened
fo the civil rights issue: is it going o be lost in commiltec?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: That T cannot tell you. L do express my
regrel that a far better and strenger labor-management reform hill
did not come out of the Senate and go to the House, o

QUESTION : IT the civil vights bill doesn’t get throuch this Con-
gress, is there any hope at all of gelling it through next ('«o_m.rres_:s?

T TG ENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, T must say to vou that a civil rights
DIl ol throurh the last Congres, so we must _rml'. presunmae or assume
that o eivil vights bill will not go through this Congress.

M. Grewike: Thavk yow, Senator Divksen, for heing our guest on
YOUTH WANTS TO KNOW,
 For veprinls of foday's discwasion on YOUTH T‘T’ANT‘_S _TO
KNOW, send tew conls to Mevkico Press Tue., Privtevs ond Peviodical
Dublishers, Washinglon 18, 1), (7.

This ie Theodore Grawile bidding you goodhye.
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