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This is an interview being conducted witbth Me. Edward MoCabe in
Mr. MocCabe's oflfices in Washingteon, D.C., on July lst, 1875 and
present for the i1nterview are Mr. McCabe and Dr. Burg.

DR. BURG: May I start by asking you where and when you were

o .

ME. MCCABE: I was born in lreland, March 4. 1L917. hg a
matter of fact, this day, July lst, is the anniversary of the
date on which my parents broughb me and my brothers and sisters

Lo America.

DR. BURG: For Heaven's sake.

ME. MCCABE: July 1, 1928. I landed in New ¥York this wvery day,

19228.

DR, BUBRG: HNaow were vou living in Hortheen Ireland or in Eire?

ME. MCCABE: We were living in Eire, the porthernmest county of the
Irish Free State, about four or Efive miles from where the border
line is drawn tocday, still drawn bestween MNorbthern Iceland and

Scuthern Irveland.

DR. BUEG: What was your father's work?

ME. MCCABE: My father was a farmer. 1 was born in the very house
that he and his father had built, and it still stands over there.

We were there to see it several times in the last few years. We
brought our children aover—--a bleak, wabtery, kind aof hillside area.
But it's home and we wanted them to know their origins. My mother's

trom the very sams part of Ireland--the twe families about a mile
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apart. My mother had come to the United States as a young girl
abouk fifkeen, sixtesn vears old, been a nurse in Hew Y¥ork, want
back to Ireland. She and my dad were married there shorely before
the outbreak of World War I-=had intended to come back ta SAmerica
pat the war interfered with thatbt. The turmeill that £ollowed in
Ireland, one of the many unhappy episodes, really wenk on inta

Ehe "Zla. My dad was able to get away, came Lo Philadelphia, put
encough money Logether to go back home and gather up hia family

and bring us all to the States. ©Came here, as 1 say, July 1, 1924,

just in time te get the family embroiled In bthe Greak Depressian.
BURG: Had he served during the [irst World War in the British army?
MCCABE: No, he had not been in any military service.

BURG: What approximate size would this farm have beesn?

MCCABE: Twenty acres.

BURG: And growing what, Mr. McCabe, do vou rememher? Peakb,

1 auppese.

MCCABE: I really don't--yes, Lhere was some peat prodoced, but
growing just food staples. In these days and to some extent it
still applies, pecple rvaised the food Chey ate and sustained

Choamselves. Some catkble, a lfew horses.

BURG: Almost subsiztence agriculture.
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MCCARE: Yes, subsistence-Lype agriculture,
BURG: Very little for vash crop.

MCCABE:  Very, very little. aAnd., you know, ibt's a poor country.

TC wWas much, mach more 80 then and Ebat's, that was the skarck .

BURG: Hew, you would have passea through some of your early

pdurcation there in Ireland.

MCCABE: I did go to early grades in Ireland. You see I was
eleven years old and 1 had passed through six grades of

elementary school when--

BURG: Did they have, in lreland, as I believe they had at that

same Limg in England,; the so-called elevenses?
MOCABE: I don't recognlize Ehe Lepm.

BURG: Well, if 1 have ib straight, it would be a peint, and I
believe it comes at age eleven, where on the basis of examinacions,
in effect your future's determined. Those whe show academic DECmISe,

great promise are directed off towards the path that leads to higher

educatian.

MCCABE: Probably something eguivalent to thabt but it didp':
apply in my case, though I had an older brother, have-—he's 8till

living in Philadelphia--who would have been involved in that becanse
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he's two years older than I am. 1 do know, however, that the
oppartunity for higher education was available. And if you were
a bright kid, you could be moved along to it. I don't know how

they arrived at the formula for deing it.

BURG: There would be certain kinds of scholarships—-

MCZABE: ¥ EE

BURG: -—-even the children of the poor. And maybe 1 assume that

your father, with a farm of that =size, waz not among the well-to-da?

MCCABE: That's right. We were given the education, whatever the

children of the peor would have been entitled to.

BURG: MNow he cams ahead then to Philadelphia.

MCCABE:  Came ahead in 1924 and worked, as 1 say, just te put
tocgether enouwgh money to have the passage for the family. FHe went
back nhome to Ireland in 1927, toward the end of 1927. And in what
time it took bo get affairs organized and let us finish the school
vear there, we came abroad and went out by way of Belfazt and

Liverpool, on a trans-Atlantic beat. Great adventure.

BURG: &And during the pericd of time that your father was over

here, your mdukther, your older brother, you--others in the family?



Mr. Bdward McCabhe,;, 7-=1=-7h, Interviaw £1 fage 5

MCCABE: Well, the others were younger.

BURG: Yes: but you kept the farm going.

MICABE: We kept the facrm, kepbt ik going.

BURG: What kind of work had he done here during that three-—

year perigd?

MCCABE: He worked for the Philadelphia Transit Company, a
street car company, just as an ordinacy, well, factory-hand

type worker. He had no speclal training. A big strong fellow
with a lot of energy and willingness to work, but po training

of any sort. This vas really the last, in a way it was the last,
of the great migrations. I think, you know, thirty, forty vears
earlier there would have been a thousand of him for the one

that came in 1924. Maybe those numbers are off, but--so he was

sort of the tag end of the great influx.

BURG: Well, the heaviest waves, 1 think, by then coming ocut of
spoutheaat Europe were arriving in the early 19003, I would

=ay pricr bto 19211 or 1912.

MCCAEBE: I would guess so. I should remember better from hisktory
of things like that. But it comes to mind in this sense that he,
having no training other than the skills he'd acquired as a farmer
and working with what little farm machinery was available, he

would be very much, job-wise-—-in terms of being trained for a
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job--he was very much like the earlier generation of
immigrants who hed come from all over central and northern

Europe and the Britlish Isles.

RBURG: And even earlier, yes, from Ireland. The ones who
were deemed quite logical choices teo put down railroad ties,

lay iron on and apike it in.

MCCABE: Yesa. And they were delighted to do it becanse there
wis the opportunity for an income that they didn't have over
there and a chance Lo e¢ducate the children. Also the belief he
never lost and my mother never lest that this iz truly a great
countey. And in their attitudes, they were rather aggressive

defenders of the United States.

BURG: New, he had given up, 1 assume, the job he had in

Philadelphia to come back over and pick you up.

CCABE: Yes.

BURG: When you arrived in the United States, I presume he took

you then to Philadelphia, an area that he kpew.

HMOCARE: Yeg-.

BURG: ©Did ne then apply to the Lransit people For a job again,

and was he able tao get one?



Me. Bdward McCabe, 7-1-75, Intecview Bl Page 7

MCCABE: He didn't go back to work with them, There waa some
retrenchment reason that I long lost sight of if I ever truly
knew, and he went instead to work in a factory manufaciuelng
radios, the Atwater Kent Manufacturing Company. This again, I
believe, was a case where a cousin or a friend or =ameocne said,
"Well the place to work is over there. Atwater Kent's loocking
tor people, and right now the street car company is in one of its
lower employment curves". And, of course, in '28 I'm sure jobs

were yvery plentiful. They weren't a vear later.

BURG: Yes, indeed. Well, the manufacturing of radios would
have been, 1f my recollection is right, would have been the
equivalent of getting in to the manufacturing of computers
today. IE was just on its way up. I think the Firat real
radic programs wete coming sut in the late 1920=. Row,

was your father's job with the Atwater Kent a skilled job?

MCCABE: MNo, it was not. And I really don't know what exackly
he did. He was probably part of the group maybe doing such
simple thinga as moving materials around rather than the fellows
who would tinker with the radie assembling--he would not he a

skilled worker In that regard.
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BURG: HNow, you yaourself, would have entered an American

school.  Would they have had at that time a junior high school?

MCCABE: Well, not by that label, bot I did enter parcchial
school in Philadelphia in the seventh grade. and I took some

placement tests to find out where I would fit in.

BUORG: Did you have the Gaelic?

MUCABE:  Yes, bubt nob a greatb deal. Gaelic was the second
language in Ireland. We used to read it and weite it, and we
spoke a little bit of it, buot only as a student learns itb.
We were not in one of chose areas of Ireland where Caslic

was then =till gspoken. There are some corners of Treland, I
suspecl, where it is still a language among the clder people,
but it wasn't there. Well, 1 could write it and 1 could read

it and had whatever fluency attaches to an eleven vear old.

BORG: Did you fit inte this American parochial =school wibh-—

put coo much difficulty?

MCCABE: HNo difficulty at all. [ don't remember any
difficulkty. Maybe you're awfully pliable at that age and, of
course, we had no language barrier, which I've cften thought

served the immigrant Irish in great stead.
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It tended toc permit a movemenlt ocut into society, particularly

for me, for bthe voungster=s. 1 can imagine the predicament I'd have
been in had 1 come from Greece or Italy or Germany with a language
already built in, problem of learning English, and the added
problem of getting along with a lat of other eleven and Ewelve

Year olds who 1o any counbry, ab that age, are never noted

for thelr chaepity.

BURG: Cruelty would be the word we'd use to deacribe—-—

MCCABE: Oh yes, we got a little of that. I think wvery
quickly I lest whatever brogue or dialect that I'd had azs a
child. I guess 1 learned later that I do have a pretty good
ear, and 1 Find that I communicakte rather well. I pick up the
local idiom wery guickly no matter where I am. And I think I
did that, and it's a defense mechanism too but I could just
breeze vight into the school system and--. We had always been
pushed and encouraged by my parents--my mother particularly

in those few years, three yeats or 30 my dad was here in
america and mother was very much inclined to reading to us and
getting us interested In reading. We didn't have anything to
speak of in & material sense, but we had the inspiraticn fram her

ta dig in and--.

BURG: Were you reaiding in an area of Philadelphia that was proetty

much Icish in its background?



Mo. Edward MoCabe, 7-1-75, Interview &1 Page 10

MCCABE: Not really. Thers was & good mix. Agaln, an area rthat
reflected the immigration of the prior twenty, thicty, forty years.
We lived on a street, I should go back in memory sometime and add
up the different nationalities reflected in the houses. We had an
Armenian on Lhe corper who ran a grocery storg: we had a couple

of Czechoslevak Families; we had Polish; we had a Jewish family
down at the other end of the =2treéeet. These were immigrant families.
We had also eight or ten first generation families on the street,
you know, whose children were our ages and who themselves were bi-
lingual. And on the side I learned a few words in a least a half
dozen languages by the time 1°'d reached thirteen. I didn't know
what a lot of them meant, and I'm not sure that they were all
preperly usable, but I had them. That was a great community, hard-

working people.

BURG: We're talking about that era in that place in Philadelphia
prior ta juvenile gangs and some of the things thak, unhappily, our

aaciely now has.

MCCABE: This is so, and an awful lot has heen lost by, well, the
worsenlng of conditions in places like that. You know, it was a
great area to live. Of course, the Depression came along and for the
following three or four years, it was a hand-to-mouth existence for

nearcly everybody.
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BUORG: Was wyour father laid off?

MCCABE:  Yes, he was laid off early in the Depression. He then had
various jobs. I don't know whether they included some of the
WPA-type jobs, that were generated in Lhose years. But he had
short-term jobs and periods of unemployment too. He was Very
energetic. God Knows there weren't enough jebs for pecple. I
guess we were like everybody else. We didn't know we were poor
because we didn't know anybody who was in any different circum-
stances Lhen we were. A bit like the old story of the fellow whose
wife never knew he was a drunk until one night he came home sober.

These people were all in the same economic boat.

BURG: Yea. 1 remember that feature abouk it, too. There was

really no way--

MCCABE: They were very tough times for the parents of the likes
of us. The parenta could realize what they Were going threough.
We couldn't. OQur friends didn't know what their parents were

going through either.

BURG: No, 1 remember we had nothing to judge by.

MCCAEE: That's right.
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BUORG: These wers the normal condittons as [ar as I was

CONCET N .

MCCAEE: Yes, compared to what?

BUORG: Yezs. Yes. [ was going Lo ask vou nowr; vyou wowold

have moved on ta a parochial scheol for youy high school.

MCCARBE: Yeg, 1 did. [ went fTo a Iour-year high school there,

a parochial high school in Philadelphia.,

BURG: Your older brother would have passed in that same school.

MCCABE: He'd gone ahead, that's pight, and I graduated there In
1834, I still am pretty close to that group of priests whe ran

the school there, a French order that originally came ta run the
achools a generation before and were big 'in the Rilmington-
Philadelphia area. The oblates of S5k, Francis= de Sales. I'm

a brustee o0f a college which they run, a lovely place called Center
Valley, Pennsylvania, where I've enjoyed going te beard meetings
for the last aix or eoight yvears. I also serve on the advisory
board of cone ©f thelr seminaries, here in Washington. They're great
pecople. Education was free; in Philadelphia the parochial

educaticn was fLree. The likes of us, we wouldn't have been able to
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go Wwere it not for the faet that the parishes assessed themselves
and ran these schoola. 1 believe they are and were great elements
of education. They keep a little of that diversity we need. The
guality of their education was wvery high and, as far as I know,

atyll d=:

BURG: Did you partake in high school athleties?

MCCABE: I did Eo same extbent. I wag nabt too good at anvthiog.
though 1 was a pretty fair baseball player. Played a lot of base-
ball laker. I was small while in school and s¢ I wasn't much goad
for any of the bigger sports, but I plunged vight in with everybody
else., You know, the biggest thing in life was the school team or
the intramural team, and I did play intramural baseball and baskeb-

ball.

BURG: MWere you also holding down any kind of a job, part-time job

or any--

MCCABE: HNewspaper route. My brother and I had a delivery route

Eor the paper.

BURG: 3o Jdid I.

MOCRBE: I think evervbody my age did some of that.
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BURG: In those days. Liberty magazine and the Journzal and

Sakburcday Evening Post weres door-to-door.

MCCABE: Yes, we did Lhatk, too.

BURG: HMow clearly you recellect your high school as having
given you a pretty decent educatian. What now atands aut in
your mind--we could think both of subject and instructor--
those who may have, as you now look back, have had a great deal

of intereat for you and a great deal of influence an you.

MCCABE:  Probably, subject matter-wise, I'd say Latin.

BURG: Interesting.

MCCABE: And maybe I profited more from that then any other

study in high scheol. 1It's just been such a great base for
language, for English, for my work today and, all my adult work.

1 find that several yearsof Latin did a great deal for me.

I had everything el=ze too, just sort of the pedestrian high school
courses. Algebra and English and histecy and biclegy and

chemistry, the full routine.

EURG: Do you think it was the orderly nature of that subject
ory if you had a four-year course, 1 presume before too long
you wWere reading Latin rhetoric, Latin histerians, in Latin.
Wonder if the subject mattber was getbing Lo wvou. That iz, that
kind of thing, the thinga that were conveyed by the language

itself.
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MCCABE: 1 don't think anything was getting Lo wme at the time. I come
up with Lakin neow, looking back on all the courses: az the one that
perhaps was a greater contributor to what I did later than any other.
I was a preity fair student. There was little nonsense brocked in

the schoeel. They ran a tight ship.

BLRG; 1 would suppose so0.

MCCABE:  And again--like the Depression and whether anybody felt that
he was suffering because of the Depression--we didn't know any other
way to do 1t except get that homewark done, and if you didn't vl re

gaing to hear about it.

BURG: GSomebody rapped your krnuckles.

MCCABE: Yes, we got it at home and school, too: so that was good

for us:

BURG: You graduated in that splendid vear of oppertunity 1934.

MCZABE: Marvelopus year.

BURG: And your father in and out of employment. What was your

course then?

MCCABE: I went to a businesa school because, I think probably
wrengly so, the family felt, that we just couldn't afford even on

4 partial scholarship to go te college at that time.
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AL Lhat time there was a business school in Philadelphisa

that was drumming up a falr amount of business, doing a lot of
word-ol-mouth advertising among the high school graduates.

And after the summer had gone by and there seemed to be ne job

opportunity anywhere I enrclled in business school--learned

typing, filing, buainess practices,

BURG: So the family had teo find that tuiticn money

somevhearsa,

HCCABE: Well--1'm glad you brought that up--the real big
attracticn there was that tuition was deferred until you gok

a job and paid it back afterwards.

BURG: T see. I see. Had your brether. by the Wway, taken--

MCCAHE: He did exactly the mame thing. &nd he later went to bhe
Univeraity of Pennsylvania at night. Graduated from the Wharton

Schoal.

BURG: How long waa the course at this busineaa school? Was

it a one year-affaivr or--

MCCABE: For me it was about a year and a half roughly, and

it was geared to your achisvement rather than a measured time periad.
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some pecple could do whatever they needed and de it in a great
hurry. ©Others had more thumbs I guesa, less talented.

Buk I got throwugh that, got some kind of a certificate of
completion in--from 1234--it would have been getting into 1936,

somewhere inta the early months of 1936.

BURG: [id the schpol place you?

MCCABE: School did. The =zchool located jobs and I had a
couple of jobs in, ocffices, factory offices in Philadelphia.

1 tock a civil service examination and got an appointment out
of that and came to Washington the end of 1936. A couple of my
friends had come here earlier and had found the ecpportunities

here great for goling to schesl at night. They still are.

BURG: Places like George Washington and Gerogetown.

MCCABE: All over, Georgetown,; George Washingtan, a number of
law schocols were actively going here that have now been me g ed
and a good number of schoels at the vndergraduate level. I came

here the end of 1936.
BURG: Was there a job lined up for you when you came down?

MCCABE: ©Gh, ves. I responded to an appointment. 1 had an
appointment at the Treasury Deparbtment. So I took a suitcasge

and came down here to go to werk. This was in December of '3I6.
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And I've been here ever since, except for nearly five years away

from here during the war.

BORG: You were single at this time.

MCCABE: Yes, I was. I was ninteen years old.

BURG: Now let me ask, in what department cr branch of Treasurcy

was this job?

MCCABE: Tt was in something called the Divisiaon of Leans and
Currency. | don't knew if that's still a part of the
government, but this was the place whete the old World War I

bonds were being redesmed.

BURG: The old Liberty Bonds.

MCCABE: Likherty Bonds, that's right. 1n fact 1 was in some-
thing called the Liberty Loan Building. And that too was a gredt
adventure. 1 had a great time doing that and gacouking around

to line up some opportunities to go to school. 1 enrolled for
evening classes in 1937, took some evening courses at American
University, not enraolling there for a degree. I really had my

mind pretty well set that I wanted to go to law school.

BURG: Do you remember now why you chose that particular

profesgion?
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MCCABE: No. I didn't have any great--

BURG: Parents didn'L push iE.

MCCABE: MNeo. There was no inspirvation there, although

[ had worked, 1 had seen some lawyers at work in Philadelphia
in one of the jobs 1 had, sheort-term, but I had no particular
reasen.  lb's just scmething I thought I might like to do.
1've not regretted it. Had a lot of fun deoing it ever since.
And there was a small school here that ne longer exists--
Columbugs University, it's been merged into Catholic University
since. They had a junier college, school of law and a school
of accountancy. And in the District of Columbia, in rthose
years, a [ellow could go to law school without having an

undergraduabe degree.

BURG: I didn't realize that.

MCCABE: That was changed in the early 1940s. I went to

junier college after taking some courses at American University,
envclled at Columbus University Junior College. In bthe mean-
time I got a Job in the post office. Again, everybody I knew
seemed Lo be doing the same thing. Worked all day, went to
schoel in the svening and didn't feel particularly hercic or

put out about it because everyone else was doing the same thing.
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BURG: Was that post office job a step up in pay?

MCCABE: 1t was a step up in pay by, 1f I remember, the
wunificent sum of a couple of hundred dellars a year.

And I worked in the ocffice of the postal inpectors. It was

an old line federal investigative agency. Those fellows
concerned themselves with thefts from the mails, keeping an
inspection system going 80 that all post ocffices are audited.

[ wag a clerk in the Washington., D.C. division. This covered

a territory of Virginia; West Virginia, Maryland,; Delaware,

one of the Jaralinas--Morth Carclina. There were these
inspectors operating out of this headquarters who covered

these areas. And all kinds of fascinating things kept
happening—-1ike somebody holding up a post aoffice and the

police and posatal inspectors tracking him down; also, thefts from
the matla. All which I found. fascinating, plua the fact that it
helped pay tuitien. I was twenty. twenty-one years cld, rad-
haired and everybody's favorite around the place. That was easy
to take too. These older men, ¢f course, took great interest

in us younger fellows and knew a number of us were going to school

too. And then I was drafted into the army in 1941.

BURG: From that job.
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MCCABE: From that job at the end of the schocl year, 194]1.

BURGZ: MNow had youcompletad--

MCCARBE: 1 had already entered law school at that time.

BURG: You'd Linished the junior college portion.

MCCABE: Finished the junior college portion, had finished
Lwo years of night law school at that time when my number

wazs called and I went into the army.

BURG: In 'dAl, wyou said.

MCCABE: Yes.

BURG: HNow were you caught in. that pre-Pearl Harbor drafi?

MOCHRE - Yes, I Was.

HURG: Supposedly for what was it, a year of serwvice?

MCCABE: For a year, and then it got extended a little bit for-—
maybe it was to Lwo years--and then all of a sudden it became

Lhe duration, which agaln was what happened to everybody olse.

BURG: MWhen d4id they get wvouo in 19417
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MCCABEE: Augwst ©, 1941. I was inducted at Camp Lee, Virginia,
went through basic training there and was assigned be the 5th
Infantry Division at Ft. Custer, Michigan, and stayed with that

crganization for training until early in 1942.

BURG: You were a rifleman at that stage?

MCCABE: Yes, I was just a regqular, ground-pounding soldier

at that atage, assigned teo a Quartermaster unit. 1 went through
the training that everyone else did. But 1 was seperated from the
division shortly before it moved out to Iceland and was assigned
to what was then the Army General Headguarters. I staved there
ftor a couple of months--that was preparatory to an assignment

in the Army's Counterintelligence Corps.

BURG: Was Acrmy General Headgquarters here in Washingten, D.C.7

MCCABE: In Washington, at what i3 now Ft. McMaire.

BURG: ©Oh, yes.

MCCABE: It was, in a way, Jjust a waiting peried until whatever
investigation was being done on me, brought me into the army

intelligence corps.

EURG: Had you applied For that kind of work In the StEh

Division?
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MCCABE: MNo, I hadn't applied, and I think I really gok in

by accident. I think it was a case of mistaken records that
perhaps indicated that I was a law graduate. Something must
have gone askew with the old manuval records, because the Army
CIC [Counterintelligence Corps] was very busy recruiting lawyors
and people who had been in some kind of investigative wark. Bur
I was flushed out or dredged up, or whatever, as potential for
it and then gob bhrough their investigaktion, and I was Bsslgned

ko CIc.

BURG: It could have been the amount of law work that you
had had to that point and it could also be that this post office

investigation title--

MCCABE: T think once they got into the investigation they
probably said., "Well, heéere's a guy who has been around something
like this, and he isn't guite a lawyer yet, buk, well, maybe

he seams like a reascnablie risk." sSao--

BURG: What was your rank, by the way. when you made the move

b hemy GHQ?

MOCARE ; I think 1 wam a BFC. Lots of rank.

BURG: Yes. [ had that rank, too, for guite awhile as a matter

of fact.
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MCCAEE: That was impressive, that first stripe--

BURG: Yes, indeed. MNow, they held you here only for a brief
pecicd of time while they went ahead with checking you out pre-

Sumably.

MCCABE : Yo,

BURG: You, by that time, knew what they had in mind for you.

MCCABE: Oh, I knew what they had in mind and had indicated that
1t was fine with me. I really didn't know guite what it was.
But it was described to me as the army's sguivalent, and the

navy had 1ts similar service=-

BURG: The United States Marine Corps.

MCCABE: =-the equivalent of the FBI. They did a lot of
investigative work. I'd be willing to tackle anything, and I
was assigned then for, let's see, 19242--1 spent the better part
of a year here in Washingten, DR.C. It was the Washington field
office of the Counterintelligence Corps. I also went through a
school in Chicage for a couple of months, training =school,

where we did everything from firing handquns to trying judeo, and
learning basic investigative technigques. and then T was moved
out. People were regularly rotated in and out of one office or

anather.
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1 was assigned to the air force unit, a counterintelligence
unit, atvtached to the Flyving Training Command down South--Alabama,
Georgia, Florida. We didn't accomplish an awful lot losking

Back an it, kot we worked hard at what we did.
BURG » You ware unifoecmed.
MCCABE: No, we were not. We were in civilian clobthes.

BURG: After you'd finished your training in Chicago., you then

moved into civilian clothes.

MCCABE: Yes. In civilian clothes while I was assigned Lo

the Washington field office and later at the air force unit
down south Eor about a yeac, I worked in civilian clothes. We
did such things as running persecnnel checks on people, the

kind of simpler investigative work the FBI deoes. We alsc had
some securily assignments protecting gatherings of generala—-
Strategy huddies or whatever, when groups of high-ranking
officera got together. I remember a fascinating kind of three-
or tour-day assignment here in Washington where about thirty or
forty of us were assigned to protect General [Benri H.] Giraud

who waz park of the French government in exile at that time.
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While he was here, Giraud stayed in the Blair House and he visited
President Roasevelt and ether notables. We escorted him at

high speeds around town, and kept little knots of excitable
Frenchmen from breaking through security lines, to get to

{or maybe get at) General Giraud.

BURG: Would this have been fairly late in '42 or perhaps

early in '437

MCCABE: It was about the summer of '43, I believe. I was
assigned to the Counterintelligence Corps in April of '42 after
that short period in the Army General Headguarters. Then mayhe

a month later went to scheool for about Ewo months and then back
here, assigned here. And then probably in the late part of '43
went out on this air foree assignment. Left that one in carly

'44 for an assignment, in uniform, with the Air Transport Command,
flving on cthe North Atlantie route of the air Tranaport Command.
And all the time I was a sergeant, thisz was my rank. 1 had a
couple of extra stripes and I became, as it was called then, as

you may remember, a tech sergeant. That was--

BURG: Two rockeras.

MCUABE: --two, two rockers under the stripe. And I decided I
wanted Lo go ta OCS5 [Officer Candidate School]l; and 1 did.

Il went through the chemical warfare school, of all places.
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But this was aimed at becoming an intelligence ocfficer for the
Chemical Warfare Service. They had their own. Some obher fellowsa
from the C1C had gone in there. 1 did apply for OCS and went
through the minety-day course--but this is not an intelligence

officer course. [C was a reqular 008 course by which--

BURG: You gualified.

MCCABE: --you gualified. MNear the end of the war I graduated
from QCE and was aszigned to the Chemical Warefare Center as an
intelligence officer, at Edgewood Arsenal, Maryland. 1 sraved

there until the end of the war, discharged Christmas Eve, 1945.

BURG: What was the nature of your work as an intelligence

afficer with chemical warfare?

MCCABE:  Just running the post intelligence office at Edgewood--
great deal of time worrying about clearence of visitors and Just
erdinary, work-a-day staff ocfficetv duties of a middle-sized

post like Chat.

BURG: 1 suppose that there was, at that point, still a fair

amount of security-classified work being dene.

MCCABE: There was.

BURG: You were, by the way, then a second liesulenant?

MCCABE: ¥em, I waa.
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BURG: And discharged as a second lieutenant?

MCCABE: Pischarged as a secoend lieutenant.

BURG: ah, I see. Right. Now, you would have come ouk with

61 Bill educational benefits I would assums.

MCCABE: GI entitlemsant.

BURG: Had you married while you were in the services?

MCCABE: Mo, I had not. aAnd I came out, as I say, Christmas
Eve;, 1945, In fact while I was in Edgewood, my last couple of
montha in the military, 1 had =zo little Eo do--the war was over
and it was just a case of walbting to be processed out--I signed
up for a2 couple of courses at the University of Marvyland law
scnool in Baltimore, picking up some courseés there.

I didt a fuwll semester at Maryland law schoal and then came back
nere and re-enrolled in the spring term of 1946 at what then
had become--my old school had been merged into Cathelic
University--what's now known as the Columbuzs Law School af
Catholic University. Se I re-enrolled, began to patch the
courses together that I needed, and finally finished up there

in 1947.
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BURG: Now by that time the rules and regulaticns had changed

somaewhat .

MCCABE = But 1 was grandlfathered in. FHRules had changed in

that anybody newly enrolling in law sehool would have had to

have by that time, a four-year undergraduate degree. Bub, youo
know, o standard that applied to somecne prior to military service
--in almoskt any endeavor--he carried after he got oukb.

“0¢ 1 tagk the 1946 bar exam. aAnd that was the kicker in the

new rules--you couldn't take a bar exam without the new pre-legal
education gualifications. But I, of course, and others gimilarly
situated, could take the bar exam under the pre-war rules—-

even though it was the late '4ds, 1946 In my case. We could

take the bar exam then on the same conditions as before Ehe

war, with veterans' special treatment.

BURG: And you would be passing the District of Columbia bar.

MCCABE: Passed the Distriet of Columbia bar, Ehe anly bar exam
I ever took. Toeook it in June, 1946. I finished my law wark at

night, law school at night--and went to work at the Senakbte---

BURG: Oh, While you were deing this work, while you were doing

the law courses at night.
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MCCABE: Prior to the war I went te law school at night and worked
at the post office. When I came back from the military I didn't
do anything except go teo school while I was at the University ol
Maryland. I had no job to worry about. But when I picked up

with the spring semester here, in Waahington again, at Columbus
Law Schoel, I was in schasol in the evening again. At about

the same time went to work as a staff assistant in one of the
dJenate Offices. A senator from Minnesota, since retired. In
fact, Hubert Humphrey beat him in 1948. & great fellow named

Joa Ball.

BURG: B-a-l1-1%

MCCABE:  B-a-l1-1. He's retired and living now at Front Roval,
Virginia. <Cut guite a swath for himself as a senator in those
days. One of my classmates in law school was his secretary and
they were locklng around for a new quy in the office and I was
logking for a job and that's how the thing got pieced together.

1 went to work in the Senate in April 1946. 'HWorked there and
Look the bar exam in June of '46 and finished up what straggling
couple of courses I had left to round ocut the degres requiremnents.

Cid that in '47.

BURG: During your law training did any particular agpect of the

law appeal ta you?
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MCCARE:  Na one more than any other. I did not feel any great
attracticn to be an anbti-brust lawyer or a tax lawyer or any ocher
specialty area. Ik was a way toe gebt into a profession which
attracted me. To do that, I had te finish law school and be
admitted to the bar--and Ehat wasa the goal. [ had no set notions

of any kind of specialty in law.

BURG: HNow you had headad for that kind ef goal prior te the
Wwar and then the war intervened and then it was perhaps a vear
and a half or so before youwere able te finish the course work.

¥You 8E£111 had that same feeling for the law.

MCCABRE: Tes.,

BURG: Hadn't changed over those many years.

MCCABE: Hadn't changed at all.

BURG: Still felt drawn to it.

MCCABE: Yes. And maybe most important, it locked 1like the
best chance to make semething of myself if I woerked at it.

I £=lt I could do ik.

BIORG: MNow, as you finished off the last of your law courses,
studying for the bar exam, vyou were also involved, when 1 aav

invalved, you were certainly cheek-by-jowl with a senatorial sffice.
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Did that begin te divide your interest and your a2ttention®

MCCABE: Well, it did in the sense that I developed a new interest.
I had a long standing intérest in--I wouldh't say political affaircs
o much as I would say governmental affairs. I didn't have a

great interest in electlve politics. What intriqued me was the
business of running the government. 'That may not be the most

apt description of goveenmental affairs versus political affaira,

but I think for our purposes it makes the distinction.

BURG: Yeu had nob belonged te the Young Republican ©lub or

anything of that sort.

MCCABE: NWo. HNever belonged to any kind of organized political
grouping like that. But I wasn't too different either from obhers.
[ cast my first vote when I got outb of the military; I could have
voted in the military, but I just was maybe never at the right
place at the right time te get the ballets. And from my first
interest in the subject I found myself to be gomething of a
political conssrvative. I'm probably pretty average, right in the

middle of the Republican party.

BURG: You never felt drawn to enroll in political science courses.

MCCABE: I would have, I'm =sure, but the fact is I really didn't

de an awful lot of formal sctudying other than the legal work.



Mr. Edward McCabe, 7=1-75, Interview #1 Page 33

AL Junior college, Ewo wvears at nighty you don't do an awful

Iat.

BURG: You didn't want te branch too Ear away from your main

line.
MCCaBE: I think that had 1 taken a regular, skructured: four
year undergraduate degree, 1 might well have majored in

political science or history, perhaps history.

BORG: How, when vou do have the law degree in hand, what was

your next mowve?

MCCABE: Welly, I--

BURG: You'we passed the bar; 1 should mention that.

MCCABE: I passed the bar and I was getting involwed in the work
atk the Senate. Senator Ball and Senator Taift, Bobert &. Tafc,
S5r., weére themselves producing what later became known as the
Taft-Hartley Law, and I worked as kind ofa caddy for Ehem. I
carried the books and went to the meetings and watched the
senior lawyers do the work. 1 was functioning as an assistant.
I wasn't a lawyer as such, and, of course, 1 had no special
backaround for that kiné ofspecial work. But I was assigned

Lo work ab what currently would be gcalled a legislative agzgiztantb.
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They had noe such title then. It was just all staff members in
the senator's office. And I was the one who worked moat closely
with Senator Ball on his legislative endeavors. Others, of
course, worked with such things as constituent relationships,
runrming the office:; keeping the mail going and =0 on. I had the
better job where [ was off watching the prime movera maks Lhe
legislation. And it was great education; just a great exposure,
to be =sitting around watching the likes of Robert A. Taft. Alse
Claude Pepper of Florida, still serving in the House, wWwith whom 1
new play golf oceasionally at the Burning Tree Club. He was a young
man in those days, an that Senate labor commitbtes. There was
Congressman Hartley of Mew Jersey,; leng since dead. Charley
Halleck too, a very able legislative leader. Just bte be around
them and to watch the process, a greatbt thiog. [ prize bhak bEime
very highly. In 1947 there was a committee established by the
Tafr-Hartley law zalled the Joint Committes on Labor and
Management Relations. It was chaired by Senator Ball and had
seven senatcrs and seven members of Che House. Ball was chailc-
man, Fred Hartley was the vice-chairman, party lineups were
adjusted, and I became the executive assistant to that committee.
1 waa the Chief Clerk with a high-sounding title. The committee

did a number of case studies on hoew labor management relations
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were being conducted in vardlous industries around the country
under Lhe new Taft-Hartley Law--an effart to see how some of the
provisions of the law were working in practice. We completed that
jJob, and T left the committee in 1949 to be a legialatbive

counsel for the United States Chamber of Commerce. This was a

new job the U.S. Chamber created. They wanted a lawyer for 1E;
analyzing legislative proposals in which the business communitby

had an interest and which the Chamber would monitor.

BURG: Did they contact wou on that job or did you hear it was

apen?

MCCABE: They did. They contacted me, and which was a pnatural
engugh thing because in the work I did at the Senate, people from
the Chamber and from every other organized group were, of course,
in regular contact with Ehilis committes. This was an opportunicy
for me to meet people and for them Eo ses me and I liked the offer
they made to me and I accepted it and worked there for about a
vear. Then I 3ot another opportunrity to become the Washington in-
haouze connsel for the American Hobel Associaticon——ibhis was a big
trade asscciatien of the hotel industrcy--and there to work with a
great variety of problems that the industry faced in its relation-
ships with both the Congress and with the executive departienls

and agencies. Korean war price and wage and salary controls came
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in there. And 1 also had an arcrangement with the hotel aszociation
that permitted me te practicee law to the extent that there was no
conflict either in substance or in time with my principal smploy-

menk, which was for the hotel industey. I did that for Lwo: vears.

BIIRG: When you say counsel, Mr. McCabe, do you mean it in the
legal sense of counsellor at law or ecunsel in perhaps a broader

kind of senso.

MCCABE: 1It's a broader context that included Lhe at-law character-
ization, because we were working wvery heavily on regulations, the
development of testimony on proposed regulations coming out of
various agencies of government. Many government programs impacted
the hotel industry. I mentioned wage and price, salary, centrals:
and there were myriad regulations coeming out in the Federal Register
prescribing the way vou do Ehings. That was a war-bime economy, of

coursa, the Eorean petriod.

BURG: And there would be, 1 suppose, shortages of critical things--

metal perhaps for new hotel construction.

MCCABE: There would be much of that. There would he great problems
with ane hotel pirvating away the prize chef from ancther by induce-

ments which, often enough, would wiclate the regulaticns.
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BURG: You mean that would fall to you, Eco.

MOCARE: Well, yes, we would serve the industry in that capacity.
It was an uvnusual time here in Washington. Governmental controls
without the weight of a big war on the country, as World War II
was. The EKorean War was & first class mesa for those who were 1n
it, cbviously, as all wars are. But here at home peopla i general

weren't too concerned with it except those with pecple at the front.
BURG: So it would have beenr a most intriguing =ituation here.
MOCABRE: [t was.

BURG: You wouldn't have the wholehearted dedigation to the war that

you had just seen in World War TII.

MCCABE: As a people I think we regarded it as a small war, hot
fully realizming--I cthink we see that now looking back over Vietnam
as well as Eorea—--that we didn't have 2 naticnal commitment Lo win
the war as we did in World War I1. Maybe as a pecple we were sub-
consciously pulling away from it. We didn't need another wary we
weren't ready for another war and, except for the families of the
poor guys who were in it most of us, I suspect, closed cur eyes Lo
the fact there was a war going on. We thought we'd had our war and
this was somebedy else's. But the impact on the country of RKorea

war-time regulationas was substantial.
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BURG: MNo, nothing like the rationing and varigous eceoncmic measuras
rhat had been taken during World War II. Well, you stayed then with

the American Hotel associatian--

MCOCABE: Through 1952, In 1953 I had the opportunity either ko be
counsel to the Senate Committee on Labor and Public Welfare with
Senator Talft or counsel ko the House Committes on Education and Labor,
chaired by Congressman Sam McConnell of Pennsylvania. My first
impulse was net to take either one of them because I vanked bto leave
and get out into the full time practice of law with a regular law
firm. But 1 did finally go to the Housze and become counsel Ecr the
Education and lLabor Committee there. I spent three years at that, the
first vear on hearings aimed at amending the Tafbt-Hartley labor law.
This was the big attraction, te be invelved in possibly reshaping a
major law. Bat we never got that done wvhile I was there. It was done

later, though, while I was in the White House.

BURG: May I ask, who contacted you for these two possible jobs in

early "337

MCCABE: Senator Taft's former counsel contacted me on the senator's
behalf, and I went up to see him. Chairman McConpell asked me to
take the job with him, on the recommendation of my old friend Gerry

Morgan who was then White House Counsel to President Eisenhower.
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This interview is being conducted with Hr. Edward MrCabe in his
office in Washington, D.C., on Macch 2y 1877, 'The inlkerviewsr
is br. Thomas Soapes of the Eisenhower Library. FPresent lor Lhe
inferview are Mr. McCabe and Dr. Soapes.

bR, SOAPES: ©Okay. I think as we wers saying on che last

interview Dr. Burg gob up to about 1952 or '53. Had you

participated in the '52 campaign at all?

MR. MOCABE: Mot worth mentioping. I was in Washington at
Lhe time and had a substantial interast in political aflaira,
but was not inte the Eisenhower end of Ehe campaign. In faect
I had been in the Taft camp because I had known Senator Taft.
[ did help form what became kaown as the Ike and Dick Clubs
{for Bisenhower and his running mate Richard Wixon}.

Small things like that brought me around the edges of the
campaign. Acguainted with it in that sense, but nok a real

parkbicipant.

OR. SOAPES: You were doing that here 1n Washingbton?

MER. MCOCABE: FRight.

DR. SOAPES: Was there much reluctance on the part af the Taft

people that you knew Lo support Elsenhower?

MRE. MOCABE: There was a lot with a few people, bub with most of
the Taft suppoerters there really was very Iittle or none. Some

people 1 knew who were early Taft supporters wWere juat bitter
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abaut the loss. They felt the better man had not been neminated.
and they juat weren'k aboub To g0 aleng- [ suspect they all
vobed for General Eizenhower, and &8 btime went on, they would
grudgingly agree that he had been a good President. There was,
as 1 said, with some people a lot of resentment. Buk with Lhea
vast majority there was the approach of "Let's gao, get i, help

out.® And that's where I E1t.

SAAPES: Maow at this time you were with the American Heotel

hgsoelation.

MCCABE: [ was working as a lawyer in the Washington affice of

the Amesrican Hotel Asscciabion.

SOAPES: And then you moved to the Hill.

MOCARE: 1 did. Early in 1953, early in the 83rd Congress--
Mareh or thereabouts of 1953--1 agreed to go te the Hill as
qeneral counsel for the Education and Labor Committee in Lhe
House. [ at first--itta interesting--first tuened that job down
or rather turned aside the chairman's inguiry on it. And also
turned aside the same inguicy to go Lo the Senatbe side to worEk
for Senator Taft on the Senate Labor Committee. Both committeea

were intent on reviewing and updating the Taft-Hartley Labor
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Law, and | was enjaying myself pretty well in the work 1 didg,

and 1 thought at first [ didn't have much interest in going to the
Hill. But on reflection and in talking with some pepple, including
Gerald Morgan, who died last year by Lhe way. Gerry was a partnoer
in this present law firm and had been my friend and cohort Lor

many, many years-—mostly at Gerey's urging 1 reconsidered. We were
not working together then dewntown, but at his urging I reconsidered
the job. Had three very exciting and good years as counsel for that

committee. Then left there to come to the Eisenhower White House.

SOAPES: You said their principal cencern was the revision of the

Taft-Hartley.

MCCABE: ‘That was the principal thing this Republican Congress saw

ahead as it moved inte the =zession that began in January of 1953,

SOAPES: What types of revisions were they looking at?

MCOABE: The law was a very coententious subject. It had been en the
books for [ive years then. It had been much involwved LIn Che
political oratory of every campaign since it was passed in 1947--
two Presidential campaigns, and the Congressicnal campaigns as well.
People talked a lot about it. It was still & big political issue.

Labor unicna and many Democrats wanted bte repeal 1t. There wasn't
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any disposition among Repubhlicans, who then conteelled bhe White
House and the Cengress, to dismantle 1E. pepending on what in-

dustry you talked teo, you'd have this or chat amendment that was
important. It was that jure of activity on a major subject that

convinced me 1'd like to ga back to the Hill and tackle the Jjob.

When your neot literally looking for a job, which I waap't, then
vou're going to be attracted by an opportunity to be iovolved in
something substancial. I£ you're 2 tax specialist and you're going
to have a chanee to be invelved in rewrciting some major segment of
the tax law, that's a sort of professional attracktion fer you.

And that's where the epportunity and the interest lay for me.

SOAPES: Were there other subjects that the committee was consider-

ing that are memorable to you?

MOCKRBE: It turned out that way, though there weren't any on the
forizon as I looked at the assignment. But education became guite
at impertant subject. There were no educabtion laws of any cof-
seguence while I was there. It teck maybe ten years after I left
before Congress got inteo eduacation in 2 big way. But the subject of
federal aid, the guestion of federal aid for education was just

beginning to be a sturdy one--and even though there were no laws
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passed, there were hearings held. There waz a lob of political
infighting, teo, in and out of Congress. And the committee put in a
fair amount af time on education. PFolitical decisions were made

and attitudes took shape.

! stayed with that committee for threes years. The First year was
devoted almost entirely to public hearings on the Tatt-Hartley Law.
It was a major airing of that subject. Part of the second year
was given over to drafting of amendments. Nething became law
because the votes were just not there to carry any one approach.

All that took a part of one year, good half of one year.

We got into some investigations, toa, that became memorable ibtems
later on. Labor racketeering was just identifying itselfl as a
proolem. The House Labor Committee teamed up wikh the House Govern-—
ment Operations Commitbee and we ran Jjoint hearings, real investiga-
tive hearings. on charges of racketeering and financial abuse 10 a
nupber of unions. We had some very colorful characters as Witnesses.
I think we did a lot of good work done there. We began a lot of
good work; it was later taken over--I uze that term kind of loosely.
The Senate investigating committee, Senator McClellan's commitbee,
some years later with Robert Kennedy as 1Es counsel picked up wheres
we left off in those early days. They ran a pretty thorough going

investigation, with great television publicity. And that publicity
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1 think more than any other single fackor, brought about the passage
of the Landrum-Griffin Labor Reform Law. That law was passed in
1954 and it brought me full cycle, because by then I was working 1in
the White House and I drew the assignment as the Elsenhower
administratien's point man witch the Bill on thia legislation. The
Landrum=Griffin assignmenk waa a major undertaking for a couple of

years, through 1958 and most of 1959,

SOAPES: 1 want to get into that one later in scme detail. T do

want teo pick you up on a couple of pointsa, you said.
MZCCRBE: Right.

SOAPES: In regard bo education, you Zaid thabt there were some
political decisions made and scme atbltudes formed. Could you

give me some more insight inte that?

MCCABE: Political decisiona, well, I suppose a good way Lo

describe that would be to =ay that there were those in Congress who
helieve the time had come for federal aid to education. There were
others who felt just as strongly that this was the last bastion of
local rights and responsibilities, and that the federal government
ought to stay out of it. The latter were more numerous in Congress

at that time, yet the divisions were close, the numbers were cloge.

The Eisenhower administration did recommend a form of federal help

for education that was not passed. There was still hanging heavy
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over Congress the gueation of segregation, whether any education law
could be passed that would apply equally to all races. Tt seeins odd
e &#it here itn 1977 and logk back to the early 50's Lo see that this
was then a very major problem for Congress. And 1 think it's fair
te say that up Lo about that poink tn history, a sure way to RELE
any bill for federal aid ko education would be to tac¢k an anbi-

segregation amendment to it.

Forces on the Hill were, as I said, fairly evenly divided; regard-
lesa of party, with opponents of federal aid still in the majority.
but not by much. So it was a nerwous division. And emotions can

high. People gobt excited about the subject.

The guestion of aid te church-related schools would assert ikself
evyery once in a while. It was not really the basic question. The
basic gquestion belore Congresa, befoare the whele country I guess.
was will the federal government get inte the business of putting tax
maney out Lo hkelp schools or will we leave that entirely up to states
and local cammunities? The church-school issue was a part of that.
though not nearly the big part segregated schoola were. And
while the wrangling, and paliticking, and finger pointing heated

up; the Supreme Court's Brown vs. Board of Education decision came
down in 1254. But that didn't turn the corner with Congress. I
think it raised more problems than it settled insofar as getting

legislation passed. MNobedy could say with any certainty whether
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federal scheol aid would under the Brown case require egual Creat-
ment of races. 1t probably tock the better part of ten years for
that thing to finally wear itself out. It wasn't until the middle
'63, long after lke had left government, that the federal establish-
ment got into sducation aid in a big way and, of course, we're in it,

we the people, are really in it now.

SOAPES: Yoo said that the parties themselves were fairly evenly
divided. Among the Democrats was there a noerthern—-southern

division that was supporting and epposing federal aid and Republicans-—-

MCOCABE: Yes, it was essentially the more liberal northern Democrats
whe would favor ik: it was the more traditiconalist, the old

Southerner, the Wester members, west-acuthweat, with varying degrees
of intensity who were not in Favor of it. And the Republican Party

was split maybe the same.

SOAPES: Bastern Republicana foe: the Western Republicans--

MCCABE: Y¥es, the so-called Bastern liberal was pretty much inclined
to go aleng with something: the more traditicenal, conservatbive
{regardless of where he came from) didn't think the federal

government ought teo be in L.
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SORPES: Okay. I'd like te turn now to your White House service.

How did your move ko the White House come aboul?

MOCARE: 1 mentiocned Gerry Morgan sarclier. Gecry wWas park of Che
Eisenbhower White House staff, a lawver with the title of =zpecial
counsel]l to the President. In the EBisenhower White House the

counsel had a broad-ranging charterc. He not only processed papers
inside the White House which called for some legal knowledge, but he
also got into the legislacive program. And this was Gerry Morgan's
function. 1In late 1955 it was felt in the White House that they
needed somebody eon the staff with a special knowledge of
Congressional processes; a lawyer who could counsel on Cengressional
investigations. There were a great many Congressional investigabions
of executive departments and agencies. Departments were belng whip-
aawed one against the other, and it was decided that the White

House should cooardinakbe executive branch responses to this tactic.
The White House wWwould nob be oubt front in kEhis. Deépartmenks weuld
still reply on their own, but there'd be an effort to cocrdinate

s that department & weouldn't undercet department B to the detriment
of the whele adminisktration. 3o that one agency would not, in effect,
try to save its own bacon at the expense of the others. This was the
funection I moved in te try kLo handle at the White House as associate

special counsel to the President - Came in, as I said, a moment ago,
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at the initial suggestion of Gerry Morgan. He talked to me about

it. 1 was Intrigued by it. I was ready Lo leave the Hill. T had
been talking to a couple of law firms and to a couple of private com-
panies ahont getting out of government--either Lo private law prac-
tice or going out intc the business world. And so this inguicy Came
at an apt time for me. I went to the White MHouse shortly after the
first of the year in '56. Stayed there for the remaining five years
of the Eisenhower Presidency; one year of the first term and the

full four vears of the second term.

SOAPES: Mow yeour bitle did change at some point along the way

there. Did that mean the duties changed?

MCCABE: The duties changed, teoo. The first bwo-and-a-half years
I carried the title of associate special counsel to the President.
I was heavily invelved in these inveatigative matters I just spoke
of. 1 also was drawn into a variety of general legislative work.
and there was an element of general troubleshooting, To illustrate
that, there were a few situationz where members of regulatocy
commissions, circumstances where people at sub-cabinet levels

were publicly charged with indiscretions, they allegedly

abused their office or misused prercgatives and privileges. This
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became a problem for the President when the individual invelved
was a Presidential appointee. [ got into those, Lo find oul what

the story was, and along with others wha were seniar on the Winito
House staftf develop a recommendalbion on what actian the President cught to
take. There were perhaps half a dezen such things, and they tended
to be time consuming. That's the sort of troublesheoting kind of
thing. But my work over-all was heavily related to Congressional

acbivity.

For the second half of mv White House time my title chanmnged from
associate counsel and I became opne of four or [ive adminiszCrative
assistants ta the Presidenk. That was after Sherman Adams Ieft. The
staff was restructured. The legislative work for the White House
then became the assignment of Bryce Harlow; myself, Jack Andersen

{a former California Congressman) and Clyde Wheéeler. There were
others wheo helped us out from time to time, but we were the main
Congressional llalson Leam. We did the work with Congress on legis-
lation for the White House. This included the Landrum—-Griffin Law,

a big one that commandeerad an encemous amount of my time for nearly

Lwo years.

SOAPES: Before we get into the Landrum—-Griffin, ['d like Lo talk a
little bit about the mechanics that vou operated under. As said

earlier, you dealt a lot with labor legislation. ©Did it tend that

you and Harlow and Wheeler and the others would have wvarious subjectk
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areas that were yours, or various members, of various committees that

were youra?

MOCABE: ¥es, there was a good bit of that. We were a amall stafl
aver—-all. I don't know how you compate today's numbers ar the numbers
in recent years with what the Eisenhower Staff amounted to. We

might have had tweaty-five or thirty people, like myself, who came

and went with the President. This whole staff operatien was prebty
well sorted out ameong those twenty f[ive or thirty pecple. And with
four or five of us tuned in on legislative matters, the tendency wWas
te pull a quy inte something he knew about. I he knew the subject
area better than the next fellow, well, you put him into it without

too much rigidity.

We worked as a team. Jack Anderson had been a member of the House.
He really knew and understocd the workings of the House berter than
any of uz. He had come cut of the Department of Agriculture ta the
White House. He had been Secretary Benson's legisltative man for a
couple of years. There were major agriculture bills moving in Con-
gress and Jack would just be moved in. He tended to work mostly with

the House, but there was seome overlap.

Similarly Bryce Harlow had a special background in military affairs.
He had been Staff Chief of the House Armed Services Committee, and had
served in the Defense Department congressional lisisen in World War

T1. He didn't need special training when a military bill came up.
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There was a majer piece aof work done in Eisenhower's second term,
the recrganization of the Pentagon, and Bryce drew that assigninent.
Well, he's a very able guy to start with, but he also had the back-
ground that specially qualified him for legislatien on military

matters.

We tended to follow a comptence we might have had. We tried different
Lhings, though. We once thought it made sense to asaign certain
committees to different individuals, and organize the process thal way.
At ane time we tried a division where Jack Andersocn and Clyde Wheeler
would =over the House, I would cever the Senake; and Bryce Harlow
would soart of be the overseer of all of it. He was the official 1n
charge of Congressional liaison Lhose years. I don't know whether a
system broke down, or Iif it reorganized itself. A subject,; like
Landrum-Griffin, for example, came on, and 1 ended vp carrcying the
whale assignment. [ knew the subject and worked on it with both the
House and the Senate. Similarly, Jack Anderson did that on agriculture
matters. Bryce himself, Bryce Harlow did on military reocrganizatien.
%o there was a flexibility, but a semblance of this category approach
too. It was anything but rigid; and we found that whatewver 1t was 1t

worked ta the President's satisfaction.

[Interruption]

SOAPES: Why don't we kturn to the Lapdrum-Griffin since it's a land-

mark piece of legislation. Why don't I just open it up and you can
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just narrate how you started workling with it and what the principal
concerns were, particularly fron the White House polnt of view, in

regard to the bill.

MeCABE: I mentioned earlier that the House Labor Committee when I
was there had started the labor rackets investigation. Well, some
notable charactersz, Jimmy Heffa, for example;, was a witness before

a couple of our hearings. We recommended thab he and several others be
held in contempt of Congress for refusing to answer guestions we
thousht were pertinent. I shounld add he came back in and furnished

the information, purged himself of the possible contempb.

On that groundwork, the McClellan committee launched its e=ffort, and
they did it gight. ‘They had a topnotch ataff. Able and persistent
investigators. I menticned HBobby Kennedy whom I gob to know guite
well in those years. He had a staff of professional investigators,
many former FBI accounting specialists. They were very useful
because wvo're talking primarily about the manipulation of money.
Great amounts of money Wwere coming into some union welfare and
pension funds, with charges of abuse ©f those funda. It all called

for persistence and greaf skill in investigating.

The real value: though, from a legislative point of view was the
publicity, the visibility that those hearings gave to the need for

reform. You may remember, they were on television. and in every
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heme in the nation virtually every evening came a parade of union
peaple being asked to explain why 1t was that they agquired immense
perscnal bank accounts, the use of a yacht for life, a plush home In
the Florida Keys, this kind of thing. The public got excited. Why
had these things, it was asked come out of union funds? Was all

this done for the benefit of the union membership? And so on.

We had the whole gquestion of labor racketesring, extertion, failure

to represent the membership, as well as siphoning off union money

for personal use. This waz all laid bare before the public. And as

it happens every s often, the public get exercised. And the public
was exercised because the televised hearings of that 3Senate commitbee
went on I don't Xnow how long, but for guite a while. With this expose
af racketeering and financial shenanigans by a number of union leaders
there alse was strong evidence that several major areas of the
country's main labor-management law, the Taft-Hartley law, needed to be
strengthened. The guesticn of boycotting, the question of picketing,
strangers picketing your place of business because your employees
woulé@n't join their unien. This kind of thing. These were Lechnical
amendments, but they were capable of being dramatized 8o Lhe public

got exsrcised about them--because they were abuses of power by many

af the same leaders in organized laber who were already shown to have
siphoned off wvnion funds and deprived rank and Eile union members of

every imaginable vight inside their unicns. In 1957 the President
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reconmended a package of amendments that dealt with union money
management, rights for members inside the uniens, and with Chese
necessary teforms of labor management law I creferred to--picketbing,
noyeokting, and the like. These recommendabtions were presented to
Congress, hearings were held, and in 1958 a bill passed the Senate but
did not pass the House. FPresident Eisenhower would have vetoed ik

in the form in which it passed the Senate. It was captioned a labor
reform law, but didn't really address the problems. It had the label
of labor refarm, but that was essentially where its resemblance te thes
President 's recommendations ended. The House shared that view as it
turned out, and roundly defeated the bill. That was the Kennedy-Ives
Bill, named for Senator John Kennedy and Senator Irving Ives of Hew
York, a Republican member of the Senate Labor Committee. IL had that
bipartisan venesr, and it was a major effort te bring it through the
Senate. I'wve telescoped a lot of time in there. There were, endless
ups and dewns as it moved along, and some very interesting pelitical
by-play. Though the Kennedy-Ives bill was defeated in 1958, publie
interest remained strong. The President spoke ocut against Kennedy-

ITwes.

A monumental amount of werk goes inte one of these things, you're
at it all the time, and when you lock back on it, socmeone says,
“What exactly did vou do?" You're hard put to say exactly whabt you

did do, except that you lived with the subject all the time. You lived
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day in and day out with the people who were the prime movers on the
Hi1ll, and you had to because you never knew when something would
break logse, and vou needed to he on top of it. The President was
thoroughly interested in this subjeckt. Concerned about it. He khew
a lot more about it than most pesgple gave him credit for. They gen-
erally assumed it would be foreign to his background. But he felt
strongly about individuals being abused--you belonged to the umion
and didn't have the right to speak up without getting punehed in the
nose. He took a dim view of all that. And he wasn't reluctant to
say so. BSo he kept me at it all the time. Well, I shouldn't say all
the bime, but 1t was never off bis agenda. Sure, there was other
major legislation, a housing bill or a rivers and harbors bhill. We
worked on all of them, but labor reform was a big overriding Eubject

for about two yeaES.

I think most careful analysts will say that during the last six yearcs
of his Presidency there wers only two major areas where Eisenhower
sgored the way he started out te score against Congress. He was
faced with an opposition Congress for those final six years of his
term, but he pretby much got his way on labor reform;:; and he pretty
much got his way on reorganization of the Pentagon. But on wvirtually
every other major igsue it was a matter of doing the best we could,
staving off disaster, vetoing bills. 8ut only in those two, of the
really major legislative areas, did he have what I would regard as a
total affirmative =success--getting out of Congress essentially what

he asked for--on a highly charged big issue.
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SOAPES: How would you account for those twe exceptions of labor
reforih and Pentagon reorganization? How was he able to geb hia

way on those when he wasn't on other thinga?

MCCABE: Well, on labor reform I think vwe were able Le capitalize

on this public attitude I referred Lo earlier. And General Eisen-

hower was a credible and beloved individual. He had & great
personal tie to a big majority of the country. He came out on
television; and he talked about labor law reform. And people were

concerned to begin with; they didn't know the details but they
knew the broad cutline. They knew something was fishy, scmething
waz going wroeng. And then here was a President with no personal
ax to grind: whom they belisved. He came out and said, "Let's

do this about it." That put Landrum-Grifiin over the top, 1

believe.

Recrganizaticon of the military is a mere esoteric thing than labor
racketeering=-~auite a bit more. But I think his credibility and

his poerscnal military standing were the difference on thatl
legislation. There he capitalized on them wery well. 1 don't
recall right at this minute whether he talked to the country on
television and radic about resrganization of the military--he

did about Landrcum-Griffin. And that was well-timed, carefully
worked out with the Congressicnal leaders so that he would ga before
the public when there was just enocugh lead btime before Lhe vote

for pecople to make their views known, and they did; Congress

responded.
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9o in effect he went over the head of Congress, turned bthe public
leese ¢n Congress, and Congress responded--not bo him but to the
public. He couldn't have done it had the subject not been one in
which =0 many pecple were already interested. The MoClellan hear-
ing=, in which Senator Kennedy and Robert Kennedy plaved such a

part, oddly encugh turned the tabkles on Senator Eennedy. He wanted

a different kind of bill and his pelitical constituency. of course,
included the leaders of organized labor. The bill we preduced in
Landrum-Ccriffin was not acceptable to those leaders of organized
labor. So it was an interesting commentary on the times. And Presi-
dent Eisenhower's personal invelvement was critical to it. After all
he's the one who could command the audience. People listened te

him; and they acted after they heard from him.

Now I jumped a moment ago from the Kennedy-Ives Bill of 195B. The
process started all over again with the new Congress in 1958 My
invalyament was the zame; only more so--as 939 went on my parsanal
involvement 9ot to be heavier. One of the resasons for that, and 1
say this as carefully as I know how, is that the Secretary of Labor
at that rtime, Jim Mitchell, had very great intereat and properly so—-
might have won the election--he had great interast in being a 1960
vice presidential nominee. His constituency, of course, included

srganized labor so he was treading a wvery careful political path.
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The administration generally, the President specifically,; were
pushiing Lor what labkor leaders regarded as too tough a law. ESome

af che peime movers on the Hill were people Wwhom organized labor

did not regard well at all: Barry Goldwater; Senator Dirksen: to

a great degree Senator McClellan; on the House side Charlie Halleck,
who was the Bepublican leader; Judge Smith, Howard Smith of Vicginia,
who was probably the most influential member of the House in those
vearsy the chaicman of the rules commitbee; and Graham Barden of
HMorth Carolina, who chaired the House Labor Committes. Aall of these
peaple were on Ehe other side of bthe fence from organized labor and,
of course; these were the people with whon the administration had ko
Wwork. We had bto work with evervbody across Che political spectrum,
buk to an intense degree we had bo work Wwith these because these were
the men in posibicons of power #and influence. They were shaping the
policy vup there,; and Secrcetary Mitchell could not work with them.

He didn't share their views; and to hia credit be was very direct
about that. He made noe bones about what he thought. And he was
fearful that these guys wWould carcy Che ball toe far in bEhe directicn
of what could bBe gasily capbioned an anti=umion o anti-labor

amendment .

Eo it fell ro my lot to work this legislation for the President
because bthe Labocr Departmentfcr all practical purposes was out of kbhe

decision making. Furbheecmeere, I knew all Chese Hill people well,
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had warked with them before, had an ecasy rapport with them, and
there's peal walus in Cthat in legisliative wark. ¥You know, Ehere's
a mutual trust that's s=zs=sntial. Zo I got more and more center

stage as 1959 wore on and the legislative battle lines shaped up.

The Senate produced =till another bill, this time known as the
Kennedy-Ervin Bill; that second Senator this time was Sam Erwvin of
Morth Carolina. In our view that new kill was as unacceptable as the
earlier Kennedy=-Ives Bill. TI'd say that they were pretty mach cut freom
the szame cloth. And then the House Labor commitbes produced a bill
chat was not much bebter. So 1t became necessacy then to devalop—-

the old classic maneuver that works 20 well in tChe House--to develop

g substitute. And we did, and that substitube became known as the

Landrum=-Sciffin BL11.

That substitute, by the way, is one various people now claim to

have authered. Probably becaunse it succeeded. We heard that various
spacial interests, or their lawyers,; had written it, but the facks
are Gifferent. All one has to do 1s leook at the bills from which
Landrum=Griffin was assembled Lo see fthat it was really a cut and
paste job assembled in my White House office--from varicus other
billes that had been arcund for months. To illustrate, I believe
tHere were 2ix tities, iy secktions in the bill that passed the

Senabts. Those six sections dealt with financial affaire of aniona,
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and a greater voice internally for the rank and file membership in
unions. The decision was made by Judge Smith, Charlie Halleck,
fhairman Barden, and me; as to what changes we would make. 1 recall
Judge Smith zaying, and the rest of uvs nodding agreement “"When you

get Lhis substitute ready, be wvery sure we make as fow changes 1n those
firat =ix titles of the Senate bill as we can stand, as we can get
away with." And 1 think we ended up with two or three changes of
wording. But they were major changea in impact.: like changing a
"have™ to a "have not". The impact change was major bub the word
change was skillful and very narrow. Judge Smith and Halleck and
Barden, when the thing got inte Heouse Floor debate, were able bo say,
'Now we are taking that Senate bill lock, stock, and barrel, except
look on page so-and-so0; line 22, the words are changed. Two or three
such places in six titles. That'a all still there, for anyone who
takes time to look. So much for the claim that seme sinister special
interssts did it. Your ten—-year old nephew could deo it. That porticn
of Landrum-Griffin was really written by Senator Kennedy's staflf.

But we butchered it for him, a few fellows who knew that if you
changed a "have" to a "have not", and a "may" to a "shall®, youlve
changed day te night. That's how it was done on the first six titles

af a seven title substituce.

The final title of the bill, Title 7, if those numbers are correct,

was the portion that dealt with the Taft-Hartley Law amendments.
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And those, while the warding was beaten arocund gquite a bit, were
egssentially the recommendations President Eisenhower had made ficst
in 1957 and again in 195%. “That part waa 1in type, In public, for a

couple of years by then. Again, so much for those siniater scriveners.

The whole bill was a cut-and-paste reassembly of 1deas that had
been lying arcund in publicin legislative form for monkths. There was
nothing new about i1t. The only thing new Wwag that suddenly there wWas

the woting power to pass it.

and I grow a little bit--well, I'm not impatient. I guess I should
say by now I'm understanding of the claim that it was all written by
the HWational Association of Manufacturers, or by varled other
special interests. Most of those credited with writing 1t no doubt
supported it. But when it came to the bill 1tself, 1t was put

together in the fashion I described.

What followed was one of the most interesting exercises 1 think

1 have ever been invelved in--picking the sponsors. How do we pick
sponscrs?  How did we? When the President sent his recommendations to
Congress in 1957 for labor law reform, they were introduced as is always the

case by the senieor Republicans on the two cemmiktees. Senator
Coldwater on the Senate side at that time, and Congressman Eearns of

Pennsylvania on the House side.
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So from January we had a Kearns bill and a Goldwater bill; Ethey
were the Eiscenhower tecommendations. The Landrum-Griffin Act was
passed late that summar. About midway in Ehe aummery Congressman
Kearns, much to my distress and over the objsction and pleadings of
Charlie Hallack, the House Republican leader, and me--we gob
tegether with him several times, Etried bto dissuade him from
introeducing still another bill of his own which we knew didn't have
a snowball's chance of going anyvwhere, but he was enamoured of it.
It was a very invelved restructuring of the labor management
agencies in government. We thought we had prelbty good assurance that
he wouldn't do it, but Congressman HKearns, Lord rest his soul, he's
fiow dead, had other troubles. He drank more than he should have.
one day, when he had more alcohol than he needed, he introduced

hi= pnew bill. So here we wore. EBEvervbody knew we'd have a sub-
skititute bill. I =aid & while ago--that's the classic House
maneuver. The committee comes out with a bad bill, and you build
up a little head of steam under a subaitute, which s proposed as
an amendment on the House fleor, and if you have the votes, you

win it. You can do that in Ehe House; hard teo do in the Senate.

But it was the mest open secret in town that ocne of thes¢ days the
administration would come up with its substitute Bill and Carroll
Kearns, as senior commibtee Republican, weould introduce it. Standarcd
procedure. Further, Hearns conld not credibly be tagged anti-union.

Fe was a natural. So when he popped in this other bill everycne
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thought “here's the administration's substitute." Well, Lt was
nothing of the sort. But finding Kearna in the position where he
has noWw auchored Ewo bills;, we concluded b didn't make sense to
have him come up with a third cne. We had enough confusion on

our hands already. Had he not introduced that second bill of his
own he would have been the sponscor of the substitute. Landrum and
ariffin would not have gone inte the history books as they did.

Tt would have been the Kearns Labor Reform Act. Regrettably [or

him, he made certain himself Cthat this was not to be.

and we had told him, Halleck and I, said, "You've got to stay loose:
you've got ko be ready to introduce the administraticn's substitute.
The votes are Lhere, that is what will pass. This will be Che
Kearns Law." And this of course is the route we wanted £o bravel;
because he was well liked in the Bouse, very well liked, popular
fellow. Unions had no hard case against him. And we needed Che
appearance of moderatlon too, But he was out eof action, by his

own move. 'The other senior committee peocple were just anathema Lo
organized labor; and we didn't want to borrow more trouble than

we had. We had Clare Hoffman of Michigan, wha was next in line to
Mr. EKearns on the Republican side and whe very much wanted to be
the author of carrective legislation. But there was such an anti-union
aura, an anti-labor history with him, rightly or wrongly, he was
Ynown as such, wa decided we couldn't pubt that on ocur hod Lo carry,

teo. S0 Hoffman was out. Mr. Barden, the Democrat chairman, had
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the =zame problems. We couldn't involve him. 8o we shopped around
2 bit, looked over the commitbee--when I say we, it's primarily
Halleck and myself--and out of those discusslons We came to the
point where it was Phil Landrum, a Georgia Democrat, and Bob Griffin,
a Michigan Republican, both of them then woung, alert guys on the

Labor sub-committee. Suddenly we were bi-partisan.

8o we took this patchwork Bill ocul of the bottom drawer and gave it

ro them and got it going. They announced they were moving legislation
as a counter to the bill the commitbee Was producing, which was, 48

I said a while age, as bad as the Senate Bill. They intreduced Cheir

hill and then the pubklicity began to build up.

[ Interruption)

MOCABE: Landrum and Griffin intreduced identical bills, there weore

two Bills, but it became known popularly as the Landrum=Griffin Bill,
and this gave us the extra leverasge of the bipartisan approach. And
Judge Smith as chairman of the rules committee, as I indicated,
regqulated the legislative traffic flow. We knew then when the bill
would teach the floor, and President Eismennower had aaid all along--
the subject, by the way, cams up regqularly--he had said all along that
he would go to the public at the right time and advocate the kind of
law he thought would serve the interest of the public and unicn members

management and unions as well.
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I said it came up all along, by that 1 mean week after week the
Sresident mer with the legislative leadership, the Republican
legislative leaders. Talked about the aubjects at hand, the issues
that were coming up for wvotes week after week, and labor law reform
was discussed often and in some depth. So he was quite familiar
with it. He uvnderstoecsd what the problems were, and he knew the
progress of the legislatien, and he was ready when 1t cams his furn
to add this extra element which was 2o imporkant, that fs, going to
the public. 5o once the Landrum and Griffin bills werd introduced
we knew then that the time was at hand to stir things with the radio

and televiston auvdience.

and one other very interesting item intruded along about then. And
that was the, well, it didn't really intrude because I mentioned
garlier the House was producing a bill. The House committee had
produced a bill, and there was a lot of backing and filling about
when that would be brought out of committes, when maybe Che
committoe would hold back and frustrate this effort to orchestrate
the publicity with the Landrum substitute. But the chairman some-
how prevalled and moved the bill out of committee even though he
didn't approve of it, so it could be scheduled for House floor
action, and when it was, of course, the Landrum=Griffin amendment
came alcong, an amendment in the nature of a substitute, which was
pazsed and, of course, became the vehicle froem then on, became

the House bill.
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But the President said, "All right, I"1l go en telewvizion." Jim
Hagerty maw to the televiston arrangements, and I was instructed
Lo go and hide and come vup with a draft of a talk, which I did.
And which you, I think, will find somewhere in the Library out

in Abilene.

SOAPES: There i a speech file.

MOCABE: There are drafts, Lhere were several drafts and [ remember
turnipng these in, before 1 left the White House, turning them in Eor
the Library. I brought the first draft to the President, and he
read it and kept it for maybe a day and then geot back to me. He
made some changes, not major editing, but added a couple of new
thoughts. I spoke earlier abkout Segretary Mitchell and his sort of,
well, really being left on the sidelines on this vhole exercise.

2 courze, he was sti1ll wvery interested as he should have besrn.

IL was his major area, and he came Lo Ehe White House bo look owver

the draft texc.

| remember Jim Mitchell saying, "I don't think this opening para-
graph i1s worth anvthing. That has to come ouk. I won't have the
President saying that." And he wasz testy about it. I said, "Jim,
why?" And he sz2id, I don't see why anybody would say that this

ia not a bill aboub certain otbther tEhings-=labeor standards or
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whatever.®” And he said, "why is that in there?”

and 1 remember saying, "Well, Jim, theose words were pul in there by
the commandetr-in-chief himself. If you want them out, we'll have
to go Lo him." So that's when he gubsided. But the President made

changes like that, and they helped adapt It te hia own style.

But there were probably three drafts that you would find out there
at abilene, and =ach one of them, 1 am quite sure, would have some
af the President's own editing. And we talked maybe a half dozen
times about ik. He'd get an idea, and inguire about it, but he was
very respectful of the technical side of It. For example, it
ralked about a boycott and blackmail picketing. Then, eof courae,
we had to give an example in words sufficiently clear that the
average listener would understand it. Bub 1L was, well, he'd see
Fhat he might want to change a word arcund or rvemove something from
one line to another., but he wanted to be very suce that in deing

this he wouldn't come out describing somebthing that wasn't accurate.

S0 he was very involved in thab talk. And when it came Eime Lo
deliver it, it went over very well. Ikt created gquite an "avalanche”,
a good word, of mail the telegrams to the White House and to Congress.
I might say. too, then getting back for a maoment to the changes ws
made--if you look to see that, I'm sure maybe I have it somewhere

around the office in some ald files here--but the text as teleased
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early to the press is different from the speech as actually delivered,
in somg mincrt particulars. 'That is only because on--really as he
went theocugh dinner, probably that night before he went on tele-

vision, he made some further changes, tinkering with the words.

Landrum-Griffin passed the Houses, and Lthe vote was tremendous.

It was sort of a bone-breaking situation. There were more members
of the House on hand to wote on that bill than had ever voted in the
history of the House before. [ think there were four hundred and
Ehirty live bodies recorded. There may have been more on votes
gince then, but up to that polint in history there were never that
many. The critical vote cvarried by a margin of fifteen. Then Ehers
was a proforma vote on final passage. The bill cleared the House

and went ta the Senate and then on to conference. A final comment
on that critical vote where our side Won by roughly fifteen votes.
This was in a House of Representatives that was at least two to
one--1 don't remember the precise numbers, bub it was roughly two to
cne agalnst ws. Against our =2ide, against the Republicans, against

the President, a House heavily beholden to organized labor.

That's a wonderful example of how Congress responds Lo the puoblic.
But the public has to be worked up: the public has to uwnderstand
the issue so it can assert itaelf to Congress. And there was just

encugh of a ground swell running, all going back to the McClellan



Mr. Edward MecCabe, 3=2-77., Iaterview j2 Page 70

hearings. Senater John Bennedy's and Bobby Hennedy's part in Chat wasa
very important, although they and their union friends were totally
spposed to Landrum-Griffin. But their televised bearings had built

up thias public aversion to what was going on, and sver-all our side

was able to capitalize on it; and it warked.

The conference between the House and Sonate was a tough one. of
course, I didn't get inte that, altheough I lived up on the Hill all
tLhe way through it. I miean lived up there--marning and night 1 was
in a room off the House flbor, and the frilendly House conferees met
there before and after each session, reviewsd our Strategy. And that

was an exciting time, it went on for about ten days.

it was during that conference that one other very interesting problem
came to the White House, which--and reflects a little bit of the, on
the sturdiness of President Eisenhowsc. I, by this time, was certain-
Iy well known to organized labor. I was c¢learly the guy from the

White House who was [nvelved in producing this bill they oppozed.

And it was clear that Secretary Mitchell, who was friendly to bnions,

was nokt in oo it.

The vnions were well aware things were not shaping up well froem the:ir
point of view. They were aware that the White House was in leagua
Wwith these forces on the H1ll that were producing this bill, and

they knew that 1 was going cp to the Hill early in the meening and
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coming back late at night, and 1 was meeting regularly with all
these people who were doing these things. And somebody, or sewveral
people, in the hierarchy of organized labor came to Jecretarcy
Mitchell wich the regueat that he do whatever was neceaszary to
remave me from the operating end of things on the Hill. And he
did vome to the White House with that. He didon't talk directly

ta the President on it- He did talk Eo the chief of the White

House ataff, General Persons, made this reguest and Persons, of
course, said Mo. I stayed on the assignment. Bul the unions were
playing hard ball. I took a lot of heart from the fact that the

unions were worried enocugh to tcy Ehis through Mitchell. If made
me think that thelr sensing of things might perhaps parallel our
own and that the votes were there to pass our bill and not theirs.
I don't know, but I hawve the impressicn Lrom somekbhing General
Persons 2aid te me lacter on, that he did pot mention this item to
the President. Anyhow, all systems were go. | was Lo keep on
doing what I was deing. So the bill became law, the President

gsigned it without much fanfare; and then We went on to other things.

SOAPES: A8 you were woarking through on this bill, 4id you have
frequent need to seek guidance from anyone else in the White

Honse or were you really very much on your own?

MCCABE: Well, both. 11 was wery much on my own, but I kept people

apprised of where we were. Bryce Harlow was immediately ahead of
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me in the chain of command; he was aware of it but he Look no role

in it. He needed to be generally apprised of where things were. ie
and I worked so well and ao closely together that I don't think he
ever had any feeling that he needed to be involved to monitor what we
were doing. General Persons and I and Bryoee Harlew: wa all had che
same  rcelatienship with each othery but i waz a big issge on which
wa perhaps talked two or three times a week as we'd assesa the big
imgues we were sScuffling with. And in this sense there was kind aof

a constant cemmunicabtion, but on bthe technical side of it and an the
step-by-step strategy area of that, inside the Whice House 1 was

locgked Lo as the guy to call those shaots.

I menticned also that we'd mebt on a weekly basis--we; the White
House legislative staff--meft with the President and the Eepublican
legislative leaders and on that front the subject came up, came up
cften, and 1k waz iovariably Mr. Halleck and I wheo would talk

aboutb 1t.

So that's why I say the answer to your guestion is to me it was
both. I was left very much on my own in one sense, but wWe were all
so much a part of a small team keeping each other apprised that
evervbody was up Lo date. I guess by and large nobody had any
great guesktion aboub 1L; noebody had anvy gquestien about the general
direction in which we were goling. And we wWere able, really, to

assure people all along that what we were pushing for, what we hoped
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te come oub wikbth, would be somebhing very close Lo what the Presideot

had cecommended in fhe first place. And that really is what happened.

There are some differencea, of course, but in the main che Landrumn-
Griffin bill, and the President's recommendations for legislation,
cover the subject of financial management, accountability fer union
funds, kind of bil}l of rights forc union membecs-—-so thak, as I said
earlier; vou wWon't get belted in the nose whan ¥You speak Uup ino a union
meebing. Mavbe you Jdo, bot you're nobt suppeoasd to, and L wvou did you
now had a right to redress your grievances internally. Theére was some
rein on the extent to which some union leader®: wetre able to use union
funds for personal things. FKick backs of all sorks were ventilated
in bthoze MeClellan hearings, and Chey were coversd both by the Presi-
dent's recommendaticns and by Landrum-Sriffin. And Ehen generally

the basic recommendations for Tatt-Harbtley reform, boycotting, picket-
ingy, and the like I mentioned, they were covered. Se wWe came oub
about where we went in. a&nd when vou're in that posture, 1nside the
White House, nobodvy's getfing nervous. Y¥ou'rve nof carving out a whole
new concept of law so, you know, the policy decision had long been
made that Ehese were correcbtives bhat needed to be legislated and =o

that's what we were working on. HWe knew what we were doing.

Sp it was a relaxed air. And, I might add, an air of some resl enjoy-
ment. IE Wwas guite a battle, and we all gob into bthe spirit of the

thing. and people froem the President right on down enjoyed it, and
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vou enjoey 1t eapecially, of course; when you wWin. We weren't winming
too many big ones 1n thoses dave, I enjoy Winning; and I enjoved

the atbtentioan that came with this one.

SOAPES: My next question is more to the spirit of your actions on
this--it's been described by commentators as a punitive labor bBill.

From your point of wview was that your objective, to be punitive?

MCCABE: You can always strain at words. I know, first of all, it was
not our objective to be punitive. 1t was net our objective, really.
to be in any sense harsh or unfair te anybedy. We were looking at
abuges; Congress was loocking at abuses that needed correctign. How
that sounds kind of, that sounds self-=serving to =ay that, but I

would add to that that I don'k think the legislaticn iz punibive.

I don't regard i1kt asz punitive, say Lo you and Co me as union members
that we now have a right to guestion a deciaion of euny union leader-—
ship and Lo be safe from reprisal for having guestioned it. 1 don't
think it'a punitive to say that if you and I are union leaders we
cughkt to be held accountable for Lthe management of the unicn's money,
and that there ought to be a reporting of our stewvardship to the union.
Or when a union member is called i, for example, asz a Wwibtness in a
hearing before bhe Matbticnal Labor Belationsz Beoard, he ocught not to be
subject to punishment by his union if he simply tells the truth in a

government hearing. Things 1ike that.

How, there were some unicns that didn't honor thess kinds of things,

didn't do these things; and you know to that extent they may say,
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"Well, this is a punitive thing to do te us." Let thewm say it, but

| think they're talking nonsense. If they were behaving as the new
law reguired, then the new law didn't hurt them. For those who
wWeren't behaving, employeesz and fhe public nesded the protections the
new law prowvided. The law certainly hasn't inhibited unions. And pro-
union Congresses and pro-unieon Presidents haven't tried to change it.
Ubnien influence in politics; in the economic affairs of the countrcy as
well, have grown and been sclidified: so I think that the record since
will shew thakbt tEhey haven't been hurt. And I think the words like
punitbive and anti-labor and Lerpinslegy of thi= soct is more in the

political orabory category Chan anything else.

SOAPES: Weould it be accurabte Eo say that the Eisenhower adminiskration
saw a dichotomy between Che inCerests of labor leadership and labor

union members?

MCCABE: Very much so. Very much so. But I would gqualify that in
terms of union leadership. Abuses were pervasive; but not all pnion
leadership needed new regulation. But there were encugh of the top
leadership in organized labeor involved In the things we regarded as bad
practices that there was that dichotomy, and this is a thing the
President was always careful in making any public statement about it.
It reflected his private statements, koo. He didn't tar everybedy with
ocne brush; and there were bad guys along with the geod guys, and we
juat had to go in and prakectk those who were bhe vicbims of the mis-

conduct that did exist. And if we deo that and den't do any more: we're
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nok hurbting anybody. That ia. we're not putting a requirement an any-
e Chatbt's unfaiv-or in any way opnecous. I Would have ko say that
label of punitive or unduly restrictive or anti-union is not appro-

priate here.

SOAPES: In the conference commibbes wou pecall any major sticking

porinks?

MCCAEE: There wWere some, bhere were several- ['m just hacd put

this minute to recall whar they were. They were more technical than
broad concepts though. There was, for example, a real sticking point
on some provisions--the so=called free speech; or bthe picketing,: =sign,
you know, sSignpost carrcying that goes with picketing. There wWere some
things in Ehere Cthat were important in the world <of cleothing manufack-
ure, the cleothing unions, and that was a sticking point for mayhe a
couple of daya. There were language problems on various pointa. Lots
of argument on the big concepts, of course. But they always became up
Gr down vobes, and we won those. On all these argumenkts in conference,
I worked cleosely with the House conferees. That's where--1let me back

off a point here.

You'll remember that confersnce commibbtess vobkes as a unie. The House
conference wasz made up 2f nine members, and Chere waa a majority of
five for what I call here "oupr" wiew: twe Democtrats and three

Republicans. Barden and Landrum were the Democrats who were for Landruom-

Griffin. HKearns, Ayres of Ohioc and Griffin Were the three Republicans
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who shared the view. There were four others on the commitktee:, on the
House conference group, “ho d1dn't agree wibth ws.. S0 the House gooup
was divided five to four on every issue that came up. And our geoal
always was to hold that wunit intact, so the House would not fragment

itself: the House wnit would not fragmenlk itself.

And we were careful, as I started to say before I digressed there, we
wanted to be wery careful that we didn't Iet a small point break up
the conference. Because IT vou break up a conference, and the conferees
cannot agrea, they go back to each House for instructions. You're in
danger of starting all over again, and the work of several years

could have been dismantled ocwvecnightb. 0 wWe monitored bthat wvary, wvecy
carefully. We worked with it. And 1 want to¢ add there that when I say
we menitored it, I mean again my own working with the leaders of the
House group., and Halleck and Judge Smith working with these conferees
toco. And nobody wanted to rock that boat by. you know, sticking on
some narrow point where you win that battle, and loae the whole war

if vou break up the conference an a thing like that.

50 bhere were a few litble things on which we mighkt Have seen a

atorm cloud like that on the horizon and we'd say, "Well, let's go
with it." We don'k need thakt all that much, 3o something z2mall would
be jettisoned in the interest of getting the whole bkill through. But
these were very mincr things because Lhe big izsuves were clear. and
there was no way the conference could fail to produce on those issues.

And they did.
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The final versiocn of the bill, as | said a while ago, is essentially
what the President had gene in te get. We were lucky to come cul with
it. ¥You know, you don't devise and plan and scheme something like this
and carefully shepherd it Ehrough three years—-Jjust deesn’'t happen

that way. You have to have some good breaks going for you, and we did.
We had some awfully able leadership up in the Congress. [ remembear oneE
day shertiy before the vote on the Landrum-Griffin substitute in the
House, having a cup of coffee with Halleck and Chairman Barden in his

office and Judge Smith came in.

[Interruption]

and the big question-—how many votes are for and against, and the unians
were around the Capitol in force. They were really up there lebbying.
They were bringing them in from all gver Che country, as they should
have. And I remember--and these fellows, Halleck, Barden and Smith,

had a great personal relationszhip. They'd ge fishing together and had
known each other for years and worked together, great needlers. And

I remember Halleck saying to Swmith, "Judge, how many votes you think
you're going to have on your side?"--the Democratic side. And Smith

sort af lLooked over his pipe a while and then is his slow, quiet way

he said, "Oh." he said, "I think scmewhere, Wwe're going to fall some-
where between ninety and a hundred." 7There were a lobt of gueastimates
flying arcund at that time. Bub Smith knew prelbly wall. It Eurned out

to be a ninety-six.



Mr. Edward McCabe, 3-2-7%, Interwview £2 Page 79

Halleck, in another setting, I cemember, saying Lhere were. I think
there were a hundred and forty—-three House Republicans, and he had it
all, just all framed cul in his own thinking. He knew that Lhere
ware a hundred and twenty-soms [that we]l were absolutely sure of.
Thera were four ar five others whoe would come along and vete 1f their
vote wae needed, but he and his interest, his job as a leader; his
interest in them individoally. had said to them, "All right, why don't
you vote on the second roll call. You wait until the second and if

we need you, then you vote with us. But if not, I mean you vote ‘no!
because that's going to be politiecally wseful to you at home.®

S50 {inauvdible).

These were guys wha just knew this area so well, and this was a great
part of the success of our ventureé. There were consummate pras running
it on the Hill, and there's no way to beat that. And 1t was probably
the last of the variocus high water marks, if we can use that term, of
that kind of thing, that working together. The Republicans teaming
up with the southern Demccrats in the persons of Halleck and Smith
and Barden to put this thing together and put it over. But they knew
what they wanted to do. They tallored therr approach in the House as
closely as they possibly could to what the Senate had done, so they
would be in a position of not confronting the House with a whole new
set af words and phrases; and they knew where the votes were. And
they knew that the President would be a great help and worked hand in

glove with him on the timing of his guing to the public. Becausze he
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was the attention getter. He rang the bell with the public. Put it

all together that way. Just a great exercise to be a part of.
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This interview is being taped with Mr. Edward McCabes in Mr. McCabe'a
affices in Washingten, B.€. on Cctober 7, 1977. Present for the
interview, Mr. McCabe and Dr. Maclyn Burg of the Eisenhower Library
ataff.

OR. BURG: Tom was guite happy with what was accocmplished on your
White House peried. He did sugogest to me that he thought it

would be a good idea if we could get you to discuss some of the
personalities that you worked with at the White House. What he

had in mind was Bryce Harlow, Jack Anderson, Clyde Wheeler, Persons,
Sherman Adams as a matter of fact. What I have in mind is; let us
take esach of these men. for the peried of time that we hawve. What
would vou say was the strongest point in Bryce Harlow? What did

he bring? What particular gualities did he bring to the administra-

tion as you think back on those times?

MRk. MCCABE: 1 would say with Bryce there were and say it with
everybady else there, there were a number of things in each man's
makeup that could be called strengths and contributions. But
focusing for the moment on Bryce, he had extensive Washington
experience. He understood the governmental system and had a real
awareness of how the executive branch and the Congress worked
together and what the operating relationship really is between
the two branches. It's guite a trick to discover that, and some
never do, or somehow refuse to believe ib. 1Ift'as an adversary

relationship, and the twe Branches sort of bump together and grate

on one another all the time. And it's there even when the President'sg
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Party controls Congress. Hot to the degree, of course, that exists
whern Cthe Parties aren't the same. Yet that adversary conditicn

needs to be taken into account, always. There is invariably the
language of cocperation and the appearance; and in many cases there's
the reality of cooperation--bul there's always this wary, wakehiul
thing, and Bryce understocd that and knew hew to work with it. And
this was a great, great contribution. There were other Cthings. He
knew the importance of ¢larity in communication with the Hill; also.
when you give your word. make a promis&a, you'd better honor it.

[f wou ever failed there, you wera dead. Bryce ig wery bright, guick.
B grand human being. thaughtful te cthers, generous. An excepbicnal

writer.

BURG: I don't like to use the word weakness, except it happens Eto
be an appropriate word I suppose—-1 know myself I can evaluate the
stengths I have and I think I recognize where my weaknesses are. 1
rry to stay clear of those areas where I would be playing from my
weakness. How about in Bryce's case? Was there any area where he

wag, in your estimation, less effective?

MCCRBE: ©Oh: there probably are some. A little hard te pick any

ouk .

BURG: We might think--did he lack patience, For example?
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MCCABE: Ag a matter of fact it could be that & weakness might be

he had teoo much patience.

BURG: ©h, really?

MCOoABE: Perhaps he could have gobt things done with leas wear and
tear on hHimself, if he'd been more pushy with people. He was per-
haps more considerate of Hill feelings than he needed to be, yet
not sericusly so. [ would rather err on that side than on the
ather. It's hard; really, to think of as we used the term, weak-

nesses, in Bryce's handling of hia assignment Lthera.

gURG: You had no doubkt of his intellectual capacitiesa?

MCOABE: He, no doubt of that. And on that general point, I've
developed a view over the years that you don't need,--and are per-
haps better off without people in the White House wha are character-
ized =& brilliant; genius, just so far ahe#sad of the rest of us
mortals that you expect great things from them all the time. Public
relations kinds of descriptionas. You get those from mosSt new
administrations. This one on the new staff or that one, and of
course the new President himself, whoever he is, coming on the scene
new-—. If you really let yourself believe all you read about them,
you know, they're all just extracrdinary folks coming in Lo bake
over. But I don't think there are any. And 1 think that some people

get to believe some of such things they read about themselves, as Lo
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their remarkable intellectusl capacity--as though they can out cthink
or subsmart either the system or the oppesition, or the Congress, O
the media. 1'm reminded of the plague thal says "1f you're nol
worried you just den't understand the situation”. A&And they come a
cropper every time, every last one of them. I just ean't think of
anybedy who has ever successfully been the "brilliant" individual.

I think what we need in any White House are able people wha hawve an
awareness of their place, an awareness of the White House place in

the government scheme, and as 1 said in respect to Bryce, a deep
awareness of how the system works and a proper touch of humility.

If you have all that you're going Lo realize you can't run roughshod
aver anything or anybody--but neither can they run over you. Assert
your prerogatives correctly. and, if you're--oh, vou can't be a
dummy, but, there's I think a need to eliminate this notion that some—
body or some group are just S0 brilliant that, we hardly need light
when they're arcund. Peaple like that are accident prone. Dangercus.
They don't do any good for the president or the White House, just as
people whe might be dumb wouldn't do any good. I think we should

peal them off both ends of that--

BURG: You don't want the unorthodox, then? By and large.

MCCARE: That might be a good way of putting it. We need good, able,

alert, trained people who are willing to work and who have, well,
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integrity is a2 good label. You need to be faithful to your charge.
whatever your jeb, and you'wve got to be zmart encugh not te play

tricks on anybody or not fo have ErCick

]

pulled on you. Don't ever
try to be slick or cute because you're going to outsmart yourself the

first thing. Yoo néed people of real substance in those Jabas

BURC: Yes. It's interesting, your response interests me because
Ehere bhad been a mild, I think I want btoc pub it noe stronger than that,
a mild eriticism of the Eisenhower adminiatration and the White House
staff particularly. that one of your strengths was the team spicit,
the similarity of all of you, that you were very much of a Lype.

And the guestion then arose, in this particular scheolar's mind, that
very thing that gave you strength, lovalty, team spirit, might alsc
have denied the President solutions that lay outside the kinds of
aplutiens that a staff of such similarity would come up with. HNow

I dan't know that he wWent so far as to say denied you brilliancy:
perhaps that was in his mind. Bukt your thought is, teooc much brill-
iancy is an unocrthodox appreoach, is not a geed thing in a White

House staff. Do you think that you did deny him any wider =clutions

that might have been possible?

MCCABE: Might hawve. It's hard te know. You know, we were what we
were, and I believe we did a solid job. I just doubt that White

House staff assistants, though, can or should try to come up with
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brilliant, innovative, ingenicus sglutions Lo very complicated
problema. Government problems at that level are, first of all,
likely to have an intractable aspect. Very difficult or they'd
be solved long before they reached White House level. Invariably,
they call for the expertise of Departments and the operating
people. If you have a great idea, give it to the pecple who run
that area of government. If ir's brilliant, Lthey'l]l make it work.
I guess [ just view the staff role differently. If you hope or
expect White House staffers to solve big problems with brilliant
stropes, why do you need a Cabinet, or Departmental experits. Bul
as to the thought that the scholar you referred bto advances, |
doubt that we missed a great deal by the lack of, you kneow, this

seeming flair for brilliance in the staff.

BURG: You make the point, too, Mr. McCabe, if he had the time.
That, 1| presume, might be a very strong problem mightn't it that

you might have brilliance--

MOCARE: I Ehink =so.

BURG: =--if they can study it thoroughly. but mest of you were
hard pressed with full days, day after day, where does the time

come for leisurely study of issues?
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MCCABE: That's right. But I keep coming back to the gquestion of
what's the most useful function or role of White House staff people
and how is the President geing to use the Departments and agencies
that are expert in different aceas. That to me is a kKey question,

and T think Eisenhower organized it all wvery well.

In congressional relations, what an administration can get chreough
Congress, it really won't turn on anybedy's brilllance becauge Chere
isn't anything going to be all that new. You're Erving to get the
President's programs through, and you have to knew how to get along
with people, how to bring diverse facticns together on the Hill, to
knew whom to try to get together with whom, how and when to compromise,
and S0 on. You really have to know and understand that system and
it's kind of methodical, hard work. 1It's a little bit like what

used to ba the line play in football, as distinguished from a flashy
halfoack who might pick up a lpose ball ands make his own play and
run the rest of the way. I suppose you might find that sometime, the
inventive nature of sSomebady in the White House but you better not
figure that in az any major part of your system. I wouldn't ccunt on

it, and I'd stick to basicse.

Your reference to time, you do need time te think about things, but
vou'd better alse have a lot of experience. This is why I--I don't

know Henry Kissinger; and I'm ¢ertainly not expert enaugh to assess
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hias performance, but here's a fellow who made foreign relaticnz and
itis intricacies his life's work. So he not only, 1if he had the time,
assuming that while he was in the Nixon White House he had time to
sit and let things simmer and come up with bright, new ideas; he also
had the experience to know--. Be ones thing for me to sit around look-
ing out the window and daydream up a bright, new idea which woukd
probably be idiocy because 1 have no knowledge of foreign relations.
You've got te put experience and ability along with the time to do it.
and even then, you better keep the operating people in the Departments

fully wired in or your heading into btrouble.

BURG: Well, I think: too, the time reguired to gain knowledge of

how you must function on the Hill from your position in the White House,
the long time to gain that experience and knowledge i53 time that is
not spent in ether things. And we run up against the old economic
principle of more beer, more potatoes. The time given to kneowing

how to maneuver, how to werk, is not time spent peacefully in your
study poring over tomes that will teach you the intricacies of govern-

ment philescphies and eother things.

MCCABE: No. You just keep on polishing your skills and you're
adding to vour knowledge of how, again how the system works. I think

that's the real key.
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BURG: How about Jack £2. Anderson as a practioner of these arts as
you think back te hisz performance? How would you contrast him with

Harlow, for example?

MOCABE: Very different individuwal. A very effective guy, very use-
ful, again using your ward, of the team, wvery useful member of the
team. dJack very carefully excluded himself in his own mind and in
everybody else's mind from what he called the technical side. He
didn't purpq;L ta be a technician on housing matters:; even on
agriculture matters where he had come from the Deparctment of Agri-
culture, or on labor relaticns or foreign relations, or anything
elaa. He said, "I'11l leave that to the specialists.® In fact his
atrength was his knowledge of the House of Representatives and in

an extra way his love &f the House of Representatbives. He literally
loved the institutlen, was intrigued by the way it operated; and
focused himself almost entively on contacting, being in touch with
people. I don't think there ever was a day on Jack's White House
service that he didn't spend most of his time in the House of

Bepresentatives.
BURG: Physically there.

MCCABE: Physically there. In the lunchroom; in the gymnasium, and
as a former member, of course, he knew a lot of people. He was care=

ful net to inteude himsself on bhe Fleor. although as a farmer member
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e had Floor privileges. 1'd be surprised if Jack ever wventured

onto the Floor just because it wouldn't icok good--a little b1t

much f&or a White House assistant, who was interested--in effect
lobbying the legislature, to ke oukt there on the Floor. But Jack

just moved around the House all the time. He learned an awful lot

of what was going on just being there, and so much of the legislative
process, certainly in those days—-1 suspect it's skill so--was moved
on a handshake, an understanding, your Word was your bond up there.
¥ou didn't need a committment in writing from Congressman ¥ or ESenater
¥ that he would go along with this or that or wmake a certain motion

ar the proper time. If he said so. you relied on it and you knew

it. A&nd so there's an awful lot of just awareness that Jack brought
to the White Hosue--vwhat was going on. But he didn't have much time
Ffor the Senate. He recognized it as the other legislative body: but
he was really a House man from the beginning and a very good one. He
didn't purpert, as I say, to be aware of the niceties of the subsatance
of a legislative program. Some of the rest of us from time to time
did, like Bryce in the defenze area and I in labor legialation. Jack
would not claim to be a writer of any conseqguence. Bryce, of course,
was and is a gifted writer, a fine wordamith. Jack's strengtha were

in kEhe areas I described.

BURG: A kind of man, then, who's very effective in dealing with these

pecple. Enew them well, knew what it was to be in that body, knew how
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it worked, and seemingly, well in your own words--loved being there

and with them which would enhance his effectivensss no end.

MCCABE: 1t brought a dimension, toeo, the White House staff needed.
I can't think right off of a gpecific, although I'm sure there were
many, a specific example of how it was useful te us. But you get

a small staff as we were talking about a preblem, worrying something
through, thinking about a strategy or techniguea, and it would help,
did help, many times help a great deal to have; in the meeting, Jjust
the awarenesa Jack Andersecn brought as to what current attitudes
were in the House. We were in constant touch with the Republican
Hill leadership, of course, but it was very nice too to have our own
4 in reaidence. And Jack was aware if this or that idea one of us
might have, well, would it fly or wouldn't it in the House, or would
it need to be moedified in this way or that way. Again I'm talking
not really in terms f substance of a particular program, but the
concepts we would have, the ideas and the timing of legislative
moves. 1t was great insurance, the kind of thing Jack Anderson
brought, great insurance against missteps, wreng assumpbions, well,
pratfalls of all kinds that can easily attend White House relationships

with Congress. And—--—

BURG: Which implies he knew the Democratic side of the House pretty

wall,:, boo.
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MOCARE: ©h, he did. Yes. You know, he lived up there for whatever
it was, fourteen or sixteen years he'd been a member of the House.
There's a great club atmosphere up there: and Jack was a gregarious
fellow to begin with, sort of like Will Regersa, never met anyone he
didn't like. I suspect that there were nol many people who mebt Jack

without 1liking him. And he was aware of what was going on., both sides

af the ai=zle.

BURG: And I gather, if again we use that word I brought in, eof
weakneas, from what you've told me it would sound as though Mr. Ander-

5o0n wag well aware of his limitcations.

MOCABE: Yes, he didn't tey to be something that he didn't feel

fully squipped to be.

BURG: He stayed with that thing in which his skills rested and

performed well in your estimation.

MCCABE: Yez, That's right, and I think that here again, and this

is my own notion of the purported strengths or weaknesses, Lhere are
sn many things to do in that kind of assignment that if you can 4o
well the things yvou're egquipped to do, your absence of activity in
these other areas wouldn't, in my judgment, amount to a weakness at
all. Really it's a form of strenath in knowing where you can do your

best work, and applying yourself.
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BUHG: Hell, I cancur.

MmocapE: And it rounded off rather nicely the kind of team that

we had.

BURG: What does Clyde Wheeler bring to that bteam? Because I think

he's another man Lhat you know.

MCOABE: Yes. Clyde was a relative short-termer in the White House.
He had worked as a staff assistant in a Congressional office, Houss
of Representatives office, had worked as a legislative aide In the
Department of Agriculture, and he supplemented Jack Anderson in

that primary function. He was to help Jack scrt of cover Lhe House
and to bring a little extra knowledge on agriculture programa. We

were into some agriculture legislation during those years.

But Clyde was well informed, an all purpose legislative man who, very
gquiet, self effacing, had what I regard as the right degree of respect
for the institubtfon he was working with, that is working with Che
House. And on Some special matters as Jack Anderson would occasionally
be, rarely, but they'd end up working also with the Senate say on
agriculture matters where they both had a, a background and a depth

of experience the rest of us didn't. Buk Clyde also brought a
theroughness. People on the Hill who weorked with him knew that he was

not given to extravagant descriptions of things, that he was factual.
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He was direck; he was low key, and you could rely on him. I mean
if he told you something, you knew he wasn't guassing about 1t; Ehat
if he didn't krow what the Pregident was liable to do, he, you know,

hag the humility to say, "Well, I den't know. I'll find oub.”

BURG: &2Eill comes across that way to me. And still a seeker of
informatioen. A man who has an idea of where to go to find ocut the
things that interest him and may need to know. I didn't have the
opportunity to meet General Perseons. Tom did. He would net talk
an the tape, but Tom, I think, talked with him for an hour, an

hour and a half, just a long conversation, a fascinating conversation.

What can you say about him?

MCCABE: Oh, golly, he really was the spark of that White House

staff. He was the, well, he was the center of activiky, in Lhe sense
of——I don't guite find the words--or the wellspring of understanding
of all we were trying to do. He more than anybody understood
Washington. He'd been in it, it was sort of a life work with him,
Fascinated him. He underskood the President. You know acguire that
aver time, but Jerry Persons had it from the beginning. And that,

I was not there in those first couple of yvears, that must have been

a very steadying influence of this new staff. You know, where you had
a2 Persons who knew that your bright idea would just be something the
President would not do, weuld not be interested in. He knew, he under-

stood the President's mind, his way of working, his thinking, and his

approach to the Job.
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puRG: Did the staff have a habit of checking with Persons?

MOCABE: ©h, yes, very much so. Bis door vas always open, and hia
phone was always answered, and he made his own phone calls to the
Hi1l a lot. He didn't feel that he was too big to do that. He

could engage in small talk, someshow withoult wasting time at it, he

still get his job done.

But more than anything else I'd aay that he underatood Washington
in great depth, he had a feel for Washington. That is, what can
happen to you in Washington, and he understood how a White House Statff
should conduct itself with the rest of Washington. He understood
congress awfully well. People up there knew him and liked him. He
was busy, in touch with pecple on the Hill all the time. He's a,
again a very gregarious. friendly fellow,; funny, most amusing and
entertaining. He ecould lighten the heaviness of any meeting: a
good sense of humor, and he could laugh at himself. But he wanted
ta get the job done and he did. But understanding the executive
branch was important, and he just had an instinctive awarsness, I
think, of where the State Department might be taking aim at the
pefense Department and vice versa, or Interior taking & shot at
agriculture. He kind of knew--he used the term, knew where all the
bodies were buried. He juat had a lot of wisdom in his bones about

Washingion.
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He also had great regard for the Job the press had to do. I den't

mean by that that he agreed with everything he riead: he could snort
as much as anybody else at a column or 4 NEWA story that he thought
might hit wos on the wrong side, but he didn't get carried away with
the idea that somebody was out to do us in. He saw that they had a
job to do out there in the media, and he alse recognized, this 1a

so wital T think to any administration, that it isn't just Congresas

that can do in the executive bul the media can——and the public.

vou have to lock all around you in Washington, and you find all the
intrigue and the cross-currents and the infighting of the executive
branch, including an unwillingness at times even in Cabinet Departmantsa
ta work.thoroughly with the Fresident., a certain sliding away Irom
positions, quietly labbying against the White House. You just need

to be aware that this goes on. There are institutionalized organliza-

tions that go on like Tennyson's brock--they go on forever, Presidents

come and go. Persons Knew and understood this...

[Interruption]

MOCABE: ~--respected the job Congress had to da. And pretty quickly
s+ was known all around that this was the kind of man he was, and he
brought the staff together. He was carefanl that we didn'lk get crosa=
wise with the cabinet cfficers and that the staff didn't decide Lo

take to itself, vou know, the function that was properly in the
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Presidenta mind delegated Eo cabipnet officers. 50 he was a great
leveler, a great influence [or stability all the way through. And
1 think if I had te single out anybody. 1'd say he was the most

important member of the White House ataff.

RURG: Really. That's an impressive thing to hear about him. HMore

26 than Sherman Adams?
MCOCCABRE: Yes.
BORG: Yes.

MCOABE: Well, he--vou know, he Was there for the £ull egight years:
Sherman hdams was very, very impressive performer, and he had to leave,
he left I think after, well, he was gone for the final two and 'a half
years which is a goed shunk out of an eight—-year term. Jerry Persons
moved intoc that senier sleot when adams lefr, he shared it in the
organization concept with my old friend and mentor, Gerry Morgan. But
Persons was the mainspring of the pperation all the way through. and
I know that in my time there with the two of them, that is when Adams
and Persons were there together, that in matters where I was involved,
and the two of them were invelved, Persons was not a second-place man
and Adams wasn't a first-place man. There was a great team, that's

an overused word, I don't mean just this team spirit which really can

i u i
conjure up 4 Wrong 1lmprassiong but there was & sharpyng and a recog-

nition im each of them that the other brought iwmportant capabilities
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to whatewer it ia that we werea trying to do together. And I newver
felt that say Persons was number two man and Adams was number one.
I knew Adams really was number one because he was the chief af staff,
nd Persohs knew that and Adams knew thal., but there was this working
tegether in the two of them that I thought was just admirable and

in many cases-—-

of course, thia moves me over EC a thought abopt Adams. Adams was
aften perceived to be a martinet, a give orders guy; that was not my
experience with him at all. He was a good listenexr, he wanted tao
¥now what you thought. He didn't waskte a lot of time in coming teo a
decisien himself, but there were many Limes when I discussed things
with him and he wanted to knowW, "What do weou think we ought to do?
You've ‘been inte this." He'd logk Lo you to produce. He had assigned
you something, and he felt that wyou cught to produce, and he would
ligten, and he might come onCo -a mesting, not so much with & precon-—
ceived notion in the way of crders he was about teo lasue, you know
snap his fingers and issue a bunch of directives. He would always
have a good awareness of what it was you were weorking on. ¥ou'd

lay the case out to him, and he'd want your analysis and your idea of
what should be done. He'd want to know why and you'd talk about ik.
He gave you his full attention. He valued your views. That's the

sort of experience I had with him.-
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BURG: MWell, his disinclination to waste time probably, which caused
a certain abruptness I think, led bto this other wview of him as

martinet and hard-driver.

MCCABE: Yes. Unfortunately it did.
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T™his is an interview with Mr. Edward MecCabe in Mr. HNcCabe's
office in Washington, B.C., on June z2d, 1278. Present for the
interview are Cr. Burg of the Eisenhower Library staff and Mr.
McCabe.

DR. BURG: e had finished offi on our last session Yyour comments
on a number of people that you had known in the White House,
particulariy Bryce Harleow, Jack E. Anderson, Clyde Wheeler,
General Persons. We talked some about Sherman Adams. Tom Scapes.
who did one of the interviews with you, asked that you be gueried
about your remembrances about certain personalities in the
Congress, and he was particularly interesated in your impressions

over kime of, first of all, Charles Halleck from Indiana. Whan

did you first encounter him, far example?

MR. MCCABE: I first saw Halleck, but not really to know him,
firat saw him at the time the Tafr-Hartley law was being debated
and that was in the A80th Congress, when I was just a junior
helper arocund the Senate and still in law school. 1In the early
'50a, the first year of the Eisenhower Administration, 1 becams
Counsel to the House Labor Committee. 1 was by then a lawyer and
took this appointment, and Halleck was the Republican leader at
that time the Majority Leader of the House. Jae Martin was the
Speaker. And I--because of the subject area of that committee,
the labor area—-I had the cpportunity te be in regular touch with
Halleck. When I moved to the White House in the end of 1335,

I was involved from then on in general White House legislatbive
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ackivities and as such had a literally, almost a daily contact
with Halleck for those five vears. Wouldn't literally ctalk to
rim every day., but there was rarely a day that I wasn't involved
in some legislative undertaking in which he, boo, waa involved,
I was in countless meetings with him. Some major planning and
strateqgy sessions too—--as with the Landrum~Griffin Labor Law
reform bill, in the late 1950s. You know, Che exercise wWwent an
for a couple of years as we discusaed earlier. [ get to know
Halleck well, I'm happy to say 1 was cne of his favorites arcund
the White House. Along with Bryce Harlow, and Gerry Morgan, and
Jerry Peraons. I think we were the people with whom he felt
mopsk at home. We zsaw a lot of him. We invited ocurselves up to
lunch in his office maty, many times. Just had a great rapport.

So I'd say I knew him well,

I have to say that Charlie Halleck was one of the ablest., most
astute legislators I have ever seeny and I've zeen an awiful 1ot

of them. He s8toocd out among, 1 mean, among oithers whe themselves
were standouts. He jusbt had greab, great instinctas for Ehe kind
ol legislative rcesults that cculd be brought about. He was no
visionary; he was a tough, hard-working legislator, and he Knew
what the probabilities were golng into a fight. And he just could
put the combipations of voting blocs together Lo bring it off

more sucoesgsfully and=-=-I1'd say more ofbten;, but we didn't have
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that many successes--[laughter] but he did it more effectively
than anybody I've ever seen. He could do more with those smaller
numbers bthat he had o work with fthan anvbody I'we seen. But
Halleck was the tops. He was well regarded by his colleagues.
There was 2lways that jousting for position, of course. Every
leader, Halleck included: from the day he's cheosen leader has
about #mix or eight others who are guietly, and with a greatb deal
of surface politenesa, they're taking dead aim at his job, and

he had Cthat sitwvation as every leader does. But even theose who
would like toc have unseated him just had to know and had to admit

that as an operator on the hill he was tops.

BURG: Ycou actually heard that expressed by other Republicans?

MCCABE: Y¥ez. 0Oh, weza. Hot on the whole frame of reference that
I use on it. There were peoples who Lo my certain knowledge were
agpiring to be the leader and would like for their own ends—-
Eheic own ampitions—--to have replaced Halleck. 1'we heard them
comment in the middle of socme tough legislative sguabble;, how

good this guy really is.

BUERG: Pid vou ever kpnew him Eo fail on ene of bthese tasks for

reasons over which he had control?

MOCABE: Ma .
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BURG: I can imagine him running into tough combinations that

simply couldn't be braken down.

MCCABR: Oh, ves, sometimes you can't manage the arithmetlic.: the

vobes are not here.

BURZ: Exactly.

MCCABE: Bub no. I never saw any aituation where—--perhaps
another way ©f gaying that would be-—-where Charlie Halleck mis-

managed hisz asseis.

BURG: Yas, yes. Now how about the President himself. Did he

share your view as far aa you could tell of Charlie Halleck?

MCCABE: Well, yea. I would say he did. He necessavily didn't
know Halleck in the detail that those of vws did who zpent hours
with him compared to, let's say minutes the President spent--

that kind of comparison. But the President Knew him, enjoyed

him,;, and had a great respect for Charlie Halleck. He was comiort-

anhle with Halieck, muach more so than he had beep with Jos Martin.

BURG: May I azsk you why?

MCCABE: I bthink it waa fivrst a matter of pervsonality, plus an
ocbvicus feeling that—--not a feeling, but the obvious intenkt

on Halleck's part to cooperate with the Presidenk, to support
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the President and make his programs work on the Hill. T don't

mean by that te suggest that Joe Martin really ever failed to

help the Presgident or to push a Presidential program. But there's
aomething in the willingness you show by your., well your, =zest

for battle. Martin wasz more standoffish, perhaps more skeptical

of the White House. To some extent he didn't guite have Lhe sasy--
wall, shouldn't say to some extent, he just didn't have the easy
style of working with people and working with ua who represented
the President in legislatcive matters that Halleck did. Markin

was maybe more identified in people's minds, and perbaps even in
his own mind, as something of Lhe o1ld, yvou know., the pre-Eisenhower

Eepublican davs.

BUEG: The Dewey-Taft-cliqgue—-

MCOARE: More of the old Taft group. And I use that just as a
label becau=e Senator Taft was himself a real help to the
President, and was sorely missed after his untimely death in 1%53.
But, you know, when President Eisenhcower was elected in 1952,

the easy labeling became fasionable. Eisenhower Republicans,
Eastern liberals, old line conservatives, people falling into
groupings of that sort, loosely labeled mostly as Lthe "Taft camp”
and the "Eisenhower camp". Loocking back now, it was kind of

poinkless.
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BUORG: Yes.

MCCABE: But Martin was ol an older schoal, a bit suspicious of
this new crowd in the White House and not giving his full enthua-
iasm to pitching in on all fronts with this Republican administ-
ration. Senator Knowland was of the same ztripe. So yvou had
Knowland and Martin &s the number one men in the Republican
hierarchy in the House and Senate in theose early Eisenhower years.
Halleck and Dirksen were then the number twe men. In the later
yearad of the Eisenhower presidency Halleck and Dirksen were the
top men., And those years were much more ceongenial, easy going--
people ware loose, as between the White House and the Hill. There
was much more of an openness and a trust and a feeling of working

together than there had been carlier.

And this bringa me back--I wandered off the point a bit--it brings
me back to the reason why the President, at least as I =zaw it
felt comfertable with Halleck- He had the same feeling about
Dirksen. I think he felt without gquestion that here were a couple
of quys each doing his own job on the Hill but, you know, they're
pitching in there along with me. We're able to work together,

and I don't have te worry. 1 never heard the President say any-
thing like this; I'm paraphrasing the Lthought. But you never had
to worry Chat Halleck and Dirksen were ever going to be less than
full throttle on thinga we were working on together. &and Halleck
and Pirksen—-there wasg never any doubt--they were going to go for

broke. If they made the move on a legislative maneuver, you knew
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thay were going teo de it first of all very skillfully, and then
if it failed, it wouldn't be for lack of ability cor snthuaiaam
en tEheir part. So this attitude that Halleck exemplified was a
great part of the good feeling of those last several years in the

late '50s5 when the Republican numbera in the House Ware 30 low.

BURG: I was going to ask vou if you thought that made up 1n a

sense for the fact that your numbers had dwindled.

MCCABE: Well, I think it did. But didn't make up for the lack

of & maiority, You Know.

BURG: Yes.

MCOABE:  But you know the difference between 140 some and 170
Republican votes in the House under, well, lesa aggressive
leadership, I'd put it that way. You could say 170 votes under
a somewhat 3o-so leadership as against 140 some under really
gung-ho, aggreasive, able leadership; I'd take the amaller
numbetr. You wouldn't want it much smaller than 140 because

then vou're ocut of luck.

BURG: Yas,

MCCARE: There's just a point below which you can't go. I

think we got as lew as 143, and we never had guite enough with
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straight partyline voring to sustain a veto. We always needed

a few [Democraks.

BURG: Yes, you bet.

MOCABE:  So our numbers wepe that few. Bub Halleck wWas great

on that. 1'd say one other thing about Halleck. A lob of
people, I shouldn't say a lot of pecple, a number of people,
particularly people, who as I have listened over the years who
didn't know Charlie all that well, were critical of Charlie's
drinking. ©Charlie could take a couple of anorts with the best
of them and enjoy a belt or two with his dinner or before his
dinner or after his dinner:. but I--and I've theught about thia
and some of us, Bryce Harlew and I and others, vou know, we
ruminated around this thing. Well, I have known Charlie Halleck
aven close to being disabled because of drinking and in handling
hiz legislative rezponsibilitie=s. He was just top-nobch. I can
sge where Charlie would stand arcund having a drink, and scme-
body pour another one, and he'd have another one. Somebody elsze
seeing this, you know, would say, "Well, gee, this guy sheuldn't
be drinking. He's got a major legislative job on his hands
tomorrow.” But the proof of kthe pudding to me was that Charlie
was always in control in the legislative scene. Aand having
brought the subject up, 1'd have to add that Charlie was anything

but a drunk. I don't mean to suggest thabt he wasz, but I throw
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the word in there becauvse we're talking about the subject, apnd
I know cther people have talked about it. To me the real diff-
erence is that while Charlie might have been betbter adwvised,
you know, nobk bEo hawve that extfra marfini at some dinner o Some
other function--the fact is--and I watched this carefully and
was invelved in much legislaticn with him, I have never seen
him even close to having his abiliby impaired or having any
adverse result from drinking, which scme people liked Co polnt

Ed.

BLRG: Well, this i= a btown Wwheres bourbon and branch water

flows fairly freely--

MCCABE: Oh, it is and you've got a lot of people though who

have done Eirst-rate joba and in various important roles who have
a martinl or have a bourbon, and nobody ever thinks about it
because they don't have the second cr they wen't have the third
ene or they'll go to a party and will go home. You know, they'll
behave a ot mare--with a lot more reserve. I think of Gerald
Ford, Mel Laird; who's my close neighbor and long-time friend too.
and here are a couple of tremendously able legislators, those
twe. And peitbther one of them will back away from bhaving a drink
and sitting arcund and enjoying a conviviality of a good crowd.
but it would never occur Lo anvone te suggest that either one of
them would have impaired himself from having a few drinks. And

that's cerrect. They just aren't that type. I think Charlie
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could lay c¢laim to hawving consumed a great deal more of the spirits
than either of them, maybe even both of them, but the important
thing to me is that it never wasa allowed--he never allowed it Lo

affect his performance. I think thabt's something--

HBUEG: What generated the talk about him chen? Waa 1t that when
he did hawve some, say in khe evening.: that he would bscome chyviously
loeud and happy, or @id people simply notice that that's the third

ane?

MCCABE: I suppose that's itc. ¢Charlie would have his few drinks,
and I suppose in an evening you could sense that Charlie had had
a few drinksa, not in the aense of ever being to my knowledge, you

know, falling down under the influoence or--

BURG: Obnoxious.

MCCABE: --DObnoxious, but, well. wvou know, he got a little £at.
ton. A&nd Charlie had kind of a bulbous nose;, and there's just
g0 manvy things abouft him that would suggest that here's a guy,
particularly, if you saw him having a few or yvou knew that=--.
And he alwava kept a good supply for visitors in the little
Capitol office of his, and little groups of Congressmen would
stop in to "Charlie's clinic” as it was known, "come in and have

a boddy."
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The talk can begin and it circulated. It did circulate. Lord
reat her soul, Mrs. Halleck had a drinking problem. These things
all add up, but I think in any evaluation of Charlie Halleck,
this is a subject that has to be faced, has toc be talked about.
I used to hear it from some of the felloaws in the White House
who didn't do any legislative work, didn't know Charlie but

they maybe overheard at a party somebody saying, "Well, what
kind of leadership you Republicans got up there?" Maybe some-—
body had seen Halleck party somewhere and thought he was drink-
ing too much. The references would get arcund. They do about a3
lot of people up there, as you suggested a while ago. But thia
feeling, well, gee, vou know, you've got a fellow who drinks—-
it's a lictle bit like, who was it, Lincoln said when someone
complained that General Grant was out drinking in the field. I
don't know whether President Linceln really said this, you hist-
orians can tell me better, but isn't he supposed to have said,
"Well, lpoking at the results and what some of the others are
doing, we ahould find cut his brand, and I'l1l supply it to the
ofthers.™ But I think this is an important element in looking

at Halleck. People have talked this way about him. The origina
of it, where it began? I'm not able to say whether it was just-
ified or not. But 1 can say that from careful scrutiny and

cleose working with him, and I'm guite sure that Bryce Harlow, who
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among those living, probably of our group would be the one other
who knew him best and worked with him most, would say exactly
the same thing. That while we might've wished, becavse we liked
the guy %o much, that pecple wouldn't talk that way about him,
nevertheless we were fully aware that it never impaired his

effectiveness: he didn't let it.

BURG: It goes without saying. [ assume, that 1t was not a
circumstance wvherein you, or 1. Jack Martin, or anycne elsa vho
had to go from the White House up on the Hill, you didn't find
yourdelf then being invited to take part in little drinking

geasions 1n that office of Halleck'a?®

MOCABE: Mo, not in a drioking sessicon.  IL[E--—

BURG: He might offer--

MCCARBE: Y¥es, in fact if we had a meeting up Lhere of some
kind in the evening or go up there before lunch, if somecne
felt like mixing himself a drink, he could go over ke the refrig-

erator and get some ice and go ahead and make one.

BURG: Right. But you didn't find Charlie Halleck sipping?

Baving sipped all morning and inkto the afternoon.

MOCABE: 0Ohy not at all, not at all. And; of course; bhat wvercy

circumstance would sutomatically have said that yeu had some-

body on your hands up there who wasn't geoing te be any help.
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BURG: Exactly.

MCOCAEE: We always had a sharp, able, skillful, tough fellow

ceady [or bhe war. Hever a Jdoubt about it.

BEURG: Let me ask vou bEhiz about him, bto the best of your Enow-

ledge, whatbt was his view of the President's political sawvwwy?

MOCAEE: He would, I'm =sure; give Lhe Prezident wvery high marks
fee general polibtical savvy., That would be gualified tao some
extent by Lhe awareness that there were many areas of civil
gavernment that Lhe Preaident wasn't all that well informed about
when he came in. Agriculture, for example. Housing programs and
things that are of &2 purely domestic kind. #&nd Halleck had his
differences Wwikh administratbion programsz and with admipnistration
proposals that were examined with Congresaicnal leaders before
they were finally locked in and sent te the Hill. For example,

a housing program or an agriculture program, or public works,

or the rest would come up from one of the departments,; and
Halleck would have differences with it:, with the wisdom of it.
But these were normal kinds of disputes that arise within a parkty.
[ believe, that didn't really get to the point of how did he

view the President and the President's political attitudes,
political instincts, philoscophies, and so on. He had great
cegard for the President'a perszonal political instincts: hils

tendency to come up on bthe correckt side of an iszsue, and I
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don't mean correck in the expedient wote-getting sense but in the
sense of a sound position. Aod I think that he--Charvlis—-felt
that withoul guestbion the President's political qudgment was
Yery, very goocd. 1 mention Chese other things where vou have

a dispute over a program. That's not uncommon.

BuL once Che decision was made that we—-we being the President
and the Congressional leadership--decided that for a whole
combination of reasons we're going to go with this program.
whatever area, then vou know [full well that Halleck would be

out there working like mad for it. He really always wanted to
know what does the President want. Is this program say comiog
out of HEW? 1a that aomething Che Prealdent really wantsa, or

ig this something that'a been up through the bureaus and that
the secretary or the under-secretary is advogating and kind of
drawing the Presidenk in as a supporter of ikE? And those were
important distinctions to Charlie. They should be diztinctions
Eo any leader, because not every issue that an administrabion
zends to the Hill is what I would call a2 Presidential isaue.

& lot of bhings have come up bthrough BEhe deparbtments and agencies
that are generally Jdesirable, and we have administratbtion supporbt
cverall, apnd the bureauw of the Budget zays that we're in favor
of that--it fits in with the President's program. However,
there are a great many of those things bthat are not make or

break imssues. The White House won't fight, bleed, and die over
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each one. But there are a number that the President really does
wankt and whenever there wad ong of thoze;, CLhere werese alwavs a
tew;, Charlie would go all oot. Bub even on some of bthose others
where he had differences with department heads; some of Lhese
particularly so0 in HEW's area, which I gueas i3 the Igob of all
Republican leadera to contend with. Charlie never made any
bones about where he stocd on it. Everybody knew he was either
for it or againat it. <Certainly he never came out and cpposed

any administration program.

Mow there were some things--you might go play golf some after-
nocon when a program of little conseguence was up where he just

az goon would not wote on 1t. He may hawve done that., I can't
think of ope, but I suspect he 4id. Bub whenever you had a
Presidential issue, a White House issue of concern to the
Freaident: Charlie went all out on it. He had a great cegard for
the President personally and a very good respect for the

President's politiecal instincta. There was never any doubk in

rh

Charlie's mind that the Preaident was "a good Republican." O
course, & lot of the President's early critics within the party
liked toc think==zour grapesz f[ollowing the convenbtlon where one

side looses and the obther wins—--that well, vou Know, the fellow

might just as well have been the nominee of Che Democrats.
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RURG: FEsapectally if your man was Mr. Republican.

MCCABE: That's right. Even though, as I said sarlier, cne
of the finest szuperters the Preslident had 1n Che vervy few monkbhs

Ehat weese legft to him after the election was Senabor Taft.

BURG: Yes,., Yes, I've pnated that, too.

MCCARBE: A lot of Taft supporters2 were much more adamant and
strong headed about thinga than he was. Aalso, he took his

defeat gracefully and pitched in immediately Lo help the--

[Intercuption]

BURG: Let me azk you if in your opinion looking back on these
things, did BEv Dirksen share Halleck's copinicn of the President's

political instinets or was he more reserved about that?

MCCAEBE: I think Eenater Dirksen wasn't as generous 1in his assess-
ments as Halleck., MNow lef me explain what I'm thinking when I

say that. Dirksen was Halleck's egual in the legiaslative =situation.
Hobhody worked any harder than Dirksen to support and score on bhe
Preszident’'s requests on bhe Hill., He wviewesd 1L as his jab Lo

get that programn bheough or Chat particular recommendatCion Chrough,
doing the very best he could with it, beat out the best compromise

he could, and he never backed away from & battle. He never flinched



Mr. bdward MeCabe, &=-2-=Y8, Interview #4 Paga 116

Eor an insgtank no mpatkber how tough bthe assignment when the
President wanked scomebhing done. Dirksen Was a welcome relief,
toe, from the kind of reserved and atandoffish role that Senator
KEnowland playved before him. I think he and Halleck were a great
pair. Maybe two other guys could have done the jobs equally
well for bEhe Presidenkt and with him, bubk they happened to be the
ones in the spots in those several vears. They 2id their jobs

awfully well, and Pirksen surely was Halleck's egual, as I said.

I think, though, bhat while Dirksen never f(lagged in his

support that he just didn't have the same inner level of accepb-
ange of the President that <harlie Halleck did. Halleck was wvery
enthusiastic about the President. Dirksen never showed an absence

of enthusizam., buf think [Dirkaen jusi as a human being he was

a little more analybtical of people, more of a=--wouldn't say

a deep bhinker, thesze are bobth bright pecple, Lbhey Fust come ak
the situaticon a little differently. And I think Dirkaen was may-—
be a--don't kpow guite what the words would be Lo describe him—-
nok shkepbical, that's pot really 1k, bub maybe I said it better
in the begioning, less generous in his charackterization of some=-
one kthan Halleck. I think thatbt he would have been a step behind

Halleck in giving the President high mearks for general political

instincts and atcitudeas.
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BURG: TIs thiz anyihing that can be azsociated with the Senator's

own ego, his own view of himself?

MCCABE: I deoubt it. and I may be wrong in my reading of this
thing. Dirksen was a very relaxed individual. He was certainly
in those vears--he had made it as far as he was geoing te go in
the political world, and he had a certain Erangquility about haim

because of that.

BURG: Odd, because the wiew I hawe of him, and:, of course,
1 was a very young man at the time. is one of thisz rich, fruity

voice, flambovance, the dramatic turn at the convention, and--

MCCABRE: Ohy he had all of thab. Yes-

BURG: --as though he'd studied in the Abbey Theater. And I
wondered if there waz perhaps then in his makeup an inward

confidence, an inward flamboyance that caused him te wview with
reserve and perhaps even a bit of disdain the army cfficer who

had come up and reached the poesition that he had reached. HNot

the practical pelitician at all who come up through those ranks.

MCCABE: I think not., but I don't guite know why net. I think
noet. There was another side to Dirksen that was most revealing.
I think maybe even going back to the earlier guestion here he's

a highly analvtical fellow who maybe kept the analytical praoceas



Mr. BEdward McCabe, 6-22-73, Interview #4 Page 118

going all the time. And he would probably be a little more in-
clined bo—-dissect bthe President's pelitical thinking, in his own
mind. Where Halleck; not being of that same turn of mind.: but
being a very bright guy., tooe, woeuldn't waste his time doing that.

He'd just =ay, "All right, this is it. We go ahead with it."

BURG: Might take more on faith than Senator Dicksen--

MCCABE: Or just not be bothered to cver-analyze something.

Where perhapa with that tendency to guietly in the back of that
head of his, Dirksen mavbe would keep sifting and dissecting and
reassenbling Ehings. Halleck just wouldn'bt zee any point in get-
Ling to Ehat point. He just would go ahead, and garlier he would

have accepted the President's programs.

BURG: Halleck might see that scrt of thing as an interesting
mental exercisze, if he had time teo de ify bub it didn't eeally

have anything to do with the case in point.

MCCABR: I would——

BURG: Let wus moeve on and never mind trying to understand

the nueances of it.

MOCABE: Right. It would be that sort of distinction. It's
a fine distincticen Co make to put a difference at all hetween

Dirksen and Halleck in their relabionship wikh the Prezident.
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I think of the differencesz—--the two of them had their differences
fraom time bEo time with the administration. They were differences
by and large with programs, whether it be a housing program, ar

a farm price support program, or a foreign aid thing at that

time where they would take dead aim at times on some thing being
developed in one of the departments. And that could lead to some
scuffling and sguabbling around inside the White House before an
administraitaon program would be finally arrived at. But broadly
gpeaking they were each others egual in running the shaw on Che
Hill ané in supporting the President. Appointments and desig-
nating, vou know, maybe whether it be judges cr ambassadors or
selecking Cabinet officers and all of this kind of thing, that
forever stirred up problems with everybody in the party. And 1
really don't put that category of dispute in the philosophical--
what's your political attitude and what's mine kind of text at all.

[ think these are the nuts and bolts of runnipg the show as you

go alandg.

BURG: The ladies at the bavrgain counter Eighting over the--

MOCABE: There's a lot of that. Yes. And that could get Dirksen
going straight up, the White House or one department or the other
would fail to neotify him about something, somebody'd drop Lthe
ball, and those were unfortunate episcdes. 1 see the present

incumbents are doing some of chatb Coo.
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BURG: Yes. [Laughter]

MCCABE: The next ones, whoswver kbhey are;, will have thoszse, tog.

They go on.

BURG: Yoo,

MCCABE: They wvanish in time. The things that shine through in
retrospect, the skills of these two [ellows, their willingness
Lo work with & President and the administrabion, and their open=
nessd Wwith the President and with each other on legislative
strategy and tactica, and their abilities, the two of them—-
Halleck and Dirksen--each in his own house, and to scme extent
they reached across the Hill to the other house where they were
all well knowny of course. The leadership of beoth parties are
wiall Known Lo one ancther, bub what I'm thinking abouk iz the
capacity these two Lellewa had Lo pulb combinations or coalitions,
groupinga of voting blocks together. They were really very good
at ik. Halleck was a standout. He waz one of ths chief archi-
tects for all the years that 1've been awvare ofi--architects of
all of thoze Republican-scubhern Democrat cocalibtions that from
Cime Lo Cime have banded tegekbher kLo get things done. And the
abrilicy, I think, of a legizlative leader to do that is more

his perscnal acceptance Dy others in power thanm it is anything

@¢lse. I think the coalitions tend to bhe personal rather than--.
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You <can't rule out bhe philoszophy in the broad zenze but thers
are people of like philosophies who couldn't put their own two
vobes bEogebher, let alone fTwo hundred. It bédkes a special kiod

of fellow and Charlie Halleck was ones of thaose,

Some of his counterparts on the Demgcratic side in the House,
Pecple like Judge [Howard W.)] Smith of Virginia, [Graham A.]
Barden in MWorth Carclina, [Carl]| Vinsen in Georgia, [F. Edward]
Hebert in Louisiana., cthers. and, of course, Mr. Sam Rayburn.

At times there were scme things that they got done together,
althowgh necessarily Charlie and Mr. Sam were adversaries mostk

of Che Ctime. These people arcund whem others velied on and wheose

Jjudgment as well as integrity people learned to rely on.

BUORZ: Let me lesve that theme then. I had a guesktion about
Judge Smith, but I believe that your comparisons and contrasts
between Halleck and Dirksen are efZpecially valuable to wus,. And
I don't want to Cake all of your time. Let me get to the macter
ol yvour continued contact with the President after 1961. How
did that come about? I beliesve that Roemer McPhee alsc in a

aenze ahared thabt continouving contact.

MCCABE: Yes. He did to some degree. Of course, the President

after he left the White House lived in Gettysburg, and there were
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several of us here in Washington, Gerry Morgan, Roemer, myselfl,
Bryce Harlow, Jack Martin for a2 while, Jack Anderson stayed

arcund for a little bit, Dave Hendall was here for a while. Thers
were some. Occasaionally, not often and net with any regularity,
we'd take a run up Lo Gectysburg Lo aee him, just dropping in to
say hello and hawve 2 cup of coffee and indulge in some general

idle talk and go away. It was really a way of paying our respects.
Brvoce Harlow, because of the nature cof the work he was in, was
maybe # little more free than others, was more free. His company,
1 guess, in those days could make him available te work with the
President on wvarious things--speeches and the like. &and, of course,
Bryce was the President's favorite scrivener, and I mentiocn Bryce
because he 1s the one man who was much closer ta Dwight EBiszenhower
in the years after we left the White House than anybody else

that I knew. By far.

BURG: I sea.

MCCABE: Then the most regular wvisiting that I did at Gectvsbueg
was several years after the President left ocffice. And this
would be oh—-just as a guess—-Lhree times or so a year. Halleck,
Harleow, Maorgan, and I would call up and invite ourselves up to
see the boss. So we'd go up and visit. This was parkt of 5

conbinuing close contact with Halleck kthat Gercy Morgan and I
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and Bryce Harlow had. 1 mentioned earlier--along with Jerrcy
Farzsons, of course;, who lefr Washington--we were probably the
four pecple for whom Halleck, he said it publicly as well as
privately, he had that regard for us as individuals. And so

we were pretty cloae there, and we'd go te ase the Fresident on

these gccasicons.

Then in 1963 at a time when Barry Goldwater was gearing up to
be the candidate., Goldwater asked me if I would lend a hand

in some of his early work. And I was agreeable. But the first
thing, before I did, I went up and told the President I was
going to de it. I knew my helping Bartry would generate a news

gstory, "“"Ex-Eisenhower aide part of Goldwater'a--

BURG: Right.

MCCABE: You know, there was no news value 2 me persaonally,
but as an ex-EBisenhower aide I would draw some media attention.
8¢ I wanted to tell him myself, before he read it. During

that etwao year period then. '63, part of '63 and 'S4, and some
leaser extent through '65,; I saw the President often and talked
with him about political things that were developing in Lhe
nemination exercise and during the campalgn itaelf, and later

on tooc. I made a number of trips up tc Getfysburg to see him,
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and tocok Senator Goldwater up a few timea. Bryce Harlow and [ made
a good number of trips, the two of us together. Usually trying

Lo make sure that Goldwater's position--in scme of the political
infighting, =statements being made by one candidate about the other,
and 50 on--we wanted ta be sure that we kept the President fully
apprised of where thinga were, and he was always most cordial and
gracious and helpful. &nd I was always pleased to find that he

was happy to Bee me, and willing te discuss things with me in
Goldwater's Btead coccasionally. And never a2 guesticon at any Ltime

I wanted to see him, call up, come up and see him, I could just
come up to say hello. 1 usually had semething to de, to talk
about, and in chat setting I saw a great deal of him in those

two and Chree years. Much moece than I had in the earlier viszits
where I sav Chat primarily Halleck, Morgan, Harleow, and I

would get in Charlie Halleck's limousine and drive ourselves up
there and have a wisit with the president. Some nice afternocan.
And on a few occasions Gerry Morgan, Roemer McPhee and I have

gQone Up, Loo. But wWe all tended noct Eo run up there zo often as

to wear oub our welcome.

B R e Yas.

MCCABE: After all, we didn't have a great range of things to
talk about. We had a special and current political legislative

subject matter interest there with Halleck. When we'd go up--
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Gerrcy, Roemer, and I--on the few occasions we did--just a mabter
cof a few former staffers going up bto pay our respects to the boss.
The meetings where we really had something important to talk
about, like during the Goldwakter campaign: those were different;
mare fun than--yeah, they meant something to him because he had

a live interest in why we wWeres coming.

And then afbter the Goldwabker nominaticon, there were a number

af meetings between Eizenhower and Hixon, Goldwater and Miller,
who was Goldwater's running mate. BHoew these wouldn't be formalized
gatherings. I remember geoing up there and having lunch with the
Fresident and Mr. Hixon, and Goldwater and Miller, Harleow and
myself. Six of os, sitting around through a luncheon, you Know,
a coupie of hours there in the Presidenk's dining room—=-at the
Gettysburg farm. Other meebings, smaller groups, Goldwater and
Lhe President, Harleow and I. & couple of times Bryce and 1 did
some writing where we wanted teo be aure evervbody was agreed on
position=s. I also put together a big meeting once--at Hershey,
with Governosr Scranton of Pennsylvania as the hoat--with che
President, Nixoen, all the sitting Republican Gowernors, the
elected Republican leadevship of the House and Senate,; pricr ko
the 19684 electian. The idea [(which didn't work all that well
becanse of a few uvnwilling governora) was to project a show of

Republican uwnity. 1 say I put the meseting together. What I
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mean i@ it was my idea, the President thought it was a good one
and becawme a leading participant. Likewlse Goldwater, Hixon

arnd Zcranton. From there the campalgn starff 4did kthe legistics.
Harlew and I wrote the statements and releases. As I sz2id, it was

a reach for a show of unity that didn't work too well.

Eoc I had & lot of opportbunity Chen £o work with him on Things

of substance, and was happy to find I had a very nice rapport
with him; he was just 2 very gracious, kindly, thoonghtful man.

He really was, in hizs own way, he could be very unassuming. He
counld sit and bEalk wikth me and., you knew, after all that was fif-
Leen years ago, I was that mach yeounger. And we could talk
seriously back and forth about gome of the 1ssues that were
develeping--cast of candidate, points of the platform and other
things--and I'd like to think that those talks were helpful. I
know they were helpful to me, and they were helpful te the cam-
paign, though there wasn't much that could really help that
campaign. But he was always gracicus, always cordial, and I jusc
thought thoas were great times in my life, you know, to be in-

voalved rthabk way.

BURG: So you've describing then & man who several years after
the Presidency,; now several yeara older himsgelf, iz still men-

tally alert, brighkbt==-
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MCCABE: ©Oh, yea. Yes. In 1984 he was four years cut of office,
Just as sharp &s could be, interested as could be. and then, of
course, the fallout after the election--the slecticn was a

disaster. And the intra-party sguabbling was immense and--

BURG: Yes.

MCCABE: =-that's what kept me in kind of a centinuing contact
with him and with Goldwater and scme others for the year or sc
following. I was kind of a handy set of legs and arms and so-on——

nat &0 much, not a go-bhebwesn——but, well=-

BURG: A4 bearer of "balm in Silead.™

MCCABE: Well, yes, sometimesz a messenger boy and happily 1
geemed to be welcome at all these porta of call. | Laughter]

[t was good, but I guesa I value these years as highly as any
timeg frame in my exposure to the President. Because 1 was into
thinge of substance more with him than I could ever have been at

the White House.

BURG: T see. 1[I see. 1It's interesting. ['d had nok sxpectad

to hear that from you.

MCCABE: Because I was a juniar guy at the White House:. and

while I was into the legizlative end, 1 was more of an old hand
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on Lhe Hill because that was an area I presumably knew something
about and had been aroundé it. And yet among what you'd loosely
¢all the so-called senior staff at the White House, I probably

was the youngest guy on the senior grouping within the staff.

BURS: Right.

MCCABE: And as such, 1 didn't have all that much contact with
the President. T had a lot of contact with him during the Landrum=-

sr1fifin exercizse.

BURG: Right. HNow let me ask you this. Were his meetings with

Senateor Goldwater cordial?

MOCABE: Very.

BURG: The two men tended to see eye-kto-eye on lots of things--

MCCABE: Well, they were very, very cordial. You know, thev‘re
very different, but there were interesting similarities. They
tended to say what they thought. And that trait could get them
into trocukle at Ccimes. For instance, when someone azked Coldwater
in that campaign, “"What would you do about Castro cutting off

Lhe water fto Guantdnamo?" He said, "I'd gsend the Marines ouat to
probect the water station." What a ruckus that stacted. But

that was exactly what Preaident Eisenhowar had doane back in the

early dave when Caabro was running arcund the hills: and the
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water station was in some--. I dén't mean to put the two of

them on a par as military men. 8y no means. But where--couldn'k
get a yawn outb of the public when General Eisenhower would do

@ thing like that, but when vou get a Goldwater talking of it
everybody got uptight: and it was an uUnwige thing for him to

say, politieally. But each one just had that ability; if some-
one asked a guestion, generally they answered it. So there was

a directness about each one that was remarkably similar.

¥Yet in saying there was thisg similarity--this tendency te be
direct--there was also. on that very peoint, one very significant
difference. Under Che enormous pressures of the Presidency, lke
was a master in responding to press questions. He was aoften

very direct, even blunt, but he could ignore gquestians he didn't
want Lo answer, or he could talk abkout ancther szubiject, and so
on. Rearry Geoeldwater could also be direct, even blunt, in answerc-
ing guestions from the press; of course we'll never know whether
as a President, he could have been as skillful in this regard as
Eisenhower. 1In any case; I @id want te add this gualifier ta my

earlisyr caomment akout their direct answers.,

A further thought here, for what it may be worth as a foothote
to history--at least 25 I zaw it. A half dezen pecple campaigned
actively in 1963 and 1964 for the Republican presidential nomination.

There was a lot of pressure on President Eisenhower Lo make an
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early endersement, before the Wominating Conventicon. He wouldn't
do it. In fact, he said that to me when I went to Gettyshurg to
tell him I was going to be invelved on Goldwater'as campaign. He
glso zaid that he would support wheoever was the Republican candi-
date after he was nominated, and would campaign as much as he was
asked teo and as much as his deoctorszs would let him. He atuck to
this 211 the way through--even though he was pushed, pulled,
tugged at, buffeted, lobbied, etc. by various candidates who were
teying to head off Goldwater. Intereatingly too, when I talked
with cthe President to tell him of my pending work for Goldwater,
he said that as he saw things then nobeody was likely to head off
Barry for the nominaticn, and that it was going te ke very hard
for any Republican to win the general election in I964. That was
tn the late Summer or early Fall of 1963, and ifF Euraed out to be
an accurate set of predictiens. But the real point I want to
make here is that even though Eisenhower and Goldwater had a let
of aimilar vlews on government and pelitics--not all views alike,
of caurse. but a great many--and they were tweo very likeable
personalities who got along well together, nevertheless, i1f Ike
had been pieking a Republican nominee from the beginning I never
thought Barry Goldwater would have been his first cheoice. Granted,
he didn't endorse anybody else even though he was under great

preasure to do so, and he did support Barey after the nomination.
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But in my wiew, i1t would be a mistake Lo let all that lead ones
to the conclusion that Barry would have been hia first choice--
had he made a first choice. Who would have been, T don't xnow.
I would say naot Rockefeller, nok Lodge, not Romney. Maybe Bill
Scranton. Mest likely though in my humble opinien, it would
have finally turned out teo be Richard Nixon. whe as things did
turn out, would beccme President four years later. Let me
emphasize that President Eisenhower never toeld me a1l of this
nor d4id I ever hear it responsibly attributed to him. It's just
a feeling I have from those years, as a close-in observer and
participant in more high level political meetings and conversations

that 1 gan now sSort out.

I've probably digressed teo much here. Butbt in describing ceordial-
1y Eisenhower and Goldwater got along during that Presidential
campaign, I want to make clear that I'm nct also suggesting that

I think Barry weould have been number one on Ike's lisk had he
been picking a number cne from among those many Republican

aspirants.

[ remember one time being up there at Gettysburg with Bryce
Hariow, and I've forgotten what it was, but Goldwater had said
samething in response to some guestion that waa put there on

the campaign. And the way it came out, it would have. his
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answar ssemed Lo tLhrow a leb of cold water on Eisenhower. Mavbe
on foreign policy, or whatever--I've forgotten the suabiject, doesn't
really matter. But 1 remember I wasd back here when I heard about

it. I thought, "Oh, Oh, there we got some Dloocd an the rug. He

gotta go clean it up before somebedy guotes this to the President,
and the thing gets all out of wack." I guickly found out what
happened, what was behind it, and so on. Talked to Bryce. This

waa sort of an arrangement we had; the two of us trooped on up

there to Gettysburg. You Kknow, MNelson Rockefeller and cthers were
still vying for this nominaticn. And, of course, every time they
could possibly drive a wedge into anything to get the President

Lo come out and indicate a preference against Goldwater, Chey were
trying to do it. Wearing out the roads between New ¥York and Gekbtya-

burg paying attenticn to the boss. Anyhow, Bryce and I drove up

ko see him, and we talked about this. [t was kind of a foolish
thing. It shouldn't have been said, but it wasn'k as bad as it
firsk looked. But there it was. And we talked abhout it. The

President was his uaual jovial self, and under the circumstances
had a laugh or two. Well, he understocod, you know, where things
were, what was being done., no harm was done, and s¢ on. But I

remenmber thisz thing Bryce said, "¥You know. Mr. President." he =atid,
"1t'a often occured to me, and in fact B4 and 1 talked about this
coming up here," he said. "If you had had Barry in the Army,

vou'd have had ancother General Patton on vour hands!" [Laughter]
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fhe Bresident roared, and he agreed thia was aboub right. And here
was a guy who--Patton in the military apparently had a greal ca-
pacity te atir things up. get peocple excited--but whom the President

liked and respected.

MCOABE: And there was just some of this in Goldwater.
BURG: Hoof and mouth disease.

MCCABE: Sure. and, you know, Barry Goldwater iz one eoi the most
likeable human beings ever Eo come down the pike, Of course, 20
ia Dwight Eisenhower and on a peracnal basis they seemsed to hit
it off together, yet there was a little of this elbowing cver
philosophies and programs. They weren't all that different f£rom

one ancther though in their general basie beliefs.

1'1]1 share cne other guick reminiscence abeout the President and
Senator Goldwater. In the White House, it was ocur practice that
hefore a new session of Congress, we'd bring in the senior Repub-
lican on each of the major committees and visit about what the
Fresident was planning to recommend. You know, get his thinking.
and a0 when the programs were recommended to the Hill you wouldn't
be greeted with loud silence cr oppoaition. And so Barry came

down. I brought him down as part of my assignment at the time,
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and 1 guess we had breskfast with the President. And we're Lalk-
ing about a variety of things, and this i3 a week before Christmas
and looking toward Januvary. Programs are prebty well set. We're
talking about recommendations in the labor area. And the Preaident
was going along, and everybody whacking away at the ham and eg9s,
and talking abeut the business of the morning. Az an aside, 1t
developed that the President was annoyed with the paperwork and
the records-keeping regquirements fo the Fair Labor Standards hct.
seems he had recently discovered on the farm that you can get into
311 kinds of trouble if you have your sixteen year old son or neph-
ew caught running the tracter for you. This is a dangerous child
labor conditien--you're viclating the law, and you'll file endless

reporis.

BURG: Yes. Right.

MCOLBE: —--and this is absurd and so on. And the way this came on,
he said, "My God, Barry, | think we ocught to repeal that damn law.”
Well, of course, it hikt Goldwater like this. He thought for a
moment——-you could just see him--1 needled him aboul it later.

You could just see he thought here's the President coming up With
this= thing, he's going to make this pelitically impeossible proposal,
and I'm hia guy oo the committee and he expecla me Lo carry il

out. He said. "My God, Mr. President, you can't do Lhat."

[Laughter] Well, 1 thought. here's a real case of man bites dog.
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BURG] EEE_I '_f'ﬁ'ﬂi

MOCABE: One thing Goldwater would dearly wish weould be the
repeal of the Fair Labor Standards Act....but he knew, of
cogrse, that even for him it would be a political "Pickett's

charge." Well, as 1 said, it was an aside in the morning's

13

work--was never done, and never contemplated. But we did have

ocuy lighter maments.

[Tape Ran Out]
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