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Good evening. with me tonight is vens or Hubert Humphrey of Minne® tae
we're going to swap words on a number of subjectis--on the Taft =~
Hartley Law, on civil rights, on filibusters and on what the
Republican Party is trying to do to the Democrats in the oenate--
and on what ®enutor Humphrey thinks the Democrats ought to do--both
in the wenate and the nation. That sounds like g lot of t erritory
to cover, But I think we can do ite I thAH&:’;?because wénatxor
Humphrey, as you will see, is very vocal end extremely empheatic

In his views on polities and legislation, He trounced censator Jose h
Ball, Hepublican, in last November's elef tion in Minnesotas Before
that he achieved national notice by 1ead;zé the battle for an
explicit civil righta' plank at the Democratic National Convention.
He won that fight against force%that would have liked wilssmmsi ©o
weasel-word the plank according to thelr own thoughtse. wo the
flrst question I'm going to ask him--and he can ask guestions of me
if he wants to--is about a matter that bears strongly on the chances
of civil rights leglslstion, wince you feel so strongly on the subject,
oenator Humphrey, and since you'd like to abolish filibusters, why
did you join other Democrats in voting solidly against wenator
Enowla nd's move to have the rules commit tee discharged from
conaidaratio?ﬁgijphe bill relating to cloture. .s you know, wsenator
Knowland Siiﬂ‘hia sole motive was t o force immediate consideration
in the oenate:l

HUMPHREY,-That's what Senator Knowland saild, Mr. Andrews. But I know
trnat that was not his o le motive. I know that hils gction was a
part of a deliberate attempt on the part of the Hepublican minority

in ghe senate to c¢a pture control of the wenate.

(more)



ANDRiwSe=-I take it that you mean the Republiecan om::%ge enough
defections among the Demoecrats so that with the Zamswe Hepublicans
can constitute a majority. oomething like the way they did when they
beat the proposal to exempt inaugural tickets f rom.mlk tax? I seem
tot: remember that your ”‘;Eéj'i)rity of fifty-four to forty-two
didn't do you much good there. and that withid ninety-tha voting,
the deilection of six Democrats enabled the Hepublicans to:\ defeat the
proposal forty-seven to forty-filve.

HUMPHREY.-That'!s exactly what I meesn, Mr. &Andrewse And you!ll see
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case aft er case from now on where the nepublicans will try to
control the oenate as if .t‘:iej won the election last Fall, instead of
losing ite f:ake that Knowland <mssmié re®» lutione The legislation

was before the rules committee, and the rules committee was not
stallinge At our Democratic caucms on osaturday we ‘il weie told
t;;;- the commit tee would hav ej a report by wednesdaye -0 What
good reason was Simmmeslex there for the Knowland attempt to jump the
gun by trying to force a decision on Monday, two days ahead of the
reporte There w any Egc_:g reason, There was just a golitiial
reason. The Republica s were just trying to use imdsedwishemes o
m strategic trick to take the leadership on Ithe issue

a way from the Democratse They got mmssummms: = taste of blood on that
ingugural tax ma tter and they thought they'd try it againe wo I
voted with my party to stop them in their tracks.
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NDREwSe-Then your vote on that specific matter doe4not mean, w~enator
Humphrey, that you've changed your mind about the need for
impos ing cloture‘:the cenate & so that f ilibusieis can be
prevented on tue civil rights question--and on other matters?
HUMPHREY.-It certainly does not, Mr, #ndrews. at t he Democrsat ic

W
caucus I made it clear that I'm going toO stend with my part y on
matters affecting the organization of the wenate. I reserved the
right--and I e lways will reserve it--to disagree with the pa rty
leadership on the basis of issuese To put it one way, 1 remerve the
right to be a stesunch def endex‘ of the Democratic platf orms On
the Knowland proposal=--well, I just didn't believe in the sincerity
of it and I did believe in the sincerity of Benator Hayden, chairmgn
of the rules committees .nd I, for one, don't intend to sit idly by
and let Jl Kepublicans take the lead on issues that the Democratic
platform has promised to put into effecte But I'd like to ak jyou
a question, Mr. Andrewse. what do you think the Democrats are expected
to do as a result of the election? what do you think the voterswant
them to do?
ANDREwSe=~1 'ca.n't speak for the vot ers, —enator Humphreye I can tell
you what tie Democrats promised to doe President Truman stumped the
count ry promising outright repeal of the Taft-Hartley labor lawe
Most of the candidd ¢s for House and ~enate promised a bout the same
thinge The Democrats also made a lot of promises about civil rights
2 nd better housing end a minimum wage and cloture ruless In fact
you promised so much that I, a* a reporter, wonder Jjust how many of
the promises you'll be able to keep. Bub before we get away from our
first topilc I'd like to ask you point-blank. Do you still £ avor
imposing cloture by a majority vote? (more)



LNNPHRIY ¢=1 most emphatically do.
ANDREWS+~ Don't you think you'll be certain to run into a f ilibuster
if you try to do thate
HUMPHREY ,~The answer, of course, 15' yese
e
ANDiEWSs-well, then, wenator Humphrey, would you personally setytle
-
f or a decision to impose cloture by a two-thirds vote of the censte?
S g e e B2 |
HUHPM. ) a
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I think that even with a two-thirds rule we'd be able to get a
substantial portion of the civil rights legislation passed. Maybe all
of i1te why, we can ¢ ount on thirty-one Hepublican votedcan't we?
-fter all, didn't thirty-one Republicans voie for the Knowland
Aoitld 3/
motion to discharge the rule s committes? (Adti;2¥49ﬁ$%fl“£*: .
ANDREwS,~But migieles on the basis of # your Own s ement//that
that was a political trick, don't you think some of the thirty-one
might change their minds?
HUMPHREY+~T don't think they'd dare to. But if you don't mind, Mr.
R ——a
Andrewse I'd like to talk about the Democrats for awhile. I think the
Damocratic-pa rty has got to do somet hing more than just 4@ keep
the Hepublicans from gettins control of the wenatce I think w e .
not only have to keep the leadership but show what we're going to
do with ite I'm willings to stand by my partye. I'll stand by it
a lot better than a lot of Democrats did at the last elect ione I say
that we can't satisfy our consti’fuenz#&erely by sayling that we
prevented the Republicans from seizing conirol. I say we've elther
got to produce on the campaign promises we madexr=--0r else.

(mores)



ANDREwSe=Let mg, interrupt, -enator Humphrey. Ithk's refreshin: t o
[ g
hear ciltmmmmsls o dmit that his party could possibly lose im 1950

if it doesn't keep its campalgn promises, end I take 1t tist that is
what you are « & ren't you saying that if the Democratic
Party doesn't stick to 1ts platform and campaign pledges, th:t there
migiht s be a turnover in the wenate and the House in 1950,
HUMPHREY.-That's exa ctly what I'm saying.

Al DREwsS e =would you go so far a%td say that that might include 1952
also?®

HUMPH:REY.-You betchas It was the coalition of Repubdicans and
conservative Democ.ats in the 79th C ongress that produced the

80th Congress. One lesson ought to be enoughe I mcgn it ought t o
prove to all <. Democrats that they can'y win an election on

one set of promises and then let some : kick awg y the
fruits of the victory by ignorinc t he promises and lining up with
fiepublicanse sgain I a sk you, what do eu think was meant by our
triumph last fall;

ANDLEwSe~well, sSenator Humphrey, in the #minds of most Democrats

the cempaign was waged on meummmem o set of @& 80-called liberal
promisese I remember--as you will--that President Truman promised
outright repeal of the Taft-Hartley lawe. But Just @odey I read that
wenator Ellender of Louisiana--one of your Democrats -sald that

it would be unthinkable to scrap the Taft-Har tley law for a lopsided
wagner Act. And I see that

Hugh wocott, the fepublican National Chalrman, predicts that the
neme of the law will be changed--but that most of its points will
be retained by this Democratic-controlled Congress. Looks to me as

if you're already heé.ding into one of those cozlitions xthst could

CANae TN Frvanithla e oy



e, v all I can say, Mr, .ndrews, is that
mand senator Ellender represent the forces that lost
Xan the election.

ANDREWSe==uhether they do or not, oénator Humphrey, do you really
believe that zssssem the Democrats can repesl the Taft-Hartley law
if repeal is g fought by the Dixlecrats. wouldn't the lossii®
of the Dixiecrats alone be enough to shave your majority dowm to
nothing? / "'} & Let

HUM:J;IRJ:IY.-I think we'll have enough votes wmt the Dixiecrats,
Mr. jemisws -ndrewse There are many JM® Hepublicans who are going to
have to vote for repeal of the Taft-Hartley lawe I'd just like to
‘see what would happen to » me of them when they come up for
re-election % they vote to keep that law on the Dbooks.

AND: EiiSe=will you name some namess

HUMPEREY+-I certa inly wille I think you'll find, waltonstall and
Ives and T obey and alken seeing it our way. To say nothing of
Flanders and Morse. why, even oénator Knowland will. ¥You know
that all of their state%have Laeie 16ber Votshe And T GhiGE EHeYVI)
be wondering--when they vote--what will happen t o them bssisimtess i1
they seek re-election. I guess every sSenator wonders that. why do
you think the House hagbeen acting on legislation so much more
rapidly than the Senates why, for the simple rea®o n that
the whole membership i4nox»e quickly responsible to the people.
ANDREwS.=-Ts ther e anything good in the Taft-Har t ley law,

senator Humphrey? Do you want it sll repealed and the whole
wagner ﬂ@t restored?
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