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CHAPTER I 

l lfrHODUCTION 

McCarthyism. A new word now supplements the /.morican 

vocabulary, a word 1'raught with connotations of suspicion and 

fear . Carthy1so. A word known only in the past decade , 

yet a word known now to th~ educated populat i on of the world . 

McCarthyism ••• "public accusation of disloyalty, in many 

instances unsupported by proof or based on slight , doubtful 

or irrelevant evidonet); unfairness in 1nve:st1gat1ve tech­

nique."1 

1cla.rence L. Barnhart (Bd1tor- 1n- chietJ, I!!!. American 
College Dictionary. p . 754. 

During the latter days of the special soss1on or the 

Senate in which McCarthyism was censured, the llew York Times 

undertook editorially to define McCarthyismi 

It is the invasion of personal rights, the 
irresponsible attacks on individuals and insti­
tutions, the disregard of fair democratic pro­
cedures, the reckless shattering of mutual trust 
among the citizens of this country, the terror­
ization of loyal civil ,sorvants•-those are all 
elem nts of McCarthyisr.1 . It is the disruption 
ot orderly governmental pr ocesses: it is the 
dc:iatruction of the constitut i onal r ulat i oi.ahip 
between the ~qual branches of our Oovornment; it 
is the assault on feder al agencies most intima tely 
ooncorned wit,: tho actual "cold war" or a poten­
tial "hot" one; 1t is contempt for the Bill or 
Rights and for the ordinw·y rules of public and 



political decency. It 1s the encourag oant of 
foar, the und urm1ni ng of self-confidence, the 
panderi ng to emotionalism: it is the di visive 
force of accusation, recrimination and suspicion . 
All of this as McCarthyism; and it can only help 
our enemi es . 

2 

2".Mr. McCarthy As A Symbol ," Hew York Times (hditorial) , 
November 11, 1954, P • 30. 

~tatement 2! the Problem 

For ten years, three months and twenty• n1ne days, Joe 

McCarthy was a United .States SenatOl"• l.>uring the latter part 

of that time and 1n the mnths since his doath , a great deal 

has been wr1 tten about the man and about that w01~d coined 

f om his name, McCarthyism. Little at t em~t ha.a been made , 

however, t o a r.alyze the s~nator' s motiva tion , as r~vonlod in 

his various activiti es . Newspaper 6d1tor1als can be cited s 

exceptions to this gener lization, but only in tho di scussion 

of s ::,eoific incidents . Richard Rovere, i n his art1cl t:l , "Th6 

Last Days of Joo McCarthy ," did a very excGllont analysi s of 

the two and one hall years of McOarthy'e life after the 

Senate censure . 

Pur•poso 2i( t he Study 

It was the purpose or this study to search among 

McCarthy's various activitie s and statcmonts for clues ihich 



i: ght reveal mo o about the man and h is motiv ation. That 

.McCarthy was an 1nd1v1dual1ot will not l ikely be ai s p utod . 

Th~t which set him apart us a.n i ndividualist is tho ~lusiv 

clement herein sought . To ma jor approaches to the stud 

3 

·,ere used: (1) f actua l data, ~at t ors of rocord , woro otuc.t i ud 

for t he purpo ~e of reporting rel evant instancos of r«lat 

Mo rthy ill and what tiic arthy ~; i:Uld ( 2 ) com:·,iontary of 

other riters was studi ed anJ comp 'Oc , cons ie1erution b tiing 

g iven t o t he biased appro: cri of the ,11a. ori t y . Documantary 

sourcos i ncluded in parti cular t wo ma jor proceedi ngs : (1 the 

daily tr·anscript s of thu Army- Mc art hy h urings fror.1 Apri l " 2 

through J une 17 , 1954; und ( 2 ) the daily tr•anscripto of tho 

MoC a thy c onsu1·Ci debato from Novomber 10 t hroug·1 .i..>8 CUnbe r 2 , 

1954. i,lost co!!!!nontari eo on i,1c arth. and McCarthyism, 1t w:.i • 

f ound , ar·e eharac torized by tho1r absence of objectivity. 

1 l though 4uotations were excerpted .from both extromGs f or 

purposos of llustrution, an arfort was mactc t o id~ntify those 

sources whi ch appe~red to b\;) misleading 1n fact or i n conno­

t ation . 

Met h ods 2f. Invest1g1.i.tion 

An observ..ition of ~ccart h ism W(.S begun o r. a puroly 

non• c..1.cad em c b t,sis i n 1954 . Th(;) author, stationed i n Was h ng­

ton, D. c. , with t he mi litary , took advant ge of' f'ree t e to 

pu.rsuo his i nt er est in governmental process es, and observod 



:from t he senate gallery a por t ion ot t he proceedings which 

ended i n the censure of McCarthy . From this personal obser­

v t1on, there grow an interest i n those r•elated events whic h 

could not be witness d . portion of the current rosearcb, 

4 

t h...,re!'o:re , 1s based upon personal observation plu a coll ection 

or publications fro::-: the offices of ~er,ator Mo arthy und othei 

pri ncipals i n the dispute , and a f ilo o clippings from 'Ja s h­

i ngton news pap rs . Ot her methods u sed in obt 1n1ng dat a or 

t s study i ncluded : (1) examinat ion of contemporary American 

history text books; (2 ) an analysis of fi l ~ cop1 ~s and micro­

f ilm copies of ne spapers , und fi l e cop1 (.;s of no s mu.gaz1n,.s ; 

and ( 3 } correspondence th senator·s and ex-senat ors whoso 

duties bro ght them in clo s o contact w t h Mcarthy. 



CHAPTLR I I 

THE MAN AND THE MOVl:.AlliNT 

Pre • McCart hyism 

Young McCarthy 

Joseph Raymond McCarthy was bor n Novemb~r 14 , 1909 , to 

parents of Irish and Bav r i an extrac t ion . Ha spent his chil d• 

ho~d days in much t he s ame way as any typi cal farm bo . His 

fat her , Timothy McCarthy , f anned all hi s life 1n Outagamie 

County, ¼isconsin, and i t was ther e that J oe was born lll1d 

grew up , one o~ s 0ven chi l dr en, goi ng t o Underhil l Country 

~chool and h elping out on t he farm . 

By t he time he was through grade school , young McCarthy 

had tired of educati on, and embarked upon a modest , though 

moder a t ol y suocassf.'"ul, s er ies of bus i ness v entures , including 

chi cken- mar ket i ng and managi ng a. groc0ry tore . Determined 

to be an engi neer , McCart hy r eturned to high school, and 

through the coop~rativ~ ~fforts of sympathetic t ea chers 

compl \;jted tho entL•e cours ~ i n a aingl o year , g.raduat1ng 

with honors wit h the class of 1930 . 

In tho fall o~ th~ samo yoar, McCarthy ent ered Marquette 

Univer sity in Mi l wauke e . There , t hrown with a group of l a 

stud€ints duri ng h1s f irst year, he chanf: od his cours e and 

decided that l aw was the career f or h1~. Wi t h no outs i de 
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1'1n:mo1al uid, he supported himself through college by washing 

dishes , working as a short-order cook, worki ng in a filling 

station and with a construction gang , and rtjc e1veci his l .l 

degree in 1935. His protoasoz·s recalled he was "un adroit 

student who d pended a great deal on an exeellont nemory."1 

1" McCarthy 1s Surge to National Prominence," Ho York 
Times , May a, 1957, P• 14. 

His athletic activities were confi ned t o boxing , at which he 

excelled , and he was head boxing coach during his senior year . 

rlecollections a1•e that he rel1 ed more on heav y a l ugging than 

on finesse , feinting and footwork . 2 Perhaps it is s1gn1f1cant 

21"1.'he L11'e of Mc arthy-- From Farm to Fame," !!. ,2 ~ ~ 
World rteport, 36:11, March 12, 1954, P• 67. 

that tho samt: tactics ere attribut d to hin i n l ater yeo.r·s , 

1n a different fi el d, against a different type of opponent . 

Lawyer McCar thy 

As a l awyer , McCarthy first began hi s practice 1nd.:. ­

pendently in Waupaca , Wisconsin , but allied hb1self within 

the year with an older firm at Shawano. Business wan dis• 

appointing, however . Convinced that one of th<- best ways t o 

attract clients wda to go into politics, he r an on the 



lJemocratic ticket 1'or county attorney. Both he and his 

liepub11can opponent took u sound beating at tho hands ot the 

Progressive Party oandi aate. 

7 

McCarthy was not at all discouraged by this initial 

political defeat. A circuit• court judgo was to be ~l~cted 

the following year , and the incumbent candidate, st:venty• 

throe yoars old, was unopposed. Conducting u whirlwind p(;jr­

sonal campaign , McCar•thy visited mu~rly every r rm in the 

three• county district , helping farmors with their milking 

and other chores , and shaking every hand ho could . Visits 

were followed by mai l ed greetings , and on election eve, eaob 

farm wife received a postcard urging hor to vote . At t ho age 

of twbnty• nine, McCarthy becam~ the district ' s new judge . 

Judge McCarthy 

Justice in Judge cCarthy ' s coul't ?1as always informal 

and often ontertaining. La er~ Wtirt: callt...d by th(<J1r first 

:·iames , numerous cast;s wero hastily settled 1n chambers , and 

congested court dockets ere quickly cleared up . The slash­

ing of l egal red tape and the elimination 0£ delays was ex• 

plained by McCarthy in the slo1?an "Justice delayed is justice 

denioo . "3 \'.bethor or not his e!!iphasis on s peed and eft'ioiency 

3 na1ography of Sen tor Joseph n. McCarthy ," a mimeo­
graphed brochure prepared and distributed by t he i1scons1n 
State Republican Comt:1! ttee , P• 1 . 
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sacrificed any measure of equality of justice 1s d1tf1oult t o 

say, but his bras h display of OX:)odlenoy sub j t;:cted hi m at this 

early date to the criticism from the State supreme Court that 

he was displaying "an abuse of judicial po er."4 

4nThe Life of McCarthy--From Farm to rune," !! _§ ~ ! 
World Heport, 36 sll, March 12, 1954, p . 67. 

Captain McCarthy 

In 1942, with the advent of war , Judge McCarthy took 

leave fro:·,i his job to join the Marines . He was commissioned 

a First Lieutenant, promoted quickly to Captain , and s ont to 

the Solomon Islands as an intolligenco of'f1cor with a Marine 

Air Squadron. Not satisfied to atay on the ground , be soon 

qu 1f1ed as a gunner u.nd flew seventeen r:d.ssions as a gunner 

or an aerial photographer in a dive bombing squadron. He wns 

later appointed to the staff of Commander Aircraft Solo llS 

as intelligence officer and received th0 Distinguished Flying 

Cross and Air M&dal with four silver stars, tht.i Nimitz Citation, 

and a letter of commendation from General Harmon, of tho United 

States Army. 

YcCarthy ts proficiency as photographer , comb1n(d with 

the public's hero- orship of aerial gunners, servod him woll 

upon his r0turn bom~. Advantageously preceded by pictures of 

"the captain at his guns ," McCarthy announced by mail his 



candidacy f or t he Senate seat to be tilled in 1944. He was 

returned to the United States for duty early in that yoar as 

t he r esult of a 1 1:)g in.jury received in a sport i r,g event . In 

August, still in the Marine Corps but on leave, he was back 

in Wisconsin seeking the r<epublican senatorial nomination. 

He camp igned in Wliform, ,·,1th a alight limp which he care­

fully allowed his aud1cmces to assume was battle- i nflicted , 

His prolonged absence from thl) state was a disadvantage his 

pictuJ•es and limp could not ov ercome , however, and he lost 

the ~l 0ct1on to the 1r.eumbt::nt Senator Alexander Wiley . The 

campaign of 1944 was not without i t s rewards , since McCart hy 

received an impressively large number of voteH, and kept hi s 

name before the public. 

9 

tteturning home with his discharge in 1945, McCorthy 

was re- elected without opposition t o his circuit- court judge• 

ship . But his sights were still train6{1 on tho Senate . 

Richer in experi ence by ruason of his political defeat, McCarthy 

soon began detailed preparations to win the Senate seat held 

by Robert M. LaFoll ott , Jr. Though advised by veteran pol1-

t1oia.ns that i t was "folly to opnose LaFollette," McCarthy 

r csW?led his whirlwind campaign t uctics that had proved so 

effective in his earlier race for the judgeship. He took 

ful l advantage of the post ar labor and industrial unr•est , 

which be blamed on the New Deal enactments sanctioned by 

LaFollette. The incumbent senator made a costly error in 

ESTILL LIBRARY 
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under- rating his opponent. Returning to Wisconsin only to 

weeks before the primary election, LaFollette wus unable to 

recover his losses, and lost the no~ination by some .five 

thousand votes . McCarthy then went on to win the general. 

el ection without difficulty. 

Senator McOnrt hI 

10 

A bachelor senator, as McCarthy soon .fowid, is much in 

demand as an ext ra man at most social gath{;r1ngs 1n ,iashington. 

Eagerly accepting moat invitations at first, he soon found the 

pace too strenuous and bE:Joamo more selective. Hi e t arly days 

on Capitol Hill were also filled with ur:. c tirtaint1es, although 

he \V a s diligent 1n building an admirabl~ attendance r ecord 1n 

the Senate. 

wring h i s .first three years 1n the Senate , McC crthy 

made f e s peeches and many fri 0nds . He was an avid listenor , 

and fol lo ed closely the lead or the l a te Senator Hobert A. 

Taft on mo r- t domestic qu stions . Yet he never was strictly a 

party man on votes. On 164 major issues, as of rch , 1054, 

he voted with tho majority of the Republicans on 132, while 

opposi ng the majority 32 time s . 5 

During the yo rs 1947 thr ough 1949, McCarthy served on 

' -.; 



the Joint Congressional Com..r'littee on Housing and the ~nate 

Committee on Governmunt Oporations . His most notable 

achievem•_; nts were his i ntroduction of sl clearance l egis-

lation, which was passed in 1949 , and his introduction of 

twelve Hoover Commission bills for government reorganiza• 

tion. 6 

6 nBiogr phy of Senator Joseph R. McCarthy," a mimeo­
graphed brochure prepared and distributed by tho w1sconsin 
State Republican Coimnittee, PP • 1- 2 . 

11 

In 1952, McCarthy was re- elected to the St:nato by a 

large majority. The other incumbent senator from \,i sconsin, 

Alexander ~iiley, had also been re turned to Capitol Hill two 

years earlier. In the el tiction of 1952, Wis consin also main-

tained its Republican preference by strongly supporting 

D. Eisenhower for president . 

i ght 

In Sept~mber of 1953, WcCarthy thwarted the efforts of 

t hose District of Columbia socialites who take such delight 

in s0natorial match• making. He bad contended for many months 

that he was remaininr; a bachelor because h u could not at t end 

to all his riolit1cal i nterests and still keep the r egular 

hours he associated with domesticity. All this was put to an 

end, however , by his marriage to a former administrative 

assistant, Jean Fraser Kerr . 
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McCar thyism !!l Action 

The ond of his t hird yoar !l t he Senato f,mnd McCarthy 

at111 corn.pa::•at ivel y low on tho lit1t of nuwawor thy legislators . 

For sove:eal rnonths he hu.d sen3 that p~op l ~ wero becoming 

incre singly pt:;x>turb ed ov er the iasut:i of ovm:iun1s , and rec ont 

events convinc ed him that he;re was an is ue he could mako his 

on. The " exposure" of Alger Hiss, amployee 1n the ~tate 

ve pnrtmEmt f r om 1936 to 1947, v.s a Gommunist-sympathizer , 

revealed to McCarthy a possib l e av (;nue to public notic e, . The 

Communism is au~ was further openec to political attack by the 

administr t1on 1s s tand. Truman denounced the Hiss af1.'a1r as 

a "red herr i ng," and ecr£:tary of St te Dean Acheson emphat• 

1c lly stated, "I will not turn my ba ck on Hi (;s ." Acheson, 

McCar t hy c l aimed, had "fail~d to scroen his subordi nates 

properly" and had been "far too tender toward Communi s t 

n7 . . . interests 

7 John D. Hicks, ~ American i· ation, P• 737. 

lli Birth 

In a sp -eoh at heeling , west Virginia , in commemora­

tion of Lincoln's birthday, February, 1950 , ~cCart hy sta ted, 

"I have he re in my hana 4l. 11st of two hundred five • • • a 

11st of ruun~s that were made lmown to the Secretary of State 
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as being members of the Communist Party, o.nd mo nevertholoss 

are still working and shaping the ?Olicy in the ~tate Depart­

mont . 118 Sly phrasing of his words gained for McCarthy the 

8 s quoted in The Washington Post and Times- heral d , 
date unknown. - -

sensational prose coverage he desired, yet technicallJ cl0ared 

him o:f an untruth. Although in the original opeech there 

wore a l arge nwnber of 11 Cornmunists , " the number and the tixact 

description were "progressively wato1·ud down." An a ttempt to 

substantiate his charges before the Tydings Committee involved 

th~ calling of mu.ny itneascs , but "no evidence whatever that 

would support anything he said . 09 

9Hexford Guy Tugwell, A Chronicl ~ 2! J uopardy. P• 234. 

Culled u·_)on by the Senate to clarify the "numbers game , 11 

McCarthy outlinbd his use of var i ous figures as follows: two 

hundred five employees of the ~tate Department had been de­

clared "unfit for gov ernment service" by the President ' s board, 

but were not di scharged ; eighty-one omployeea of tho State 

Department, whose loyalty was que r tionable , wor•e made lmown 

by McCarthy to Acheson , and subsequently to the Senat;e , in­

cluding fift seven who bre known to be members of, or loyal 
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to, the Communist Party. Of these fifty-seven, McCarthy said 

fifty- four resigned while their cases were pending before a 

loyalty panei . 10 

lOJoseph R. McCarthy, cCarthyism, P• 10. 

McCarthy •s mood, on returning to \'i isconsin from ~·;est 

Virginia , w~s reported to be "one of amazement and delight at 

the political diamond mine i nto which he had stumbled. He 

was not then a b~liever i n anv cause but Mcarthy. But grad-

ually he ca.~e to believe his own tiraoes ull 
• • • 

11.Michael Straight, '11 r 1al !!I_ Telev1.sion, P• 243 . 

Arthur M. Schlesinger , Jr., the noted historian, 

appears to categori ze McCarthy 's activities more as n effect 

than a cause. At the hei ght or McCarthyism, Schlesinger 

wrote, "By 1950, when McCarthy belatedly entered the ant1-

Cormnunist fight, the internal struggle against Communism as 

a political and intellectual movement had been won ••• "12 

12Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., "Letters to the l!.d.1.tor," 
Dallas rninp; !:!!!:!,, June 24 , 1953, P• 2. 
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!a! Tydings Committee 

Speaking before the Senate 1n February, 1950 , McCarthy 

ma e similar charges of' Communiat in1'1ltra.t1on into the em­

pl oyment of t he vepartm~nt of State. This speech led to the 

appoi ntment of a special committee whos~ purpose it was to 

investigate the charges made by McCart hy, and 1'or which McCarthy 

was instructed to supply the loads . The committee was known 

by the namt,; of i ts chairman, Senator Millard Tydings, of 

Maryland . 

In his attempt to justi fy the Wheeling , ,est Virginia, 

ch rgos, McCarthy shortly announced that he was prepared to 

disclose the name of the "top Russ iau espionabe agent in tbti 

United States ." After much fa.n1'are, t he name of Owen Lattimore 

was "leaked" to the 'hashi ngton presa, curofully timed to fi nd 

Lattimore in Afghanistan with a United Nations Technical 

Assistance Mission. After Lattimore•s rt:turn , the charges 

were turned over to the Tydings Committee . The parade of 

\dtnr.;sses was largely dominated by "reformed" ex-Communists 

hose previous lie s left considerable doubt as to the validity 

of their present t estimony. 

McCarthy was anxious to convince the Tydings Committee 

of the "truth" of his ehargus . On .ME.u-·ch 22, 1950, he call d 

a press conforence to discuss the Lattimore charges . "I fl.In 

willing to s t and or fall on this one," he declared . "If I 

::un shown to be wrong on this I think the subcommittee would 
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be justified in not taking my other cases too seriously. If 

they find I am one hundrec per cent right-- as they w111--1t 

should convince them of th~ seriousness of the s1tuat1on. n13 

13 Owen Lattimore , Ord~al !?,z jlander, p . 174. 

" he politic 1 nature of the hearings flarod up in the 

open on numerous occasions. The Republ ican minority was 

tr~quently a oused of seeking daily adjournment immediately 

&.ftl,r a Mo arthy speech, without allowing time foI' def r.1sive 

rt1buttala , so that the;; newspap~rs next o.ay would be monopolized 

by McCarthy, or by his witnesses. 

McCarthy countered with an attack upon the committee's 

Democratic majority, whom he accused of demonstrating t be1r 

"unwillingness to work cooperatively" wi t h him, and of 

a ttempting to "turn t heir comr.dt toe activities into an in­

vestigation of McCarthy hiroselr . 014 

14Joseph R. McCarthy, McCarthv1sm, P• 4. 

Charges A0ainst Marshall 

on June 14 , 1951, in an addres s beforo the senate , Mc­

Carthy made a blistering attack on George c. Marshall, Chief 

of Staff of the Unitea States Army durint; \'ior l d War II and 
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later Secretary of State. In his condemnation of .Marshall, 

McCarthy said s "I ask i n a ll gravity wh~thur a man so steeped 

i n falsehood, who has had recours(; to the lie whenever it 

suited his conVbn10nce , is fit to hold so e:·altad a place ."16 

15As quoted 1n" cC.i.a-thy'a ~urge to National rrom1-
nence," New York Timas, May 3 , 1957 , P • 14. 

This speech became something of a CQI?'4)a1r;n issue in 

1952 when McCarthy was up for re- election ~d hisenhower, a 

c lose fri end of Mar·shall , was the Rapub11c an nominco for the 

presidency . In an ori ginal draft of a Milwaukee campaign 

speech, usenhower had included a paragraph strongly defend• 

i ng hi s old chief, General .Marshall. This was designed to 

show that "while the President supportad Senator McCarthy 

for r•e• election, he did not pprove of his methods . tel6 The 

16Ib1d. -
par~graph was read to McCarthy the night beforo hl.~enhowor 

was to speak in Milwaukee . McCarthy made no socrot of bi s 

displeasure, and warned the General that h~ was "risking a 

booing from a ~~1scons1n audienc e" if he road the titatement . 

After conversat ions l'li th Gover nor 't,'alter J . Kohler of Wi s­

consin and others, hisenhower dol et ed the paragraph. 
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f..lectior:. Yoar, ~ 

~enator McCarthy , a l though up for r e- e l ec t ion h1msol1' 

1n 1952., dedic uted his vigorous support to many other lepub-

11can candidates, i ncludi ng Bisenhower. Aa a. political ex­

p~diency aimed at tho c ap t ure of vot ~s of tho pro- McCarthy 

crowd, m.any candiautes weI·e c.. ewing it wis , to endorso publicly 

both the man and his progrrun of inv estigations . 'l'hus McCarthy 

was riding a w~ve of popularity whi ch m· y hav~ contributed 

more t han 1s genurally conceded to hi s easy re- el ection to 

the Senate . Also this popularity favored Mccarty with the 

oppor tunity to make many spoochos , in which he wua considered 

a reliable spokesman ror t he Ropublican Party. 

Democr ati c presidential c .· nd1date Adl ai ~tevenson., in 

a c a..~p ign s p~ec n de l i vered i n Georgi in 1952, spoke on t he 

subject 11Tw nty Years of Progresa , 11 wh1 oh McCarthy quickly 

par phrased and t hrew b ack a t the Democr ats unde1~ t he new 

l abel, "Twenty Years ot Treason. " As long us he wus di r ecting 

his fire thus against the Roosevelt- 'l'ruman Administrations, 

ho as war mly encour ged .from wi t hin the ranks of his party, 

t he late senator Taft l eading the 11 t of t hose ho congratu­

l utad him on thi s oft•repeatsd speech. But when, after the 

first year of Ropublican pr esidential 1ncwnbency and Hepubll• 

can sonator1al majority, ho included in his investi gation 

att ention his O\\n party, and amended tli s lecture- t1tlo to 

"Twent y- One Y~ars of Tr eason ," he t hrew a deep scare into 



the party •a leadership, and lost co n s1det•ablc partisan sup­

port for his program. 17 

17v.ash1ngton .Post and Timcs-lforal cl (Editorial), date 
unknown. 

19 

In the organization of th" ttdpublican-cont1•olled 

B1ghty-th1rd Congress in January of 1953, senatoI' McCarthy 

had gained the powerful post of chairman of the Pvrmanont 

SUbco;ntrittee on I nve stigations. It assumed powe1·s to inves­

tigate at its own discretion, including the invasion of what 

was gener ally considered the prerogatives of the executive 

department . 

McCarthy prided h1mael f in being a momber now of a 

majority party. Ho was no longer compelled to accept the 

l eadership of a Democratic chal1--:,1~n, nor was h(; now even 

willing to grant a shaz•e or d1roct1on to his fellow-partisans. 

rtather , McCarthy ,-,anted to do the directing. Ho wu.s the issue , 

he said , about which the next political campaign ould aw1r1.18 

18ttex.ford Guy Tugwell , A Chronicle Q! Jeopardy, P• 241. 

Al most immediately after the election of 1952, political 

forecasters p~edict~d that McCarthy was care.fully setting the 

stage for a personal campaign in 1956. This was hot ly denied 



by the :3enator, 19 but many refused t o take seriously his 

1911Ha ~ays lie Doean ' t \!,ant To Be President," lfowsweek, 
42:24, .Jecember 7, 1953, p . 27. 

denial. "The stakes ~r•e very h i gh, 11 said one reporter , "and 

incl uded the cont r ol of tha Republican Party, ••• the con­

sti tutional separation of powers, and the fut ure caree s of 

t he t1en i nvolved . 1120 

20Michael Straight , Trial~ Television, p . 3 . 

Indted , the a1mensions of McGarthy 1s powers were ex­

panding r pidly, in breadth ..:a.swell us in depth. Throughout 

governm,,nt, men co nsidered his atti tude before they voiced 

their opinions on great controver s i t::s . "Ont: af'ter another , 

agenci e s of government ••• yiel ded to hi m a shar e in th~ir 

control . "21 

2l!ill• 

McCarthy vs, Ar::1y 

Through one mt,ans or another , Mc arthy seemed pe1i,et­

ually d termined to keop his naJnf- and t he aet1v1t1o s of hi a 



investigation committee be£ore the public. ~arly in 1953 , 

t he committee began a probe into t h~ security measures ob­

served at the Army Signal Corps ttesearch arid vevelopment 

Labor atori es, Fort Monmouth ~ew Jersey. Several months of 

on-the-spot investigation resulted in charges and counter­

charges of such gr·avity that closed hearings wer~ s et by 

t he committee , t o convene in January, 1954. 

The Dentist 

21 

In the course of th6 ea r ly huari ngs , McCarthy called 

before hia oom."1ittee in pr ivate s~ssion , Doctor Irving Peress, 

an Army d t ntist . Peress refused to testify whothe~ he wus a 

Communist, had ~vor been a Communist, or had aided 1n tho 

distributing of Communist literature and the es t ablishing of 

Communist cells on military basos . Pcr s ss repaatedly took 

r efug e in th~ Fifth Am~ ndm~nt to the Constitution, r efusing 

to answer McCarthy's qu&stions on t he grounds that his answers 

"might tend to incriminate me . 11 His own t estimony rev~alcd 

t hat, ~s a matt er of r ecord , he had repeatedl y , since his 

entry into the Army, refuaed to ans er any questions put to 

hi m about his membership or activity 1n uny subversive org -

nization . In spite of this , Peress had gained favorable 

treat ment whil e 1n serv1co, such as to invite suspicion 

regarding thes e favors . 

Af t er having been assigned to active duty with the 
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rank of Capt in in the Army Dental Corps, on January l, 1953, 

Poress r eoeiveo or ders transforr1ng him to the Far hast . 

After his arrival at the west coast port of embarkation, his 

ord ers were mys t eriously r overoed , and he was asigned to 

Camp Kil.l'fl~ r, Nt1 w Jers i;; y, only thirty miles f r·om his Now York 

home. !-' eress haa alread.y refused to sign non- Communist ouths 

on the grounds or possiblo self- 1ncr1m1n«t1on. In v i ew of 

this, McCarthy went to some groat lengths in n attempt to 

determi ne who ehanr·oo thost; ov i.,rseas orders and hy. Among 

the many questions parried by the Fifth Arnendmc,nt privilege , 

was: "Did any Communist intervent1 to have your or ders changed 

so you ould not have to leave the country?" McCarthy became 

quite exasperated at continued refusals to answer , stating at 

one point, "I want to find out how you stopped at t he port of 

embarkation; who stopped you when he kn ; w you were a Comr11U­

nist; whet her another. Communist did it for you; and I am 

going to order you to tell us . n22 • • 

2211story Of How Reds in US Army Gtit Honorable L>is­
charge,11 !! ~~! Worl d ~eport, (36:l l), March 12, 1954 , 
P• 74. 

The focal point of the erGss 1nv&stigation came with 

the revelation that a promotion to the rank of Major had been 

granted him in spite of his refusal on the application for 

promotion to disavow allegiance to the Communist Party. 
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After his i nitial testimony bofor e the Investigating 

Cormnitteo on J anuary 30, 1954, 1o1ajoi- Peresa was grantod an 

honorable discharge .from the Army on February 2. This further 

infuriated McCarthy, and led to the calling of additional 

witnesses to det ermine who authorized hi s release under 

honorable conditions whilo he was under invest i gation as a 

Communist . The o~lling of John Adams, l eg~l counsel for tho 

Army, led to t he testimony that" ••• the Army is not aware 

of any ofronsos which have been br ought officia l ly to its 

att ention undur which fjerf:JsiJ could be tried.u In viei or 
t he matters of military rocord in which Pures s had i nvoked the 

Fifth Ame ndment, and the findi ngs of t he Investigating Com­

mi ttee which were avai l able to tho Army, McC: ,r t hy took 

vigorous exception to Adams ' atatemGnt i n declaring," ••• the 

Army is going to give me the n tll~os of the i ndividuals respon• 

sible for coddling and honorabl y di s char gi ng a kno Commu-

nist ••• [.a.niJ if t he Army refuse s, I 1ntond to hav e cited 

f or cont em,1t o.ny man in the military ••• who tri os to cover 

up t hose r (;sponsible for thi s most sh meful, most fant a stic 

i tuation. 23 

23 
~ • , P • 83. 
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!h,!? Oenora.l 

In an at tempt to learn more behind the promotion and 

honorabl e discharge o:f Peress , and ul o his considt:iration at 

Camn Ki l mer for what was described as " s1.;ns1t1ve work," McCarthy 

c allc::d as a witness Bri gadier General alph iw1ckur, Cor.mia.nti.1ng 

Oaneral of Camp Kilmer. Zwicker f urthor complicated the issue 

and involved hims el f when he refused to answer McCart hy ' s 

querie s on t he "sE:nsit1ve work" because of "the exeoutiVfJ 

order which forbids us to discuss rnattera or that nature . " 

.l:..xtensivo crosa- exwnination by McCarthy l ed to statements by 

him that Zwi cker •s own testimony impugned "e i ther your 

honesty or your intolligence , " and declari ng rdm to bo a "Fifth 

Amondmtsnt Gener· • • • unfi t to wtJar th<:> uniform" of the 

Uni t ed ~tates Army. 24 

24"Text of Report of Sana e Cor-imittee That Studied Cen• 
sure Motion Against McCarthy," New York Times, Sept ember 28, 
1954, P• 24 . 

G neral Zwick~r protested to General Matthew nidgway , 

the Army Chi ef of Stil'f. Ri dgway had ob er ved the domoraliza• 

tlon of those agenci e s and individuals who had been eurli r 

obj ects of McCar thy ' s attacks, and he had personal kno l edge 

of t he i mportance of moral e to the military. He kne what 

would happen to t he Army if overy malcontent could get back 
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at his commanding officer morely by forwarding charges and 

complaints to \tcCa.rthy. £ idgway and ..iecretary of the Army 

Robert Stevens agreed to prohibit ~ilitary officers from 

tostitying before Mccart y 's committee. Jrter a luncheon 

mec.; tlng 1th McCarthy, howevt..r• , Stevens r·eversed this stand 

and promised the Army ' s "full cooperation." McCarthy 's 

violent explosion to the press after the Ridgway-Stevens 

decision now called for a furth~r statement from him . It 

revealed his triumphant evaluation 01' the oncounter: ".!:>tevens 

could not have gi V<.m in more bjoctly if he had got down on 

his knees.n (,ports were circulated that Stevens had 11 saor1-

fic od the Army." Wry humor WliS ex prossod in the Pentagon as 

hi gh- ranking officers g1•t:Jeted uach othor by waving bite 

handkcrchiefs . 25 

25Michael Straight, Trial !u: Television, P • 61. 

Here , perhaps, wa 8 the seed of dissension between 

McCarthy and 1'resident ~1st;nhower , and the issut leading to 

tho Zwicker "abust.: ," for which McCarthy w slat er to be 

censured by his Senate colleG.guf;s. Eisenhower , in his 

regular weekly ne s conferenc e on &tarcu 3, 1954, defended 

Zwicker and prai s ed him as b~ing one whose "courag~ and 

devotion has boon proven 1n peace as w 11 ~son the battl -

fi e lds of war." lie furt her statad, howtiVt:r, ilis conviction 



that novery gov -rnment a l employee 1n the oxecutive branch , 

whether civilian or i n t he urm~a forces , i s oxpacted t o 

respond cheerfully and compl e t el y to the requests of the 

26 

Congress and its several committees •••• It 1s assumed , of 

cour se, that they w:tll be accorded • • • raspect and cour•tesy. 1126 

26 "Ike v s . McCart hy-•Another Round," US News & ~orld 
eport, (36:ll), Mar ch 12, 1954, p . 101. - - - -

.Ih!, Private 

Further straining of the delicate relat ions bet ween 

th(; I nvesti gating Committee and the Departmunt of the Army 

c ar.'lb wit h the approa ching draft call fo r G. David Schine , an 

unpaid consultant in McCarthy ' s offic e . An intimat e friend­

shi p beitween the millionaire playboy and Roy Cohn , th,; McCarthy 

subcommittee couns el, resulted in a barr&ge of demands by Cohn 

upon the Army, partic·.J l ar l y upon Secretary of Defensb Charl tJ s 

Wilson and Secretary of tha Army, Hobert :Stevens . The demands, 

hi ch rosult&:..1 in no appreciabl e ... uccess but many minor favors, 

began wi th an attempted indefinite dof~r~ont for Schine, 

f ollowed by 1nsis t once on a di r ect commissi on , a r equest for 

the elimination of basic trai ning r equirements, assignment 1n 

the New York City area, special passes and privileges, and 

r 0lief from f atigue auties . On one occ~sion when a Cohn re­

quest i n behalf of Priv~t c Schine w s a enied, Cohn stated t hat 
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certain officers were "making thines difficult" for Sci1ine , 

and that Cohn had a "very long memol'y" and oul d 0 nevor for­

get their names ."27 

2711Excerpts From Transcript of 20th IJay of ;senate 
Testimony 1n Army-McCarthy U1spute ," lfow York Times, May 26, 
1954, P• 16. 

The Army struck b ack by releasing a repor t t:arl y 1n 

March of 1964 which accused Cohn of t hreat eni ng to "wreck the 

Army • • • [.aniJ expose the iu,my 1n its wors t light ," and to 

"drive Stevens from his offica."28 

28As quoted in 11 Cohn, Schine, and Fight ," Hews eek , 
(43:12), March 22, 1954, P• 25. 

3ubs equent invc:stigation, making us e of thu highly 

controversial "monitored t t> l ophone calls," seemed to r(.l.fute 

t h~ charge that McCarthy had i ntervened 1n behalf of Sehine , 

although it was brought out that ho "condoneci " his asaiatant•s 

unet hical procedures. He furthor seemed to consider it ex­

pedi ent to rid himself' of Schinv , a s sho n by his remark to 

Stephens: " ••• don 't put Dave i n service and assign h1m 

back to my committee. • •• t he ncws papors would be b &.ck on 

us . He 1s a good boy, but t he~e is nothing indispensabl e 

about him. . . . I t is one of t he f u things I have s een 
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[.ooh]¥ oompletely W1reasonable about . He thinks Dave c.;hould 

be a genera.land work from thE: penthouse of tht:: wal<lorr. 1129 

290Mon1tored Records of Telephone Culls," Ne York 
Times, June 6, 1954, P• 42. 

McCarthy seemed to consider his most v a luable conten­

tion i n t he Schine i ncident the charge that the Army had usod 

its power ovt:.:r Sohine as a threat to get the committee to c~lll 

orr its search for Comuun1 sm t n thu Army. ,oams himself had 

spoken of Schine as "the hostage, " and to McCarthy, this was 

11bl ::i ckmti1l . " McCarthy said that Adams h t:1.d constantly striven 

to get him to drop the Army 1nr1uiry and investigate the Navy 

and Air Force i nstuad . Adams had offered to "dig up pl enty 

of di r t" on the other ser vices for him, the \'wi aco nein Republi­

can charged. 30 

3011A Little Band of Fearful Mt,n, " St. Louie Post­
vispatch (Ed1to:--- 1al), U,ay 27 , 1954 , P• 2 . 

Oradu lly it beoam~ ~v1dent to ~tevens t hat t ho Army 

coul d never survive the IicCarthy 1nvest1gut1on if it main­

tained its defensive position. In dealing with >'1cCarthy , 

Stevens l earned t hat oooparation led to compromise, arid co 

promise to defeat. On April 15, 1954, the Department of the 

Army counter-attacked with a Bill of Particulars , churg1ng 
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that the Pormar, ent Subcommi ttee on Investigati ons " sought by 

improper mean3 to obtain pr eferential treatm"'nt .for one Pvt . 

G • .Javid Sch1ne, United States Army, fo r1nerl y chief consultant 

of this subcol!'lr.littee • • • "31 The Army's twent nine sp ec1.r1-

31 
"Text of Army B111 of Particulars," New York Timus, 

Apr il 16, 1954, p . 12. 

cations particular ly singl ed out allcgeG misconduc t on the 

part ot McCa~thy ana his chi ef couns ~l, Roy M. Cohn. 

McC .lrthy, on vacation in Texas llt the time of t he Army 

&nnounc erne nt, denounc ed t he r eloasf:I 01' the charges at a time 

when he was not in ~,ashington . Cohn r epli ed by t el egram on 

behalf of the committee , charging the annou.ncemont a "one- sidod 

smear" containing "fulse, misle adi ng and distor t. ad statCJ11tnta, 

as well as t he ou tri ght omission of n1ghly r elevunt C;Vtm t . " 32 

McCarthy formally issued a statement of counter-charges 

on Apr il 10, 1954, i n which he alleged tha t Stevens and his 

Dta.ff .,attempted to discr edit the McCarthy investigating oom-

th n33 mit teo to e.xpose Connnuni s t in.fi l t r at ion i n e Army • •• 

33"Transcript of irat Day's T stimony i n Senate I nv s­
t1gat1on or Army- McCar t hy Dispute , 11 Ne v; York Time,s, April 23, 
1954, P• 12. 



Televi s ion Antics 

Since McCarthy han now become a pa r ty of the defonse 

in the dispute to be heard by his own committee, he r elin-

30 

quished the acting chairmanship to Senator Karl h. ndt, of 

south Dakota , next ranking .r.e;lubllcan mt,mber of the coDJlJl.1. ttee . 

The vacancy t hus created was temp01•arily filled by ~enator 

Henry c. uworshak, Hepubl i can of Idaho. This h e;;aring was 

then opened to t he publ i c, not only to thos e who were able 

to attend 1n p(:;rson , but also to "the ten million Americans 

who :rere watchi ng their tel '=vi sion sets • n34 
• • The live 

34Mi chael St raight , Tri al~ Tel evision, p . 4 . 

t el evising of such a hearing certa inl y could not p1~cclude t he 

eruption of politics ror publicity sake . 

The hearings dragged on for thil·t six days , and pro­

gressively i nvolved rnuch more t han the origina l allegations 

would s eem to h~v e indicated . He r1..- was l'ovealed , howtive1' , a 

direct observation of that which had becom--- known as McCarthy­

ism; that for ce which might never h 1:tve been r ev ealed to the 

American peop l e in its full impact through t he media of n~ws­

paper and radio . 

wring the cour·se of the tel vised hearings, McCarthy 

proaent ud a two and a qu arter page ''memorandum" purported to 



31 

be a warning from the FBI to the De artment of the Army about 

subversion at Fort Monmout h. Only the skepticism of Joseph 

N. ,elch, Army counsel, ano his a emanu that t he aocument be 

verified as to its authenticity, revealed that it as a r e­

typed "summary" of a fifteen- page memorandum which Wl:iS 

"materially d11'f~rent in form. "35 The !'act t hat McCar t hy 's 

35 
".hxoerpts from Transcri pt of Tent h Day of Sunnte 

Hearings in Army- McCarthy Dispute," rew York Times, My 6, 
1954, P• 22. 

"abbreviated .form" was a re-typing of a classified aocument 

cons t ituted a legal publication , which in its~lf involved a 

possible crime. On t he witness stand , tdcCarthy steadfastly 

refusea. to di sclose the source of t his document and other 

information, ana was only saved from a possible contompt of 

Congress citation by the cleverness of Ray Jenkins , counsol 

f or the subcommittu . Jenkins ruled that McCart hy could pro­

tect his sources or i nformation because he was "a l a • enforcing 

officer ••• ferreting out crime."36 McCarthy had taught the 

nation to despise those witnesses who refused to answer ques­

tior:s put t o them in an investigation. Now, befor millions ot 

Americans , Welch hauled dcCarthy to behav e 1n t he same manner. 
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In his televised refusals to diaclose the sources of 

his 1nfonnat1on, McCarthy repeatedly instructed his 1ni'ormers 

to dofy security regulations , as suring the~ that their loyalty 

to him would be rewarded by his confidence . "I would like to 

notify t wo million federal employees," ho once said, l eaning 

into the microphone 1n a coni'1dtmtial mannt.:tr, "that it 1s 

their duty to give us any information which they have ~bout 

gra1"t, corruption , Communism, and treason; and that ther·e is 

no loyalty to a superior officer which can tower above and 

beyond their loyalty to their country." Thia as in d1r~ct 

defianc-, 0£ Pz·esident Bis nhower· ' s sta t em~nt that "The primary 

responsibili ty for keeping out thti disloyal and the dangerous 

rests s quw·el y upon the executive brunch . • • CaniJ I am 

determiner to meet this responsibility ••• " To this McCarthy 

repl ied , "I have instructed a vast number of federal employees 

t hat they are duty•bound to give me i i. formation even though 

somo little bureaucrat has stamped it •secret ' to defend 

hims 1r.N37 ~enator McClellan, a Democratic member of the 

371.ti cha(;,l Straight, Trial ~ Television, PP• 146, 148. 

subcommittee, curtly pointe~ out to McCarthy and to tho nation 

that "The issue is whether a ~enate subcommittee 1s entitled 
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to gain by theft what it cannot l egally obtain by subpoena."38 

38 
~., P• 148. 

As the hearings wore on, the strain began to shoi in 

the faces of its participants and in their actions. Only 

McCarthy seemed unwilling to has ten the final adjournment. 

All through the sessions, he had appeared !'resh, r elaxed, 

full of physical strength and sta~ina. He had gone off each 

weekend to campaign i n Wlsconoin. Yet rarely had hi s eyes 

closed and his hbad sunk on his Ch1;; st in weariness . "He 

s eemed 1n some obscure way to need the tension that oth~rs 

shunned , to feed o n the conflict that <::xhaust~d his opponents, 

to draw nourishm~nt from i nflicti ng punishment and HVen from 

b eing hated and fe r ed. 1139 

39 !.!?i!:!-, P• 239. 

Not until the thirtieth day of the Army h earings were 

the baro tactics of McCarthyism totally exposed and effectively 

repulsad . Army Counsel , Joseph rielcb. , smar ting under a M:cCurthy 

attack upon one of \ijelch ' s law firm associates , assailed the 

Wisconsin senato1· • s "cruEilty" and "reckl€. ssneas . " lie struck 

hard blow at that hich tho Senate was later to censurb: 



"Have you no sense of decency , sir? At long last, have you 

left no s vnse of deoency?"40 

34 

40
"Excerpts from 30th Day of Testimony in s ~na t e Hear­

ings on Army-McCarthy Dispute," New York Times, June 10, 1964, 
P • 14. 

Welch •s speech was mti t by loua and sus t a ined applause . 

Although t he chairman had rtipeat dly arned against any such 

demonstr a.tio t~s, the gavel now 1 ay motionless as ever, some of 

the. participants crowded fo rward to shak~ Welch ' s hand . Ono 

r iter repor t ed that" ••• Mc Carthy wa s remor seful on the 

following day-- not b~c ause he had hurt /Jhe young lawyeiJ, 

but because h e had hurt himsel f . 041 

41 ichael Straight , Tri a l !?z Television, P • 253. 

For a sacon-1 time, Welch had demonstrated to thu Amer­

ican peopl e the mali cious charactor of McCarthyism. A college 

professor, who ask~d that he not b o named, comment ed that "The 

one good thing that c u.~e out of fJ,he he uringy was the pre s­

entation of a man lik e Welch to the . imti rican public. " 

On the thirty-fifth day of the televised hearings , it 

was assumed by the s enator s t hat this a s the f inal day. hvery 

man was co~scious of the fin l improaaion that would bo l ~ft 

o n the peopl e of th <: united States, t he "great jury," as they 
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had frequently been called. But it w.us not until the follow­

ing d y , number thirty- six in the s erie s , that the final gavel 

sounded . 'l'he last hours were utilized , not to resolve the 

issues at hano , but to lay the groundwork for political 6X­

plo1tat1on of the h earings in later campai gns . 

The argument ended with little proved beyond doubt . 

The Army bad shown in the hoa1~ ings that improper pressures had 

been brought to bear upon them by Cohn. In turn, McCarthy and 

Coru: had shown that Stevens had bargained with the subconu:tittoe 

in a manne: r that , for a man of hi s hi gh office, was highly 

degradi ng if not lmr roper. It remaine·_- for McClellan, a 

lJemocrut le mEJmber of the comr:.ittee cal mly wa tching his enenies 

waete their strength upon each other, to cut thr ough the f og : 

••• the series of events that ••• made 
these hearings mandatory will be ro cognized and 
long remembered as one of t he mos t disgraceful 
episodes in the history of our governnent •••• 
S1IJply to s y that this s t:1r1es of ovents is 
reigrettable 1s a gz•oss under at atemont . They are 
deplor able and unpardonable . There 1s no v ul1d 
excuse and justi fi cati on for t hi s situat ion 
hav i ng occurred ••• n42 

42 !!219.·, p. 259. 

McCarthyism Censurod 

Th calendar year of 1954 s a public opini on awin ng 

s harpl y away from McC rthy and McCar thyism. The popular 
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pressure brought to bear on the Senate as a whole, espec1 lly 

noticeable in this minor election year, along with a con• 

currence on the part of many of the senators, brought about a 

constantly growing awareness of the necossity of th~ Senate's 

protecti ng its dignity . 

~ F~andars Resolution 

Senator Nalph Flanders, Vermont Hepubliean, told the 

Senate on July 20, 1954 , that he intended to introduce a r eso­

l ution to censure the senator from Wisconsin. 'l'en days later, 

on ~Tuly 30 , he submitted this brief rosolution: "Resolved , 

that the conduct of the Senator from Wisconsin, Mr . McCarthy, 

is unbecoming a member of the Uniti:d States ~enate, is con­

trary to Senatorial tradition , and tend s to bring the Senate 

into disr~put e , and such conduct is hereby condemned. 1143 It 

430Text of Flanders Address," New York Times, July 19, 
1954, P• 7. 

was immediately pointed out that the re solution lacked, in 

its 01·iginal form , a bill of particulars, but this was sub• 

mi t ted in amendment form by Senators Flanders, ?tlorsc and 

Fulbright, alleging misconduct on t he part of Senator 1,lcCarthy 

in more than forty past occasions. On the night of August 2, 

the senate voted to refer the Flanders Resolution, with 



amendments , to a sel e c t committ ee of six members-•three 

Hepublicans and three Democrats. Vice- President Hichard 

Nixon was directed t o appoint the com.nitteo, or, roeomm0nda­

tion of the Senate majori t y and minor ity leaders . 

TI:!! Select Committee 
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For the job of heading the commi t t e e t hat was to sit 

in judgment on the conduct of McCart hy, the Senate chose one 

of its gent l est, mildost members-- h1te- ha1red Arthur v. 
'i'iatldns, Republican of Utah. Besides Watkins, those on the 

committee .;-ere: Frank Carlson, Republi can of Kansas; Francia 

Cas e, Republican of outh Dakota: Edwi.n c. Johnsor1, Democrat 

of Colorado; John c. St ennis, uemocrat of Mississippi; and 

Samuel J . Ervin, Jr . , Democrat of Horth Carolina. 44 

44 nclose- Ups of the Six Senators l:amed to Special 
Panel to study t he McCarthy Case," New York Times , August 
6 , 1954, p. 6. 

McCarthy gl ad l y indicated his willingn13ss to "suffer 

for the cause . n 
• • He spoke, in a pamphlet distributed by 

his own office , of other senators who were "afr aid to pay the 

high price in srnc.:ar and abus e which is heaped upon anyone who 

r0al ly starts to draw blood from the Communists • • • " Ho 

then turn~d h1G er1t1c1sm upon President hiaenhower , stating 

that" • •• the President ••• considered any attempt to 



expose Communists i n the government as a cheap political 

trick to embarrass his administrat:t on.n45 
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45
"The Truth About Senator Joe McCarthy," a brochure 

circulated by the McCarthy Club, Ullwauko , Wioconsin, Steve 
J . Mill~r, hairman , pp. 6, 9 . 

'.!'1!! Findings 

The Watkins Committee first cor,solidated and con.fined 

the original allegat ions to thirteen specific charges , of which, 

aft er two weeks of hearings , only t wo were r eturned to the 

Senate for consideration under the standing resolution. These 

were: (1) that McCarthy failed to cooperate with a Senate 

Subcommittee on Privileges and Elections, which in 1952 wao 

looking into his activities, and that he had abused the Sub• 

committee •s members, and (2) that McCarthy "intemp t~rately bused" 

Brigadier General Ralph w. Zwicker when he was conducting one 

of his own i nvestigations . 46 The committee .further criticized 

46"Text of Report of Senate Committee That tudi ed 
Censure Motion Against McCarthy, 0 New York Times, September 
28 , 1954, P• 20 . 

McCarthy 's actions cited in t hree of the other charges, but 

reported these actions not subject to censure by the Senate . 



No Watkins report was necessary for uach 
Senator to make up his mind about Mr . McCarthy. 
But t he r epor t , carefully , competently and 
conservative l y drawn , doo help to crystallize 
the case and makes it impossibl e for the Senate 
to avoid the issue ••• ~7 

39 

4711Mr . McCarthy Is An Issue, 11 New York Times ( l:.ditorial), 
Septemb er 30, 1954, p . 14. 

Charges ,!!!s! Counter -Charges 

The Senate r econvened in s •>ecial session on Novomber 8, 

1954 , to consider the r eport of the Watkins Commi ttee. Very 

shortl y ut'tar the presentation of the comn1ttee findings by 

its chairman , one of its mornber~ , Sunator Case, sp oak1ng wi th­

out the concurrence of the balance of tho com.."littee, suggested 

that McCarthy mi ght avoid censure on t he first oow,t by polo­

gi zing to members of the Subcommittee hom he was alleged to 

have abused. Case further broke t he unanimity of t he com­

mi t tee report by- submi tting a l etter the following week stating 

that , after further study of the f acts , he coul d no longer vote 

to censure McCarthy on the Zwicker issue . 

McCarthy . throughout t he hearings , maintained o.lter­

nat1ng attitudes of unconcern o.nd belliger ence . In his bill 

of exceptions to t he Watkins Report, McCarthy made those main 

points: (1) Never i n t he history of: Congress has a Senator 

been censured for conduct whi ch took place 1. a. prior so::.sion 
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of Congress; ( 2) Never in the history of the S€::nate had any­

one been punishe d for declining an invitation to app~ar before 

a committee; and (3 ) Innumerable precedents for vigorous , 

hard- hitting cross-examination could bo found in the history 

of the Hou e and the Senate . 48 

48"The Controversy in a Nutshell, 11 U S ifo s & \'io1·ld 
l eport, (37 : 21), November 19, 1954, P• 38.- - - -

The New York Times pointe·_, out euitorially tho falla­

cies of McCarthy 's prepared statement: 

The demagoguer y of Senator McCarthy has 
rarely been revealed in c lt:)arer terms •••• 
seldom has he shown so unmistakably his con­
tempt for the intell1genc tj of the Am~rican 
peopl e as he has in this speech consisting of 
a mixture or effrontor 7 and ••• martyrdom.49 

4911Mr . McCarthy As A Symbol," !fow York Times, (.Edito­
rial }, November 11, 1954, p . 30. 

Wrapping himself in the mantle of ant1-Comrrun1am, 

McCarthy declared that "from the mornont I vntcred the fight 

against subv ersion, back i n 1950 ••• the Corr .. :~nista have 

said that the destruction of me and what I st and for is 

their number one objective in thi a country." To this boast 

tho New lork 'l'imes replied, 11 Mc arthy come late into the anti• 

Communist p1oturu, and wh0n ho did com,. h e Cl1..'i\O de3truet1vely, 
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doing more harm to t he interests of the Uni ted States than he 

has ever done to the Communist conspiracy, either 1nsioe or 

outside the United States.n50 

McCarthy seemed to be constantly prepared wi th some 

striking stat ement when he f'ound hims ulf withi n the hear i ng 

of the ever-alert r epor ters , as t7itne s s the !'ollowi ng re• 

marks : On Senator Flanders , who i ntroduced the resolut i on 

of c ansur e--" I think t hey should get a mun with a net and 

take him away to a good quiet place."51 On t he censure 

51"Text of neport of Senate Colllt1ittee That Studied 
Censure Motion Against McCarthy, 11 N f.:W York Times, Soptembe:;r 
28, 1954, p . 24. 

proceedings• -"Tha most unheard-of t hing I ever heard or."52 

52Beverly Smith, "The Job No Senator Wanted ," The 
Saturday Evening ~• ( 227:20J, November 13, 1954 , p:-107. 

In a moi•e serious vein, McCarthy st .:1ted in a press conference, 

"I don •t think the Amer ican people ai ·e at all f ooled . They 

know I am being censured because I dar ed to do the bold but 
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'dishonorable' thing of exposing Communists in gov1..: rrunent. 1153 

P• 20. 

~ 
" McCarthy Defense," New York Times, December 2, 1954, 

Tugwell points out that during the censure , McCarthy 

turned his attack on all whom he met, evun those who were 

attempting to defend him. "He had got to the point at which 

demagogues always , sooner or later arrivo. It was McCarthy 

against any und all opposi tion •••• Republicans were 

split ••• into .McCarthy1tes and followers of l:.isenhower . 

Tho Democrats could sit back and watch."54 

54ttexford Guy Tugwell,! Chronicle 2£_ Jeopardy. P• 422. 

Further animosity wus created by McCarthy 's relvase to 

the pr ss of a stat€.ment which he planned, hti said, to make 

berore the Senate the £ollow1ng day. 

I ould have the .American people recognize 
and contemplate in droal , the f act that the 
Co?llI!lUni st Ptlrty-•a relatively small gx·oup of 
deadly conep1rators ... - has now extended its ten­
tacles to that most respecte(t ot American 
bodies, t he United States Senate; that it has 
made a committee of the Senate its unwitting 
handmaiden.55 

SSAs quoted in "Joe and the .Handmaidens," I!!!!!, 
(64 :21), fovamber 22, 1954, P• 16. 



43 

McCarthy 's charge, in a Wisconsin spoeoh, that some of 

the ,atk1na Comm1ttee members were biased against him, brought 

from senator \vatkins the tart r eply, "Tho onl y time it ould 

be po ssible to get a completely neutra l person ould be to 

a elect one who was deaf, dumb and blind , and was a mo2•on to 

start w1 th . 1156 

66Ib1d. , P• 17. -
Bfforts on the part of many senator s to abandon the 

Watkins Committee report and m•Jrel y "slap Joe • r. wrists" 

brought an impassioned pl ea ror supoort from t he Utah senators 

"They have heard t he junior senator from Wisconsin s uy that I 

am both stupid and a coward. It must be r emembered that the 

mumbers of the Select Committee were practically drafted for 

t he job, and, so far as I am concerned , it as the most un­

pleasant task I have ever had to perform in all my public 

life . I am a sking my colleagues: \"11at a r e you•- and you--and 

you--going to do about it?" Watkins jabbed his f1 ng r at 

G.O.P. senators. huoh remained silent in hi s placti--at l east 

each on~ who ·as present . Many had by this time r~t1red from 

t he floor of the Senato to seek a mildor rebuke for t heir 

colleague, a rebuke that might be less damaging pol1t1cally.
57 

5711 r..1bow GrJase ," 'l'ime, (64:22), November 29 , 1954, -PP• 12•13. 



~ Handshake Casualty 

A time-consuming delay in the proceedings, brought 

about by McCarthy 's hospitalization for an elbo injured in 

shaking hands with an enthusiastic nisconsin constituent, 

threatened to extend the hearings past the December 24 dead­

line and bring the entire issue to stalemate . Fearing the 

possible charges which might be hurled against them were they 

to continue with McCarthy absent, the Senate declared itsolf 

in recess until such time as he shoul d b ~ able to r eturn. 

Much speculation as to the seriousness of McCarthy 's 

injury and the length of his forc ed absence was voiced both 

on Capitol Hill and in the press. A brash newsman ask~d a 

Bethesda doctor if he thought McCarthy had "taken a powder" 

on the censure proceedings, wher eupon the doctor, str aight­

faced, replied, "I ' m sorry, sir, but I don ' t know what 

medi cation tho Senator has taken . 1158 

58As quoted in 11 Doi ng Nicely," !!m.!,, (64:23) , .uecembor 
6, 1954, p. 26. 

On his r e turn to thG .floor of the Senate , ,1lcCarthy, 

seeing censure inevitable, hastened the moment of decis ion by 

a surprise move to limit debate on his censure to two more 

days. 
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TI!.! Decision 

On December 2. aft er a series of eloquent, bitter, and 

impassioned concluding arguments , the hour arr i v~d i n which a 

dec1s1 n must come. Many anHmd1::1~nt s had been subm.1 tt ed, "water­

ing down" the original char ges or repl a cing them in total, and 

a l engt hy s ~r1es of eliminating votes appeared i nevitable . It 

was proposed., however, that with the Senate 's approval, the 

or i ginal charges be voted on individually , with tho amended 

addition of a new charge alleging mis treatment by r4cCarthy of 

t he Wat ki ns Corm:"~ttee. 

The Senate chose to protuct its rights of investigat i on 

by dismiss i ng th Zwicker charge ., but voted to oondenm t he 

s enator onto count s : (1) tha t he had abused t he 1951 hl.ec­

tions eubcom1!li ttee , and ( 2 ) that he had at tacked t ho ,~atkins 

Commi ttee an d its members "in l anguage that reflected on t he 

d1gn1 t y and integrity of the Senate. 059 'l1he vote for censure 

59"McCarthy's Surge to National Prominence .," New York 
Times, May 3 , 1957., P• 14. 

carr ied by a majority of more than two to one . The Democrats, 

to a man., voted for censure , whi le the Republicans split evenly. 

A strange performance was itness ed in the l ast-minute switch 

by Senator ~'.1ll1am F . Knowland, Senate majority l eader , who 

had hi mself made the motion to establish the convn1ttee to 
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consider charges against McCarthy, and who had recommended to 

Nixon the Republican members or the committee. Giving as h1s 

reason the fact that McCarthy 's offenses had been committed 

before his re-election i n 1952, he said he coul d not "find 1t 

in my heart" to condemn him. Said a Republican member of the 

Select Committeo: "He ran out on us . 1160 

6011A Myth Exploded," I!!!!!,, (64:24), Decomber 13, 1964, 
P• 13. 

~- actions 

The reactions of the public ranged from apathy to 

fanaticism . Arkansas' .iJcmocratic ..;enator William Fulbright 

made a forceful po nt about 11 the character of what has come 

to be known as .McCarthyism." Illustrative of radical ex­

tremes r ~ached by some .follo,,ers of McCarthy are excerpts 

from letters received by various senators : "A fine dirty 

red r at you arti , •• • " 11 .Red skunk," "You, sir , are not orthy 

or b eing a human being," "I would spit on you. • • but you 

would not be worthy of my saliva," "Woula you please do our 

country a big favor and cirop dead'!" " McCarthy is an American. 

What are you? 1161 

61 ill_1., P• 14. 
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Apparently least concerne<, 1th the outcomo w s McCarthy 

himself. Asked by a newsman if he f elt censured, he laughingly 

replied, "Well, I wouldn't say it v,as a. vote of confidencol" 

Regarding his future activities, McCarthy said, "I intend to 

continue roughly a s I have 1n the past." And suiting his 

actions to his words, he immediately reop ned his investiga­

tions of alleged Co~1r.1unist activity in defense plants. for 

the censure had deprived him of none of his rights and privi­

leges . He still was chairman of the Permanent Subcommittee 

on Investigations, and all of his powers as chairman were 

untouched. 62 

62"Hough Hoad Ahead," Newswee k , ( 44:24 J , December 13, 
1954., p. 24. 

More than evbr , McCarthy delighted in painting himself 

as the country ' s chi ef "anti- Commwdst, 11 and all who opposed 

him and his t actics as "ant1- unt1 - Commun1sts." He stated on 

numerous occasions that his mos t vigorous opponents wore 

known Communists . I nterviewed on "Muet the Press," a Uation 

Broadcasting Company tol ~vision program, McCarthy furthur 

displayed his "mart compl ex" i n his statement, 11 I •v~ been 

inve tigated five times now, all of th m because of my 

investigation of Communism. "63 With an undertone of f1acal 

63 " McCarthy Answers '-"uest1ons about Censure Case, 11 1!. §. 
~~ World eport , (37 :16), October 15, 1954, PP• 96-97. 
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criticism, McCarthy further stated, "During the past twolve 

yea1•s , the United States has paid out i n 1'o:ee1gn aid a total 

of ei ghty-three and a half billion dollars or taxpayers' 

money for the purpose • • of f i ghting oomr.:uriism. But, whe n 

Senator Joe McCarthy tries to clean out the Communists and 

pro- soviets right in ou own gover1nnent , he is immediately 

subjected to tho hoaviost barrage of smoar and ubuse that has 

been heaped upon any high o.fficial in our history. 1164 

64 .. The Truth About Senator Joe McCarthy, 11 a brochure 
circulated by the McCarthy Club, Milwaukee, Wisconsin, ~teve 
J. Miller, Chairman , P• 15. 

McCarthy-Ike Split 

A week u.rter t he vote t here came the first word from 

t he White House since the censura had be&'Ur.• President 

Eisen.~ower personally congratulated weary, bro beaten Art hur 

Watkins for a "vel'y splendid job." 

Within the sano week, public s entiment had been freshly 

stirred by Communist China's brazen announoemont thnt she a s 

hol c. ing sixteen American fliers for civil crimes , and did not 

intend to includ e them in the recipr ocal repatriation, agx•eed 

to as a part of the Korean cease•f1re agreement. President 

h1senhowor, hoping for a peaceful settlement of the issue 

through t he framework of t he Uni t ed Nations, urged upon t he 
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American people an a ttitude of patienc e and tolerance. 

Using t hese two statements by the President as suf• 

ficient provocation , McCarthy openly broke with the adminis• 

tration . Through the iss uanc e of a c2.r c.fully timed press 

release , McCart hy "apologi zed" to the .American people for 

having urged t he ti l ection of General .i.:.ioenhower 1n the 1952 

campo.1gn. He declared ho had been "mistake n" in beli eving 

Ei senhower would fight Corr.munista vigorously at home and 

abroad. 65 

65"The Last Word?u No sweek, (44: 25 ), Deeemb~r 20, 
1954 , PP• 18-19. 

McCarthy Arter Censure 

The advent of t he cl.ghty-fourth Congress, with its 

Democratic ma jori ty, afforded a measur~ of r elief in methods 

of i nvestigatior. . In applauding the House iml es Committee •s 

cra ckdown on 111nvest1gat1on1tie ," the Washington ~ and 

Ti.."lle s- H0rald a ccused the previous congress of 11 
• • • snoopi ng 

and sniffing which . • • spread more oont'"usion than enlighten-

nwnt . " The editorial singl ed out "a f ew l egisl ators " who 

" h av e i:mde themsel ves national figures by investigating abus EJs 

or supposed abuses ••• closel y all ied to popular emotions ." 

It continued, "Their s uccess in publicizing themselves , even 

though t hey may hava failed utterly in milightening Congress 
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or the publ ic , • • • has induced many others to seek an easy 

a ccess to the television ecreen ana the front pagt::s o i' nows ­

papers across the country . Congress has thus been diverted 

in a shocking degree 1'1·om legislating to probing and witeh­

hunting.1166 

66"Investigat1onitis, 11 Washington !:'.E.!!1 .!!E. 'l'imes- ilerald 
(Editorial ), date unkno n . 

Minori ty M mber 

As an ant1• adm1nistrat 1on Republican in a o~mo crutic 

Congress , McCarthy found his gra.Bp on p rty power constantly 

growing weaker, particular ly us the major election year of 

1956 drew netu•er. Those rtepublica.ns who were ac t i ve in 

political c paigning, either for themselves or for the re­

el ection of President J.:J.senhower , found it most expedi~nt to 

ignore the mention of McCarthy and McCarthyism. To support 

the man and hi a Methods publicly hau become oangerous pol1t1co.l 

strategyt and to rlljact him ope::nly was to <:.ncourage a divi sion 

1n party loyalty. Thus den1 t:d the r0cognition heh d ea.rl1e;r 

enjoyedt McCarthy reverted almost to the r ole of a freshman 

in the Senate. The swing t o a Democrati c majority in the 

~1ghty- fourth Congress took from him t he chairmanship of the 

Senate Per nt ~ubcor.iwlttee on Invostiglitions, and this, 

followed by the implied rebuke in the 1956 election, prodded 
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him into comparative silence. As a ~-ashington 001•respondent 

for the New York Haral d Tribune wrote, "~cCarthy speeches are 

few these days , and draw 11ttl~ notice in the s enate or in the 

press. His attendance on the floor 1s spotty • • • n67 

67
As quoted in "Army-McCarthy Cast In New Roles Af'ter 

Two Years," Houston f.Qil, April 23, 1956, p . 5. 

Fadeout 

In the f e months that remained i n his liro, McCarthy 

made only a few s ~iritless attempts at a comeback. ~k>w and 

then, ho would get the Senate floor to denounce ao~eone or 

something, but nGVer with much force and neveI' with much of 

an aud1c.:nce. Richard Rovero roports that" • • • whon he 

rose, senators would drift out of the chamber , and reporters 

in t he gallery would see a chance to catch lunch. n68 • • 

68.Richard Hovere, "The Last Days of Joe McCarthy," 
Esguire, (50:2), August , 1958, P• 30. 

McCarthy was sick a lo t of the time, and fr•equently 

hospitalized , though usually for obscure;, 1f not i maginary 

a1lruents . Wh<:m hls elbow was injuroct during the c ensure hear­

ings, for exatnpl t, , McCarthy led the press to believe that he 

had und~r gone surgery to havo ~ome p1e coa of glass rer.iovod . 



Hospital doctors said t here had been "no surgery at a11 . 11 69 

69!lli•, P• 32 . 

It a fi- quently raportod th the was dr1!lking ~ore nd 

holding his alcohol less well. 

62 

On April 28, 1957, McCarthy wus admitted to Bethesd 

Naval Hospital . The announcement was such a common report 

that it scarc el y found space in tho crowded columns of n ews­

papers onc e dominated by that name . Mrs . McCarthy s aid he 

had gom, for tha t reat ment of a nknee in j ury , " but he was 

put in the neurologi cal s ection. Four days later, late in 

the afternoon of May 2, McCarthy died, ri juat in t ime for the 

s ev en o ' cl ock news, " as he would have Baid of one of h1a 

e w·efully- tiliied announcements . Later releases by his doctors 

attributed de th to "acute hepat ic infection ~" Rov0ra says 

li quor wtis a contributing f actor, if not the direct ca.use , o!: 

death . IJ • • • he coul d probably h nvo hel d onto lire by not 

drinking, and he el ec ted to drink. n?O 

70Ib1d. 



Death creates trange reactions . The walls of the 

Senate chambGr echoed for two days the eulogies of the duad 

s~nator. Words of praise fell from lips which had n~ver 

befor e spokun kincly of the junior senator from ~1scons1n. 

A few bitter enemies murmured words of sympathy for Mrs. 

l:foCarthy, then continued to d1:nounce the f allen roe and 

his "1am." Somo apoke pl ainly or McCarthy as a drunkai•d, a 

victim of alcoholism. Others utterec t~ur•studdad ord of 

praiso for a noble warrior who died of' u. brokun heart and a 

broken spirit, forsaken by those colleagues who shouliJ have 

held high his hands in a right eous cause . The majority 

uttered words of gu •ded praise, avoiding carefully any 

axtr·e:,rr.e poe1 t1 on . Vi "'-Pres lctent Richard ,~ixon made public 

a tel egram to Mrs . McCarthy, voicing a non-committal stand 

shared by many: .,Years will pass before tho result of h1s 

work can be objectively oval.uated, but his friends and many 

of his critics ill not question his devotion to what he 

h1 t 1171 considered to be the b t,st i nt t:lr es ts of s coun ry . 

71As quoted in 11 MoCarthy is Dead of Liver Ailment," 
New York Times, May 3, 1957, P• 1. 

53 



CHAPTEB III 

THE f4E.THO.uS D THE MOTIVES 

The purpose of this portion of the report is to revia 

and evaluate the material presented in the previous chapter. 

lU chard Nixon ' s statement at the death or l,foCarthy, "Years 

will p ss before the r ~sults of his ork can be obj ectively 

eva l uated,n is still largely true. Before t he earth had 

received the body of McCarthy, however, many writers had 

rushed into prin t with evaluations both critical and defen­

sive. Eric Sevaroid, writing within a week of McCarthy's 

death, s aid of hirn , 11 H1s br1111anoe outran his knowledge, 

and his ambition outran them both. ,,l Thu.t McCarthy wo.s a 

1Eric Sevareid, "Joseph R. McCarthy," ~ Reporter, 
(16:10), .May 16, 1957, p . 2. 

brilliu.nt man cannot be disputed . That his ambitions were 

compelled by pure motives is the cuostion of this ch pter . 

Two approach~s are ?!lQde to this evaluation of his motivation : 

( 1 ) comparison and cr iti cal oxomino.tion of the mat01•ial pre­

sentec: i n Chapter Two, and ( 2) a study of cr1 ti cal writings, 

particularly the opinions 0£ edi torial writers and commen­

tators. 



Youth.ful Impatience 

Accounts of McCarthy 's youth i ndicate that each new 

endeavor was eharactbr1zed by a consuming impatience . He 

55 

put aside his education after grade school in £uvor or getting 

started i n the task of earning a living. Unsatisfied with a 

"job," he embarked instead upon a series of business endeavors, 

either in a managerial poai tion 01• on his own. nh<m he de­

cide,, to finish high school, McCarthy threw all else aside , 

and established records for both speed and academic excel­

lence. Such was his determination in college that McCarthy 

entirely supported himself with the income from menial tasks 

that would have been "below" many students. Unwilling to talce 

the time for detailed paper work, McCarthy depended largely 

on memory. Even in sports, he deponded more on brute force 

than on the development of skills that come only with long 

hours of trai ning. McCarthy's earl y law practice reveals a 

continued impatience . A routine law practice failed to satisfy 

McCarthy's urge to do big things; so h e turned to politics . 

Political canpa1gn1ng provided for McCarthy a nci and 

different challeneQ. After tasting defeat in an initial cam­

paign, the young lawyer dlsplayod in his next political con­

test a lcind of determination orthy of tho later descr iption 

of one of his critics : 

••• extraordinary power in pursuit of his 
immediate purpose ; single- minded concentration 
on gaining his objectivo rogardloss of the cost 



t o othei•s or to h1msel1'; a capacity to return 
again and again to hi s or i ginal contention and 
to refuse to yield it or to modify 1t, no matter 
ho str ongl y a ttacked or how completely demol­
ished it might be . 2 

2 
chael Straight , Trial !?.I Telev1e1ot, , pp. 240-241 . 
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As a judge, Mc0arthy 1s impatience still was a prominent 

chardet~r1st1o, as h e disposod of cas es with u speed alarming 

to many. As a Marine o1'ficer, his desk job proved too boring 

so he volunt ered for flight duty. 

Eric Sevareid oaid of McCarthy that he "could never 

wait." Sevareid continued: 

At the start of his car00r he leaped from 
one political party to another f or f aster rosults. 
Always h~ took the shor t cut s : As a lawyer and 
judge, he got in trouble wi th the organizelt bar 
of his state; as a Mari ne during t ho war ho was 
restle ss in his Puc1f1c Oce n 1nt~lligcnce job 
a.no flew bombing missions 1n the z-tiar gunner ' a 
seat . The very war was too slow £or the p ace 
of his life , and ho qu i t the war before it as 
ended to run for ofrico. His short cuts w!ra 
risky, and could have ruinecl a lesse1• man. 

3Eric Sevareid, "Jos eph H. l!cCarthy,n It!! Reporter, 
(16:10), MBy 16, 1957, P • 2 . 

Senatorial Immunity 

Particularly during the oarly days of his career, 

McCarthy was careful to prepare for an un!'avorable turn of 
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circumstances. As he progreosed i n his public career· , he 

appea1•s also to have progrtJssed in self- assurance, for these 

care.fully prepared 11 tJScape• hatches" became less ana loss 

evident . 

\)hen McCarthy joined the Marinf.:s ., he di d not resign 

his o.ffice a s district judge, but continueu tochn1cally in 

office until the end of the ter'l'll. Upon returning and being 

re- elected to the post, he again r maine,-1 in office dtu•ing 

the senatorial olection of 1946. The cons titution of the 

sta te of \a s consin forbids an elected official to ru,1 for 

another public office duri ng his t C1rm in any CUM.'ent (jl& ctive 

office. In defiunce of thia , Judge McCarthy proceeded to run 

for the United ~tates Senate--and without resigning his judge­

ship. "lie was taking no chances . If' he had not been elected 

to the United Stutes Benate, hcj woul d still have his judge­

ship. "4 

4 RLaw Unto Himself," Houston Chronicle (Ld1tor1alJ, 
June 3, 1954, P• 10 . 

In hio "trial CCis e" be.fore the Tydings Connnittee, the 

Owen Latti ~re hearings , McCarthy preparea the ay for possible 

conf licting t es timony a.."llOng his ox- Communist witnesses. He 

prefaced tho dtness of a suopectec, Communist or an ex- Commu­

nist by telling th0 committee t hat the Party often allo s 

their agents to shield thomselvvs by verbally attacking the 
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Communist line. He warned t he committee that Communists 110 

on principle, and 11 
• • • anyone who came forward to contra­

dict [an ex- Communist witneaiJ would be a 11ar . Only t he 

unsuppor ted wor•d of ffeccarthy's witnesiJ could b o taken as 

gospe1. 115 Still, McCarthy's chief ex- Communist wl tnoss , 

60wen Lattimore, Ordeal }2z Slander, p . 121. 

Louis Budenz, refused in a t elevi sion i nt ervi ew to repeat, 

under conditions t hat would have left hi~ subj ect to charges 

or libel, the things that he had s id under the protection 

of immunity. 

The f act of Congressional immunity was in i tseli' a 

valuable means of protection for McCarthy. He was quick to 

defend his excessive use of immunity b y stating that "The 

Communists ••• of today would take away from the people the 

ri ght to hear all of the facts from t heir representativea . n6 

611 '11he Truth About Senator Joe McCarthy," a brochure 
circulated by the McCarthy Club, Milwaukee , W1seon:31n, Steve 
J . Miller, Chairman, P• 7 . 

Lattimor e, by McCarthy 's do.f1nit1on, would undispute{, ly 

b e branded a Communist, if for no othcl' r 1.;; ason than his com­

ment 0 11 McCurthy 's u oe of immunity : 



The McCarthy kind of pol itician resorts to 
Congressional immunity to build up his charges 
in a way that ould be libelous if firs t made 1 

in tho press or on the rc.1.dio . But once the 
charge has b en made under immunity, the quoting 
of it does not ;,poao the pross and radio to 
libel actions. A charge made under Con essional 
i mmunity has sensational news val ue . 7 

7o en Lattimore , Ordeal !?.I. ~l ander , p. 223 . 

69 

The New York Times, in an edi t orial critical of Mc­

Carthy's use of Congressional i mmunity , is Cc:1.r'eful to defe 11d 

the fact of immunity p t.; r !.2.• but moro careful to defend the 

righ t s of individua l c1tiz6ns when these two r i ghts might 

como i nto confl i ct: 

It a Sunator uncter the cloak of S~no.torial 
i mrnuni ty is pe1'1ni tted to use the co:mm1 t toe 
invostigating procedure to make charg~~ against 
individuals without basis o.nd 1tbout lmowledge-­
merely on the basis of gueas~ ork and hope--the 
pr1vil t;gO o!' ~t3nator·1al immunity is bt)ing 
definitoly overwor ked to tha det iment of inai­
vidual l iberty i n t he Unlted States . a 

8"Tbe Hensel Affair , " N w Yor·k Times (EditorialJ, 
June 22, 1954, P• 26 . 

!h!, ~owerful Press 

McCarthy l earned at an early st age in his career that 

a large portion of the population accepts a s fact that which 
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they see i n tho ne spapers . His public 11fe is ntudded 1th 

naws• ink testimonials to the truth of this statement. 

News-copy about a young lawy-er serving as a tail-gunner 

on a Marine reconnaissance plane i n the .:.,outh Pacific made 

good reading in his home stute . This ficCarthy st:.int home 1n 

· bui ,da.nce, aooompan1ed by pictures of "the Captu.in at his 

guns." on returning to \\ isconsin with an 1nju1•tid l~g, t he 

result of a sporting accident , McCarthy was careful to con­

ceal tho cause of the injury. The press not&d his limp; the 

press knew he had s erved as a tail @mrit. r i n a combat zono ; 

the press heard him speak of flying shrapnel and tho damage 

it could do ; 1f the pr ess surmised his limp ~as the r ~eult of 

a shrapnel wound , so much the more effective the copy. 

McCart hy ' s genius for publicity was tba one ability 

t hat gained f or him access to and posses sion of the nation ' s 

front page . I .f , i n his Wheeling, West Virgir,ia, speech he 

had aaid that th~re was Communist infiltration in t ho State 

Department , or even that there were an 1ndofin1t~ or a small 

numb r of Communists working fo r the state partoent, he would 

hav e rated only a small story 1n newspapers of that area. The 

majority suspected and took for granted that a few subversives 

had probably gained gover nmental positions, but the majority 

was onl y passively conoernod, and was more t han willing to 

allow department heads to oversee their own responsibilities. 

McCarthy, ho ever, dealt in neither generalities nor small 
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terms. Ho acceded to t he two basic rules of sensationalism: 

(1 ) be spectacular, and ( 2) be specific. In so do1ne , he 

captured the attention of the nation . 

Taylor said of McCarthy tha t he "made himsel r into a 

powerful and deeply- feared national figure by the sht: or 

volume and boldness of his accusatory capacities . 119 Add to 

~el ford Taylor, Grand Inquent, :rJ!2, Story Q,£ Congres­
sional Investigations , p. 275. 

volume and boldness the s p icy ingredient of x ~ert timing , 

and the result 1s maxi mum n ~ws coverage . Mc arthy's press 

conf er1:3nc es wor•~ c ::1.l' efully planned to avoi d conflict with 

th0 breaking of big nev:s stor i es that would compote with his 

for top headline s . A t ypical publicity sehom8 of cCarthy's 

invention was the double headline. Reporters sum:aoned to 

McCurthy' s office at ten 1n t he morning would be met by an 

office assist · nt ho woul d s ay that tht.-:; sen t or ·;;as gat hering 

a final document of proof for a "si1attering revelation" to be 

made at f ol.U' that afterno0n. '!'he afternoon paper s would 

screru:1, " Nation Aw 1 ts McCarthy Charges , 11 anc a s this edition 

v,as being distributed , the r eporters would agai n gather for 

the "shatt t:ring revolat1on11 th t would be he adlined in the 

morning papers . Another McCarthy s cheme for publicity was 

t he "ne s leak," most effectively usod i n t he Latt imore 

charges. After the appointment of the Tydi ngs Committee, 
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McCarthy sta ted t a press conference t hat he wua prepared to 

release to the committee the name or "the top Russian espio­

nage agent i n the Uni ted ~,tates," but he did not i dentif y the 

person to the press . A!'ter the headline val ue of thi s 11.mited 

information had waned , McCarthy privately told a !'ow newsmen 

that the man m s Owen Latti1nore-•knowing .full well that word 

would get around and ev en tual ly be publi shud wi thout having 

been formally released by hi s offi c e . Compoundi ng t he trickery 

of this release was t he fact that Lattimore was out of the 

country at t he time of McCax·t hy 's charges, and had no cha.nee 

to reply to the charges until after McCarthy hat~ exploited 

t hem to the maximum. 

It is journal1st 1cally true to sta te that the accused 

is at a disadvant age with his accuser when it comes to head­

l ines and newspaper space . Sensational charge s , made 1th 

the advantageous elemunt 0£ surprise, include all the elements 

necessary to good headline copy. But di spr oof i s rarely sen­

sational . "An accusation 1s posi tive . It assert s that some­

thing sinist~r nd oxciting exi sts . Disproof i s nugative . 

It mt,r ly demoustrates t hat nothing sinister or exciting 

ex1sts . nlO I f it does not exist, it is less newsworthy and 

100wen Lattimore , Ordeal !?.I. ~l a nder, P• 224. 

get s smaller headline and a smuller story , perhaps only one 
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on an inside page. Since many people are only "headline 

readers" or "front - page readers," the lll.Ccuna.tion persists in 

the public mind. 

The t elevising of th~ Army- McCarthy hearing provided 

anothor conven ent outlet for the b1cCarthy brand of publicity. 

As a l awyer, McCarthy made a poor showing; a9 an o.ctor, a 

much better one . His lin~ of questioning was not designed to 

obtain information from the witn6ss , but to impart 1nf'ormat1on, 

t he i uformation or his choosing, to the watching American 

public. Michael Strai ght observed that rrequently when Mc­

Carthy finiaheo. speaking , h e himself "could not remember ,;that 

question lay concealed in the snar l of his oratory. 1111 Welch 

111uchael Str aight , Trial !?z Telovis~ on, P• 78. 

sarcastically told McCarthy, " ••• you have I t hink some thing 

of a genius for creating confusion ••• creating a turrnoil 

in the hearts and mi nds of this country . 1112 

12 l ~., P • 24 • 

McCarthy as very consci ous of the ca.moras, and di s• 

played llO little jealousy as to t heir a i r,1 . !!:a.ch mor ning and 

again each afternoon, he appeared freshly s haved, and his !'ace 

caked 1th a cream- colored make-up. tie glanood up frequently 



to see that the photographers were recording hi~ actions. 

~henever he found the cameras obsorving someone else, he 

seemed prepare<: 1th some ruse 1.'or drawing thti attention of 

the h, ns bi.4ck to h1ms eJ..r. McCurthy was capa.ble of going into 

a tantrum before the television cameras and screaming, "Mr. 

Chairman, Mr. Chairman , a point of order, a point of orderJ " 

Sometimes he would stalk out, announcing that he could "bear 

no more of this fa?' ce, 11 nd step i nt o a far co1•ner of the 

room, out of vie of the tel evision camera~, to observe calmly 

the commotion he had caused. Even these "walkouts" were often 

carefully timed to meet newspaper deau l1nes. 

Recourse to the Lie -------
Many of McCarthy 's accusations w~re at least purtially 

trutl. Many mor e were based on enough facts known to be true 

that they bore a strong implication of authenticity. However, 

when it se1•vad the purpo Fe of gaining fuvornble publicity, 

Mee rtby seemed willing to depart entirely from the truth. 

MoC t hy 1s s ensational charges at Wheeling, k,est V1r­

g1n1 , included a statement that heh!!!!!£ l!1! ~ the names 

of the to hundred five Communists 1n the State Department. 

Actually, he didn ' t have any names. "All he had was a l etter 

f'rom James Byrnes to Adolph Sabnth giving some figure , without 

1 1113 a single name, on loyalty 1nveot igat ons • • • 

l3H1chard overe, "Tne Lu.at Days of Joo UcCart hy," 
Esquire, (50:2), August, 1958, P• 33. 
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Many writers spoke of McCarthy 's 1ncl1nat1on toward 

falsehood . Hov~re continued to say that !litler had d1scov~red 

the "big lie," but McCar t hy had invent ed the "multiple lie ,"-­

the lie" 1th so many particulars, so many moving and i nt er­

changable partu, so many tiny gears and f ragile connecting 

rods that reason exhausted its0lf in the ~f£ort toke pit 

all in focus." 14 

14 I bid., p. 32 . -
Lattimore said that McCarthy " ••• 1s a master not 

only of the big lie but of the middle-si zed 110 tilld the little 

ball-bearing 11~ t hat r olls around anc around o.nd holps t he 

wheel s of the lie machinery to turn over . 1115 

15owen Lattimore , Ordeal ,2;! Slander, P• 9 . 

One writer was willing to grant to McCarthy t he bemfit 

of any doubt as to his technical truthful ness. lie stutod that 

the senator "usually did not lie outr i ght, but distorted the 

facts to leave an impression that was false . 1116 

16Michael straight , Trial BZ Telev1s1011 , P• 245. 

It as i nterest ing that n either McC~thy nor the press 
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supporting him wor e in the l east embarrassed at having their 

charges prov d fal se . They just went on making charge s and 

compoundi ng previous charges . "The les s t here o.s to s ay, 

the l ouder the Senator said it, ano t ho nore voluminous l y it 

was r epeated . Finally thEi who l e count r y we.a i n an uproar-­

ov er no thi ng . 1117 

17nextord Guy Tug ell , A Chronicl e 2£. J eopardy , p . 234. 

QUasi- 1:.xecut i ve 

I t i s i nt eresting to not e t hat the obj ects of McCart hy ' s 

major at t acks were the functi ons of t he executive br anch of 

gov ~r T~1Gnt . The i s sue thus raised 1 s wh ether Congress or ony 

of it s commi t t ees ha s a right t o i nt erfer e i n the actu al 

func t i oning of un ax cutiv o depart ment . "If such a r i ght 

exist s , then the const1tut1ona.l s eparation ot powers is break• 

1ng down at t his point, ••• but no such r i ght doe s exist • 

• • • It i s not a p erson lity t hat i s at s t ake , •• • 1t i s 

t he s pi r it of the Constitut ion , ••• a pri ncipl e in equity.
1118 

l S"'l'he 1-teal Issue, " New Yor k Tir.ie s ( J!;ditor i a l ) , 
February 23 , 1954, P• 26 . 

Stra i ght s pec i f ical l y a t tacked Mc Carthy ' s motives hen 
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he spoke o.f "the myth that Senator McCarthy's primary concern 

\Hls to drive Communists out of government." The rt,por t tir 

comment ed, 'fhis was doubtful. ttl9 The mer.ibers o.f l.lcCarthy ' 8 

19Michael s traight, Trial~ Tel evis i on, p. 70. 

office stai'f were not equipped to enforce the nation's a ocu­

rit -and it was not their task. On rar·e occasions, thanks 

to his sys tem of informers , McCarthy was able to expose secu­

ri ty pr ocedures t hat were eak or ill-defined, but almost 

without exception, th~s e were already kno n and already under 

1nvest1gution 1.f not correction. McCarthy merely charged i n , 

1th the press at his elbow, to t ake cruel. i t for making t he 

risk known. " McCarthy's primary concern was publ1cit -to 

take public credit for t he measur•es the executive br anch had 

already takon or was preparing to talte . 1120 Inooed, in t he caoe 

20Ib1d., P• 71. 

of the Army i nvestigations , s enator ial encroachment was so ex­

tensive anri executive surrender so abject t h t one writer charged 

in 1954, "Whether Pros1dent .Eis.anhower realizes 1t or not, Sen­

ator McCart h is now shari ng 1th him command of the Army." 21 

21Hamson __.. Baldwin , 11 \'•ho Commands Army? " Hew York 
Times, February 28, 1954, P• 59. 
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McCarthy found also a measuro of' success in "using" 

those agencies which h t. coul d not dominate. In tht:i Lattimore 

hearings be.fore tho Tyd ings Commit tee , l,1cCarthy was unsuccess • 

ful i n obtai ning data he sai d was on file w1th the Fill , i11eh 

he claimed would prove his contentions . &3 he s aid all the 

louder th t tho data -2 2!!£.!!!. with the FBI, and t hat it 

was suf'fici ent to prove Lattimore a Communist . ~ince tho file 

were ur;obtainabl e , tho press echoed McCarthy ' s wor-ds, and his 

purpose was accompl ished . McCarthy ' s fa1lu1•e to gain access 

to FBI files waa also turned to his advantage in a new ana 

cl ever move . He noti f ied J. Edgar lloover , i n the hearine o.f 

the press , to have an FBI agent present at the committee 

hearings so that he could turn over to the FBI docwnents which 

he c laimed would s how beyond any doubt t hat Lattimore was a 

Communist Party member and a Russian agent . Sinc f; t he docu­

ments , once in FBI hand s , b l.) came s ecret, no one oo ,· ld know 

what, 1f anything , they proved , and McCarthy ' s description of 

them would be widely accepted . 

McCart hy ' s methods and those of the FBI caine into sharp 

disagreement on the Fort Monmouth 1nvostigat1ons. Hoov{)r, by 

direct obs ~rvati on gained through many years of experience , 

had l earned methods of dealing with subversion which McCarthy, 

in his part - time activities on ~n investigating oo!!lT.11.ttee , 

professed to have masterud in a few months . A !)Or tion of 

Hoover ' s t estimony be.foi"e the Houso Appropr iations Committee 



reveals the differences of opinion nd methods , 

Counter- espionage assignments of the FBI 
require an object1vo different rrom the handling 
of criminal C,'.lses . In a criminal caao , t hti 
1dent1f1cation and arrest of th~ wrongdoer are 
the ultima t e objectives. In a n esp1onag6 case 
the idont1f1cat1on of thu wrongdo or 1s only the 
first step . ~hat is mor~ 1mportunt is to 
ascertain his contacts , his objectiv~s , his 
sources of 1nfort'lation, and his rne thodo of 
com:~un1c ut1on. Arrest and public disclosures 
aro steps to be taken only us a matter of last 
resort . It 1s better to know who these p1.;!0ple 
arc and what they are doing, and to i mr:10bilize 
their effor ~s, than 1t ls to expose th~m publicly 
and thtn go through the tireless effort of 
identifying their ouccessors.22 
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22As quoted in Michael Straight , Trial E,J: Teleiv1s1on, 
P• 71. 

The FBI sent i ts r epor·t headed "Esp1on ge•-Russ1an-­

Fort lJonmouth11 to tha l',:mtagon in 1951 . The Pent ugon did not 

f'il e the report , but forwarded it at once to the responsible 

a~ curity o1'f1cers . Their rcs,Jonne was to institute surveil­

l ance . The last thing th~y wanted wus ony i ndication that 

suspicion had been uroused . Two yenrs of painstaking work 

h ad followed. 'l'hen , with publicity 11gents , rcporttJrs , and 

c ameramen a t his heels , I.1cCarthy and his s t aff' of "exports" 

descended upon Monmouth , alerting the few subversives under 

surveillance, sme aring thos e who had alruady been cloared , 

app~opr1 ting and quoting from secret r ocords, and flinging 

out releas es to the p1•ess . "The Army had been 1nvestigut1ng 



i ts Monmouth orkero for months b efo1'e Mr- . McCarthy camo 

along . Army investigator s found no spi~s and n~1ther has 

Senator McCarthy , y et thu Senator wu.s given sensational 

headlines • •• on supposed espionage and communism a t 

Monmout h . "
23 

Little 1nt'ormat1on of s1gn1f1canco ws.s dis-

2311Fort Monmouth Cas o, " New York Times (Editor i a l ) , 
Janu ry 14, 1954, p. 28 . 

covered by McCarthy, but plenty of significant information 

was gi ven away. 
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"McCarthy ' s rush to Monmouth was typical of his interest 

1n publicity rath6r than national s ecurity. His actions may 

well have gravely i mpaired the very s ocur1 t y ht, n.1.s claiming 

to protect , 1124 Yet s i x month l ater it l.:l.S McCarthy who 

24 chael Straight , Trial ~ Tel evision, p . 72 . 

cl aimed credit f or protect ing the na tion a t Mrlnmouth--whil e 

~ecr etary Stevens and the ,\rmy iere condemned befor e t he 

nation as "Connnunist- coddl er s . " 

Unethical Pro cedures 

"McCarthy was not a conventional citizen--he was a law 

unto himselt."25 Thu s does a repor t t1r who follo1ed cCarthy ' s 

25 M1 chael Straight, Trial~ Teluvision, P• 261. 
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activities closely evaluate the senator ' s unorthodox methods . 

Though McCarthy could be and was most demanding of a 

witness who was scheduled to appear be.fore his committee , he 

refu ed t o show reciprocul cooperation when called on by 

another committee. Summoned to appear before the aubcommittee 

on priv1legeo and e l oct:lona , McCurthy consistently refuse,"" to 

honor t he request of his colleagu(;Js . After conaideratle delay, 

howev er, he sent the subcommittee a l t!tter stating, "The answer 

to the six insulting questions 1n your letter of November 21 

is •no•. 026 Not only was McCarthy 's treatment of his col-

26"Law Unto H1moel f ," Houston Chroniclo (Ed1tor1al J, 
Jw1e 3, 1954, P • 10. 

l eagues improper; the following quostio1.s which they were 

prepared to ask him might have revealed additional previous 

impropriety: 

(l) Whether any funds collected or received 
by you and by others on your behalf to conduct 
certain of your nct1vi t 1es, i nclud ing those r&• 
lat1ng to .. communism," were ever diverted and 
used for other purposes inuri ng to your p ~r ­
sona l advantage . 

( 2) Whether you , at any time, used your 
official position as a. Unit od States Sunator 
and as a member of the;: Banking a11d Currency 
Committee , the Joint Housing Comnittee and the 
Senate Investigations Committee to obtain o. 
J l0,000 fee from t he Lustron Corporation, which 
comoany was then almost entirely subsidizod by 
ag~ncies und er the jurisdiction of the very 
committees of which you were a memb ~r. 



(3) Whet her your act i vities on behalf of 
certain special interest groups, such as housing, 
sugar and China, woro motivated by sel~•1ntereat. 

(4 ) Whether your acti vities with respect to 
your Senatoria l cw paigno, part1cullirly with 
respect to the reporting of your financin g and 
yc,ur activitie s relatinr, to the financial trans­
actions with, and sub~equont employment of, Ray 
Kiermas, involve(} v1olotions of the Federal and 
State Corrupt Prac tices ots . 

(5) Whether loan or other transactions which 
you had with the Appl eton ~tate Hank of Appleton, 
Wisconsin, involved violations or tax and bank­
ing las. 

(6) \':huther you used clost associates and 
members of your family to secrete rec oipts , 
income, commodity and stock speculation and 
other 1'1nancis.l transactions £or ulterior 
motives . 21 

270 uestions for Mr . McCarthy, " New York Times 
(Kditor1al), June 10, 1954, p . 26. 

72 

The l anguage of these questions--"personal advantage," 

"sel1'-1nterest," "ulterior motives"--would seem to sugg1::1st 

that as early as 1951 ther e was reason for questioning the 

senator's motiv ation. 

McCarthy proved also to be incapable of accepting the 

investigative treatment he accorded to others. li~ c alled the 

censure cha.rges against him by Flanders "vicious" and "di -

honest." The witnesses who cr1tic1zod him ere "grossly 

dishonest ." The mon1 toring of ~ tol ephone calls, a prac­

tice which he had condoned when applied to his suspect, as 
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"Tho most dishonest and i ndec ent thing ••• I have heard of' 

i n years . 11 28 McCarthy displayud no romorsa at having taken 

28 chael Straight, Trial !?.z Television, pp . 245- 246. 

advantage of Latt11oore ' s absen c e from the country 1n making 

grav e charge s agains t him. However, when t he Army charges 

ve re released in Wctshington while McCarthy was vacationing 

in T~xas , he violently a ccuseo Senato1· Symington of "v1olat• 

1ng t he . • • rules ." Mc~a.rthy cont inued to demand that an 

investigation of th~ "news l eak" truce priori ty ovor the Army 

hearings alr ady scheduled . 29 

29"McCarthy Will Boycott Inquiry Pending Action on 
News ' Leak ', " New York Times , Apri l 16 , 1954, P• 12. 

The tel evis ed hearings provided countless i nstances of' 

unethical procedures on the part of McCarthy. A reporter v,ho 

covered t he proceedings stated that "McCarthy did not tornu­

l ate his questions with a view to obtaining information . He 

formulated them to convey deact l y insinuations to untra1nec1 

minds transfixed before ten million t el evision sets . 030 As a 

30Michael s traight, Tri al & T~levision, P• 79. 
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layer, McCarthy knew t hat counsel conducting cross- examination 

was prohibited from asking leading questions or inj t:1 oting 

t estimony into the wording of the 1uestions , Instances can 

be found in almost every day'e t r nnscript of the proceedings , 

ho ever, to illustrato t hat 1,icCarthy i gnored this b u.sic l egal 

t enet . The first day of tes timony i ncluded a s harp int~r ­

change between .McCarthy anu Senato1" McClellan. a mt:imber of 

the subcommittee, following the injection of nt:iw in1·ormution 

into on0 of McCarthy's qu estions: 

McCl ellan: That 1 s t estlmonyl 
McCarthy: May I finish my statementl 
McClellan: You are giving t est imony. I have 

a right to object at any time. 
McCarthy: Don ' t object in the middle of my 

question. Let me state my position. 
McClellan: I do not want you testifying 

unless you want to take t he witness stand . 
Then I do not mind your ::;aying it under 
oath.31 

3l"Trans cr1pt of F1r·st Day I a Testimony in ~enate 
Inves~igat1on of Army-McCarthy ilispute," New York Tim a, 
April 2~, 1954 , P• 14. 

In t he absence of instructions from t he cha1rmar~ t nat 

he was out of order, Mc arthy ignored Mc h il lan and continued 

his line of l e ding ~uest1ons. 

This brings u p a basi c situation i n tho h ar1ngs which 

was highly 1rr gul &r , and the mo.ee compound d b:, tho .fJ.ilure 

of McC nrthy's colleague., , Sena.tor Mundt, to preside ovor the 

hearing in an equitable and judicious mann~r . The charges 
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against McCarthy and his staff, brought by 3toven tor the 

Arury, served to mak~ McCarthy a derendunt before his on 

investigat ing commit t ee. "This le a litt l e like s uying that 

Mr . 14oC.r thy has now graciously ag1·eed to 1nv<.st1gate 

himsel f ••• "32 The fac t that ~enator Mundt t ~mporar1ly 

32nThe Senate I nquiry," New York Times (Editorial ), 
March 17, 1954, P• 30. 

ac t 0d o.s chairman of the proceedings dici 1,ot by any m1.:ans 

1nd1catt: that ho wus in control of the situation . "Thore can 

be no doubt that cCar thZ,7 is still maste1• ot t he McCarthy 

subcommittee that 1s investigating McCarthy. "33 

33"The McCarthy Inquiry, 11 ilew York Ti mes (Edi tor1al ), 
March 24 , 1954, P• 26 . 

McCar thy demanded and received, of Stinator Mundt , the 

pr i vilege of cross- exa:nination . It 
• • • thie 1s the firs t 

time on record that tu- . McCarthy has been willing to grant 

such a right to any witness before hi~ comrn.i ttee . "34 

The i nt r oduct ion of "doctor · documents" before a 
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judge, or even a quasi• judgo such as Mundt, should havo been 

treated as a s erious offens e , but McCarthy was allowed to 

commit the of.fense with no more rebuke than was administered 

by counsel .for tht·i Army. 

Per sonal b'ubver sion 

McC t hy as moat outspoken on the subj ect of subver­

sion. Yet Mc Carthy was openly guilty of a .flagrcillt f orm of 

subv ers1on- - the undermining of t hE:: constitutional separation 

of powors. ttepeatectly McCarthy inntructed gove;rnro i: nt employtH:i s 

of the e✓.ecutive brcmoh to 1gnora orders fl'Om their superiors 

or the classification of documents in order to supply him 

wl th info:(•mution thd.t h\'.;; desirt:d . Ev~n those who defeno. 

McCarthyism are not so naive a~ to claim this domand justi­

fi ed . Rovere call ed Mcarthy "an open sedition1st . " H"' 

went on to describe_McCarthyi sm •s "Loyal Amt;r1can Under-

grouna ••• that reported directly to McCarthy and his 

l ieutenants and gavt:: him their primary loyalty. 1135 

35rt1.chard novere, "The Last Days of Jo e McCarthy," 
Esquire, (50: 2 ), August, 1958, p . 32. 

\rben •toCarthy ttompt6 .• to justify ouch a policy by 

tho ~tat,.--:ment thii t "thE-re is no loyalty t o a. superior officer 

which can tower above and beyond ••• l oyalty •• • to 

country, " he was r e lly confusing "loyalt y to country" with 
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"loyalty to Senator ~ccarthy . " The New York Tims procl imed 

that by such t eaching McCarthy wue "issuing an invitation to 

anarchy, ar, invitation to ev ery disgruntled f edera l civil 

servant, every di s contented t:'!L,mb tn• of the c·.r,.1ed fo rces , 1::v ery 

dissati sfied fod eral employee to com~ running to h i m, in 

violation of th t: l a , to s et t hings atr aight . 1136 It should 

36"Is McCarthy Above the Law?" Now York Times 
(Editor i al), May 29 , 1954, P• 22 . 

not prov e) necessary t o turn government employees into s pies 

and informers to r id our government of subv ersl or.1 and cor ­

rupt i on . 

Rev . Francis B. Sayre, Jr ., dean of the ~piscopal 

llati onal Cathedral, s a i d of MoCurthy ' a usurpat ion of un­

warranted powers: 

It comes mighty close to tempting God when 
anyone opera tes on the assumption that he i s 
the divi nely constituted guardi an of other men ' s 
co.ns c i l::ncos, other· me1~ • o patriotism, or t houghts . 
Onc e t hi:: church occupied t his r-olc--but wh en it 
abused the po~ ~r, ~sit somet1m~ s did, the 
modorn wor ld would trus t it no longer . Yet 
t oday this power i s in ~he hands of men f ar 
l ess r esponsible ••• 3 

37 8 quotod 1n Marguerito Johnston , "Opposition ·i ses 
to Congressional Tr1umvi rat t:i • s ••r hought Contr ol•," Houston 
f.2_!!, Marc h 6, 1953 , P• 6 . 
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That ;,,c art hy ' s acti v1 ties v1cro subv cr-s1 vu of .foreign 

pol icy may b~ viewed frorn t ~o sources : l l J Mc urthy ' oxten­

si (m of h i s uccusJ.tio, .. to includ e for i gn a llied digni t •ies , 

and ( 2 ) re .,ct or·s from abroad . ~pe..,.king fror~ the floor of 

thu '1..n te , and thus wi th imi, n i ty f1•or.1 uny poss ibl t-- action 

for libel 01· slanae1• , ~enator :,1cCarthy c allud Cl vrnt. nt zLttlee , 

of Gre t. t Bri t ain , 11 omrade Attlee, 11 and u.ccusud him of h uving 

joined .uean Achuson , thL. fo :r"l71\:lr St;; cr0t ary of ututc: , i n pa~ t 

"comp omi ~er. ,. i th tr eas o n . 1138 

38stt.:i.x1'ord Gu Tugwell , A Chr oni cl t:: 2£ J -- op....ruy:, p . 3 77 . 

I n t ernati oDal rol uti ons sufferod as a result of 

McC c.1rth y sr., . This c an b vh:wed i n the incre,u i ng dif.fi c ulty 

of o 1· l n g on dipl omati c rc. l at i ons , .. md i n the attitudes of 

t h~ foroi [:n prc:ss . Luttimorb re7orted from J.bro d that 11 t ue 

:"lic(;arthy c h1arp;e~ were disrupting the 1:,ork of our d i plomatic 

8e,·v ice and l owerine its prestige . 1139 

:59owe1 Lattimo!'e , Ordeal~ ~l a.nuer , P • 12 . 

The .Nuv York •rimes , quoting from v ariou~ for t. i cn n12.ws 

editoria l s shortly after Mc t hy ' s tloat h , noted the followi ng 

comme r, t s f rom London n e wspap(Jrs: 



He built a monst:::·ou~ myt h anc. me.ue million ::i 
b~li ~v e it , but like u rool hb overnlayed it 
and dect.ro y0d both the myth ..u1d himself. , uricu 
w~s t ho cleaner by his fa l l , and i s cl~aner by 
h i s deat h . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
He used his po sition to hound rnon whos e only 

c r i mt- was lov e of freedom of thought . 40 
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40As quoted in ni.ditorial Views o n McCurthy , " fJ i1W York 
i·lay 4 , 195? , P • 12 . 

11 0isat3r<:i ement I ndi cates ~ubversion 11 

"ln J oe ' s book , a .. 1c ..;a.r>t hy critic was ei ti1er a Com­

munist or a fool . 11 41 McCarthy, of coul'se , would not agr1;; e 

41 t"fhe Pass i ng of McCarthy," ~., (69: 19 ) , Ma.y 13 , 
1957 , P• 29 . 

with thi s criticism in these words , but his activiti es seem 

to suppor t tho stutor:1t:;nt . 1.rene1•ul Zwi ckhr ' s loyal ty to his 

eor.imander- in-chief brought about a disagrtoement b t..t1:, oen h i m­

self and ;tic ~r thy , una won for hint th\.! brund of "Fifth .tu!"lend­

me nt Gent:ral . 11 Tho \,at kins ommlttce, for their very ob jec­

t i ve 0v ul u t i on of the charges l>rou rht ag .... in~t UcCurthy, v1u s 

branl) ed by hi m tht:1 "unwi ttinr; handmai den of th(, '0Ill!..1uuist 

i>arty . 11 Those who dared sp t~ al< ~u i nz t thu "cna:,pion of t 1. e 



anti - Co111J1unists" were dubbed "ant i -anti-Communist s ," and 

classed by i nference with known Communi s t s , who a l so spoke 

agains t McCart hyi sm. 

The New York Ti me s , i n urging c en sure and reci ting 

char ges aga i ns t .McCarthy , s a i d tha t cCarthy "can and 
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do es ••• bul l y f:thosiJ who may turn up as w1tness~a b &fore 

hi s committee . 1142 Edward R • .Mu rrow very ef f ectivel y repudiated 

42 "Men McCart hy Can 't I gnore ," New York Times 
(Editorial), July 24, 1954, p. 12. 

the McCar·t hy methodology : 

••• We are not descended from fearfu l men , 
not from men who f ear•ed t o wr i t e , to speak, to 
a ssocia t and to defend cause s that ure f or t he 
moment unpopular •••• we mu s t not confuse 
di ssent wi th disloyalty . We mus t remember a l way s 
t hat accusl!tion is not proof and t hat convict i on 
dep~nds upon ev idenc e and due process of l .43 

43"Tel ev1sion in Heview: Murrow v s . McC · t hy," New 
Yor k Times, March 11, 1954, P• 38. 

"Guilt & Association" 

Here i s a t erm so ovvr- wor k ed by McCart hy t ha t many 

hav e com~ t o t h e point of automat ically as sociat ing i t with 

his name. Accus ed i n a critical sens e of upholding the 

ph i l osophy, McGart hy f orm~lly ernbrl:iced i t by i ncluding a 



chapter in his book, McCarthyism, under t hat t itle. In his 

writings , he defend~d the concept as basically sound . 44 

44Joe McCarthy, McCarthy1sm, PP • 29- 30. 
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McCarthy ' s chargos against Owen Latt1roore wertt largely 

basen on the fact that Lattimore had 1n times past been 

associated with peopl t:} who wer 1:; th,m or later became Comr:n.in1ats . 

This was not at 11 u nu sual , ror Lattimore, haa lived f or many 

yeai·s 1n t he Far Bast, and had for year·s been a worl d traveler. 

McCarthy carried "guilt by association" to unwa.rr d.llted ext remes 

in his att ack on ·elc h . The Ar: counsel, McCarthy ch,u•ged , 

w~s associate,: profe ssion l ly wi t h a you ng lawyer ho , 1n his 

coll eg~ days , had bee n associated with a profess ional guild 

t hat was l a ter dQclar ed subv~rsive . 

Fulton Lewis, Jr . , identifi e s "guilt by association" 

as a n dCcusatory @xpedient , 

••• a time- honored , h istorically accepted 
concept, • •• str ictly a convenience of the 
moment to the left wing. ~hen it 1a used agains t 
one or thu1r on, they i nveigh against 1t 1th 
outragt:ici cries. But th c::y hav e. !,Ot the slightest 
h s1tancy in using the sam~ conce?t ag~1nst some­
ona t h ey di slike.IS 

46F,.11ton Lewis , Jr., 11 ' Guilt by Associ,.ltion ' or Whose 
Ox Is Gored," (clip-sheet from an unidentified ne spaper, 
date unknown. ) 
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!h! McCarthy Ego 

George Sokolsky said that t,i cCarthy w:is II a product of 

the ••• internal conflict n46 • • • lie continued to point 

46George E. Sokol sky, "McCarthy's OE!nius Lies in 
Investigation," Ualla s Morning !!!,!, uecember 29 , 195~, p. 9. 

out that McC arthy w~s not respons ible for the nation's inter ­

nal conflict, nor was h e responsible for the solving of the 

conflict. Rather, McC~rthy stumbled upon the scene ut t he 

appropriate time , and the exi s ting internal conflict made of 

McCarthy a national figure . 

Much has been presented so far under more definitive 

headings which could a l s o correctly be inclu ~d in this 

topic. A r~w unclassified matters o f s i gnific ant e~ot1sm 

remain however. 

Straight said that McCarthy "saw all issues and con­

ditions in terms of himselt. 1147 Although this repor ter applied 

47M1chael Strai ght, Trial£:! Teluv1s1on, P• 243. 

the s tateme,i t primarily to th e t el evi sed proceedL,gs , we may 

r ecognize the validity of its applicat ion much furth~r b ack . 

11l cCarthy • s first view of the issue of Communism was sup~r -

1mpoeed wi t h a vision of h11us ulf as its champion opponE:nt, 
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and his g l aring success at \1heeling , ~,est Virgi nia, supplied 

inertia t hat threatened to b e pe:rpetual. The c ampai gn or 
1962 made of cCarthy a centra l fi gur e, to b e endorsed or 

i gnored by a ma jor ity of those r unning for off ice. 

The t e l evis e,. hearing::: p rovide:d ev ery opportu r.1ty t or 

oelf- gratifi cs t1on . "If t he chai r man or anyon~ el s e turned 

uway a.she s poke , McCar t hy was enraged ; hi s ever y point of 

order w.1s ' extremely i mpor t ant.• lie, ant ed to be l i ked by 

c.v eryone, but he would r a t he r b e h fl. t ed than ignored. 1148 At 

the height of hi s career, A1 cCarth y claimed f or his "ism" that 

it ~as a "hous ehold word d escribing a wa.y of deal ing wi t h 

t reason anc thG t nreat of trcuson. 11 

.E.v en cen~ure a.pp eu.rod to sat i sf y a McCarthy craving fo r 

attention. Th e proceedings se e!?led not to be dis t as teful to 

him, for they served to keep him in the spo tlight of th 

nation . McCarthy att end ed few of t h e sessi ons a eal1ng ,ith 

c ensur-t> . He s pent mos t or his time in the corri do r· s or t he 

Capitol, vi siting with colleague s , constituents, sightseer s 

and r eport ers . :;Jhen he was i n chambero h e w:.:.s more of t en seen 

vi s iting wi th another senator than li s t ening to tho speaker. 

Although h ~ tri ed to camouflage his f belings behind light 

quip s to t ho press, t he c ensure obviously hur t McC~r thy. 
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Rovere said of him, "He had no t lost his f ollowing . e had 

not lost his seat, his senior ity, h i s COTTD'!l ittee a s s i gnmonts. 

He had lo s t the power to panic the Unit~d ~t at es Senate • 

• • • Far more i mportant, McCarthy had lo s t his n rv e. 11 49 

49Hichard ttovere: "The Last Days of Jo e:, McCarthy, " 
Es quir e, (50:2), August , 1958, p . 29. 

McCarthy 's l t few y oars rtveal ed his willingness to 

see his par ty split over the issue of McCarthyis m. Never 

dicl his ego appear abated by tho possibility that his divisive 

t actics were contribut i ng to a growth of Democrati c power. 

H ther, McCarthy sought by any available means to gain pet·­

sonal synrpo.thy. H1s appoarance on a n..i.tiona.l t el tivis i on 

1ntorvi e was dominated by compl ai nts slanted for sympathy . 

A last bold attempt for political s ympathy came with his 

dramatic and complete break with President Eisenhower . Finall y, 

in tho last days of his life , McCar-thy sour,ht personal s ym­

pathy t hrough th~ m gnif1c a t 1on of his phys1c ul ills. ~ut 

it was nov: t oo l ate for sympathy, too lat e for a come-back. 

The man who was described by 5okolsky a s a product of tho 

con£11ct, now b uc am~ a casual ty of th~ confl ict. 



CliAP'l1EH IV 

.::iUMlWiY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Summary 

It was t~e purpose of this study to describe the man, 

Joe McCarthy, a nd th~ movement t hat adopted hia name, 

McCarthyi sm, and from this to examine McCarthy'8 motivation, 

as revaaled through his actions and words . The t a k was 

approached from two primary aspects . A study was fi rst made 

to esta blish an accurate account of !,hg_ McCarthy was and~ 

McCart hy did. An evaluation o this ma.t orial wus t her, con­

du t od , p rt1ally through comparit3ona a nd contrasts pointed 

out by the writer and partially as found i n t he observations 

of editorial writers and comment ator s . 

The method s ustK~ to obtain data i n this ::; tudy included 

tha exami nation of cont emporar y American hist ory t ext books , 

pertinent n ewspaporc and nows oagazines, und correspondence 

1th s Lnators and ex-senator·s whose duties brought them in 

close contact 1th McCarthy. Tho writer ' s oboervation of 

McCa1• thyiam cunsur ed provided a limited background of' p er ­

sonal knowledge and interest. 

Conclusions 

The facts prosented in thiH study indicate that 

McCarthy was a mun of great determ1na.t1on. The deduction 



86 

is inescapable, however , that at least al rge portion of his 

ambition stemmed from a desire for pClrsonal publicity . This 

appears to be adequately revealed in the following general 

conclusions : 

1. McCar thy's es:ly life r~vealed an innate determi­

nation for recognition, wh,~tever his field of endeavor . This 

was revealed in his schooling, his early jobs , his military 

experiences , and his political activi ties . 

2. The privilege of senat orial immuni ty was used by 

McCarthy to unwarrunted extrornos, accruing more to his per­

sonal s.dvantag1:. than to thE:! advantage of the Amur1 can people, 

fo:P whose benefit the privilege was intended . 

3. ~cCarthy was willing to ue~ the Ame~icun press for 

his own personal tat1vant ap;0 . .iiis m,r,,s rt>loases wore i nvariably 

s ensationalized, and timed to gain maxinrum attentio.,. 

4. Truth served McCarthy only us a rnattur of expedi­

ency. When it b etter served his purpose , he wa.s oupublc of 

conc ~aling the t ruth 1n a mass of misleading sta tements . 

5 . McCarthy wus guilty o~ a dir~ct attack upon the 

constitutional separation of powers . He deliberately and 

dofiantly attack6d the executive department , asau:uing pre­

r ogat1 ves knovm by him to be those of the president. 
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6 . McCarthy was per onally guilty or subversion. He 

openly dvised government mployees to disregc{rd federal 

s ecurity r gul tions and t he orders or their superiors 1n 

order to make available information that would etren hen 

eCarthy! sm. 

7. McCarthy was in m ny instances guilty of unethical 

prooedur s, particularly when his actions could servti the 

purpose of promoting his own publicity. 

8 . cCarthy appe&red convinced of his own super1or1-

t io . In many ways he demonstrated an egotism which domi­

nated his actions and at least partially explained hi 

motivation . 
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COrlitb,;SPONDENCl:. ~ITH S.l::.1tATOhS AND .bA-Sbt~ATOhS 

In an attompt to determinu and evaluate a few samplings 

or current opinion about the continuing eft'eots ot M0Ca1·thyiam, 

a brief questionnaire was prepared and mailed to f 1fte~n 

senators and ex- senators . Thuse were selected because of 

their close contact with McCarthy as a part of their official 

dutlc:s in \·,ashington. or the fifteen, only o1x replied; of 

these six, three refused to answer th~ questionnaire or make 

any comment; and of the three who did return the 4u est1onnalre, 

one refused permission to quote from it. 

If all questionnair0s had been a nswered and roturned, 

still the sampling would have boen inudequ te from hich to 

draw specific conclusions, but general implications may be 

evt3n more significant as a result of these refusals to 

co.rmnent . Certainly it is recognize( that souators ar·e busy, 

but t he p~rcentago of refusals appears too great t o be ex­

plained totally in this way . Sixt y percent f ailed to reply 

at all; eighty p crcunt refused to answer the questionnaire; 

and eighty-seven percent wc~re unwilling for their views to 

be quoted. 



PERSONS TO WH O QUESTIONNAiftE S 'ti ~ SE.NT 

.., ttalph E. Flanders, ttepublican, Vermont 

* Wayne Morse, Democrat, Or egon 

* J • • Fulbright, vemoerat, Arkansas 

~ !chard M. Nixon, Republican, Cal1rornia 

o Arthur V. Watkins, Republican: Utah 

* Edwin C. Johnson, Uemocrat, Colorado 

* Frank Carlson, .R epublican, Kans as 

Francia Case, Republican, South Dakota 

* John c. Stennis, Democrat, Mississippi 

* Samuel J. Ervin, Democrat, Nor th Car olina 

* Herman Walker, Republican , Idaho 

* Jolm w. Br1 ck ~r , Republican , Ohio 

Barry Gol dwater, rlepublican, Arizona 

-H Lyndon B. Johnso n , Democrat, exas 

~ Price Daniel, Democrat, Texas 

* Did not reply to letter of reque st. 

il-il- Refused to comment on subject. 

~ Refused to grant permi sion to quot from comments . 
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COPY OF L:E.TTKR SENT n lTH ~U.eS'l' ION.t-. AIRLS 

Honorabl e 
United s t at es Senate 
W&.shington 25, D. c. 

Dear Senator • ____ , 

Box 483 
llunt sville, Texas 
March 3 , 1969 
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I am a graduate student at Sam Houston State Teacher-s Colleg, 
Huntsvill e, Texas . I am currently conducting a rea~arch on 
McCarthy ana McCarthyism. It is my purposu to reveal at this 
l ater date, insofar as it may be possible t o e st ~bl1sh reason­
able oonclus1orw, the continuing offects of ttlc(;arthyi sm. 

Your contact in Congres s w1 th the lat ~enator !.lcCart hy, and 
your observ a tion of subsequent investigation procedures , 
comblne to make your t·tiuctiori::s of intiatima.ble value. May I 
ask , therefore , the favor of your r eply to the questions on 
t he atta ch ed shoet, along with any further comment you may 
de em appropriate . No responses will be credited to tht.:ir 
s.ut hor· unle ss p1::1rm1 ss1 on 1s specificall:, stated 1n the r ply. 

It is my desire that thia work may add insight to both the 
val ue of invostigation and the danger or certain investigation 
procedures. I shall be grata.ful for that which you may be 
abl e to contribute. 

Enclosure 

Hespect:t"Ully, 

/ s/ Frank Deaver 
Frank Deaver 



Questionnaire : Effects of McCarthyism 

Return To : Frank Deaver , Box 483, Huntsville, Texas 

11 You -=-=---=-=-"""'='~ have my permission to quote from statements on 
(DO or DO NOT) 

this page and/ or attached pages . 11 

Signed ------------

1 . Do you believe McCarthyism served the purpose of awakening our 
country to the dange rs of subversion? 

2: . Do you believe the investigation procedures used by McCarthy to 
have been nece ssary to the exposure of subversion? 

] . Do you f ee l that McCarthyism materially weakened the position 
of organized Communism in t his country? 

4. Do you beli eve t hat the censure of McCarthy weakened the powers 
of Congressional committees? 

5. Did the McCarthy censure , in your opinion, materially influence 
party strength in f ollowing Congressional e lections? 

6. Do you believe that personal ambition provided a significant 
portion of McCarthy 1s motivation, in addition to or in place of his 
avowed purposes ? 
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The Tydings Connn1ttee: 

Millard h . Tydings, uemoorat, Maryland, Chairman 

Theodore F. Green , Democrat, .Hhode Island 

Bryan McMahon, Democrat , Connecticut 

Bourke Hickenlooper, Republican, I owa 

Henry Cabot Lodge , J r ., Republican , Mas s achusetts 

The ~enate Permanent ~ubcommittee on I nvesti g a tions : 

Jose ph H. McCart hy, R publican, i iaconsin, Chairman 

Karl Mundt , epublican, ·outh Dakot , i cting Ch 1r­

man during Army- Mo arthy hearings 

Henry Vworsha.k , ·epubli can, Idaho, temporary member 

during Mundt's ch~irmanship 

Ch~rl es Potter, "·opu'blican, Mi chi gan 

hverett M. Dirksen, Republican, Illinois 

John McClellan , Democrat, Arkansas 

Stuart ~ym1ngton , Democrat , Missouri 

Henry M. J ackson, Democrat , Washington 
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The Watkins Committee: 

Arthur V. Watkins , R~publican, tah 

Frank Carlson , Republican, Kansas 

•ancis Case , rlepubltca.n, South Dakota. 

Bd t1n ' • Johnson, i)emocrat, Colorado 

John • St nnis, .'...e ocrat, Mississippi 

.;;.,Ml.U 1 .T ~ 1-.r v t n , .Tr. , Democrat , 1fo t h arolina 
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ClTl© I N 'fitIS STUDY 

NAM.I!; 
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. . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 58 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 37 

. . . . • • . . . . 37, 39 

. . . . • •• 26, 27, 28, 29, 35 

LJworshak, Menry c. . • . . . . • • . • • • • • • • • • • • 30 

hisenhower, Dwi ght D. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11, 17, 18, 

25, 32 , 37, 48 , 49, 84 

Ervin, Samuel J., Jr. • • • . . . . . . . . . . . • ••• 37 

Flanders , Ralph •• . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • 36, 72 

Fulbright, J. William • • • . . . . . . . . . . . • • 36, 46 

Hiss, Alger . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • • • • • . . 12 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Hoover , J. Edgar 

Johnson, Mwin c. 

Jenkins, Ray. 
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• 68, 69 
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Kerr, J ean Fraser (see McCarthy, lJrs . Joseph h.} 
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Lattimore, Owen . . . . . . • • 16, 58, 62, 68, 73, 78, 81 
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Deaver , Jean Franklin, ! Study 2! s~nator Jo ep~ !h McCarthy, 
lli Motives ~ r,fothnds .. Master of Arts (H s t ory), fuy, 
1959, Sam Houston State Teacher s College, Huntsville, 
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Purpose 

It was the purpose of thi s study to search among 

McCarthy's various activities and statements fo r clues which 

might combine to reveal more about the man and his motiva­

tion. Two 1najor approaohea to t ho study were examined: 

(lJ factual data, matters or rocord, were studied for the 

purpose of reporting r elevant instances of hat McCarthy 

ill and whut McCart hy ~; and ( 2) commentary of other 

writers was studied and compared , consideration being given 

to the biased approach of the ma jority. 

Methods 

The metho '.is u sed to obtain data 1n this study 1ncluaed 

the examination of oontempor~y American hist ory text books, 

pertinent newspapers and news magas1nes, and correspondm ce 

with nenators and ex- senators whose duties brought them 1n 

close contact 1th McCarthy. The writer ' s observation of 

McCarthyism censured provided a limited background or per onal. 

knowledge and interest. 



Findins3a 

The facts presented in this otudy indicate that McCart hy 

as a man of great d~termination. The deduction is inescap­

able , howov r, that at l east a large portion or his ambition 

~temmed from a daaire for personal publicity . This appears 

to be adequately revealed i n the following gener•al conclu­

sions: 

1. McCarthy ' s early life revealed an innate determi­

nation tor recognition, whatever the field of endeavor. This 

was revealed in hia schooling , his early jobs , his military 

experiences, and his political activities . 

2 . Mc Carthy appe red convinced of his own suporior­

it1tia. In many waye ho demonstrated an egotism hich domi­

nated his actions and at l east partiall y explained his 

mot1 v a.tion. 

3. The privi l ege of senatorial immuni t y was used by 

McCar t hy to unwarranted extremes, accr uing more to his person l 

advantage than to the advantage of tho American people, for 

whose benof1 t the privilege was inte11ded . 

4. McCarthy was willing to use the .American press f or 

his own personal advantage . ias news reltlases were invariably 

sensationalized, and timed to gain maximum attention. 



6. Truth served McCarthy only as a mutter of expe-

d1 ncy. ~hen it better served his purpose, he was capable of 

concealing the truth in a m~ss of misleading statements. 

6. McCarthy was guilty of a direct uttack upon the 

constitutional separation of powers . He deliberately and 

de£iantly initiated actions known by him to be the preroga­

tives of the executivo department. 

7 . McCarthy was personall y guilty of subversion. He 

openly advised gover nment employees to disregard feoeral 

security regulations and the orders of their superiors 1n 

order to make available information that woul d strengthen 

MoCarthy1.sm. 

8 . Mc Carthy was in many instances p,u1lty of ,mothical 

procedures, particularly when his actions could serve the 

purpose of promoting his own publicity. 
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