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TEXT OF REPORT ON M'CARTHY BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE

subject maiter under Inquiry,| listed 00 nnjm- and mlllm' ll.nd-
in our opinion. d\h'
These mitigating circumsiances
are sush that we do not recom-
ecensure on the specifica.

WASHINGTON, Bept, 87 (AP).
Following are terfual excerpts from the report of the ape-
clal Benate committee which investigated cemsure charges
‘@gainat Benator Joseph R. McCarthy (Rep.), Wisconsin.
(The committee discussed first the charge that McCarthy
llmwod contempt of a Special Elections Subcommittee which {n-
vestigated his activities in 1952, McCarthy did not appear to |n
answer charges raised by the |ubcumnlun, hut md he would
have had he been

|organization Act, above

referred
to, mike l: clear that the sub- ings
ower and legal Dﬂlm-l "l

1. is no !vld!ncl that
Fen. Zwicker was not telling the
CU:LII before Chalrman

arthy.

We have analyzed carefully
in-| the testimony of Gen. Zwicker,
of Senator McCarthy, and of the
other witnesses relating to this
question, We have concluded
that Gen. Zwicker, wh:ln he ap-

included in Category II
1t is the opinion of this com-
mittee that it will not serve the
necessary purposes of this in-
ulry to make public the 2%-
e document or any plrt"‘
e

the contents thereof, If
Committee had been of different

the evidence it received, discussed the law lnvﬂlvld )

Category I. Incldents of con-
umm of ﬂu Seuln or a Sena-
DISCUSSION OF LEGAL

JUESTIONS.
1. The Selllla 1s a contipulng

dy,
oo The fact that the Senate ts o

Ad:

ator Hayden for himself and
Senators  Gillette,

Hennings, and Hendricl
obtain the sense of the

upon i
the Committee

Monroney,
ndrickson, 1o
Senate

ministration and its Subcom-

mittee on Privileges and Elec-
tions to proceed with

e nves-

sucl
of qumlmnt to

ted by th
wplnwn of the Select Commit-
tee that a requul Iu appear
such th ter and telegram

inuing body should require
llme dlltulnion This has been
uniformly recognized by history,
precedent, and authority. While
the rule with reference to the
House, whose members are elect-
ed all for the period of a single
Congress may be different, the
Senate is a continuing body, |f
whose members are elecled. for
a term of six years, 0 di-
vided Into classes '.hll the seats
of one third or become va-
cant at the end of each Con-|tion
gress. . . . This being so, and the
Senate being a continuing body,
the case cannot be said to have
become moot in the ordinagy

sense.
2. The Sendte has the power
o censure a Senator for conduct
oceurring during his prior term
as Senator.
Ths evmnuon has been made
tor McCarthy that since
:I- \'il re-elected ln 1952 and

I

on Jan, 3, 1953,
mittee lacks power eo consider
any conduct on his

ring prior Ji

The argumentative b

tigation ‘of Senator McCarthy
under Senate Resolution 187,
and to obtain a vote of
dence (mmltht Senate in the

confi-
the Committee
the impli-

the same ef-
e Senate by vote

lud dlmled lhn committee and

tion llauiht by Senate Resolu-

t is, therefore, the opinion

in;
e Select Committee lhll it

adopted by the S

4. The Glllelel-lennlw Sub-
committee on Privile;
neeuom '"1?1::: nemu beyond

lon of e Serts upon

Semlg leuuon 300 mun be
conside: affirm,
that as nl Alml l.D. 1052, wnen
of the Subcommittee | lec

o
were nf.med nnd lnpmved by
a vote of

d |ubenmmltuu w:re ll:H.nl
vllhln its power and jurisdie-

'l'lhl Further Jurisdiction.
The jurisdiction of the Sub-

ul

ator McCarthy dated N

lHiciont (asite.trom
ether Senal

tions whether Senator McCarthy
‘was repent.dly invited to ap-
pear, whether he shculd
have lnpuned even without in-
vitation and without request or
subj are ‘considered here-

7. Senator McCarthy was re-
pnwdry lnvl(eu to -ppur
lect Committee

has
urel\nl y lll the let-

Members of special Sen:
h-n l luumn with VICE
Seas ith Nixon ar¢e SENA
SIIATOR EDWIN
FRANK

ters in evidence between Sena-
tor McCarthy and the Subcom-
mittee on Prlvil!tu and Elec-
tions, and all the testimony re-
Iating to his ll'lpnnm before | the
the subcommitee . . , this evi-
nce | dence and this testimon:

subcommitiee to
1t 1n order 1o ia' T
e anawer to the
breoel bl i R
ng before that subcommitiee.
5.1t la the duty of Senater

Me to
peeint Telinie 7 100w
and his lllml:i -p.

is for
his contention is that the pawn
to censure is part of the E
of the Senate to punish Tor con

t any limitations | T ouct,, r
but extended to acts totally un-
ﬁnn!thd with

neces-

po! to cens-

ure. This contention is without
foundation for at two rea-
80, ‘The power o censure

is an lependent power and

goe of

even assuming that the power
to censure is Hmlltd I.n the eu-
tend of the powe pun|
for contempt, the An!horlllu
cited do not sustain the proposi-
tion advanced.
1t seems clear that if a Sen-
ator should be guilty or repre-
a5y
Y
an
HE)

wa

Senate has the power to cen-
sure. The power to censure must
be independent, therefore, of
the power to punish for con-
tempt. A member may be cen-
iundd even after he h.
signed. . . .

In this connection, it must be

remembered that the report of
the subcommittee on Privileges
and Elections was filed on Jan.
2, 1 d since the new Con-
gress convened the next day,

as
ou

dantly clear .

tention of
mn the Subcommittee nn Privi-
lections lacl

dlctinn to investi

u.e subcommitee

loeti on h 'ges  an(
ons was not limited to Qh;
formal order or
be necessary to bring Senators | tee,
before Senate commitiees when
their own honor and the honor
lssue. t

election matters,

of ve the
of the Senate, for no
subpena should

pear  wat

of the Senate are at
‘The matters against Senator

the Senate makes this abun-
. one of the prin-

:Ipll Purpos

of the introd
tion of Senate Resolution 300

s to affirm or deny the con-
McCarthy

d juris-
te |u:h acts|
connected with

es and
not

a8 were
glecllons and campaigns. Sen-
Resolutios

n 187, introduced
Senator Benton, provided for
investigation with reference
the other acts of Senator

McGarthy since his election to
the Senate (in the fall of 1946),

might be appropriate to carry
t of the purposes of the resolu.
clear, therefore, that
had the right

McCarthy under investigation by
the Gllleue-liennmn subcom-

mittee were of a serious nature.
Appmnﬂy. Senator McCarthy
knew the nature of these mat-
ters lince he testified:

“1 know all about this matter:
1 have been living with it. It
had been under way. They had
been going far beyond the reso-
lution, investigating things they
had no right to investigate;
going back beynnd the time that
1 was even old en to run
for Senator, investigating the
income-tax returns of my father,
who died before I was elected.
So I knew those facts.” | , ,

when Iha ur

sonal honor -nl off

1 is the opinlon of the Select 90my
Commitice A el
fal 'Mn directed (p. 27 of the hear-
of a Senator of the “Dlied | ines e

't on Rules and
which Senator

Hrl. tlhtrehn. 1ts activities were
egal.
He also stated that he would
not lD?Glf unless he were given
cross-examine wit-
Desses, W| feel that this right
should have been ucord!d

quest, either tn l.h- Cnmmlme
Administration, of
M was a

ne:

nm. !mt that ln any event, thi
ca ication for con-
temptuous conduct.
1h etters of Senator MeCar-
b- | thy to the respective chalrmen
of the subcommitiee

ity
el‘lh, ridiculing the subcommit-
accusing these committee of-
f the Senate with dishon-
their mo-

fashion, or fo complete thelr du-
tes,

The same attitude was ex-

The letters In S!nllnr McCar-
Chairman _ Gillette,

‘man Hennings,

and the letter from Chairman
were uniformly cours

teo nd m-onenuve. n one
s«mmr should ha ight to

by Senator McCarthy to the mh-
committee, in letters nil;

gs).
It is the gpinion of the select
is conduct of

and power to lnvul‘nl- Ih:
Sena

acts of
lunl since Jlnnry llﬂ. Whuz

there was not time for action in | £

the prior session,
merla it may De the law that
‘one who is not a member of the
Senate may not be punished for
wnumpt of the, Senate at a
preceding session, this 1s n
basis for declaring that the Sen-
ate may not censure one of its
own members for conduct ante-
dating that session, and no con-
trolling authority or precedent m
been cited for such posi-

ch
act!

tl

The particular charges agalnst
Senator McCarthy, which are
the basis of this category, in-
wvolve his conduct toward an of-
ficial committee and oﬂl:lll

committee members of the
. These committees conll.nne
from session to session and there |
pse in their legislative |

po
of

19
his

ment upon conduct which is in-
Jjurious to its
and official committee:

From an examination lnd l'hldy
of all available precedents, the
Select Committee is of the opin-
jon that the Senate has the
power, ‘under the circumstances
of this case, to elect to censure
Senator McCarthy for conduct
occurring during his prior term
in the Senate, should it deem
such conduct censurable,

. s not necessary for
Senate Resolution 187 to be
adopted by the Senate.

Senate Resolution 187, intro-
duced by Senator Benton on|
Aug, 6, 1951, was not actually a
resolution for the expulsion of
Senator McCarthy. In the reso-
lution paragraph, the Committee
on Rules and Administration is
authorized to make an investiga-
tion—"as may be appropriate to
enable such committee to deter-
mine whether or not it should
initiate action with a view to-
‘ward the expulsion from the

of

of
an

mi
ne

bel

o

isnot in a

extension of power and
TR el
the power and jurisdi

hat subcommittee, to proceed

1t s, inu!wl'l. the
(Jmml

purposes of

it can be mkd lhlt l.l:n Gillette-
H:nnlnn Snumnmn on Priv-
ileges El

-euu bty

;mx-mu, dignity’ 2 b lll

and mitee.

5. The Glllntrﬂennlnn Sub-
committee on Privilges and Elec-
tions was a lawfully constituted
‘committee.

taken in this

proce
subcommittee originally had five
mem|

ube
performed by

Monroney resigned, a:
Hayden

closed to :inl: in dtlail in the
correspondence  between

and the chairman of the sub-
eammlttz!
arges

him | ¢

the six
referred clearly to
ivities of Snnllnr M\!Clﬁ.!l

may be,

Cumm ittee

ction of

th its lawful dutles and
wers.

Judgment
nnuul for,

the Sul
t inquiry,

lons was not
nd its powers and

hll "“.:I': in relation with

h
. Kaboommities baFriviiaess wod permiling jtslt fo
Elections were concerned with
matters areing before Junuary
47, but it ia the idgment of

1l t

States are In question before a
duly

he fe, the Senator in
volved owes a duiy to himself,
his state, and to the Slllll
»ux rompily and eo-o
ly when called by a s-
emnmlﬂn clnrnd th
responsibility of

Inquiry.
must be the he rule if the dl;nuy, il toat

hannr. u rw and men' of

lnd mllnuln:d. This dllw could
not and was not fulfilled by|®
questioning the authority and
Y | jurisdiction f the subcommit-
tee, by accusing its members of
the dishonest expenditure of
puhllc funds, or even by charg-|
g that the subcommittee was
be llled to
serve the cause of Com ism.
wm persons in high pluu fail
0 set and meet high stan
thn people lose faith.

" 15 people lose faith, our form of

Government cannot long endure.
No Legal Process Required.
The Jopesrine o whlch we be-

Heve was necessa befor

a gubcommittee n( the Senlh

luzlr to whlth subcommittee

the ite, ugh its normal

Dmcnlel had mn}lded a Inlt-

ter affecting its own honor

integrity. In such a case legﬂ
process was not and should not
be required.

9. The request of Nov. 21,
1952, to Senator MeCnﬂhr to
appeay did not form 1
‘basis for contempt, but bls reply
of Dec. 1, 1852, '-. In tself,
contumacious in

As appears from I.he ﬂndln(l

, Senator MecCarthy was
formally requested to ypur by

As shown by the testimony
eding, the

rs. After the resignations
Senators W!lkar and Gillette,
d the reduction of the number

acting members to three,

‘Sznltor Hayden, chairman of
the Committee on Rules an:
| Administration, the parent Aom—

ttee, decided that it was not
cessary to fill the two vacan-
of the

|cies, and that the work

mmittee would be better
e smaller num-
. After that

Senator
then appointed himself

that va 8o that the sub-

ney,
committee cnn!lnllcd ‘with three

id | members,

Subpen
Senltar Hlyden lmmed that

e
there was no rule of the parent

was introduced, it was referred
by the President of the Senate,
without a vote by the Senate,
the Committee on Rules
ministration.
lulnlnn Report Clted.
ted by Senator Case .

0 dus

tha
[s0
| befi

uh\

mmittee  or  subcommittee

e contrary to the proce-

re adopted in thh case, ll‘ld
t the procedure wi

nant with the pracllm bnth
fore and after 1952. a

f | matter of fact, the tubcommlute
sln(-a 1952 h

consisted of three

‘not nmecessary for

L It w
the |nhonmmluu to subpena
McCarthy,

been raised

these proceed whether it

\wn necessary for the Subcom-

‘committe

and Elec-

on
Elections with or without l?‘t Carthy to I)Well‘ ’Eelare it.

letter and by telegram
Subcommittee Chilrmln th-

fore the lubcnmmiuee g;twun stat

Nov. 22 and Nov.
’ Senator McClnhy testified
hat he was in Wisconsin, on a
‘)\un(lnz Irlp, and that he did
e letter or telegram
\mul Nov zn 1852. The Solul
Committee accepts this testl-
| mony as true.
Considering this request as a
formal request, and Senator Mc-

in the dates fixed because he
did not know of the requut in
time, we believe that this re-
u

Carthy being unable 1o appenr | of
€4

Senator MtC-lrthy ‘was contemp-
tuous, independently of his fail.
ure to ‘appear before the sub-
tnmmlllee
11. The Junior Senmator from
Wisconsin did “denounce” the

“' Senate Subcommittee on privi-

lenn nni Elections without jus-

We (ul that the fact that Sen-
ator mcmny denounced the
subcom! vileges and
Elections 18 embll: ed by ref-
erence to a few of the letters in
the exchange cnmlnnndenu.
In his letter of Dec. 6, 1952 to
Chairman Gillette, Senator M-
Cart! states that when the
subcommittee, without Senate
lulhuzln\lun, 1s “spending tens
n( ousands of taxpayers’ dol-
m for the lula numu of dig-

up gn  material
uninn Mcc.rtny_ then the com-
ittee is gullty of stealing just
s clearly as though the mem-
bers engaged in picking the
pockets of the taxpayers and
turning the loot over to the
Democrat National Committee."
Such language directed by a
Senator toward a committee n(
the Senate pursuing its autho.
rized functions is clelrly intem-
perate, in ste, and un-
wanhy of a member of this

. (The committee also

clud other letters) , ,

1f Senator McCarthy had s;
Justification for such denundu-
tion of the subcommittee, he
should have presented it at
these hearings,
to do leaves his denunciation
of officers of the Senate with-
out any foundation in this
record,

‘The members of the subcom-
mittee were Senators represent-
ing the people of sovereign

tes. They were performing of-
ficlal dulim of the Senate. Every

ous of his honor and integrity,
but this does not bar inquiry
into his conduct, since the Con-
stitution expressly makes the
Senate. the guardian of its own

nor.
It'is the opinion of the Select
Committee that these charges
litical waste and dishonesty
for improper motives were de-

'OHNSON. Standis
"ARLSON,

T®| The
|tee w.ll filed on Jan, 2, 1

nate committes which investigated char, et Bemat 1:? rihy
PRESIDENT NIXON' ov gl e ”u.

IN (seated,
TOR ARTHUR V. WATKINS
from feft) are:

o

OHN

were nlher' no Senator
could have freedom of action to
perform assigned committee
dutles. If a Senator must first

give consideration to whether
lnn!,nﬁﬂll.l action can bc wan-

'TENNIS and SAM

center) at outset Wf’»
eft), ummmu chairm
ENATORS FRANCIS CAS‘.

. ERVIN

asserted at the hearings before
the Select Committee, is sus-
tepdble to the interpretation
that it was sufficlently broad by
lpeeul language and ni

implication to'include ln!ormn-
tion and erly

a

as having been motivated by a
Tack of ‘the very qualities and
enpulun every Senator is pre-

Mt
cious toward the Senate by f:
ing to explain of the ques-
tions raised in the subcommit-
tee's repo

port of the lllbcommlt-
Since that time Senator McCar-
thy has given to the Senate, on
lha Senate floor, an explanation

" Hennings,

re o 5t
reflecting upon Senator McCar-
thy's character and integrity,
and have not been answered
either before the Senate or be-

fore any of its committees.
It is our opinion that the
fallure of Senator MeCarthy to
explain fo the Senate these
‘matters: (1) whether funds col-
lected to fight Communism wtr:

diverted to other purposes in
ing to his personal nlnnhm
(2) whether certain of his of-
ficlal activities were motivated
st; and (3) whether

tions of the law; was conduct

- | from classified documenty, tends

classified by Executive Deplrl-

ment heads as contain|

mation affecting th

security,

‘Convinced of Good Intent.
However, the Select Com-| 2

mittee is convinced that the in-

vitation so made, affirmed and

reasserted by Ser

was motivated

the fruit of evil design or
wrongful Intent.
4. That were the Invitation as
mlﬂv. affirmed, and reasserted
be acted upon by the Federal
oyes, as to classified ma-
terill affecting the national se-
curity, the orderly and constitu-
tional functioning of the execu-
tive and legislative branches of
the Government would be un-
duly disrupted and impeded, and

such employes that such conduct
involves the risk of effective
penalties.

CONCLUSIONS.

The Select Commitiee feels
compelled to conclude that the
conduet of Senator McCarthy in
Inviting federal employes to sup-
ply him with information, with-
ont expressly excluding there- | C.

to ereate a disruption of the or-
derly and constitutional fune-
r the executive a
¢ branches of the Gov-

His failure so | 7$5¢!

|

Senator is understandably jeal-|Ing Senator Hendrickson acting | ment

13, The re-election of Senator
McCarthy in 1932 did not settle
these matters

This question is answered in
part by our enneluuom that the
Semu isa mnﬂn uing body and

power to censure a Senator
tnr conduct uccurrmg during his
prior term as Senator, and in
fact that some of the
conduct occurred
after his re-election, notably the
letter ol Dec, 1, 1952. The
Senate might have proceeded
with this matter in 1953 ol
earlier in 1854 had the neces-
sary resolution been proposed.
Some of the questions, notably
the use for private purposes of
funds contributed for fighting
Communism, were not raised
until after the election.
people of Wisconsin could pass
only upon what was known to
them,
Nor do we believe that the
re-elee!lnn of Senator McCarthy
people of Wisconsin in
lh! llll of 1952 pardons his con-
duct toward the Subcommittee
on Privileges and Elections. The
charge is \.hll Senator McCarthy
was guilty of contempt of the
Senate or a senatorial commit-
tee. ly, this i -
ter for the Senate and the Sen-
ate alone. The peo ple of Wis-
y | consin can only p on Issues
before them; thzy cannot forgive
an attack by a Senator upon the
integrity of the Senate's proc-
s and its committees. That
is the business of the Senate.
CONCLUSIONS

The |

both into dlmnnk‘ Such con-
dlet nnot be condoned and ls
dee

However, the committee, pre-

has d.lr!r:led its chairman to re-
tain

the Senate of
'lll h. surrendered to the

ecessary lollwl‘ﬂr ‘mﬂﬂc charges:

infor-|and base ll!l“lﬂ! by _calling

ficlal duty and not uttered as 5

this Select Committee warns |gBory .

in this matter, the Committee

physical possession of this
document, in confidence. Unless
therwise directs, it
Fed-
tion for
1l

u of lnvmu
lueh al-pn.mun
proper after the Senltz has con-
cluded its consideration of Sen-
ate Resolution 301
gory IV. Incidents In-
::lvlnl A“wm of Colleagues in
GEN!RAL DISCUSSION AND
MMARY OF EVIDENCE.

! rom certain or:

autemenn nr Senator MeCarthy
directed by him to and about
certain lellow members of the
Senate, and center around the

1 Senator McCarthy
publicly ridiculed and defamed
Senator -Hendrickson in vulgar

mh‘lzlu with-

him

out br gu .
2. nator M:Clrthy
llblul_'l l’ldltul!d and de
Senator rlmam in vulg: e
e langu: saying of him,
“Senilb—l th!nk they should get
m

22

un-
fllrly accused Senators P ette,
Monroney,  Hendrickson, Hay-
den. and Hennings of improper
nduct in carrying out their
Slnlmrhl duties
Concentration on Flanders.
We point out that for con-
venience, and by reason of re-
lated subject matter, the Select
Committee has already consid-
ered and disposed of two of the
charges mnmned in this cate-
The discussion under
this Clteﬂory 1V, therefore, will
be restricted to the one charge
contained in the amendment
proposed by Senator Flanders,
that Senator McCarthy publi
ly ridiculed and defamed Sena-
tor Flanders, in vulgar and base
language, by calling him

“senile.” . . .
CONCLUSION

The remarks of Senator Me-
Carthy concerning Senator Fla
ders were highly improper. The
Committee finds, however, that
they were induced by Senator
Flanders's conduct in respect to
Senator MeCarthy in the Senate
caucus room, and in delivering
provocative speeches concerning

[t
dn In view nf the Prelidenllﬂ
and Army directives which re-
tricted his freedom of exp

directives

however much they may
been out of lympllhy with lh
directives, the fact remais

be | this was no excuse for lnrl!lrg
ding hi

Gen, Zwicker and hol

the Select Committee. He undel-
‘went a vigorous and taxing cross-
examlnation from Senator Mg
Carthy's counsel, A reading gf
his_testimony and examination
makes it clear that In no ma
rial respect was it hecessary f&r
Gen. Zwicker to modify ar
change his testimony from that
given on Feb. 18, 1854, and that
the double exposure of his e
dence under searching exami;
tion revealed no distortion ef
fact or untrut

2, There Is no evidence that
Gen. Zwicker was intentionally
irritating, evasive, or arrogang.

wicker was initially ex.

amined at the New York hearing
by Mr. Cohn, counsel for the
1t is evident that
this examination was mutually
courteous and satisfactory. M.
Juliana and Mr. Anastos, of the
staff of the subcommittee, both
found Gen. Zwicker to be cp-
operative and helpful. Even in
his examination by Senator Me.
Carthy, the record shows
the General was courteous
respectful mroughnul the hear-
ing. We find in the record do
single lnsun:c which supporfs
the conclusion that he was ig=
tentionally irritating. Sonte
quetions Gen. Zwicker remm:l
to answer and In his lnlwerl ln
some of the question:
ently, he meticulously luulhl lu
avoid the disclosure of material
or information in the classified
personnel file of Peress, or n=
volving intra-Army discussions
and policies, which he was un-
der orders mot to rfveal. It
should not have been difficult
to meet this situation in a fair
and reasonable way. Senator
MeCarthy said he was familiar
with the presidential order and
the Army directives. A few mos
ments could ‘e been taken to
analyze them, and so frame the
‘questions propounded to the wit-

¥
subcommittee,

e
answer long hypothetical ques-
tions and questions that are not
clear even upon caref

Snnnler MeCarthy on the Sen- |,

ate floor. For these reasons, the
Committee concludes the re-
marks with reference to Senator
Flanders do not constitute a
basis for ceusure.

ferring to_give Senator McCar-
thy the benefit of whatever
doubts and uncertainties may
have confused the issue in the
vn. and in recognition of the

ator's responsibilities as
chnrmnn of the Committee on
Government Operations and fts
Permanent Subcommittee on In-
vestigations, does not feel jus-
tified in proposing his acts in
this particular to the Senate as
ground for censure.

The committee recommends
that the leadership of the Sen-
ate endeavor to arrange a meet-
ing of the chairman and the
anking minority members of
the standing committees of the
Senate with responsible depart-

ental heads in the executive

h of the Government in an
:mrt to clarify the mechanisms
for obtaining such restricted in-
formation as Senate committees
would find helpful in carrying
out their duly authorized fune-
tions and responsibilities.
Category II. Incidents in-
volving receipt or usé of confi-
dential or classified documents
or other confidential informa-
tion from executive files

(The committee again sum-
marized the evidence and law,
and made its findings and con-
clusions as follows:)
FINDINGS OF THE COM-

MITTEE

1, During the hearings be-

1t Is therefore the
of lhl Select Cﬂllll!luo that the
i unior Senator
from WI :nnlln toward the Sub-
committee nll Privileg: and
Election ward its members,
Intludlnl lh! statement concern-

as a member of the subcommit-
tee, and toward the Senate, was
cnntemmunus. cnnlum-cloul. and
denuncia without reason or
J\Illl!lenllon. and was obstruc-

tive to legislative processes. For
this conduct, it Is our recommen- |
dation that he be censured by
the Senate.

Category II. Incidents of en-
United States

lt(enﬂnn

would not be contempt in the
ordinary legal sense, but we
think the lnllf Whleh he wrote
in rep] was con-
tumaclous in ltl enun form and
when di-

tee of the

Senator from Wisconsin toward

In this
is dlm-ud to the charges re-
ferred to this Cnmmlt!ee ull
Ing to words uttered by the
Junior Senator from Wisconsin
lbvul. IMIVIGIIII senators.
t h established, with-
wt denial lnd in fact with con-
ation and reiteration, that
Senator McCarthy, in reference
to officlal actions of the
Junlnr Senator from an Jerny,
mber

l!
'd Elections was contemptuous,
independently of ii failure to

appe.
We nsidered carefully
all of the cﬂrrnpnndeu: and all
tude of Senator

lege

it fair to say

this record that the Junlm' sn.u
id not in-

tl!lc Senate

ection.
n is the npuuan ol the ulm. fore th

Committee, in

he had no dulre to appear be-
the d ad-

chairman that he

the
conclusion llllﬂl ﬂ'ﬁdm by tlll mld 'Wt ll‘?ﬂl‘ before it to

foregoing precedents,
e Sena

Senate Resolution
-second

harges made

that [

te on April m, -plm hlm and pending before

ution |that subcommittee,
was ordered so

unless he
do. ‘The pro.

He first qus\lnned the juris-

the conduct. relatian, end et
‘McCarth wi

or from
| tend to nnelr belorz that sub- | ¥!

of the subcommities ‘on o privilc
eges and elections, questiont
both his moral courage and his
mental ability.

His public statement with ref-

diction of the subcommittee to
inquire into any but election
charges. Later he contended
that the subcommittee was in-
vestigating conduct prece:

ty: Congress, sec-
Antroduced W Sene vmul of the Legislative ne- his election to the Senate, ua

ividual
responsible for HMII ntlon.
nor to reflect u;
sonal character (n wl l 'mulll

ding ' action they

employes to violate the law and

!benr oaths of office or lxlcuuve
lers (after summarizing t

evldem:e and discussing ]!!Il

pnlnu the committee made i

f ]1 a! llct and conclusions as

ol

F IN'DINGS Ol‘ '1'&!

After mutly eommuing.
:ulunlng. and welghing the
evidence and testimony present-
ed at the hearings, and constru-
ing the applicable legal prin-
ciples involved, the Select Com-
mmee is of the opinion—

. That insof;
thy invited federal employes
to supply him with general in-
|formation of wrongdeing, not ul
a classified nature, he was
Ing within hig prerogative a: -
United States Senator and as
) |head of an investigative arm of
the United States Senate, and

to violate their oath of nﬂu
Pl'!lidllﬂlll orders, or any

2. That the invitation nl Sen-
ator MeCarthy, made dlu'lnl'.lte

ar as Senator Mc-| o

was not {nviting such employes ume

the
tee on Investigations of the Com.
mittee _on Governm
tions, Senator McCarthy, in lhe

mmit
deutl lhe evidence it heard and

ent Opera- | §

Category V. incidents relating

art of the

examiner than any undnl o
the part of the wiin

Moreover, when ll! was_be-

fore this Committee, Gen.

Zwicker was subjected to a long

to Ralph W. Zwicker, a general
officer of the Army of the Unit-
ed Stat

tee discussed in |20
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course of the

his deefnse, offered to mala

public the contents of a docu- |
nf ng the markings of |

the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
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The Commlttu concludes that
In offering to make public the
contents of this classified docu-|
ment, MeCar ol
mllld n'-ve erro

g
lwnlﬂ)llily toward PUrpos:
of the statutes and executive d
rective prohibiting the disclosure

executive rather than an

open nuiln. ‘The emm!lke rec. |
er, that at the |
estion s:mlor Me-
‘arthy was under the stress and
strain of belnl tried or invesi-|
gated by the Sul ittee. He |

hearings before the Special Sub-
committee on Investigations of
he Committee on men!

ing contesied ai every step by |

t | both sides. The contents of the |

took.
I the rulu and procedures Operations, and affirmed and re- document were relevant to the
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