
Milton S. Gwirtzman Oral History Interview – RFK#1, 12/23/1971 

Administrative Information 

 

 

Creator: Milton S. Gwirtzman 

Interviewer: Roberta W. Greene 

Date of Interview: December 23, 1971 

Place of Interview: Washington, D.C. 

Length: 48 pages 

 

Biographical Note 

(1933 - 2011). Chief speech writer, Robert F. Kennedy Senate Campaign, 1964; director 

or public affairs, Robert F. Kennedy for President, 1968; author (with William vanden 

Heuvel), On His Own: Robert F. Kennedy, 1964-1968 (1970), discusses working with the 

Kennedy family on Edward M. Kennedy’s 1962 Senate campaign, and working on 

RFK’s 1964 New York Senate campaign, among other issues. 

 

Access 

Open. 

 

Usage Restrictions 

According to the deed of gift signed August 22, 1991, copyright of these materials has 

been assigned to the United States Government. Users of these materials are advised to 

determine the copyright status of any document from which they wish to publish. 

 

Copyright 

The copyright law of the United States (Title 17, United States Code) governs the making 

of photocopies or other reproductions of copyrighted material. Under certain conditions 

specified in the law, libraries and archives are authorized to furnish a photocopy or other 

reproduction. One of these specified conditions is that the photocopy or reproduction is 

not to be “used for any purpose other than private study, scholarship, or research.” If a 

user makes a request for, or later uses, a photocopy or reproduction for purposes in 

excesses of “fair use,” that user may be liable for copyright infringement. This institution 

reserves the right to refuse to accept a copying order if, in its judgment, fulfillment of the 

order would involve violation of copyright law. The copyright law extends its protection 

to unpublished works from the moment of creation in a tangible form. Direct your 

questions concerning copyright to the reference staff. 

 

Transcript of Oral History Interview 

These electronic documents were created from transcripts available in the research room 

of the John F. Kennedy Library. The transcripts were scanned using optical character 

recognition and the resulting text files were proofread against the original transcripts. 

Some formatting changes were made. Page numbers are noted where they would have 

occurred at the bottoms of the pages of the original transcripts. If researchers have any 

concerns about accuracy, they are encouraged to visit the Library and consult the 

transcripts and the interview recordings. 



 

Suggested Citation 

Milton S. Gwirtzman, recorded interview by Roberta W. Greene, December 23, 1971, 

(page number), Robert F. Kennedy Oral History Project of the John F. Kennedy Library. 

 





Milton S. Gwirtzman – RFK#1 

 

Table of Contents 

 

Page Topic 

1 Early impressions of Robert F. Kennedy [RFK] 

2 Experience with RFK during the 1960 campaign 

3 Interaction with RFK during Edward M. Kennedy’s [EMK] 1962 senate 

campaign 

5 Comments on RFK’s political style 

7 The attitude of the Kennedys to those who worked on their campaigns 

8 Discussion of RFK’s plans for the future; investigating potential appointments 

or offices to run for 

10 Meeting about John F. Kennedy’s [JFK] 1964 re-election campaign 

11 Interaction with RFK after JFK’s assassination 

12, 20 Kennedy opinion of JFK supporters who also supported the Johnson 

administration 

12 RFK’s interest in the vice-presidency 

15 Trips abroad to demonstrate potential support from ethnic communities in a 

run for office 

16 Personal relationship between Lyndon B. Johnson [LBJ] and RFK 

17 Promoting RFK’s candidacy among party leaders 

21 The decision to run for senate in New York 

23 RFK’s attitude toward his opponents and dissenters 

25 Preliminary work for the 1964 campaign 

27 Personal issues that RFK contended with during the campaign 

28 General criticism of RFK’s platform and policies 

29, 33 Campaign battle with candidate Kenneth B. Keating 

31 Tone of the New York campaign 

34 General comments on campaigns for public office in the state of New York 

35 Attacks on Keating that could not be backed up factually 

38 RFK’s stance on the Arab-Israeli situation 

40 Delegating campaign responsibilities to staff members 

41 The role of speech writers in the campaign 

41 The decision to align RFK’s campaign with LBJ’s presidential campaign 

42 Debates and “non-debates” between RFK and Keating 

47 Election results and comments on the turnout 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Oral History Interview 

 

with 

 

Milton S. Gwirtzman 

 

December 23, 1971 

Washington, D.C. 

 

By Roberta W. Greene 

 

For the Robert F. Kennedy Oral History Project  

of the John F. Kennedy Library 

 

 

GREENE: Well, let me begin by asking you how and when you met Robert 

Kennedy [Robert F. Kennedy] and what your early impressions of him 

were. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I had followed his career all during the 1950s in connection with the 

investigations of Senator McCarthy‘s [Joseph R. McCarthy] committee 

and the… 

 

GREENE: Wait. [Interruption] Excuse me, I didn‘t mean to interrupt. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Shall I start again? 

 

GREENE: No, that‘s all right, just continue, please. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: And in connection with the work of the Senate Labor Rackets 

Committee [Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor or 

Management Field]. But I had never met him personally, and I did not  

meet him until the beginning of the presidential campaign after the Democratic [National] 

Convention in 1960.  



 Robert Kennedy paid a courtesy call to the campaign workers who were working at 

the headquarters on L Street. This probably 

 

[-1-] 

 

occurred in August of 1960. He dropped into each office and chatted with each person, and I 

met him for the first time at that time. Our own meeting was uneventful. But I do remember 

that, because of the way he acted at that time—so very shy and very tense—he made these 

courtesy calls, in many instances, seem like an inspection. The lady working next to me in the 

research section of the campaign was in charge of what we called the ―Nixopedia‖, which 

was a compilation of all the statements that Nixon [Richard M. Nixon] had made on all the 

issues. Her name was Mrs. Evans. Robert Kennedy went in to meet her, asked her what she 

was doing, she told him, and he said, ―I think we should gather all of Nixon‘s 

inconsistencies.‖ This threw her into quite a tizzy because she had spent three years on 

gathering all of the statements, and she saw that looking over everything Nixon had said to 

find inconsistencies would take at least another six months. But this was an indication of 

how, without knowing it or meaning to do so, Robert Kennedy very often shook people up. 

 The other thing I remember about his role in that campaign was the informal directive 

he issued early in September that everyone in the headquarters should stop what they‘re doing 

and get out on the road. He had gone out on the road, gone into the various states, saw that 

the organizations were not shaping up as they should, then came back to Washington, saw 

this enormous headquarters, in three different buildings with a lot of experienced people 

working there. He felt that they shouldn‘t be there, but rather out in the country. That also 

shook up people, because no one told them where to go, they just were told that they all had 

to go on the road. Of course, very few did. 

 

GREENE: Is there anything else up until the time he‘s confirmed? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No, the next time I saw him was at his confirmation hearing for 

attorney general, which would have been in early January of 1961. The 

political situation at that time, as concerned him, was that the  

Republicans realized that he would be confirmed, but they wanted to bloody him up a little 

bit—or at least some of them did—by drawing attention to his lack of experience and the 

implication he had been appointed because he was the brother of the president. Senator 

Hruska [Roman Lee Hruska] was assigned—perhaps he decided by himself—to take that 

role, and he led Robert Kennedy through a long series of questions on his legal experience: 

―Have you ever tried a case? Have you ever drawn an indictment? Have you ever argued 

before a jury?‖ Things that the ordinary lawyer does early in his career. Hruska was trying to 

make 
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the case that Robert Kennedy had not the ordinary lawyer‘s experience, and yet he was being 

chosen for the top legal position in the country. 



 At that point, what impressed me was not so much Robert Kennedy‘s answers—on 

many of these things he either had to agree, or give just one or two examples which 

comprised his total experience—but the way that Senator McClellan [John L. McClellan], in 

almost a fatherly way, leaped to his defense and made a long, very, complimentary speech. 

McClellan said that in his role as chairman of the Rackets Committee he had worked with 

Robert Kennedy for several years, and that while Kennedy had not had the typical lawyer‘s 

experience, he, McClellan, as a lawyer and a former judge and a senator—from watching him 

firsthand—knew that he had acquired the kind of experience needed for the job, even though 

he had acquired it in an unusual way. Robert Kennedy was extremely appreciative of that, 

because of McClellan‘s influence with conservative Democrats and with Republicans in the 

Senate. And I think that McClellan was happy to have the opportunity to make these points, 

because he did have a very kind feeling toward Robert Kennedy because of the long 

association they had had, and the feeling was reciprocated. 

 

GREENE: Just at this point it‘s a little off the beaten track, but do you know 

anything about what happened with McClellan and Robert Kennedy 

later on, where their relationship tended to deteriorate? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No, I don‘t know anything specific about it. I assume that he always 

tried to treat Senator McClellan as gently as possible, to avoid any sort 

of personal conflict with him, but I don‘t know whether they had any  

ongoing relationship during Kennedy‘s senate years, or whether he still saw him privately, as 

he used to. Of course, as senators, they disagreed on many things but Kennedy had a great 

deal of respect for McClellan. 

 

GREENE: That‘s a nice story about the hearings. I think, from what you told me 

before we started the next thing would be Edward Kennedy‘s [Edward 

M. Kennedy] ‗62 campaign for the Senate. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes. I got involved in that campaign after Edward Kennedy decided to 

run, and so I don‘t know anything about Robert Kennedy‘s role in that 

decision. The specific anecdote I remember, about his direct  

participation, occurred in late August in 1962, when Edward Kennedy was at his 
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own home in Hyannisport [Mass.] preparing for his first debate with Edward McCormack 

[Edward J. McCormack, Jr.], who was his opponent in the primaries. Edward Kennedy was 

upstairs…. No, excuse me, he was downstairs. I was upstairs in the guestroom; and suddenly 

I heard a door open and Robert Kennedy‘s voice saying, ―Have no feah, we are heah‖ [Have 

no fear, we are here]. And the attorney general and Theodore Sorensen [Theodore C. 

Sorensen], the special counsel to the president [John F. Kennedy], arrived to devote the 

weekend to preparing a young aspirant for a Senate nomination for the debate. I went down. 

When I met them I said, ―Who‘s running the store?‖ And Ted Sorensen looked right at me 



and said, ―The president.‖ But it was indicative of the importance that the family placed on 

Edward Kennedy doing well, and on his being prepared for the debate. 

 

GREENE: This was the second debate, is that right? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: This was…. 

 

GREENE: After the one where he…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No, I think it was the first debate. I‘m not sure. But he helped him 

prepare for…. 

 

GREENE: The first one was where McCormack was so mean. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes, that‘s right, but that doesn't mean… 

 

GREENE: This is the one? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I think so. I think so. The reason I think so is because part of the 

preparation was for the question ―Why do you want to be in the 

Senate?‖, and that was a first debate question. The preparation was  

very informal. A lot of it took place out on the lawn. The weather was nice, the two brothers 

threw a football and talked about some of the questions that might come up. One of the 

questions that Edward Kennedy had not thought through completely in his own mind was: 

―Why do you think you should be candidate for the Senate? Why do you want to run for the 

Senate?‖ And I remember Robert Kennedy saying to him, ―If you get that question, tell them 

about public service.‖ And these are his exact wards as I vividly remember them. ―Tell them 

why you don‘t want to be sitting on your ass in some office in New York.‖ 

 And to me that typified the attitude that the brothers had toward business as a career 

and, in Robert Kennedy‘s case, toward many businessmen. They felt than a business career—

or any office 
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career—was something they fortunately could avoid, because their independent wealth. They 

felt, largely as a result of their father‘s teaching, that public service was so much more 

interesting, and that by contrast business was boring. He felt it so strongly, and he knew that 

Edward Kennedy felt it so strongly, that he suggested that he say it—not in those words but 

in that way—in response to a question. 

 At another point in the preparation for the debate I saw for the first time Robert 

Kennedy‘s…. [Interruption] 

 

GREENE: You were saying it was the first time that you had seen Robert 

Kennedy…. 



 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes. His style, his political style tended to be very direct and free-

swinging in situations like this. For example, we were informed that 

we would have an opportunity to offer one question to one of the  

panelists for the debate, who would ask it of McCormack. And Robert Kennedy said, ―Well, 

why not ask Eddie McCormack what he thinks of the situation in West Irian?‖ West Irian is 

part of Indonesia, and Robert Kennedy had just been there. And then he said, ―He‘ll think it‘s 

West Iran and he‘ll talk about the Middle East and he‘ll look like a fool.‖ I don‘t think the 

question was asked. I think if the question had been asked…. [Interruption] I think another 

question to ask, the nature of which doesn‘t occur to me now, which also was suggested by 

Robert Kennedy, was asked by the panelists, and most of the people in the room realized it 

was a planted question. He did the same thing in 1964, during his own debate with Kenneth 

Keating [Kenneth B. Keating], where questions were submitted by the opposition. 

 

GREENE: Did Ted Kennedy speak to the attorney general after the debate to find 

out how they thought he had done? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes, he talked to the attorney general. He talked to the president also, 

more to report to them what had happened instead of…. 

 

GREENE: He was pretty upset by this debate, wasn‘t he? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Oh, yes, he was. He was shaken by it, because of the personal attack 

that had been launched on him, because he felt sensitive to the issues 

of his lack of experience and running on his name, and all these things  

which had been hidden issues of the campaign but had not been made public until 

McCormack brought them up as part of his attack. And he did 
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not realize, at the time he talked to his brothers, that what McCormack had done by bringing 

up those issues was to provoke a sympathetic reaction toward him on the part of the 

television audience, which felt that McCormack had been unfair. 

 

GREENE: Do you know if they gave him any advice on how to handle that kind 

of thing in the future? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, between the first and second debates, on a weekend when both 

the president and the attorney general were in Hyannis—in fact, this 

was Labor Day weekend of 1962—we all went out on the ―Marlin‖  

with their father [Joseph P. Kennedy, Sr.] and their wives and two or three people from 

Senator Kennedy‘s campaign staff. I was there, John Culver [John C. Culver] was there, and I 

think Joe Gargan [Joseph F. Gargan], to discuss how to handle the second debate. They 

thought it a serious enough problem to hold the closest thing I‘ve ever seen to a Kennedy 



family summit conference. And they went over several questions and made suggestions, and 

this was one of them. Because even though Ted Kennedy had gotten a sympathetic reaction 

in the first debate, they were concerned that the issue might have caught hold and people 

might think about it, and Teddy had to have a very good answer for it. Robert Kennedy 

participated in those discussions, as did the president, as did the father, to the extent he could 

(he had suffered a stroke) by nodding assent when things were said that he agreed with. 

 

GREENE: Were there other questions that were interesting that they brought up, 

other things that they discussed as far as how he should handle them, 

that you remember? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: None by Robert Kennedy that I can think of. 

 

GREENE: Okay. Well, is there anything else? I know you did have one anecdote 

stemming from a visit you made to the attorney general‘s office while 

you were waiting to see him. You mentioned that to me before we  

started—when Mr. Posner [William N. Posner] was waiting to see the attorney general. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes. I had an appointment with him. I went into the first office where 

the receptionist sat, and there were other people waiting in that office. I 

gave the receptionist my name and sat down to wait, and shortly  

afterwards was handed a note that said, ―Do not acknowledge you are here to see the attorney 

general.‖ And so I did not. But while I waited wondering why I‘d been given that note I 

looked across the room and saw Bill Posner from Rochester, my home town, who was the 

Democratic county chairman of the county at that time. 
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He was with a couple of fellows who, I deduced, had some sort of problem with the 

government. They had asked Mr. Posner to make them an appointment with the attorney 

general about the problem. And from the note I received, I also deduced that the attorney 

general did not want to see these people personally, yet he did not want to offend Bill Posner, 

who eras an important political leader in New York state at the time. So he covered the 

situation by having his receptionist tell a white lie that he was not in the office and that 

instead they should see Andrew Oehmann [Andrew F. Oehmann], who was the executive 

assistant to the attorney general. 

 As I say, these were all deductions from this note and the presence of Posner and the 

other men. I know that the other men did go in to see Andrew Oehmann. I don‘t know who 

they were or what their problem was or how it was resolved. I gather it was a sensitive one 

which might have involved possible criminal action against them. I thought it an interesting 

example of the dilemma an attorney general has, when he is also a political chieftain in an 

administration, when political leaders try to impose upon their relationship with him to get a 

hearing for people who have problems with the Department of Justice. 

 



GREENE: Is there anything else up until the end of the administration? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: The only other thing that I remember was that I was having a drink 

with Robert Kennedy and Ed Guthman [Edwin O. Guthman] sometime 

in 1962, probably after Edward Kennedy‘s election to the Senate. This  

was at the Ritz-Carlton Hotel in Boston, where Robert Kennedy was staying because he was 

up there to make a speech. He made a speech on the subject of corruption. Some Boston 

newspaper columnists interpreted his giving the speech, in that city, on that subject, to mean 

that he was preparing to run for governor of Massachusetts. While we were having a drink, 

Polly Fitzgerald, who was a—cousin? 

 

GREENE:  Yes. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Cousin of the Kennedys came by, said hello, talked for a few minutes 

and then left. Robert Kennedy was very happy to see her. When she 

left, he turned to the other people at the table and said, ―Now, there‘s  

someone who has worked for my brother for fifteen years and has never asked for anything.‖ 

And you can see how much he liked her, how much he appreciated the contrast between her 

selflessness and the requests so many other people made of him, how much he liked those 

kind of people. He had a deep loyalty toward those 
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kind of people. He had a deep loyalty toward those people, and in Polly Fitzgerald‘s case it 

was a kind of loyalty that you‘d never have to repay because she always gave her time in 

great measure for Kennedy campaigns. In his 1968 campaign for the presidency she set up all 

the appearances of the Kennedy women during the Indiana primary. But I guess what 

impressed me was that having been attorney general for two years and seeing how many 

people try to cash in on the support they give in a presidential campaign, he was both 

astounded by, and appreciative of, the people who never asked for anything. 

 

GREENE: Yes. I‘ve noticed that among people I‘ve interviewed, how frequently 

they say—if you asked them if they‘d ever gone to him to ask help in 

something they would say, ―Oh, no, I would never do that.‖ I mean,  

you can tell, usually the closer they are the more likely they are to say something like that. 

 You mentioned a discussion at one point and even some investigation about the 

possibility of his running for the governorship in Massachusetts and even some talk of his 

running in New York for the Senate. Do you want to go over that? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, I know I don‘t have the date of that, but the memorandum I'm 

going to refer to should be in the library files. That is that at some 

undetermined time after Edward Kennedy was elected to the Senate— 

now, this could have been January of ‗63, or February—he asked me to write out some 

suggestions as to what Robert Kennedy should do after the ‗64 campaign. I think the 



assumption was he was going to resign as attorney general to run the campaign for President 

Johnson [Lyndon B. Johnson], and then do something else. He was thinking in terms of 

possibly running for governor of Massachusetts, but the possibility had also been raised—and 

I don‘t know by whom—of running for the Senate in New York. Because I knew both states, 

having lived in one for twenty years and worked for senators from the other for four years, I 

wrote a memo comparing the two offices. I gave it to Edward Kennedy, and he passed it on to 

Robert Kennedy while he was skiing out West. I said in the memo that while it would be 

easier to be elected governor of Massachusetts, and while it was an executive job, which 

Robert Kennedy‘s abilities are probably better fit, the structure of the governorship in 

Massachusetts at that time made it hard to get things done, the office had relatively little 

power. Being in the Senate, you had a much freer hand, even though you could probably not 

accomplish too much. I thought that for the future, in terms of any presidential ambitions 

Robert Kennedy might have, it wouldn‘t make any difference which of those 
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two jobs he had. Looking back, I think he would have found the fullest exercise of his talents 

had he waited and run for a third job—governor of New York which is a post with 

considerable independent power. 

 

GREENE: Had you talked to Edward Kennedy about this at all? How did he feel 

about another Kennedy coming into his state? Was he concerned about 

that at all? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No, I don‘t think so. 

 

GREENE:  No. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No. I never got any hint from him that there was any competition. In 

the first place, Edward Kennedy never did consider Massachusetts his 

domain; in fact, he tried to avoid involvement in state politics. He  

probably would have been happy to have someone like Robert Kennedy governing the state 

and handling all the political problems so that he could stay away from them. 

 

GREENE: In your book you mention the talk of his possibly taking on some kind 

of a post related to foreign affairs, perhaps at State [Department of 

State]. Where did that come from, and was there any serious talk about  

it that you know of around this same period? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, that, as all the other events in our book covering the period up to 

the Senate campaign of ‗64, was based on secondhand research and not 

personal involvement. I had no personal involvement with Robert  



Kennedy between the time Edward Kennedy was elected to the Senate and the assassination, 

except for very brief glimpses and chats with him, or a few social occasions, such as, for 

example, a birthday party for Edward Kennedy. 

 

GREENE: After he left the attorney general‘s…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes, we understood, primarily from Richard Goodwin [Richard N. 

Goodwin] and Arthur Schlesinger [Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr.], that 

Robert Kennedy was interested in taking a post in Defense  

[Department of Defense] or foreign affairs after John F. Kennedy had been re-elected to a 

second term. The impression they gave was that this was something he talked about, that he 

would like to do, but he‘d done nothing to implement that desire. I think it would have been 

hard to implement. He held such a critical place in the center of his 
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brother‘s administration, that for him to go to Latin America and do something there would 

have been difficult. And as far as Defense, you know, to have been second man to McNamara 

[Robert S. McNamara] would have concentrated too much power in that agency. To have 

been undersecretary of state, which was a specific post Arthur Schlesinger mentioned to us, 

would have undermined the position of whoever was secretary of state. You can‘t take this 

very influential, vital person, the brother of the president, who‘s talking to the president all 

the time, and put him in a subordinate position. Everyone would continue to come to him, 

just as they did before. He would continue to be involved in matters outside whatever 

department he was in. 

 

GREENE: That‘s right. Well, if there‘s nothing else up until the time of the 

assassination, I guess we can begin with the period right after the 

president‘s death and whenever it was that you first saw him. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I saw him…. Well, there‘s one other thing, and that is the meeting that 

was supposed to be held in connection with the campaign for re-

election. [Interruption] Early in 1963 Robert Kennedy had, in Steve  

Smith‘s [Stephen E. Smith] words, said to Steve, ―Could you go over and see what‘s going 

on at the [Democratic] National Committee?‖ Steve realized that what he really meant was, 

will you go over and be campaign manager for now for the beginning of the president‘s 

reelection campaign. So Steve began to spend two or three days a week in Washington. He 

brought a few people in to monitor what the national committee was doing. 

 I gather the president and attorney general didn‘t feel that John Bailey [John Moran 

Bailey], who was then the national chairman, should be the campaign manager for 1964. So 

Steve took over some of the national chairman‘s functions. Those that involved planning for 

1964. And at the same time, a group was formed in the executive office under one of the 

subordinate White House staff members, Paul Southwick, which began to gather from each 



of the departments of government a list of accomplishments, and to begin to put that material 

into a form that would be useful in a campaign.* 

 

*Interviewee adds: May I point out, in the light of the experience of the Nixon presidency, 

that there was a world of difference between assembling the accomplishments of the 

government departments for political campaign purposes, and motivating the actions of the 

departments for such purposes. 
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 In addition, a small group of us who were involved in the research and issues for the 

campaign began to meet every two weeks with Ted Sorensen and Mike Feldman [Myer 

Feldman] and Lee White [Lee C. White] at the White House. These preparations began 

slowly, and we were just about to go into high gear when the president was killed. 

 

GREENE: Are you looking for the memo? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: That‘s it. 

 

GREENE: Excuse me, I think you put it over there. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I refer specifically to a memo to Robert Kennedy from Steve Smith 

October 25, 1963, suggesting a rather elaborate meeting to begin 

preparations for the campaign. And I‘ll incorporate that memo into the  

record at this point. 

 

GREENE: Exhibit number one. 

 

GWIRTZMAN:  One. 

 

GREENE: May I have my questions back? Thank you. Okay, if there‘s nothing 

else, let‘s move ahead. How much did you see of Robert Kennedy in 

the period right after the assassination? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Very little. in December of 1963 I was at Edward Kennedy‘s house 

when Robert Kennedy and his wife [Ethel Skakel Kennedy] came over 

for dinner. They had just come back from ten days or two weeks at  

Douglas Dillon‘s [C. Douglas Dillon] house in Florida. He spoke then about how grateful he 

was to Dillon for having let them go down there and get complete privacy and sun and rest, 

and he spoke about what a great place Dillon had in Hobe Sound. 

 Bill Evans [William J. Evans] and I happened to be there, and we were asked to have 

dinner with the Robert Kennedys and the Edward Kennedys. We felt sort of uncomfortable 

about doing so, it being so close still to November 22. We stayed for dinner and then we left. 

So if there were any personal discussions, they took place when we weren‘t there. At the time 



he still was very subdued. He looked much better than he had looked in the days immediately 

after November 22. His impish sense of humor was beginning to come back, but he still had a 

great weight to carry. 
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 I want to back up, if I may, to the night, of the funeral. There was an Irish wake at Ted 

Kennedy‘s house. It wasn‘t supposed to be a wake. Just a lot of Ted Kennedy‘s friends, and 

people who had been in the administration dropping by to be with one another. But it had the 

atmosphere, the sad yet boisterous atmosphere, of an Irish wake in which some people were 

crying and some were laughing and most were drinking. Someone, I forget who, told me that 

Robert Kennedy had said to them, ―You‘d better get what you can out of the administration 

soon, because in two months the Kennedys will be forgotten in this country.‖ I can‘t 

remember who said it. 

 

GREENE: I‘ve heard that before. I can‘t remember, either, where. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, if he said it once he probably said it on several occasions. And 

how wrong he was. 

 

GREENE: Yes. Did you see evidence of his feeling that way, his being 

disappointed with people who shifted their loyalties very easily? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No, I didn‘t. The one time I saw him, he didn‘t talk about it. I don‘t 

think I saw him again until several months later, when he began to get 

involved in the Senate campaign in New York. 

 

GREENE: Did Edward Kennedy speak of this at all, this kind of thing? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Not to me. You‘re talking about their attitude toward people who 

stayed with the Johnson administration? 

 

GREENE: Yes, and just people generally, who they had regarded as friends, who 

had very little time for them after…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, if you mention specific people I could try to remember whether I 

heard Edward Kennedy say anything about them but I‘m afraid I 

can‘t…. 

 

GREENE: No, I thought you might have some specifics on that. At what point did 

you first learn that he was considering running for the Senate? Was it 

after the decision was made or when it was about to be? [Interruption] 

 I really went ahead too far. I wanted to ask you about the vice-presidency and just 

how serious he was in his interest and just how much he personally…. 
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GWIRTZMAN: Well, as I say, I didn‘t talk to him about it. The material in our book 

comes from interviews with people who did. They seemed to feel that 

he was willing to accept whatever negative factors might be involved  

in being a vice-president under Johnson because he felt that the vice-presidency was an office 

in which he could continue to have sort of broad assignments and continue as much as 

possible to keep up with the kind of life he had kept before the assassination. 

 He didn‘t feel that it could approach the intimate involvement he had had before, but 

it would be of the same wide-ranging character. He could stay in Washington and stay at 

Hickory Hill. He could stay involved with his friends. He could stay involved with all the 

important issues. I think he felt that being Robert Kennedy he could be a more influential, 

effective vice-president than other vice-presidents had been. He might have felt he could have 

had specific assignments that he was interested in, but without getting tied down to one 

assignment in one department. And of course, he would be in a position to run for president 

when Johnson‘s terms were over. 

 All of that, of course, had to depend on his having a satisfactory relationship with 

Lyndon Johnson. Whether he considered that, whether he rationalized it, whether he felt he 

could have a good one, I don‘t know. And maybe his thinking was not terribly coherent 

during this period, on this kind of subject. 

 

GREENE: None of these people mentioned having raised…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Raised the…. 

 

GREENE: …the difficulties involved with him. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes, but I think it was put on a political basis: if Johnson really needed 

him to be elected, he would have to get along with him. It was terribly 

unrealistic, looked at from hindsight but they must have thought it was  

possible. 

 

GREENE: Can you tell me who some of the people are that you spoke to who are 

the most knowledgeable on this? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, on this subject, again, I read materials sent to him from Arthur 

Schlesinger, from Dick Goodwin; I spoke to both of them about this. I 

spoke to Ed Guthman, John Seigenthaler, to a lot of the people who  

were talking 

 

[-13-] 

 



to him at the period, Tony Lewis. And I read letters and memos some of them had sent him 

on this. Robert Kennedy always received a lot of written material and sent out almost none. 

Very often, to try to understand what his thinking was, you either have to have a conversation 

with him himself (which I didn‘t have at this time), or to infer what might have been on his 

mind from what other people were telling him. 

 

GREENE: Where did this term ―concept of collective action‖ come from? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: That came from one of these memos, not from him. I don‘t know 

whether it‘s Goodwin or Schlesinger, one of the two. 

 

GREENE: But it was not necessarily…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: ―Collective action‖ was the idea that if Robert Kennedy were vice-

president, or if he just were to keep open the possibility of becoming 

vice-president in the 1964 election, then they would be able to have  

more influence, collectively, to perpetuate John Kennedy‘s policies than they would 

otherwise have. Now, this is not…. Obviously this is not the kind of phrase Robert Kennedy 

would make up. But the idea is his kind of idea—a sort of a group of people staying together 

to fight for something. Probably it was of more interest in areas where there seemed to have 

been a change in policy, such as in Latin America with the appointment of Tom Mann 

[Thomas C. Mann]. It probably was as important in the many areas where the Kennedy 

policies were being followed strongly. 

 

GREENE: Who specifically within the White House was he in close contact with 

in this period and who did he rely on to keep him informed of what 

was going on? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Kenny O‘Donnell [Kenneth P. O‘Donnell], probably. 

 

GREENE: What about Moyers [William D. Moyers]? That was a fairly good 

relationship with him. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes, I think he had a good relationship with him. I saw it after he was 

elected to the Senate. He felt he could call Moyers, who was still at the 

White House, and relay his views to others through Moyers, and find  

out what the problems were. So much of the difficulty between Kennedy and Johnson came 

about because of a lack of communication, and the sort of antagonisms that can build up 

when there is a lack of 
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communication. (Like when a paper prints a story of a conflict and the two people don‘t 

immediately get in touch with each other to check to make sure it is not true.) Moyers tried to 

bridge that gap. 

 

GREENE: Okay. Again, I guess this is secondhand, the Polish trip which was 

added to the Berlin visit. Can you add anything to what was in the 

book about it, about just what he hoped to gain from it? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, again, it was a mixture of motives. I can‘t ever think of a time 

when Robert Kennedy avoided a crowd, or an opportunity to bring 

himself, and through himself the feeling of John Kennedy, to people  

who he felt needed and wished to see him. But as to why he did it, in Poland rather than 

Czechoslovakia or somewhere…. That could have been because he knew the reporting of 

Polish crowds cheering him would have an impression on American Poles, and that might 

serve as a message to Lyndon Johnson that this man had vote-getting power and crowd-

pulling power in ethnic communities, where Johnson might have thought he was weak. Both 

motives could have been operating. The first certainly was. 

 

GREENE: Did anyone mention to you—maybe disappointment‘s not the right 

word—but his disappointment after he returned from Poland that he 

was not called to the White House and…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN:  No. 

 

GREENE: I had heard that after each of his trips he had hoped there would be 

some interest expressed by the president. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Was he called after the Indonesian trip? 

 

GREENE: Well, I think so, because that was… 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yeah, official trip. 

 

GREENE: …an official trip. But after his other, once he got into the Senate and… 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, once he got into the Senate, he had that problem. 

 

GREENE: But he had it, I thought, on his Polish trip, too. 
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GWIRTZMAN: The one time he did go to the White House, he and the president had a 

fight. 

 



GREENE:  Yes. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Now, you have to understand that there was a problem between 

Kennedy and John Moors Cabot on the Polish trip. Cabot was our 

ambassador. He was a straitlaced man. He was stunned by the sort of  

technique that Kennedy used—going to the people in the streets. It was not the way he felt 

diplomacy should be conducted. My understanding is that the reason Kennedy was not called 

to the White House after the trip was because Cabot could have interpreted that as the White 

House not having confidence in him. Had Cabot not reacted as he did to Kennedy‘s crowd 

techniques, he might have been called there. 

 I think that—especially during this first year after the assassination—whenever 

Lyndon Johnson thought about doing a kindness for Kennedy, or giving him an assignment 

that would help with his rehabilitation, he did so. He came to the first Kennedy Library 

meeting at Edward Kennedy‘s house. He made a donation to the Library Fund. He made a 

very fine little speech at that meeting. He did a lot of little things that were most thoughtful. 

Later on, however, when he had to make a political decision on whether to take Robert 

Kennedy on the ticket with him and decided against it, at that point he could have started to 

draw away. But I think he tried when he could. 

 

GREENE: A lot of people have said that. Is there any indication that Robert 

Kennedy appreciated it? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I don‘t know. I don‘t know how appreciative he was for the things that 

Lyndon Johnson and Lady Bird Johnson did in connection with Jackie 

[Jacqueline B. Kennedy Onassis]. He may not have been personally  

appreciative of these things Johnson was doing because, at the same time, he was receiving 

reports, secondhand, from so many people about things Johnson had done or said that could 

be interpreted as antagonistic to him—the atmosphere was starting to be poisoned even at 

that time. Little things not just against him, but even worse, against John Kennedy or 

differences in conduct from the way John Kennedy would have done things. For example, he 

would be told that at Cabinet meetings or other meetings Lyndon Johnson would say, ―No, I 

don‘t want to be compared with…. Why is the press always comparing me with John 

Kennedy? I had a lot more experience than he did.‖ Or of Johnson being irritated by the 

comparisons between him and Kennedy in the press. Friends of Kennedy brought reports  
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back to him which Kennedy interpreted as being disrespectful to his brother. 

 The incident where Johnson took away the PT tie clip from the Secret Service man. 

Three or four months after the assassination Johnson saw one of the Secret Service men 

wearing a PT-boat tie clip, and he took it off him and threw it away. And as I heard the story 

this particular Secret Service man walked over, retrieved it, and put it back on, and he was 

reassigned. Now, you know, there may be nothing at all in that story but Robert Kennedy 

heard that story. He believed it, and he didn‘t like it because it was disrespectful toward his 



brother. It is unfortunate that there were people who felt they were showing their loyalty to 

the Kennedys by reporting such incidents but I guess it couldn‘t be helped. 

 

GREENE: Nowhere do you get the impression that—and, you know, maybe you 

found otherwise in your interviews—Robert Kennedy was particularly 

understanding of Johnson‘s position and the difficulties that he faced,  

you know, coming in as John Kennedy‘s successor. Does anybody talk about that or talk 

about trying to reason with Robert Kennedy on that level? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No. Perhaps they were afraid of what his reaction would be. I don‘t 

know. 

 

GREENE: No. Anyway, later on in the book, you say that Robert Kennedy‘s 

closest political associates began to promote an RFK candidacy among 

party leaders, and you talk about the men on list one urging the men on  

list two. Do you remember that? Can you discuss that in more detail as far as who was 

involved, and…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, there were memos, which I‘m sure are in the library files. Lists 

of delegates were made up, and that procedure was to be followed. I 

don‘t know whether it, in fact, was followed. This was prior to the  

convention, or just prior to the time Johnson made his decision not to select Kennedy, at a 

time when everybody knew he was soon to make a decision, that a list was compiled of 

people whom the Kennedy people felt Johnson would consult with in making his decision on 

the vice-presidency. Then another list was compiled of people who were for Robert Kennedy 

for vice president and who were close to the people on the list Johnson would consult. The 

plan was that they would call the people with whom Johnson was going to consult  
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and make a pitch for Robert Kennedy; so, indirectly, the indications of support would get to 

Lyndon Johnson. 

 

GREENE: Who was involved in this effort? I don‘t mean the people on the list so 

much as…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Who made the lists? 

 

GREENE:  Yes. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Steve Smith. I‘m not saying, that he actively wanted Robert Kennedy 

for vice president; he was just doing what Robert Kennedy asked him 

to do. I think Helen Keyes [Helen M. Keyes] had something to do with  



the preparation of those lists. She would know more about them. Who in the administration 

wanted Robert Kennedy to be vice president? Kenny O‘Donnell certainly did I‘d say; he was 

a leading figure. He could have been involved in compiling those lists. I don‘t know if he 

was. My hunch is that Steve compiled them with the assistance of a couple other people. 

 

GREENE: But there doesn‘t seem to be any question that Robert Kennedy was 

completely aware and in support of this effort, that it was not 

something done around him? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: That‘s right. 

 

 

GREENE: Okay. What do you know about the efforts that were made in New 

Hampshire and elsewhere to try to get something done? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I don‘t know whether the activities in New Hampshire had his 

approval or not. On all these things, I don‘t think he ever approved 

specifics. I just think he let it be known that he would like to get the  

nod. I don‘t know whether people then asked him whether they should do what they did. I 

don‘t know whether Corbin [Paul Corbin] called him before he went to New Hampshire. I 

would doubt it, considering how tactless and clumsy Corbin‘s activities in New Hampshire 

were, and how obvious it was that they would alienate Johnson. 

 

GREENE: Was it the kind of thing—using someone like Corbin, assuming that he 

was using him—that he always felt he could disavow Corbin because 

he was so erratic? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, Kennedys always liked to have things, difficult things, done 

through intermediaries, especially when 
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  it came to personal relationships in politics. When he was senator he 

was always asking vanden Heuvel [William J. vanden Heuvel] to make certain calls for him 

that he didn‘t want to make himself; and asking John Burns [John J. Burns] to do the same 

thing. He liked that technique because he could always say, ―I never talked to the man‖ if it 

ever got back or if it ever got into the papers. So it was his kind of technique of operating. 

But it seems to me that if he had decided to promote a write-in campaign in New Hampshire 

for himself, he would have done it through the Dunfeys [William L. Dunfey] or some other 

people in New Hampshire, certainly not through Corbin, who is from Wisconsin. And that‘s 

why I think that Corbin‘s thing was just Corbin. 

 

GREENE: Well, there was a lot of contact with Dunfey. 

 



GWIRTZMAN: There was. 

 

GREENE: And there was also a lot of disgruntlement on Dunfey‘s part because of 

Corbin. That‘s why I was wondering—it almost looks like two forces 

at work. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, that doesn‘t necessarily mean that Robert Kennedy…. Robert 

Kennedy also had the habit of asking two or more people to do the 

same thing. 

 

GREENE:  Right. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: But still he wouldn‘t have asked Corbin to go to New Hampshire. I 

think Corbin knew something was going on in New Hampshire, and 

went up to look at it, and got caught. 

 

GREENE: Can you comment on your knowledge of Corbin and the 

relationship…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: New Hampshire? 

 

GREENE: Well, in general, too, and how he was regarded. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, Robert Kennedy liked Paul. He had a loyalty to him because of 

how very hard Paul had worked in the Wisconsin primary in 1960. He 

knew Paul was a difficult person to keep in place, and an abrasive  

person. He couldn‘t give him a government job, I understand, because he couldn‘t get a 

security clearance. But Paul always was able to get access to Robert Kennedy. 

 The only thing I can add is that at the time of a testimonial 
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dinner for Ben Smith [Benjamin A. Smith II] in Gloucester, Massachusetts—Ben was the 

man who held the Senate seat—Robert Kennedy came up to speak. He came with an 

entourage which included Corbin and other friends of Ben Smith. As he was leaving, the car 

that he was in was about to start and Corbin wasn‘t there. Corbin came running after the car, 

saying, ―Don't leave, don‘t forget me.‖ I remember Robert Kennedy saying, ―We‘re gonna 

leave you, out, Paul.‖ He said it in a way which gave the impression he meant it in a much 

broader sense than just leaving him behind in Gloucester. But whether he was serious or 

whether he just liked to bait Corbin, I don‘t know. 

 

GREENE: Do you have anything to add to what‘s already been written about the 

meeting with Johnson on July 29 and his reaction to it? 

 



GWIRTZMAN: No, I wrote everything I knew about it in our book. 

 

GREENE: What about his feelings… 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Wait. There was one, the McGeorge Bundy part. You want to ask 

about that? 

 

GREENE: That‘s what I was going to ask you. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: He was very upset about that. Bundy was in a difficult position 

between two people to whom he had loyalty—Kennedy and Johnson—

so he tried to play a broker‘s role, on a matter in which it was  

impossible to do so. I remember being with Ted Kennedy at that time, and Teddy saying that 

the real grating point was not that Johnson didn‘t want Bobby on the ticket—Bobby 

understood that—but that he wanted Bobby to take the initiative in taking himself out of 

consideration, he didn‘t want to take the responsibility for eliminating Bobby. He didn‘t want 

to incur the wrath of the Kennedy supporters around the country and so he wanted Bobby to 

opt out. 

 

GREENE: Bow out gracefully. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes—which Bobby refused to do. And again, O‘Donnell was involved 

in that, Bundy, and I‘m sure Valenti [Jack J. Valenti]. 

 

GREENE: Did Bundy‘s role sort of end their friendly relationship at this point? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I don‘t know. I‘m sure it hurt it. 

 

[-20-] 

 

GREENE: It seemed to. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: You see, it was…. I don‘t think that Robert Kennedy at that time could 

appreciate the fact that other people could make the same claim of 

loyalty on subordinates that he and his family could. He felt that if  

McGeorge Bundy worked for John Kennedy he had to continue to give his loyalty to the 

Kennedys. The fact that he was now working for Lyndon Johnson didn‘t seem to make him 

understand that he had to be loyal to Lyndon Johnson. He thought that anything Bundy did 

out of loyalty to Johnson, or at Johnson‘s orders, or even any suggestions Bundy made to 

Johnson to heal the wounds caused by the rejection, was a disloyal act to the Kennedys. Of 

course, you know, there are a number of people who were trapped in that situation. I think 

they made a mistake if they offered themselves as a bridge in tough situations like that. 

 



GREENE: It‘s an interesting question, and I‘ve never heard anyone say that they 

ever put it to Robert Kennedy that way. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I don‘t think anybody ever did. 

 

GREENE: Nobody ever seemed to dare. Anyway, after Kennedy was eliminated 

publicly, do you know of anything that he or his people—I‘m thinking 

specifically of O‘Donnell—did to encourage one candidate or another  

for vice-president after Kennedy was actually out of it? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No, I wouldn‘t know about that. 

 

GREENE: Okay. Anyway, do you know how seriously Robert Kennedy 

considered the New York race prior to the time he was actually 

eliminated, or wasn‘t it ever seriously considered before? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I wasn‘t close to him when he was thinking about New York in the 

early 1964 period, but I think that if he had decided to run I would 

have been told by Ted Kennedy. So I have to conclude that he was  

thinking about it and he was unsure, because Ted‘s accident took place… 

 

GREENE: July 19. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: …before he was eliminated or after he…. 

 

GREENE: Ten days before, July 19. 
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GWIRTZMAN: Before he was eliminated from the vice-presidency. I think he had the 

vice presidency on his mind primarily. After the job he wanted was 

taken away, he had to look around, survey the field and act quickly.  

And at that point, running for the senate from New York looked good, whereas it hadn‘t 

looked interesting before, by comparison with the vice presidential opportunity. 

 

GREENE: Do you remember anything specific about his reaction and his 

activities the days that followed the senator‘s accident? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes, he came up to the Northampton hospital [Cooley-Dickinson 

Hospital] immediately. He had been on a speaking tour. He broke it off 

and came to Northampton with Ed Guthman and Nick Katzenbach  

[Nicholas deB. Katzenbach] to be with Ted. I remember having breakfast with him the 

morning after the accident, when I arrived there. He was primarily concerned with his brother 

and his recovery; but he also knew that there was great public interest in the accident. So he 



was instructing Guthman, and consulting with Guthman and Katzenbach, on how to handle 

the reporters. He was concerned with whether he should postpone a trip he was supposed to 

make. You could just see that, as always with the Kennedys, when there was a family 

problem, it took precedence over whatever political or Department of Justice or other 

activities were going on. 

 Here was the attorney general and the deputy attorney general and the head of public 

relations for the Justice Department, up at a hospital in Northampton working on this 

particular problem. At that time he made a statement to the press that the Kennedys have a lot 

of troubles; but there are a lot of Kennedys, so there are more Kennedys than there are 

troubles. And, you know, he was thinking in those terms. When he was assured by the 

doctors that Senator Kennedy would pull through and would recover fully, even though it 

would be a long recovery, he left. He resumed his own schedule. But he did it, you know, just 

as if one of his kids broke a leg, or any of the other things that happen in that family. He 

treated it the same way. By that time he‘d been through so many family accidents and 

tragedies he knew just what to do. 

 

GREENE: Okay. I guess we have to go back to the discussion with Lyndon 

Johnson, and then he‘s out of the vice presidential race, and New York 

becomes a reality. At what point did you get in on the thing? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I don‘t know how many days after he had decided 
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  definitely to run for the Senate—it could have been anywhere from one 

to three or four—Edward Kennedy told me he was going to run for the  

Senate and asked me to go over to the Justice Department and begin to assemble some 

material on New York and New York‘s problems. I talked to Bill vanden Heuvel about it, at a 

party where I saw him, and asked if he would help, since he happened to be in Washington at 

that time, worked out of Ed Guthman‘s office. We were native New Yorkers—the only ones 

in either Edward or Robert Kennedy‘s group at that time. Bill knew a great deal about the 

problems of New York State. I remembered my high school stuff and absorbed the rest 

quickly. When Robert Kennedy went on a sailing trip during this period we gave him a 

standard New York State high school text about history and government. We felt that for 

starters there was no better thing he could have. 

 In addition, of course, we took each issue that was of concern to the people of New 

York and got the facts, the figures for the problem as it applied to New York, what the 

Kennedy administration and the new Johnson administration had done in connection with 

those problems. We did it in fields of health and hospitals, and housing and education, and 

across the board. Jack Rosenthal [Jacob ―Jack‖ Rosenthal] was helpful in that, and some 

other people in the Justice Department contributed ideas and programs. But it was a quiet 

operation. It was done solely in that one room in the Department of Justice. It went on for 

about ten days. 

 



GREENE: You wrote in your book that he was uneasy about his decision. What 

did you have in mind when you said that? Do you mean that in the 

early period before he got going, the time we‘re talking about now,  

when the decision was made but not yet announced…. 

 

[BEGIN SIDE II TAPE I] 

 

GREENE: Anyway, if you don‘t have anything else in the pre-campaign period, 

we can jump ahead to the actual campaign. Anything specific from the 

convention, for instance? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes. Robert Kennedy tended to see things in terms of people ―for me 

and against me, for us and against us.‖ This was not the case when it 

came to policies and issues, but when it came to politics, he didn‘t  

always appreciate fully the other person‘s side. Sam Stratton [Samuel S. Stratton] had been a 

candidate for the Senate before Kennedy announced. He had worked hard and had a good 

chance of being nominated. Then, as Stratton 
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and his supporters saw it, the enormous force of Robert Kennedy comes into the state from 

outside and begins to take it away from him. You would think that Robert Kennedy would 

have been charitable to Sam Stratton out of a realization that his coming in is taking away 

from Sam this ambition he had cherished and worked for. Instead, he was angry that Stratton 

insisted on having his name placed before the convention at all. He felt Stratton was being 

unfair to him, because of the fact that Stratton‘s continuance in the pre-convention campaign 

became a center around which opposition to Kennedy could form, especially among the 

liberal Democrats. I remember him saying, ―Stratton's really making things hard for me.‖ 

That was hard for me to understand, because I saw how he had made things much harder for 

Stratton. 

  

GREENE: Right. But nobody would point this out to him, this inconsistency, is 

that right? I mean, that‘s the feeling I get. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: That was the case if he just made the remark, and not tried to act on it. 

If he had said, ―Stratton‘s being unfair to me and I‘m going to 

denounce him or I‘m going to call him and tell him, someone might  

have stepped in. But it‘s just a private remark, and expression of opinion. Why get in an 

argument with him? Why not let him just pet it off his chest? 

 

GREENE: The same thing, I think, would be true during the Kennedy 

administration. There are incidents of dissent on Vietnam I‘m thinking 

of specifically, but the Bay of Pigs and other things, where somebody  



would be dissenting and he would go to them afterwards and say, ―Just forget that you 

disagreed and line up.‖ And yet when he was the dissenter he was, you know, saying that 

dissent is an obligation. The Vanderbilt University speech particularly I‘m thinking of. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: But when he was a dissenter like in 1966 or 1967, he was not part of 

the administration he was dissenting from, and I think that‘s a great 

difference. 

 

GREENE: Yes, that‘s true. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: When he went to Chet Bowles [Chester B. Bowles] and said, ―You 

were for the invasion,‖ what he meant was, ―We have to present a 

united front to the public.‖ That‘s the old notion of cabinet  

responsibility, and Bowles was in the sub-cabinet. 
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GREENE: This is jumping ahead but it‘s sort of relevant, do you remember him 

ever commenting on Humphrey‘s [Hubert H. Humphrey‘s] position on 

Vietnam later on and saying whether or not he felt Humphrey should  

have done more to distinguish his views on Vietnam from the president‘s, since he alleged…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I don‘t think he felt Humphrey‘s views were different from the 

president‘s. It was Humphrey who made the ―fox in the chicken coop‖ 

remark. Humphrey defended…. 

 

GREENE: I guess it was later that he…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: It would have been. In order for him to feel Humphrey had different 

views, he either would have had to know what was going on within the 

administration on that issue, and what Humphrey‘s role in it was,  

which I doubt if he did or else Humphrey would have had to have expressed a dissenting 

view to him privately. 

 

GREENE: Yes. What about other people within the administration in that period 

when dissent was becoming popular? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, I don‘t know much about it. That gets into his relation on 

Vietnam with Secretary McNamara between 1965 and 1967. The 

people who worked in his Senate office would know about that. 

 

GREENE: All right, is there anything else up until…. 

 



GWIRTZMAN: Let me also say that he felt that others could dissent more effectively 

from Johnson‘s policies than he could because he felt his dissent 

would be interpreted as an effort to undermine Johnson politically, to  

serve his own ambition. 

 

GREENE: As political. Did you do any additional preliminary work other than 

gathering information for him on New York? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Bill and I were the first two people in the part of the campaign that 

dealt with substantive issues. I handled the speechwriting and Bill 

handled the research. That part of the campaign expanded from us.  

After this work on the New York issues, and preparing a briefing paper for him on that 

subject, we then started to do everything else you have to do: for example, preparing his 

announcement of candidacy. Others in the Justice Department and other friends such as Joe 

Kraft and Tony Lewis contributed the most to the announcement: I wrote his acceptance 

speech 
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to the convention. Then we had to gear up research material for a full speaking schedule. 

Also, as soon as people were sure he was going to run, they began to ask for his views not 

just about state issues but about national issues. The first day we got to our head quarters, in 

the Chatham Hotel…. Is that where it was? 

 

GREENE: That sounds right. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: …they hadn‘t even put in a phone. We got a call on the hotel phone 

from Averell Harriman [William Averell Harriman]. He said it was 

important that the candidate prepare a position on what was going on  

at that time in Cyprus, first, because it was important in and of itself, and secondly, because 

there were a lot of Greek-Americans in New York. Bill spent half a day developing a 

proposed position on the situation in Cyprus. This was just one of two hundred issues that he 

had to have a position on. So we had to just start from scratch. Now, we were very fortunate, 

very early on, to get the help of Ben Altman [Benjamin Altman], who had been the research 

director of the Democratic State Committee. He had a good feel for the state issues. But we 

had to juggle things for a certain period of time before we got our bearings. Neither Bill nor I 

had done a New York campaign for quite awhile. 

 Of course, Kennedy received a great deal of substantive help from the people in the 

Justice Department with whom he had been working. Just to cite one example, on the race 

issue, I remember him standing near his pool in Glen Cove [New York], with Burke 

Marshall. The issue of school redistricting for racial balance was hot in New York City, and 

an organization had formed called P.A.T. [Parents and Taxpayers] which opposed further 

integration and was trying to get all Senate candidates to support their views. They were quite 

militant, too—demonstrations and the like. Kennedy and Marshall were discussing a P.A.T. 



letter Kennedy had received, and in the course of the discussion, Marshall said—and this was 

1964, remember—―New York City is only the beginning. Soon every city is going to have to 

deal with the school integration problems New York has now.‖ This was a very prescient 

comment. 

 

GREENE: You mention in the book that…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Neither of us was prepared. It would have been nice if Kennedy told us 

three months before that he was going to run, but since he decided—

when, in August? 

 

GREENE: Very end. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: With that little notice we weren‘t prepared to do anything. 

 

[-26-] 

 

GREENE: Did you anticipate correctly what the problems would be in terms of 

the kinds of things he would, on a personal level, have to contend 

with? The criticism of his. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, I think we did. We knew that the carpetbag thing would come 

up. We prepared a great deal for that, because it was so obvious an 

issue. What we didn‘t see and I think Robert Kennedy was primarily at  

fault here, was, he felt that he would be able to run on the record of the Kennedy 

administration, which he knew intimately. He didn‘t think he would have to make statements 

on a lot of the state issues. That was wrong. 

 

GREENE: Did anybody try to dissuade him from that point of view at first? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Not at first, because no one could predict it with certainty, and I, at 

least, was somewhat intimidated to suggest it, not having worked this 

closely with him before, and not knowing whether he hadn‘t perhaps  

received advice about this matter from well qualified people in New York. (He hadn‘t). What 

happened was, he made statements; he received criticism. Charges were made. Things appear 

in the paper. That became the perceived reality where only then do you see where you were 

wrong. Until then, it is merely trying to predict the future. The first speeches he made—you 

can look at them—are all about what the Kennedy administration did, about national 

problems that were also New York problems, like juvenile delinquency and education. If 

those speeches had been hailed, this problem wouldn‘t have appeared. 

 

GREENE: I was thinking in terms of criticism, like maybe…. 

 



GWIRTZMAN: Well, let me just say that in terms of anyone‘s standing up to him, it 

was very difficult. He said, at meetings at the Justice Department I 

attended, ―I want my campaign to be based on the record of the  

Kennedy administration.‖ Now, you may ask whether at that point someone said, ―Well… 

 

GREENE: ―That won‘t be enough.‖ 

 

GWIRTZMAN: …Bob, you know, that‘s just going to aggravate the charge that you‘re 

running on your brother‘s name.‖ No one in this group said that. I 

don‘t think they would have even if they felt it, because, again you  

were dealing with a man still not recovered from his grief. You never knew when he was 

going to just turn off and go and stare out the window. You 
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didn‘t want to offend him by implying that the record of his brother‘s administration was not 

sufficient for him to run for the Senate on. In many ways, it was, but the opinion makers in 

New York didn‘t see it that way. 

 We didn‘t leave the meetings and say to ourselves, ―Oh, he‘s wrong.‖ We didn‘t 

know. We didn‘t know what people in New York were thinking. We didn‘t know what the 

papers were going to write. But even if we had, I think we would probably have waited for 

the criticism to be made by the press, or for the point to show up in the polls rather than just 

argue with him. Until that happened, it was just speculation. 

 

GREENE: How much had you anticipated the criticism that developed about the 

usual things, Hoffa [Jimmy Hoffa] and McCarthy and civil rights? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: He was ready for all of those except Keating‘s charges on General 

Aniline and Film [Corporation], which was new. He‘d been answering 

all the others for years. 

 

GREENE: And you didn‘t do very much on it? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No. He knew all that. 

 

GREENE: Yes. Okay. Well, the criticism does develop in the press that he‘s not 

running on a New York platform as far as what he‘s going to do for the 

state, and you start to release these more solid position papers. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: As soon as we had developed the positions. 

 

GREENE: Right. Was there a formal meeting about this or did it just evolve? 

 



GWIRTZMAN: No, he never worked by meetings in my experience with him. He 

would give a general directive. If it was a speech he would say, ―This 

is what I want to say,‖ and he‘d give some thoughts and ideas and  

you‘d write them down as fast as you could because he spoke fast, and then you'd go back 

and try to construct a speech out of it. If it was a development of campaign themes, he would 

just say to somebody—me or whoever was around—sometimes he said it to four or five 

different people at different times, ―We‘ve got to do more on this.‖ And we‘d just do it. Ed 

Guthman was very good at following through on this. Whenever people started to have 

meetings and argue and debate back and forth—so much of campaigns is a process of people 

expressing their own per- 
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sonality traits—he would just say, ―Let‘s just do it.‖ And so we did it. For example, when the 

New York Times starts to criticize you in three editorials in five days for not having position 

papers, you just know you have to have position papers. So we wrote them. Even if the Times 

was the only group who read them. At least they were there. And it is interesting, looking 

back from the perspective of today‘s (1975‘s) politics: In 1964, a candidate was expected to 

have a program to solve every problem. If he does, no one believes him. 

 

GREENE: Was there any difficulty…. There was, obviously. How did you handle 

the problem of getting this stuff into the press as opposed. . . . 

 

GWIRTZMAN: We made it available to them. They didn‘t publish much of it. 

 

GREENE: Yes, because they were absorbed in the crowd…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: The press will always, I think, prefer to write about the politics of a 

campaign instead of the substantive proposals made by the candidate, 

except if there‘s important news in the substance. But when the  

reporters came by, we showed them these heaps of position papers, and perhaps they then 

went back and told their editorial writers that we had them. But it took a long time—in fact, I 

don‘t think the point ever got over in the papers. But the charge that Kennedy‘s campaign 

lacked substance was made for maybe four weeks during September, 1964, and then the 

papers went on to something else. 

 

GREENE: Again, was there any kind of discussion that preceded the decision not 

to respond to Keating‘s attacks, or is that something that seemed fairly 

obvious in the beginning, that he would run kind of a low-key  

campaign? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, no, the key there was the poll that was taken by Quayle [Oliver 

Quayle]. The first poll was taken which showed that about fifty percent 

of the voters in New York didn‘t know who Keating was. So why  



should Robert Kennedy, who received maximum attention for everything he was doing, 

spend his time publicizing Keating‘s name in any way? As I say, that poll was very 

important. Steve Smith commissioned it. There should be a copy of it in your files. It had a 

very favorable—I think it was 57 to 43 for Kennedy. It was a poll that ostensibly was 

commissioned by the moderator of ―Youth Wants to Know,‖ Theodore Granik [S. Theodore 

Granik], but we paid for it. 

 

[-29-] 

 

 Granik was asked by Steve if he would commission the poll, because usually the 

name of the person commissioning a poll becomes public, and this poll was commissioned 

before Robert Kennedy had decided to run. Before he decided to run in New York he wanted 

to know how he‘d do there. Ostensibly, it was commissioned by Granik to see whether he 

should run for public office. The poll gave respondents a list of Democrats; Wagner [Robert 

Ferdinand Wagner, Jr.], Stratton, et cetera, et cetera, and asked how all of them would do 

against Keating. Robert Kennedy‘s name just happened to be in there. This was a front. 

Granik [Keating] did not do too well. He wasn‘t known by more than 15 percent. 

 So Kennedy had this poll, and the poll showed that Keating wasn‘t known. You never 

attack someone who isn‘t known. The poll did not ask too much about what issues were 

important, so it didn‘t give us too much on that score. But the important thing was what took 

place during the August period, the period up to the convention. Because of the lag in the 

Wagner endorsement, and the fact that Kennedy had decided he would not announce until 

Wagner had endorsed him, you had a three-week period in which Kennedy couldn‘t do 

anything, and in which the New York Times was attacking him almost every day. That 

changed the climate and started changing the polls. 

 

GREENE: Yes, because when he announced, the figures were very different from 

that earlier poll. What was your part, and what do you know about the 

drafting of the response to Keating‘s General Aniline charges? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: That was done in Washington, and so I…. 

 

GREENE: At the Justice Department? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes. And I think since Guthman was traveling with Kennedy, probably 

Lou Oberdorfer [Louis F. Oberdorfer] supervised it. It was based on 

the facts of the case as they existed in the Justice Department files. 

 

GREENE: Do you know anything about Robert Kennedy‘s personal reaction to 

that attack? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: He thought it was terribly unfair. He was the sort of candidate who, in 

the middle of a campaign, almost had to be attacked in order to get his 

juices going. Once he can start thinking that his opponent‘s being  



unfair to him, then he can approve a lot of things which point out the weaknesses in the 

record of his opponent. You had a situation where he didn‘t want to attack Keating: first, 

because he was unknown; secondly, because he thought Keating had been a good senator. 
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GREENE: And was a nice old man. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Let me say at this point that I, too, had a fond feeling for Keating. He 

had been the congressman from my home town of Rochester. He had 

always been cordial to me, the few times I had met him. He had an  

excellent reputation in Rochester. My uncle, Joseph Silverstein, who had long been 

prominent in democratic affairs there, had turned down a request to run against Keating 

because he thought too much of him. I always felt that Ken Keating was just, in 1964, an 

unfortunate victim of political history in that, there he was, being a pretty good senator from 

New York, and along comes Robert Kennedy, with this emotional force of being the slain 

president‘s brother, and Keating was bowled over. I also feel that his attacks on Kennedy 

during that campaign were not things he liked to do, but his advisors had convinced him they 

were the only way he could combat this force. 

 When Peter Edelman [Peter B. Edelman] and John Douglas [John W. Douglas] put 

together the Keating record, John Douglas sent this memo, which we describe in our book: 

―You are saying that Keating has been a good senator. He‘s not been a good senator. You are 

cutting your own throat.‖ And they listed all these votes and all these positions that Keating 

had taken which were not liberal in the sense that New Yorkers want to see their senator 

liberal. But even that wasn‘t enough. Robert Kennedy was only willing to allow the 

dissemination of that material, when the polls showed that he was losing, and also after 

Keating had attacked him. Even if the polls showed that he was losing, I don‘t think he would 

have done it unless Keating had attacked him. Keating was following a strategy which said, 

you‘ve got to attack Kennedy because he‘s the brother of the martyred president and you‘ve 

got to bring him down from off his pedestal. I don‘t think he had any more personal taste for 

such attacks than Kennedy did, but he had waged an uphill battle, and a very tough campaign. 

 There were a couple of campaign vignettes I wanted to mention that took place during 

the early part of the campaign. I said that he was campaigning, for the first six weeks, very 

much under the influence of his grief. Certainly during the period in which the Warren [Earl 

Warren] Commission report was published and the time at Columbia University when 

someone asked him whether he believed the conclusions of the Warren report but more than 

that, just living with his grief all the day, being in the same city as Jackie, going over to see 

her at the end of the campaign day very often—all that depressed him and deflected his 

attention. 

 Secondly, his schedule. He felt that the best way to rebut the carpetbagger charge was 

to be seen in as many parts of New York 
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as possible. Now, New York, at that time, had sixteen million people. He couldn‘t be seen 

everywhere, but he felt if the word got around that he was appearing in lots of places, or if he 

was seen on television in so many different parts of the state, it would help neutralize that 

charge. And so he forced his schedule. His schedule was probably physically the most brutal 

schedule any senate candidate had ever attempted. It was especially brutal because he was not 

just going from six in the morning till eleven at night, but he was doing it in crowd situations 

with people clawing at him and touching him. And a couple times they overdid it a little. And 

I remember him once sitting down with John Nolan [John E. Nolan], who, along with Justin 

Feldman [Justin Newton Feldman] was in charge of making the schedule, and looking at one 

of those days that started at 5:30 and went all over the state all day, and he said, ―John, if you 

want me to do it I‘ll do it. I can physically do it,‖ he says, ―but I‘m going to be exhausted and 

I won‘t be able to think.‖ But, you know, he still wanted a heavy, heavy schedule for the 

reason I outlined. He said, ―They won‘t believe I‘m a carpetbagger if they see me in their 

neighborhood.‖ We talk these days about media campaigns—while the media was very 

important in his campaign, he felt that personal visits were also very important. Also, when I 

talk about the grief, even his campaigning reminded him of the president, because he 

believed that the reason he was getting this frenzied response was solely because of his 

brother. He never said, ―They‘re paying tribute to my brother,‖ which is what many of the 

people in the crowds were doing. He never said that. But he said—well, I can‘t remember the 

right quote, but he said something to the effect that, ―They like me because of my brother, not 

because of anything I have done.‖ 

 

GREENE: There was, according to some people at least, a point in the campaign 

where he did sense a change that now people were applauding and 

turning out to see him, not just his brother‘s brother. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I don‘t know. I don‘t know whether he ever wanted that. 

 

GREENE: Some people think the Columbia appearance was kind of a turning 

point. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: He never said anything to me. He might have said things to somebody 

else, but I think that he carried himself like an icon through the streets 

so that people could, through him, show how they felt about his  

brother. He did this almost all the way through the campaign. The Columbia University 

appearance, which was filmed for his commercials, came at a 
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very difficult time in the campaign at a time during which he thought he was losing. He 

didn‘t think he did well at Columbia University. When we saw the full half-hour show, it was 

not too impressive; I saw it with Steve Smith at Mrs. Lasker‘s [Mary Lasker] house. But 

when Papert [Frederic S. Papert] and the others took certain segments out of it and used them 

it was very effective. 



 

GREENE: Do you remember him being particularly irritable and difficult to work 

with, especially in the first part of the campaign, temperamental and…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I never worked for anybody who drew as much out of you, who 

demanded as much. So in that sense, I found he was always hard to 

work with. Not because he was irritable, but because I found myself  

always straining to do my very best in working for him, and always realizing he had such 

very high standards of quality, of accuracy. That took a great deal out of me, to meet those 

standards. I never worked so hard or so long in my life. A time came, about three weeks 

before the end of the campaign, when he was quite sure he was going to win. He became 

easier to work with then, although we still had some tough times. I had a conversation with 

Jack Rosenthal before the campaign began, in which Jack said, ―I hope he never gets behind 

because he will become absolutely impossible.‖ He did get behind, and he wasn‘t impossible, 

but he was always a tough taskmaster. The period where he really felt he was behind was 

short, not more than ten days, so it didn‘t show too much. 

 

GREENE: Well, it was at that point, which, I think, was the second week in 

October, that they had a big reshuffling and got off the defensive and 

became a lot tougher on Keating. And the polls showed this. The polls  

reflected the change rather rapidly. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, you mean the stuff that they started passing around the west 

side? 

 

GREENE: Yes, and just getting a lot more aggressive. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes. These things don‘t…. 

 

GREENE: Do you remember…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Yes. What happened was that the Keating record had been prepared in 

Washington, early. 

 

GREENE: You mean ―The myth of Keating‘s liberalism‖ pamphlet? 
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GWIRTZMAN: The record of Keating‘s votes. One of the first things you do in a 

campaign is to look at the record of your opponent. Certain selected 

parts of that record were passed around the campaign staff to see  

whether they‘d be useful. At that time the word was, ―We‘re not attacking Keating.‖ I think 

that probably Bill Haddad [William F. Haddad] had as much to do with the preparation of 

―The myth of Keating liberalism‖ as anybody. But it was based on the stuff that Peter 



Edelman and John Douglas did in Washington. I don‘t think Haddad got a new signal before 

he started to prepare the pamphlet. I think he went ahead and prepared it on his own. You 

should ask him about this. But the time then came, after Keating started attacking Kennedy, 

when Kennedy was more receptive to using such material. Haddad showed it to him and got 

an approval to print it, and they started passing it around. ―Inundating the streets of New 

York City‖, as Keating put it. In other words, the change did not result from any one meeting 

or one decision, but from the slow evolutionary process. And I guess that‘s a nice way of 

saying what also can be said in almost all campaigns in New York state; they start on a high 

level and they all degenerate into mudslinging contests. 

 

GREENE: Mudslinging, yes. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: In fact, they usually degenerate…. I‘ve seen this time and time again—

the last salvos have always had something to do with one candidate 

calling the other an anti-Semite or pro-Nazi or something…. 

 

GREENE: Or a racist. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Racist. You know, they all end there. It‘s not as if ours was unique. It 

was just another part of him becoming a New Yorker. An unfortunate 

part. That stuff is always prepared in case you need it. At some point  

you decide you need it and you go ahead with it. At this point the initiative really came from 

the campaign workers, just as in the ‗68 campaign with McCarthy [Eugene J. McCarthy]. 

People on the west side were saying, ―I can‘t keep my people in line for Kennedy. What do 

you have on Keating‘s record?‖ They wanted to use the techniques they were accustomed to 

use in tough campaigns. And so we prepared it and gave it to them and they were intrigued by 

it and used it. 

 

GREENE: The thing that I guess you got…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: They possibly could have been passing it out before Kennedy knew 

about it. But at some point…. There was obviously a decision to let 

Robert Wagner go 
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on television with his half-hour show in which he laid the Keating record out. That was a 

critical point in this process. Wagner gave it legitimacy and widespread publicity. 

 

GREENE: Did you have anything to do with Wagner and his people? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Julius Edelstein [Julius C.C. Edelstein] wrote the speech. I do 

remember that we got to him the very damaging quote from the 

Americans for Conservative Action, giving Keating their…. 



 

GREENE: Such a good rating. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No, giving him an award! 

 

GREENE: Yes, that‘s right, I remember that. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Giving him an award, which he accepted. I called Julius and said, 

―Well, I just want you to know that the ACA is…. You know, it is 

almost like the John Birch Society. I don‘t know if you knew about  

them.‖ And Julius, who had been Herbert Lehman‘s [Herbert H. Lehman] administrative 

assistant and was very, very politically savvy, said, ―Yes, I know all about them.‖ And he 

used it very well in the Wagner speech. 

 

GREENE: The only real trouble you got yourself into in that thing was over the 

test ban treaty, the attacks on Keating for not fully supporting it. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, there were two. Keating complained about ―The myth of 

Keating‘s liberalism‖ because he felt some of the votes were distorted. 

Such as the negative votes on housing, when he had also cast positive  

votes on housing. He complained to the Fair Campaign-Practices Committee about that part 

of it. And we gave them a rebuttal, on that part, which the FCPC accepted. That is, they 

decided our attack was within the bounds of fair campaigning. 

 

GREENE: Did you feel that there have been two sides to it? Some people say that 

that‘s one of the things that sort of slipped by somehow, that it was not 

a…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: The FCPC? 

 

GREENE: The criticism of the test ban treaty. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: What happened there…. 
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GREENE: Is that true, that it just slipped by? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: At that time, we wanted to develop the theme, and Robert Kennedy 

himself was anxious to develop the theme, of lack of leadership on the 

part of Keating; to make the contrast that if he were a senator from  

New York, New York would have leadership in the Senate because of who he was, whereas 

Keating might have been a nice senator, made nice speeches, but he hadn‘t exerted 

leadership. 



 Kennedy said, ―What was he doing for this program and that program?‖ When he was 

trying to get civil rights and other programs through the Senate, he did not remember Keating 

leaping to his side. And once he said, ―What was he doing when we were fighting for the test 

ban treaty?‖ Okay. So we wanted to look into that possibility. So we got a speech Keating 

made in which he had been very lukewarm in his support of the test ban treaty. We used it as 

a basis for a presentation for Kennedy, and sent it to the traveling party, for delivery in 

Syracuse. At that time, Gerald Gardner was traveling with the candidate and was doing final 

rewrite of his speeches. Gardner strengthened the language without having seen the Keating 

speech, without understanding the limits and nuances of the charge that could fairly be made. 

The language in the draft we sent was weak because the Keating speech was sort of two-

sided. Keating inserted in the Congressional Record some letters and things on both sides of 

the issue. That‘s really all he did, publicly, to help the treaty get ratified in the Senate. At a 

time when John Kennedy was really working hard to get senatorial support, Keating was on 

the fence on the thing. Sure he was going to vote for it, but he wasn‘t enthusiastic about it. 

And this was an extremely important issue—the major foreign policy accomplishment of the 

Kennedy administration and the first step away from confrontation with the Soviets. So 

Gardner put in the word ―ridicule‖ and said that Keating had ―ridiculed‖ the test ban treaty, 

which he had not done. Kennedy used Gardner‘s version, and that‘s what got us in trouble. 

 

GREENE: Now, Gardner at that point was sort of the final say? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No, he wasn‘t the final say when everyone was together, but he was the 

only guy on the road. 

 

GREENE: Around at the time. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: The only guy on the road. And his main function was to write jokes for 

the speeches. This was an important function. He also tried to recast 

the speeches into language that Kennedy could use more comfortably,  

because he had a 
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good ear for his speaking style. And he was acting in very good faith. I don‘t know what the 

language was that he changed, but he just thought the word ―ridicule‖ would be a sharper and 

a better word for that particular speech occasion. This is one of the things that happens in a 

campaign. 

 Now, shortly afterwards, I received a letter from Bruce Felknor [Bruce L. Felknor], 

director of the FCPC, about Keating‘s charges. They were based on two issues: one, on the 

voting record and, second, on the test ban. He said, ―Please furnish substantiation.‖ On the 

voting we furnished a lot of substantiation. On the test ban, we had to do a lot of new 

research. In fact we found other speeches he had made in the state of New York, not on the 

Senate floor, which were far more derogatory of the test ban than the speeches he made on 

the floor. In Rochester once, I forget exactly what he said, but the substance was that he 



doubted whether the test ban would do much good. Professor Dick Wade [Richard C. Wade] 

found that one for us, in the Rochester, [New York] Times-Union. Well, that‘s not ridiculing 

it, but it was close. So we sent all that in to the FPCP, and then the FCPC staff made its 

judgment that we had adequate grounds for the voting but we did not have adequate grounds 

for the test ban charge. What we had submitted did not substantiate the term ―ridicule‖ and 

therefore the staff—not the committee—felt it was an unfair campaign practice. But what 

happened then was that Felknor showed the staff letter to members of the Keating staff, and 

they somehow managed to get a copy of it to the New York Herald Tribune which was 

strongly supporting Keating, and the Tribune published it as if it were the judgment not of the 

committee staff but of the committee members, and that transmittal was an unfair campaign 

practice, in my opinion. 

 

GREENE: And there were several resignations as a result of that too, on the 

FCPC. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: There were several resignations, but in each case they were people who 

were partial to Kennedy, like Cardinal Cushing [Richard James 

Cushing] and Eugene Patterson. 

 

GREENE: Yeah, that‘s what I was going to say, how much was done to cultivate 

that kind of overt support? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, Robert Kennedy personally got on the phone to those people. He 

told them how the staff letter had been leaked before he, personally 

had had a chance to rebut the charges. He did not suggest they resign,  

but when one of them, a southern editor from Georgia [Patterson]…. 

 

GREENE: I just read the names and I don‘t remember them. 
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GWIRTZMAN: When Patterson listened to the staff letter, he was indignant, and he 

said, ―I‘m going to resign and I‘m going to ask….‖ Robert Kennedy 

did not discourage him, because he felt that this was a very unfair thing  

for the FCPC to do. He attributed it partly to Charles Taft because Taft, although he knew 

nothing about this incident, was the chairman of the organization. Kennedy saw it as a 

Republican plot. He couldn‘t believe that he had done anything wrong. He felt he was being 

persecuted. 

 He made this very clear to the people on the committee with whom he talked, and also 

to Charles Taft. He directed Bill vanden Heuvel and myself to go to the FCPC offices and try 

to get a retraction of the statement. He conducted a wide scale personal campaign that entire 

day, by telephone, to try to minimize the effects of the issue, because he felt it could be very 

damaging to him. He said so, to us. We even made a short television spot in his apartment, 

which we had to do on film, not videotape, in which he explained it to the people of New 



York. But the film was so bad we never sent it out. Fortunately for his campaign, a lot of 

other things were breaking at the same time, especially the ―non-debate‖ which we‘ll go into, 

and the FCPC thing tended to get lost. But I think that substantively, it was the worst mistake 

of the campaign, and I am as responsible for it, because I had overall responsibility for the 

speeches, and on this particular speech, I was responsible for preparing the case to the FCPC 

which they did not accept. It wasn‘t Kennedy‘s fault, it was mine. But I must say that the way 

he handled it, once he felt it had become a crisis, was both impressive and very forceful. It 

grew just out of this feeling, again, of me against them. That he was right, and he could be 

righteous because he was right. It was unfair—that‘s the word he used—for them to do it. 

―Here they call themselves the fair campaign committee and they‘re being unfair. Why are 

they being so unfair to me?‖ He saw it in very personal terms. 

 

GREENE: Well, referring to page 47 in your book, did you discuss the change to 

a harder line in support for Israel in an effort to round up some Jewish 

votes? Did you ever discuss with him his whole feeling about the  

Arab-Israeli situation? 

 

GWIRTZYAN: Yes. Not in great detail, but I discussed the senator‘s feeling about the 

Jewish vote, which was important in New York, and the question of 

whether there was a Jewish vote. It‘s my theory that there are really  

two Jewish votes in New York, the liberal-intellectual vote and the mass vote, and that his 

problem was only with the liberal-intellectual vote. He saw it more in terms of a monolithic 

Jewish vote. He said, ―Why are they against me? Was it because of what my father did? That 

was twenty years ago.‖ Again, he couldn‘t understand this opposition, and he tended to put it 

in personal terms. 
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 His commitment toward Israel was as firm as the one his brother had, which was a 

commitment to maintain the security of Israel and send arms when needed to maintain the 

balance of power, but within the context of encouraging peace and encouraging Israel to have 

relations with the Arab states. Keating didn‘t have to have relations with the Arab states. He 

was not a national or international figure. He was only a senator from New York. So he could 

say things and do things that Robert Kennedy felt were irresponsible, such as advocating 

cutting off food aid in the UAR [United Arab Republic] or making Israel part of NATO 

[North Atlantic Treaty Organization]. These were two suggestions Keating made that 

Kennedy, from his experience felt were both impractical and politically irresponsible. 

Kennedy wouldn‘t support them. So, some Jews considered he didn't go a hundred percent in 

favor of Israel and in that sense, he didn‘t. Also, he didn‘t relate well to Jewish leaders 

because he felt they harbored some resentment toward him. It was tied up in his work with 

Joe McCarthy and his alleged ruthlessness and all that. 

 



GREENE: I was going to say that, right. Did you ever hear him sort of bemoan the 

fact that as a candidate and then a senator from New York he really 

had very little maneuvering room on the Arab-Israeli question, that his  

position was kind of predetermined and so lopsided, and that he wished he had been able to 

be a bit more flexible? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No, I never heard that but I could certainly understand why he might 

have said that to others. 

 

GREENE: I had heard that as far as ‘68…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, ‗68 is different. We‘ll get into that later. 

 

GREENE: Yes, but I meant, at many points do you remember him feeling that 

way? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I never heard him say that but… 

 

GREENE: That he felt he had…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: …I think he could well have felt that. However, once anyone becomes 

senator from New York, he represents the largest Jewish community 

outside of Israel, you therefore have some obligation to take that fact  

into account, and  
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understand your representative obligation to our constituents to strongly support Israel, before 

you run. 

 

GREENE: Did you want to say something…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, I wanted to make the point, when we get into the debates…. Are 

we going to do that? 

 

GREENE: I was going to ask…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: He was very sure, in the 1964 campaign, of what he wanted to say, and 

how he wanted to make his points. He certainly felt that he was by far 

the most experienced person, politically, on the whole campaign staff.  

So he tried to be both the candidate and the day-to-day campaign manager. I saw that 

primarily in the substantive and issue area where he kept saying, ―I want to say this, I want to 

say that,‖ and we would hasten to write it down. But it was also true in the other areas. He 

had more difficulty than usual being a candidate because his previous experience was as a 



manager. He was always thinking in terms of being the manager. It's perilous to try to do both 

jobs. When you‘re the candidate you‘re travelling. You‘re away from your base. It‘s harder to 

direct things, it‘s harder to get the information you need or talk to all the people you should to 

make the right management decisions. The logistics create the problem. The time lag between 

when something happens and when you learn about it. 

 

GREENE: Did he have difficulty turning a lot of things over to Steve Smith? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, it got easier and easier. But he would still give general direction 

to Steve. Steve had run Teddy‘s campaign. This was just the second 

campaign Steve had run. Steve has never, when he‘s run a campaign,  

gotten much into the issue area—probably he doesn‘t feel comfortable with it. So Bobby had 

to do a lot of that. The same with scheduling. On relations with political leaders, he didn‘t do 

much of that. Each time he looked at his message sheets and the suggestions about calls to 

make to political leaders—Teddy kept writing him from the hospital, urging him to make his 

phone calls to the political leaders when you‘re campaigning in their area. He rarely did it, 

because he was just too tired at the end of a campaign day, and he didn‘t have time during the 

day. 

 

GREENE: I heard criticism, too, of his behavior when he was with politicians at 

that time, partly the grief thing and partly the temperamental thing, that 

he just was not good. 
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GWIRTZMAN: The combination of being shy, very shy, and being, very direct was in 

my opinion what made him seem ruthless to those who did not know 

him. And the fact that he did not relate to a lot of the politicians, and  

the intellectuals, and the fact that he was very tired from the brutal type of campaigning. So it 

was several things. I‘ve seen him charm people when he wants to. He can do it you know but 

to turn on the charm over and over again, he just hated to do that. 

 

GREENE: On your own end of things, Walinsky [Adam Walinsky] and Edelman 

came into the picture for the first time in this campaign. What kind of 

an impression did they make and how much did they help you in ‗64? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, they were am enormous help. They rescued us. We had run out 

of ideas by the end of September, Adam came in with a lot of good 

speech ideas. He had known, he had worked with Kennedy so  

Kennedy knew him. Peter came in with an enormous talent for gathering and presenting facts. 

Peter would always go around with a huge sheaf of papers under his arm. He had prepared 

one single book that had everything that Robert Kennedy needed in the issue area. He always 

carried it with him. It was a superb performance on the part of both of them; they both 



worked awfully hard. They certainly showed in that campaign that they would be able to 

carry those responsibilities into the Senate years. 

 

GREENE: In October—maybe this is being too precise—but it seems to me there 

was another decision made, and that was to align his campaign more 

closely with the president‘s. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: I think that was a real conscious decision. It had something to do with 

money matters, in connection with Eddie Weisl [Edwin L. Weisl, 

Jr.]—the manager of the New York Johnson campaign—joint  

financing of the two campaigns. It was negotiated between Weisl and Smith. It had, 

obviously, something to do with how well Johnson was doing and the feeling on the part of 

the pollsters that among voters with whom Kennedy had difficulty he could try changing the 

campaign theme to that of, get-on-the-Kennedy-Johnson-Humphrey team—that would 

produce straight ticket voting that would yield for Kennedy votes he might not otherwise get. 

Steve handled the combining of the campaigns from our side. 

 

GREENE: What problems did this present for Robert Kennedy personally? 
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GWIRTZMAN: None that I know of. I think by that time he was getting along well 

with Johnson. Remember that Johnson came into the state twice. First 

was at the time of the Walter Jenkins [Walter W. Jenkins] affair, and  

Kennedy was with Johnson. He saw that Johnson was getting a terrific reception. Here were 

two men, both running for different offices, but both running against Republicans, so they 

could work comfortably together. At that time, pursuing that goal, there was no conflict: they 

were helping each other. And then, of course, Johnson came in at the end of the campaign. 

But I don‘t think Kennedy had any problem with that. I don‘t think he felt Johnson‘s 

appearances in New York were critical to his victory chances. He didn‘t think he was going 

to lose unless he linked up with Johnson. He was not grabbing onto Johnson‘s coattails. Why 

not appear with him? It‘s a presidential year. You‘re getting to the end of the campaign. 

Everybody tends to come together to support the nominees. Even people who preferred other 

candidates earlier on. They all come together in the final effort. Democrats are good that way. 

At least they were up until the McGovern [George S. McGovern] campaign. 

 

GREENE: I‘m up to the debate, if you have anything in between. [Interruption] 

Well, why don‘t we go on to the debate and I‘ll give you a version of 

what happened and what the motivations were at the… 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Different times? 

 

GREENE: …different times, yes. 

 



GWIRTZMAN: Well, again, based on the first poll he took, in late August, Kennedy 

didn‘t want to debate Keating because it would give Keating exposure 

to the voters he could not otherwise get. And that changed when the  

Lubell [Samuel Lubell] poll came in on October 12 saying Keating was ahead. We were in 

Kennedy‘s apartment, prior to his going out to speak to a union group, and he suddenly said 

to me, ―I want a speech saying I‘m going to debate Keating, and I want to debate him on his 

lies.‖ 

 

GREENE:  On what? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: ―His lies, about me.‖ You know, he put it all very personally. ―I‘ll 

debate him about whether or not I helped the Nazis, and I‘ll debate him 

about whether or not I‘m anti-Italian,‖ relating to some work he had  

done as attorney general relating to the Mafia. He said, ―Write me a speech like that.‖ So I 

went and had lunch and tried to get something up, and Bill Haddad came and tried to get 

something up. 
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Then Kennedy looked at the drafts, changed them around and went out and made…. He 

didn‘t make the speech but he made those points to the union meeting. He was accepting a 

longstanding Keating offer. Keating had offered to debate Kennedy when he was behind. The 

offer was still outstanding. He couldn‘t withdraw it just because he was now ahead. And so 

we started to negotiate the format of the debates. You can always hold up debates in 

negotiations. That's what the Keating people tried to do for a while, while they were ahead. 

Then we started to go ahead again, so they stopped holding things up. Maybe we tried 

holding things up for a while. I think we did hold things up for a while because then we were 

ahead; we didn‘t want to debate any more. It just went back and forth like that. 

 

GREENE: Same thing in ‗68. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: But at the time of the ―non-debate,‖ where Keating had challenged 

Kennedy to come to the television studio and said if he came he‘d pin 

his ears back, we still did not want to debate at that time, but you could  

see Kennedy gradually change. He didn't have much campaigning to do that day. We were at 

his suite in the Carlyle [Hotel], there were several people there. He liked to discuss these 

things and make decisions while bathing, while shaving, while eating, while going through a 

day, and there could be eight or ten or twelve people drifting in and out and talking about it; 

then he‘d decide. And you‘d always know when the final decision was made because he 

would show it in his manner. 

 We didn‘t want a full-dress debate then. We were ahead. We had scheduled a radio 

debate on the Barry Gray show, to fulfill the formalities of engaging in debate without giving 

Keating the direct exposure of the television media, with the enormous impact that has. 

Kennedy was concerned that if he went on television to debate Keating, he would be tempted 



to be harsh with Keating because Keating was being harsh with him; and that the contrast 

between him, a young man, verbally attacking an older man, would not look good. That was 

the main reason that he didn‘t want a debate at that time. Exposure for Keating, I guess, was 

the other one, although Keating‘s exposure had increased during the campaign. But when he 

heard of the arrangement that Keating had made at the television station, in which Keating 

was going to debate an empty chair, he became more and more intrigued with the idea of 

going over there and barging in on Keating just as Keating was saying, ―Where is Mr. 

Kennedy?‖ And he was going to walk in and say, ―Here I am,‖ and sit in the chair. 
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The original position, the holding position was that Keating had bought a half-hour on 

the station. So we bought the next half-hour segment in order to go on TV and answer the 

charges he‘d made, but without answering him face to face. That‘s where we were holding 

and we, the staff, thought that was a great idea. Kennedy started to see the possibilities in this 

other idea, of walking in on Keating‘s show and debating him. Even though he had, until 

then, been the most reluctant to debate of all of us, he just couldn‘t stay away from that 

opportunity. It was too tempting. One reason is that in the Pennsylvania governor campaign 

between Dilworth [Richardson Dilworth] and someone else, when the someone else had 

opened an empty chair, Dilworth had come and sat in it. The other guy got so flustered seeing 

him there that Dilworth won the debate. Kennedy thought he could do the same thing. So he 

left the Carlyle and he went over to the station, but none of us knew really what he was going 

to do—we thought he would just play it by ear when he got to the studio. And he did. They 

didn‘t let him in to the studio. Keating and his staff had ordered the station‘s staff to bar 

anyone from the studio while Keating was doing his number. Kennedy was outside the studio 

trying to get in when Keating was pointing to the empty chair and calling it ―a symbol of 

Robert Kennedy‘s contempt for the people of New York.‖ 

 

GREENE: Now, do you think that his plan backfired and he just got there too late 

or was he kind of pleased with the way it turned out? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: He was pleased with the way it turned out, but I don‘t think he had 

thought he wasn‘t going to get in. He wanted to arrive after the 

program started because… 

 

GREENE: The last second, yes. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: …he didn‘t want to get there before and say, ―Hi, Ken, I‘m here,‖ and 

then give Ken a chance to object to his presence. He wanted to wait till 

Keating was on, pointing to the chair, and then walk in and surprise  

him. So he had to get there after the show had started. But what he didn‘t realize is that the 

door would be locked and there would be a guy standing in front and there would be a big 

sign saying, ―Keep out. No visitors. Keating.‖ It was a perfect visual media setup situation; a 

political device on Keating‘s part, where Keating is saying, ―Kennedy refuses to debate me,‖ 



and meanwhile Kennedy is outside trying to get in and being barred. That‘s how it appeared 

in the papers the next day. And so he wasn‘t going to force his way in. He made as much of 

the situation as he could, for the benefit of the press; but he hadn‘t planned to do 
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it that way. He was a very flexible, resourceful guy, with an enormous reservoir of 

indignation to use in circumstances like that. 

 

GREENE: In the earlier what you call your holding position, where they bought 

that following segment of time—Keating bought one half hour and he 

bought the other—how did they expect to explain that? What was the  

rationale, if they didn‘t want a debate, for them going ahead and taking the next half hour and 

responding? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Well, you couldn‘t buy the same segment because Keating had bought 

it. 

 

GREENE: No, but he was challenging them to a debate at that point. 

 

GWIRTZMAN:  I suppose they thought that people would watch both men individually 

and that, even though it wouldn‘t be a debate, even though they 

wouldn‘t be face to face, the viewers would watch and compare both  

men. 

 

GREENE: And they didn‘t feel it would look awkward, like he was afraid to 

debate Keating? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: No. They thought it was a pretty good idea. I think something had 

happened with Brownell [Herbert Brownell, Jr.], who was Keating‘s 

chief debate negotiator, because Kennedy said, ―We tried to get this  

time. I tried to schedule a debate between the two of us at a certain time and the station said 

yes, but then Brownell said no.‖ So he had an excuse, provided by Brownell. 

 

GREENE: Yes. I vaguely remember that, too, now that you mention that. Yes, 

they had offered a certain time and it was inconvenient or…. I don‘t 

know, there was some…. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: And then later, you see, after the non-debate, Keating bought another 

half-hour and said, ―I‘ll show up and Kennedy can come on my show.‖ 

Then Kennedy said, ―Well, to hell with it, I‘m already scheduled  

upstate.‖ Kennedy made his point, and he felt he had come out ahead as a result of the ―non-

debate.‖ 

 



GREENE: Well, then the next thing and I guess the final thing was the debate on 

the Barry Gray show. 
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GWIRTZMAN: Debate on the Barry Gray show. 

 

GREENE: Yes. Do you remember anything specific about that? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: The Barry Gray show was arranged by vanden Heuvel with Barry Gray 

as another fallback position, because, as I said, after the non-debate, 

Keating bought another half hour and said, ―Come on again, Kennedy,  

and I‘ll let you in this time,‖ and Kennedy said, ―Sorry, I‘m not going to do it again. I‘m 

going to be upstate.‖ We were afraid that might put Keating back on the popular side of the 

debate issue. We thought we had to have some kind of debate, and so we accepted the Barry 

Gray show and then offered to have Keating on with Kennedy. Keating accepted, because by 

that time he would do anything to get on with Kennedy, even though it was just on radio, 

which has nowhere near the same impact. Kennedy came back from a day of campaigning in 

suburban Near York City for that appearance. It was a totally different kind of appearance. In 

the first place, both candidates were allowed to have notes, and since it was at the tail end of 

the campaign, he knew most of the issues by heart. 

 

GREENE: And Barry Gray was so partial to him anyway. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: The questions were prepared by the staffs of each candidate to be 

asked of the other candidate. So you knew that by that late date they‘d 

be dirty. The one thing that was new in the campaign was some  

literature that was being passed out on behalf of Keating by some people who were in the 

Teamsters [International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers 

of America]. It was paid for by Jimmy Hoffa. Kennedy wasn‘t at all nervous before that 

debate. First of all, he knew he was way ahead and nothing that could happen on this debate 

could change what was going to happen in the election. 

 When we had dinner before the show, with vanden Heuvel and Edelman and several 

others, he talked about the questions we should give to Keating and he said, ―Ask him how 

he stands in the dispute between Indonesia and Malaysia on Sabah. He won‘t be able to say, 

and people will see that he doesn‘t know anything about foreign affairs.‖ So, dutifully, once 

again we asked that kind of question, just as we had done in Teddy‘s debate with 

McCormack, and this time Keating gave a nice answer. He said nothing about Sabah because 

I don‘t think he knew where it was. He talked about the merits of the issues between 

Indonesia and Malaysia. Neither of them knew that Sabah would soon become one of the 

largest oil-producing territories in the world. 
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 At the debate the two men met, courteously. Keating was very, very flushed. He must 

have been very tired. Peter and I sat next to Kennedy. As a question was asked, we would 

hand Kennedy the card that had the answer on it, it was not that we had been told in advance 

what the questions would be. Rather, by this time in the campaign, we had developed 

answers for everything. Some guy sat next to Keating doing the same thing. The audience 

couldn‘t see this. Barry Gray did not seem to me to be partial. His partiality only showed the 

next day when he was interviewing Keating‘s campaign manager, Dick Aurelio [Richard 

Aurelio]. He told him, ―You have an oily way about you, Mr. Aurelio.‖ 

 

GREENE: That's right. Gee, I hadn‘t read that in a long time. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: But Gray said, ―You have an oily way about you.‖ I don‘t know what 

they were talking about, but that was the remark that he was… 

 

GREENE: Fired for. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: …suspended for by Kennedy‘s campaign manager. 

 

GREENE: By Kennedy‘s campaign manager? 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Oh, Peter Straus [R. Peter Straus], who‘s the head of the station. 

 

GREENE: Oh, okay, I forgot the connection with Kennedy, that‘s right. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Peter was acting as head of the station. 

 

GREENE: That‘s right. 

 

GWIRTZMAN: Before we leave that election, I want to make one more point. Johnson 

carried New York by 2.5 million votes. An enormous margin, a record 

that still stands. Because of this, some observers wrote, at the time and  

later, that Kennedy came into office on Johnson‘s coattails. 

 This is not accurate. Kennedy won his election by almost 800,000 votes. This was the 

largest plurality ever given a candidate for state office in New York, with the exception of 

Herbert Lehman the second time he ran for governor. Kennedy was able to mobilize the 

entire Democratic electorate in the state with relatively few exceptions (mostly some ―liberal 

intellectual‖ Jewish voters) and he added to this a respectable number of upstate Republican 

voters. Kennedy did not need the Johnson landslide to 
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win the office. He got all these voters through his own campaign, name and personality. The 

difference between the Johnson and the Kennedy vote—a difference of 1.7 million—was 

comprised exclusively of Republican voters who bolted the Goldwater [Barry M. Goldwater] 



ticket to vote for Johnson, and then returned to their party to vote for Keating. Kennedy did 

not get these voters, did not expect to get them; and thus there was no coattail effect in the 

Senate election in New York in 1964. 

 

[END OF INTERVIEW] 
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