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The main purposes of the bill are as
follows:

Title I extends to litigants in State
courts the same protection against dis-
crimination in selection of juries as pro-
vided in Federal courts in the Federal
Jury Selection Act of 1968. The bill au-
thorizes the Attorney General to file cor-
rective suits only after due notice and
opportunity for the State to take correc-
tive action. States with nondiscrimina-
tory jury selection systems would not be
affected.

Title IT gives the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission authority to
jssue cease-and-desist orders which
could be judicially enforced. This au-
thority would greatly increase the com-
mission’s effectiveness in its negotiations
with those breaking the law.

Title III repeals the provision ap-
proved by the last Congress in h‘miti_ng
future appropriations for the Commis-
sion on Civil Rights to the 1968 level.
This provision precludes annual con-
gressional consideration of Commission
needs and, in effect, forces the Commis-
sion to curtail its activities with each
Government-wide pay increase or in-
crease in the cost of living.
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Title IV extends the provisions of the
Voting Rights Act of 1965 for an addi-
tional 5 years. If no action is taken,
States will be able to remove themselves
from the provisions of the act and will
be free again to use discriminatory voter
registration laws.

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY,
MAY 1, 1969

Mr. GRAVEL. Mr. President, in ac-
cordance with the order previously en-
tered, I move that the Senate stand in
adjournment until 12 o’clock noon on
Thursday, May 1, 1969.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6
o'clock and 2 minutes p.m.) the Senate
adjourned until Thursday, May 1, 1969,
at 12 o'clock noon.

NOMINATIONS
Executive nominations received by the
Senate April 29, 1969:
U.S. ATTORNEYS

Dean C. Smith, of Washington, to be US.
attorney for the eastern district of Wash-
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ington for the term of 4 years vice Smith-
more P. Myers, resigned.

R. Jackson B. Smith, Jr., of Georgia, to
be U.S. attorney for the southern district
of Georgla for the term of 4 years vice Don-
ald H. Fraser, resigning.

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate, April 29, 1969:
PosT OFFICE DEPARTMENT
Henry Lehne, of Massachusetts, to be an
Assistant Postmaster General.
Ronald B. Lee, of Maryland, to be an As.
sistant Postmaster General.
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC RoOADS
Ralph R. Bartelsmeyer, of Illinois, to be
Director of Public Roads.
CiviL. SERVICE COMMISSION
L. J. Andolsek, of Minnesota, to be a Civil
Bervice Commissioner for the term of 6 years
expiring March 1, 1975.
New ENGLAND REGIONAL CoMMISSION

Stewart Lamprey, of New Hampshire, to be
Federal cochalrman of the New England Re-
gional Commission.

PosT OFFICE DEPARTMENT

Frank J. Nunlist, of New Jersey, to be an
Assistant Postmaster General.
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The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

Rev. William R. Barnhart, D.D., min-
ister emeritus, Circular Congregational
Chureh, Charleston, S.C., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O God, our help in ages past and hope
for years to come, help us to learn and do
Thy holy will.

Lift up our minds above the problems
that perplex us. Lift up our hearts above
the burdens that weight us down, Lift up
our souls above the sorrows that grieve
us.

May we have less pressure and more
prayer, less work and more worship, less
talking and more thinking.

Help us to realize the sanctity of pol-
ities and to put principles above parties
and the virtue of measures above the
vote of majorities. Help us to think about
the next generation and not just the next
election.

May we know that true greatness con-
sists in love, service, and sacrifice. May
we hear Thee say, “Inasmuch as you do
it unto one of these brothers of mine,
even to the least of them, you do it unto
Me.”

Give us the intelligent good will to
match the problems of our time. May
each one of us walk down the highway
of life in a spirit of true nobility.

Help us to live greatly in a great age
and in a great universe and under a great
God and with a great aim. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were com-
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municated to the House by Mr. Leonard,
one of his secretaries, who also informed
the House that on April 25, 1969, the
President approved and signed a bill of
the House of the following title:

H.R. 10158. An act to provide malil service
for Mamie Doud Elsenhower, widow of for-
mer President Dwight David Eisenhower.

HEARINGS ON THE MODEL CITIES
PROGRAM

(Mr. BARRETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, the
model cities legislation enacted in 1966
is one of the most important programs
in our efforts to improve the lives of those
in the blighted neighborhoods in our
towns and cities. Local government in
150 communities of every size through-
out the country have been intensively
planning to use the model cities ap-
proach to eradicate slums and to provide
for the health, educational, and voca-
tional needs of their people. Just this
spring, the first handful of cities received
approval of their model cities programs
and many more communities expect to
be approved shortly.

The Subcommittee on Housing of the
Committee on Banking and Currency
has been planning for some time to hold
hearings to review the progress and
problems in the model cities program.
At the same time, there have been a
number of suggestions and proposals
made affecting the present concept of
the model cities program. Secretary
Romney’s statement yesterday has raised
a number of questions which need to be
considered as soon as possible.

The Housing Subcommittee will hold

a hearing on the model cities program
on Monday, May 12, to discuss with top
HUD officials the status of the program
and the various recommendations made
in connection with it. Other hearings al-

ready planned for the balance of that
week will limit us to one day at this
time, but it is our intention to follow up
with additional hearings on model cities
at a later date.

REPRESENTATIVE FOREMAN IN-
TRODUCES BILL AIMED AT THE
ARMED REVOLTS OF STUDENTS
ON AMERICAN UNIVERSITY CAM-
PUSES

(Mr. FOREMAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. FOREMAN. Mr. Speaker, today
I am introducing a bill aimed right at
the armed revolt of students on Ameri-
can university campuses. This legislation
amends title 18 of the United States
Code, making it unlawful for any person
to carry a weapon on the property of any
institution of higher education, which
receives or disburses Federal funds, when
such person is acting in violation of a
law, regulation, ordinance, or rule.

The time has come for an immedi-
ate and thorough investigation of this
so-called student unrest problem. The
departure to gun-carrying anarchists
from card-burning leftists should not
go unchallenged. We cannot allow the
anarchists and subversives to destroy
education in America. It is time for
administrators of American colleges and
universities to get firm in their handling
of situations such as the armed revolt
on Cornell’s campus and several other
universities—and we must give them the
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laws to back their stand. These gangsters
and anarchists must be dealt with as
lawbreakers and not be allowed to black-
mail officials with their threats.

The vast majority of students—in fact
over 90 percent—realize the value of a
college education, and they should be al-
lowed to receive it without being harassed
and intimidated by a bunch of malcon-
tents and misfits. It is time that all col-
lege officials realize that to give in to these
demands—by such organizations as the
Students for a Democratic Society—can
only lead to the destruction of our edu-
cational system.

I urge every Member of Congress to
support this legislation; and support the
educational future of our Nation.

RE-REFERENCE OF HOUSE JOINT
RESOLUTION 589

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Foreign Affairs be discharged from
further consideration of House Joint
Resolution 589, and that it be re-referred
to the Committee on Science and As-
tronautics.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

ONE HUNDRED DAYS

(Mr. HALL asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
report briefly on the new baby born last
January 20 in the city of Washington,
D.C. The child is now 100 days old and
appears to be very healthy. The baby had
an attack of nausea while viewing its in-
heritance for the first time, but the medi-
cine prescribed by Dr. Nixon, the attend-
ing physician, is apparently beginning to
have its effect—and the child shows signs
of good growth. The baby has been put
on a strict diet that will eliminate all its
flabbiness and fat and turn it into a
strong, healthy, and vigorous youth by
the time it reaches its fourth birthday.
Needless to say, as one of the physicians
and accoucheurs assigned to look after
this newborn, I want it to be the pride
and joy of its 200 million godparents.

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON
BANKING AND CURRENCY TO SIT
DURING GENERAL DEBATE TO-
DAY

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Banking and Currency may sit dur-
ing general debate today.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ok-
lahoma?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON
INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COM-
MERCE TO SIT DURINC GENERAL
DEBATE TODAY

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
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Interstate and Foreign Commerce may
sit during general debate today.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Okla-
homa?

There was no objection.

COMMEMORATING THE 200TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE FOUNDING OF
DARTMOUTH COLLEGE

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consen. for the im-
mediate consideration of House Concur-
rent Resolution 114,

The Clerk read the concurrent resolu-
tion, as follows:

H. CoN. REs. 114

Whereas Dartmouth College was founded
in 1769 by the grant of a royal charter from
King George III; and

Whereas the independence of Dartmouth
College was preserved in 1819 by a landmark
decision of the United States Supreme Court
rendered by Chief Justice John Marshall; and

Whereas Dartmouth College, shaped by its
history and nourished by its traditions, has
grown and prospered to become one of the
Nation's outstanding educational institu-
tions, providing generations of young men
with the finest liberal arts and professional
learning: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That the Congress
sends congratulations and greeting to Dart-
mouth College on the occasion of the two
hundredth anniversary of its founding, and
extends the hope of the people of the United
States that Dartmouth College will continue
to grow and prosper in centuries yet to come.

Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to take this opportunity to ex-
tend my heartiest congratulations to
that “College on the Hill,” Dartmouth
College, on this occasion marking the
200th anniversary of its founding back
in 1769. As a cosponsor of House Concur-
rent Resolution 114, and as the Repre-
sentative of the district in which this
fine college is located, these congratula-
tions are clearly appropriate.

Legend and song has it that Eleazar
Wheelock was able to keep the college
going that first winter “with 500 gallons
of New England rum.” Fifty years later,
in 1819, the independence of Dartmouth
was preserved in a landmark decision
by the U.S. Supreme Court. That deci-
sion nct only concerned the future of
Dartmouth College, but affected the de-
velopment of the American university
system as we know it.

Today, Dartmouth College stands as
truly one of America’s best small col-
leges. Not only has its undergraduate
studies program produced generations of
young men of the highest caliber, Dart-
mouth'’s business, engineering, and medi-
cal graduate schools are recognized as
among the finest in the Nation. Dart-
mouth men have been leaders in every
field of their endeavor.

In an age when there is much up-
heaval on our campuses, and when re-
spect for traditional values is sometime
overriden by the actions of militant
minorities, I hope Dartmouth will take
this occasion to again examine its his-
tory and reaffirm its traditions which
have made it great. I again congratulate
the Dartmouth community on its anni-
versary, and particularly extend my
greetings to Dr. John Sloan Dickey on
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the eve of his retirement as president of
that institution.

Mr. McCLORY. Mr, Speaker, I am
grateful that the House is today consid-
ering House Concurrent Resolution 114
in recognition of the 200th anniversary
of the founding of Dartmouth College.
Those of us who are Dartmouth alumni,
and who are sponsors of this resolution,
are proud of our alma mater. We are
grateful for our experiences in attending
this great educational institution.

The Dartmouth College tradition be-
gan when a small college was established
in New Hampshire in 1769 by grant of a
royal charter from King George III. Fol-
lowing this, Eleazar Wheelock became
the founder and first president of the
college, with the principal intent of edu-
cating Indians and converting them to
Christianity.

It was precisely 50 years later that
Chief Justice John Marshall of the U.S.
Supreme Court rendered his landmark
decision in the Dartmouth College case—
a case which had been argued before the
Court by the then distinguished Senator
from New Hampshire, Daniel Webster.

No alumni has demonstrated greater
loyalty to their alma mater, nor sup-
ported their college more generously
with time and money, or evinced greater
pride and school spirit than the “Men
of Dartmouth.”

In behalf of my fellow alumni in the
House of Representatives, the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. MARTIN), the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania (Mr., ScHNEE-
BELI), the gentleman from Connecticut
(Mr. MonNacan), the gentleman from
New York (Mr. SmitH), the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. MACGREGOR), and
in behalf of the gentleman from New
Hampshire (Mr. CLEVELAND) in whose
district Dartmouth College is located, I
urge a unanimous vote in support of this
congratulatory resolution on Dart-
mouth’s 200th birthday.

Mr. Speaker, this college which was
described in 1819 by Daniel Webster as
“a small college—and yet there are those
who love it,” has grown into a great in-
stitution serving the educational needs of
more than 3,000 students. Dartmouth
College today has endowments valued at
more than $130 million and expends more
than $20 million per year for education
and general operating purposes.

Dartmouth provides a wide and mod-
ern curriculum in the liberal arts. The
college also includes a School of Medi-
cine which dates back to the year 1797,
the Thayer School of Engineering estab-
lished in 1871, and the Tuck School of
Business Administration founded in 1890,

The late Ernest Martin Hopkins, who
was president of the college when many
of us were students there, set forth Dart-
mouth’s main objective when he de-
clared that Dartmouth’s concern is “not
for what men shall do, but for what they
shall be.”

Dartmouth College has set an example
in providing educational opportunities
for disadvantaged young men. The so-
called ABC program has demonstrated
successfully that those who have an edu-
cational potential can be adequately as-
sisted during the summer months to the
point where they can enter college and
receive the decided advantage of a higher
education experience.
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Dartmouth College has been a leader
in many innovative educational pro-
grams. Indeed, under the leadership of its
president, John Sloan Dickey, it has risen
to a position of preeminence among the
institutions of higher learning in the
Nation.

The plans for Dartmouth’s third cen-
tury are already set forth in an ambitious
program estimated to cost $51 million,
most of which will be contributed by her
alumni. We can expect that a display of
the proverbial “Dartmouth spirit” will
result in the attainment of the college’s
new goals.

Mr. Speaker, in terms of most State
universities, Dartmouth is small, and it is
my hope that it will remain so. But, while
remaining small in the size of its student
body, I suggest that it will continue to
have a great influence on the minds of
those who have the privilege of attending
Dartmouth College in Hanover, N.H., on
the Nation, and in the world.

Mr. MONAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to state my support of House Con-
current Resolution 114 which expresses
the congratulations of the Congress of
the United States on the 200th anniver-
sary of the founding of Dartmouth Col-
lege. As an alumnus of this institution of
the class of 1933, I was happy to cospon-
sor this resolution with the other Dart-
mouth alumni whose names appear with
mine,

Dartmouth College, created by royal
charter and organized by Eleazar Wheel-
ock, is one of the historic institutions of
higher learning in our Nation, Over the
last two centuries, our college has been a
source of learning and inspiration and
the men who have been sent forth from
Hanover have left their imprint upon the
life of the Nation.

Dartmouth alumni have served with
distinetion in publie life, in education, in
the ministry, and in the Nation’s business
enterprises. They have been character-
jzed with a ruggedness of thought and an
independence of opinion that have had
their origin in their education in the
hills of New Hampshire.

The success of Dartmouth’'s modern
era can be attributed to three great
presidents—President Tucker, President
Hopkins, and President Dickey. I have
been privilegzed to know the last two
whose service has covered a period of 53
years. An alumnus would be ungrateful
and negligent indeed who did not empha-
size clearly the debt which the Dart-
mouth we know owes to Ernest Hopkins
and John Dickey, not only for expanding
the physical and intellectual resources of
the college, but, also, for maintaining its
balance and direction in a world of con-
flicting and changing ideologies.

Dartmouth today shares the turmoil
that besets the acedamic world. The
challenge of the revolutionaries threat-
ens the stability and continuity of tradi-
tional liberal arts institutions such as
ours. In many ways, their very receptiv-
ity to challenge and differences of opin-
ion has made them prey to the dedicated
and destructive dissidents.

As we near the celebration of Dart-
mouth’s 200th birthday, it is my fond
hope that Dartmouth will survive this
challenge, that the firmness and deter-
mination which have characterized her
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administration in the past will continue,
and that with informed management of
the current crisis of our Alma Mater will
in the future move forward to even
greater contribution toward the mainte-
ance of a free and just America.

Mr. SCHNEEBELI. Mr. Speaker, itisa
source of great satisfaction to Dartmouth
men to realize that the Congress of the
United States, through the medium of
House Concurrent Resolution 114, has
recognized the 200th anniversary of the
founding of Dartmouth College. As a
graduate in the class of 1930, I was
honored in being asked to cosponsor this
resolution with the other Dartmouth
alumni here in Congress.

The Dartmouth family is properly
proud of the long tradition and fine
heritage which the school has enjoyed
and which has placed the college in the
front ranks of the American higher edu-
cation system. The continued advance
being made by the independent college
oganizations in this country is a healthy
sign of progress toward the achievement
of the American ideal. The loyal sons of
Dartmouth constitute a close-knit group
who continue to show the influence which
this institution has left upon them.

It is recognized that much of the sue-
cess of Dartmouth in the 20th century
may be attributed to its three great
presidents—Tucker, Hopkins, and Dic-
key.

I was fortunate in knowing the latter
two gentlemen personally and have bene-
fited from their sage counsel. It is en-
couraging to know that the people of this
country, through the voice of the Mem-
bers of Congress, salute and recognize
the fine enduring influence which this
college has brought to bear.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ROGERS OF

COLORADO

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado.
Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Rocers of Colo-

rado: On page 1, strike out all “Whereas"
clauses.

Mr.

The amendment was agreed to.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative days
to extend their remarks on the resolu-
tion just passed.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is
not present.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move a
call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names:
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[Roll No. 50]

Adalr Diggs
Edwards, La.
Fish

Ottinger
Pike
Powell
Pryor
Rarick
Reid, I1l.
Reifel
Rivers
Ronan
Rumsfeld
Scheuer
Shipley
Btafford
Stephens
Symington
Teague, Tex.
Ullman
Whalley

Anderson, I1l.
Annunzio
Arends

Bates
Blanton
Blatnik
Bolling
Broyhill, Va.
Cabell

Cahill

Carey

Celler

Clark

Clay

Conte
Cunningham  Murphy, N.Y.
Daddario Nix

Davis, Ga. O'Neal, Ga.

The SPEAKER. On this rolleall 377
Members have answered to their names,
a quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
g;%gings under the call were dispensed

Green, Oreg.
Gubser
Hagan
Hébert
Kirwan
Landrum
Lowenstein
Mallliard
Mink

OUTSTANDING TEACHER AWARD TO
MISS BARBARA GOLEMAN, OF
FLORIDA

(Mr. PEPPER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, we of the
Florida delegation were very much
thrilled yesterday that a lovely lady, who
happens to be, I am proud to say, from
my congressional district, Miss Barbara
Goleman, was the recipient, in the beauti-
ful rose garden at the White House, from
the President of the United States, of the
National Teacher of the Year Award.

Miss Goleman was accompanied by her
mother and father. She was also accom-
panied by our distinguished State
superintendent of public instruction, the
Honorable Floyd Christian; the super-
intendent of public instruction for Dade
County, the Honorable E. L. Whigham;
and the chairman of the Dade County
Board of Public Instruction, the Honor-
able G. Holmes Braddock.

Miss Goleman was also accompanied
to the White House ceremony, attended
by the members of our delegation, by
three outstanding students: Kenneth
Mayland, who has won a scholarship to
the Massachusetts Institute of Technol-
ogy; Jose Mateo, a Cuban refugee, the
president of the Jackson student body,
who has a scholarship to Princeton; and
another young lady, Velma Rolle, a native
of Bimini, an outstanding student at the
Miami Jackson High School.

Miss Goleman and these students and
our officials represent the finest in edu-
cational leadership in our country. We
are very proud that for the first time not
only for Florida but also for the South
this distinguished award by our Presi-
dent, in the presence of our delegation,
has been bestowed upon Miss Barbara
Goleman, an outstanding teacher in
Miami Jackson High School.

SECOND ANNUAL REPORT ON THE
ADMINISTRATION OF THE HIGH-
WAY SAFETY ACT OF 1966—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO.
91-109)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the President
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of the United States; which was read
and, together with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on
Public Works and ordered to be printed
with illustrations:

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to the provisions of section
202 of the Highway Safety Act of 1966,
I am transmitting herewith for the in-
formation of the Congress the Second
Annual Report on the administration of
the Act.

The report covers the period January
1 through December 31, 1968.

RicHARD NIXON.
THE WHITE HoUSE, April 28, 1969.

SECOND ANNUAL REPORT ON THE
ADMINISTRATION OF THE NA-
TIONAL TRAFFIC AND MOTOR VE-
HICLE SAFETY ACT OF 1966—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO.
91-110)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the President
of the United States; which was read
and, together with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce and
ordered to be printed with illustrations:

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to the provisions of section
120 of the National Traffic and Motor
Vehicle Safety Act of 1966, I am trans-
mitting herewith for the information of
the Congress the Second Annual Report
on the administration of the Act.

The report covers the period January
1 through December 31, 1968.

RicHARD NIXON.
THE WHITE HoUsE, April 28, 1969,

VETERANS' BENEFITS
CALCULATOR

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on House Administra-
tion, I submit a privileged report (Rept.
No. 91-168) on the House concurrent
resolution (H. Con. Res. 35) authorizing
the printing of additional copies of a vet-
erans’ benefits ealculator, and ask for
immediate consideration of the concur-
rent resolution.

The Clerk read the concurrent resolu-
tion, as follows:

H. Con. REs. 35

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That after the con-
clusion of the second session of the Ninety-
first Congress there shall be printed fifty
thousand two hundred and forty coples of
a Veterans' Benefits Calculator prepared by
the Veterans' Affairs Committee of which
two thousand coples shall be for the use of
the Veterans' Affairs Committee, two thou-
sand copies for the use of the Committee on
Finance, thirty-seven thousand four hun-
dred and elghty-filve coples for the use of
the House of Representatives, and eight
thousand seven hundred and fifty-five copies
for the use of the Senate.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 4, following the word "thou-
sand”, strike out “two hundred and forty"”
and insert in leu thereof “and seventy".

Page 1, line 9, strike out "four hundred
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and eighty-five” and insert in lieu thereof
“three hundred and fifteen”.

After line 11, add the following new sec-
tion:

“Sec. 2. Coples of such document shall be
prorated to Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives and Senate for a perlod of sixty
days, after which the unused balance shall
revert to the respective House and Senate
document rooms".

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

SUMMARY OF VETERANS' LEGISLA-
TION REPORTED, 918T CONGRESS,
FIRST SESSION

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on House Administra-
tion, I submit a privileged report (Rept.
91-169) on the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 95) authorizing certain
printing for the Committee on Veterans'
Affairs, and ask for immediate consid-
eration of the concurrent resolution.

The Clerk read the concurrent resolu-
tion, as follows:

H. Con. REs, 95

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That there shall be
printed for the use of the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs of the House of Representatives
fifty-six thousand one hundred copies of a
publication entitled “Summary of Veterans
Legislation Reported, Ninety-first Congress,
First Sesslon”, with an additional forty-
three thousand nine hundred copies for the
use of Members of the House of Representa-
tives.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

After line 8, add the following new section:

“Sec. 2. Copies of such document shall be
prorated to Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives for a period of sixty days, after
which the unused balance shall revert to
the House document room."

The committee amendment
agreed to.
The concurrent resolution was agreed

was

to

'A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

OUR AMERICAN GOVERNMENT

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on House Administra-
tion, I submit a privileged report (Rept.
91-170) on the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 162) authorizing the
printing of the book, “Our American
Goverment,” as a House document, and
ask for immediate consideration of the
concurrent resolution.

The Clerk read the concurrent resolu-
tion, as follows:

H. CoN. Res. 162

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That,

Sectrion 1. With the permission of the
copyright owner of the book, “Our American
Government and How It Works: 1001 Ques-
tions and Answers by Wright Patman, Mem-
ber of Congress", published by Bantam Books,
Incorported, there shall be printed as a House
document, with emendations, the pamphlet
entitled “Our Amerlcan Government., What
Is It? How Does It Function?”; and that there
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shall be printed one million eighty-four
thousand additional copies of such docu-
ment, of which two hundred and six thou-
sand copies shall be for the use of the
Senate, and eight hundred and seventy-eight
thousand copies shall be for the use of the
House of Representatives.

Sec. 2. Coples of such document shall be
prorated to Members of the Senate and
House of Representatives for a period of
sixty days, after which the unused balance
shall revert to the respective Senate and
House document rooms.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) is recognized

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. DENT. I am glad to yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. GROSS. I am curious to know
whether in such a case, as is covered by
House Concurrent Resolutions 162 and
192 whether the original authors of these
publications are remunerated in any way
by these publications.

Mr, DENT. No—Absolutely not. There
are no royalties attached to any of them.
Mr. GROSS. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. DENT. You are welcome.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

SCHOOL PRAYER HEARINGS

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on House Administra-
tion I submit a privileged report (Rept.
No. 91-171) on the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 183) to provide for the
printing of 1,000 additional copies of
school prayer hearings and ask for im-
mediate consideration of the concurrent
resolution.

The Clerk read the concurrent resolu-
tion, as follows:

H. Con. Res. 183

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That there be
printed for the use of the Committee on the
Judiciary, House of Representatives, one
thousand additional coples each, to be
printed concurrently with the publications
entitled “Proposed Amendments to the Con-
stitution Relating to Prayers and Bible
Reading in the Public Schools, Hearings Be-
for the Committee on the Judiciary, House
of Representatives, parts 1, 2, and 3", Eighty-
eighth Congress, second session.

With the following committee amend-

ment:

On page 1, lines 4 and 5, strike out the
words “each, to be printed concurrently
with"” and insert in lieu thereof the words
“each of”.

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

HOW OUR LAWS ARE MADE

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on House Administra-
tion, I submit a privileged report (Rept.
91-172) on the concurrent resolution (H.
Con. Res. 192) to reprint the brochure
entitled “How Our Laws Are Made,” and
ask for its immediate consideration.
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The Clerk read the concurrent resolu-

tion, as follows:
H. Con REs. 192

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That the brochure
entitled “How Our Laws Are Made", by Doc-
tor Charles J. Zinn, law revision counsel of
the House of Representatives Committee on
the Judiciary, as set out in House Document
125 of the Ninetieth Congress, be printed as
a House document, with emendations by the
author and with a foreward by the Honor-
able Emanuel Celler; and that there be
printed two hundred and thirty-nine thou-
sand five hundred additional copies, of which
twenty thousand shall be for the use of the
Committee on the Judiciary and the balance
prorated to the Members of the House of
Representatives.

The concurrent resolution was agreed

'A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

AUTHORIZING PRINTING OF A RE-
VISED EDITION OF “THE CAPI-
TOL”

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on House Adminis-
tration, I submit a privileged report
(Rept. No. 91-173) on the concurrent
resolution (H. Con. Res. 193) authorizing
the printing &s a House document of a
revised edition of “The Capitol,” and
providing for additional copies, and ask
for immediate consideration of the con-
current resolution.

The Clerk read the concurrent res-
olution, as follows:

H.Cox. REs. 183

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That there be
printed as a House document with illustra-
tions, a revised edition of “The Capitol”,
compiled unde:r the direction of the Joint
Committee on Printing; and that four hun-
dred and sixty-nine thousand additional
coples shall be printed, of which four hun-
dred and thirty-nine thousand coples shall
be for the use of the House of Representa-
tives and thirty thousand copies shall be
for the use of the Joint Committee on Print-
ing.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

AUTHORIZING PRINTING OF ADDI-
TIONAL COPIES OF HOUSE RE-
PORT ENTITLED “UNSHACKLING
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (REVISED
EDITION)"

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on House Administra-
tion, I submit a privileged report (Rept.
No. 91-174) on the resolution (H. Res.
185) authorizing the printing of addi-
tional copies of a House report of the
90th Congress, second session, entitled
“Unshackling Local Government (Re-
vised Edition),” and ask for immediate
consideration of the resolution.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 185

Resolved, That there be printed for the
use of the Committee on Government Op-
erations two thousand five hundred addi-
tional copies of House Report Numbered
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1270 of the Ninetleth Congress, second ses-
slon, entitled “Unshackling Local Govern-
ment (Revised Edition).”

Mr. GROSS. Mr, Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. DENT. I am happy to yield to the
gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. GROSS. I am again curious to
know what constitutes an emendation.

Mr. DENT. Extra remarks that are
added to the original seript. It is in the
nature of a correction.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

TO PRINT ADDITIONAL COPIES OF
HEARINGS ON THE NOMINATION
OF WALTER J. HICKEL TO BE SEC-
RETARY OF THE INTERIOR

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on House Administra-
tion, I submit a privileged report (Rept.
No. 91-175) on the Senate concurrent
resolution (S. Con. Res. 5) to print addi-
tional copies of hearings on the nomina-
tion of Walter J. Hickel to be Secretary
of the Interior, and ask for immediate
consideration of the Senate concurrent
resolution, as follows:

The Clerk read the Senate concurrent
resolution.

S. CoN. REsS. b

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That there be
printed for the use of the Senate Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs five thousand
coples of a compilation of parts 1 and 2 of
the hearings entitled “The Nomination of
Governor Walter J. Hickel, of Alaska, to be
Becretary of the Interior” held January 15—
18, and 18, 20, 1969,

The Senate concurrent resolution was
concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

TO PRINT AS A SENATE DOCUMENT
STUDIES AND HEARINGS ON THE
ALLIANCE FOR PROGRESS

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on House Administra-
tion, I submit a privileged report (Rept.
No. 91-176) on the Senate concucrent
resolution (S. Con. Res. 15) to print as
a Senate document studies and hearings
on the Alliance for Progress, and ask for
immediate consideration of the Senate
concurrent resolution.

The Clerk read the Senate concurrent
resolution, as follows:

S. Con. Res. 15

Resolved by the Senate (the House of
Representatives concurring), That there
shall be printed as a Senate document a
compilation of the studies on the Survey
of the Alliance for Progress prepared at the
request of the Subcommittee on American
Republics Affairs, Committee on TForeign
Relations, and the hearings held relating
thereto, with illustrations.

Sec. 2. There shall be printed three thou-
sand additional coples of such Senate docu-
ment. Such additional copies shall be for the
use of the Committee on Foreign Relations.

The Senate concurrent resolution was
concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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AUTHORIZING THE PRINTING OF
THE EULOGIES ON DWIGHT DAVID
EISENHOWER

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on House Administra-
tion, I submit a privileged report (Rept.
No. 91-177) on the Senate concurrent
resolution (S. Con. Res. 16) authorizing
the printing of the eulogies of Dwight
David Eisenhower, and ask for immedi-
ate consideration of the Senate concur-
rent resolution.

The Clerk read the Senate concurrent
resolution, as follows:

8. Con. REs. 16

Resolved by the Senate (the House of
Representatives concurring), That there be
printed as a Senate document the eulogles
on Dwight David Eisenhower delivered in
the Congress; the eulogy delivered by Presi-
dent Nixzon and the benedictlon by the Rev-
erend Doctor Elson in the Rotunda of the
Capitol on Sunday, March 30; and the text
of the funeral service, including prayers and
scriptural selections read by the Reverend
Doctor Elson, at Washington Cathedral, on
Monday, March 31, 1969.

Resolved further, That the copy shall be
prepared and bound in such style as the
Joint Committee on Printing may direct.

The Senate concurrent resolution was
concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON
RULES TO FILE CERTAIN PRIVI-
LEGED REPORTS

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Rules may have until midnight to-
night to file certain privileged reports.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Mississippi?

There was no objection.

COAST GUARD AUTHORIZATION

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 369 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as
follows:

H. Res. 369

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to move that
the House resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union for the consideration of the bill (H.R.
4153) to authorize appropriations for pro-
curement of wvessels and alrcraft and con-
struction of shore and offshore establish-
ments for the Coast Guard. After general
debate, which shall be confined to the bill,
and shall continue not to exceed one hour,
to be equally divided and controlled by the
chalrman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Merchant Marine and
Fisheries, the bill shall be read for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. At the
conclusion of the consideration of the bill for
amendment, the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted, and
the previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit.
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Mississippi (Mr. CoLMER) is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SMITH),
pending which I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 369
provides an open rule with 1 hour of
general debate for consideration of H.R.
4153 to authorize appropriations for pro-
curement of vessels and aircraft and
construction of shore and offshore es-
tablishments for the Coast Guard.

The trend for the Coast Guard is very
interesting. In 1965, the amount author-
ized was $85 million; in 1966, $115 mil-
lion; in 1967, $103 million; in 1968, $107
million; in 1969, $90 million; and, for
fiscal year 1970, the amount sought in
the bill as introduced was $82.8 million.
During those years the missions of the
Coast Guard increased and the needs for
its services have expanded. The Com-
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisher-
ies reported the bill amended with an
increased total authorization of $142.8
million.

In the authorization for procurement,
increasing capability and extension of
service life of vessels, the committee in-
creased the procurement of high-endur-
ance cutters from one to three, and in-
creased the authorization from $23 mil-
lion to $55 million.

In the authorization for procurement
and extension of service life of aircraft,
the committee increased the procure-
ment of medium range helicopters from
six to nine, and increased the authori-
zation from $11 million to $17 million.

The bill as introduced authorized $37
million for establishment or development
of installations and facilities. The com-
mittee increased the number of facilities
involved and increased the authorization
to $57 million.

For payment to bridge owners for the
cost of alteration of railroad and public
highway bridges to permit free naviga-
tion, the committee increased the au-
thorization from $9 to $12 million.

Coast Guard activities cover a wide
range and it has operated through the
years with unfailing efficiency.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of
House Resolution 369 in order that H.R.
4153 may be considered.

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume,

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 369
provides for 1 hour of general debate,
with an open rule, for the consideration
of H.R. 4153, the Coast Guard authoriza-
tion bill.

The purpose of the bill is to authorize
for fiscal 1970 the Coast Guard acquisi-
tion, construction, and rivers improve-
ment programs. The original bill called
for authorizations totaling $82,800,000.
After hearings, the committee increased
the authorizations to $142,800,000 in the
reported bill.

The bill authorizes the construction
of three high-endurance cutters—the
original bill authorized one. These addi-
tional two cutters increase the authori-
zations contained in the bill by some
$21,900,000. In support, the committee

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

notes that most of the current 33 cutters
operated by the Coast Guard are greatly
over age and only eight are new vessels.
In such cases operational maintenance
becomes as costly as new construction.

The bill also authorizes construction
of one buoy tender and improvemenis
in existing high endurance cutters to
make them more up to date.

The original bill authorized $11,924,-
000 for aircraft procurement and im-
provement. The reported bill increases
this authorization to $17,188,000. The in-
crease is caused by enlarging the pro-
curement of helicopters from six to nine.
These aircraft are used primarily as res-
cue and recovery vehicles. Also included
in the aircraft authorization is funding
for the replacement of the center wing
box support beam on 16 C-130 transport
aircraft operated by the Coast Guard.
Metal fatigue has appeared and the
beams must be replaced to insure safety.

Construction authorizations are in-
creased from $37,788,000 to a new total
of $57,378,000. Some 33 projects, includ-
ing a radio station, personnel facilities,
navigational facilities, and general mod-
ernization and upgrading of existing fa-
cilities are authorized.

Finally, the bill increases the authori-
zations for bridge alterations from
$9,404,000 to $12,650,000. The report
notes that at the present time there
is a backlog of alterations to bridges
which has already been deemed to be
hazardous to navigation which exceeds
$40,000,000 in costs. The committee be-
lieves that work must be speeded up on
these projects.

The previous administration supported
the introduced bill by letter dated Jan-
uary 16, as did the Bureau of the Budget.
The report gives no indication of the
present administration’s position, either
to the original bill or to the reported bill.

There are no minority views.

Mr. Speaker. I urge the adoption of
the rule.

Mr. COLMER, Mr, Speaker, I move the
previous question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Mr. GARMATZ. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the consideraton
of the bill (H.R. 4153) to authorize ap-
propriations for procurement of vessels
and aircraft and construction of shore
and offshore establishments for the
Coast Guard.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Maryland.

The motion was agreed to.

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H.R. 4153, with Mr.
GILBERT in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

By unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the bill was dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Gar-
maTz) will be recognized for 30 min-
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utes, and the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. Kerra) will be recognized for
30 minutes. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. GARMATZ. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I know that I need not
devote any time to calling the attention
of this body to the activities of the Coast
Guard. We know that they range from
minimizing the effect of oil spills, through
protection of our shipping from icebergs
to protecting the vast number of small
boat users in our country.

Over the years, not only has the num-
ber of missions assigned to the Coast
Guard grown but virtually all of them
have increased in size and importance.

During the past year, we have seen the
Coast Guard coping with two major oil
spills in Puerto Rieco and California, and
right at this moment they are devoting
a major effort to assist victims of floods
in the Middle West. Within the past 3
years, they have taken over the respon-
sibility for removal of bridge obstructions
which impede navigation on our inland
navigable waters.

The exploits of the Coast Guard in
Southeast Asia are too well known to re-
quire extended comment.

At the present time, there are five
large cutters and twenty-six 82-foot
patrol boats maintaining a vigil over the
shoreline. They have compiled a tremen-
dous record in preventing infiltration of
men and materials by sea, and, unfor-
tunately, as usual, their exploits have not
received proper publicity.

The bill as presented to the commit-
tee for consideration totaled $82,800,000.
The committee, after hearing the Coast
Guard and considering its needs, in-
creased the amount to $142,800,000.

I submit to you that it is not necessary
to be an expert in the field of Coast
Guard activities to recognize the need
for greater expenditures. In the past 5
years, appropriations have averaged al-
most $100 million per year, but this year
only $82,800,000 is sought. I think that
the inadequacy of the amount is best
shown by the figures on Coast Guard
equipment contained in the hearings be-
fore the committee. The Coast Guard is
presently operating six high-endurance
cutters, average age 33 years; 13 high-
endurance cutters, average age 27 years;
12 high-endurance cutters, average age
23 years; 10 medium-endurance cutters
ranging in age from 24 to 43 years; one
cargo and repair vessel constructed in
1945; and nine icebreakers, the newest
of which was built in 1954. Its buoy tend-
ers are as old as 37 years.

I submit to you, gentlemen, that if
you were aware of the situation, you
would hesitate to travel aboard any ves-
sel as old as these. Why then should we
require our Coast Guard engaged in our
protection to use such vessels?

With respect to shoreside installations,
the same situation prevails. We are woe-
fully short of accommodations for Coast
Guard men and their families and the
organization suffers by comparison with
quarters furnished men of the other
armed services.

I submit that it is grossly unfair to
stint this devoted organization with re-
spect to its needs for our protection. We
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are not talking about money to be spent
in landing a man on the moon; we are
talking about providing sufficient equip-
ment to rescue us if through bad luck
or bad judgment in the operation of our
small boats we get in trouble. We are
talking about protecting our people from
the consequences of an oil spill and we
are talking about rescuing us from the
consequences of major floods. These are
not unusual—they are things that can
happen to us any day and it is impor-
tant that we provide sufficient tools to
the organization devoted to protecting
us from such emergencies.

I am fully conscious of the many de-
mands upon our resources, but I feel that
we are being penny wise and pound fool-
ish in diverting money from an organi-
zation devoted primarily to lifesaving to
other fields. We are permitting this great
protective organization to slip backward
vear by year, and the time can come
when our failure to supply adequate
equipment can result in a very serious
tragedy. I hope this does not come to
pass. I shall do my utmost to prevent it
by providing sufficient money for the
minimum needs of the organization. I
devoutly hope that the Members of this
body will join me in that end.

Mr. KEITH. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may require.

Mr. Chairman, I join with my com-
mittee chairman in supporting the bill
HR. 4153, which authorizes funds for
the Coast Guard for fiscal year 1970.
This is the first authorization bill
to come before the Congress under the
new administration. Some may fear it
comes to us as a Trojan Horse. They
might ask, “How can we stop inflation if
we start right off authorizing more than
the Bureau of the Budget thinks justifi-
able?”

It is true, of course, that we are in the
middle of an inflationary cycle or spiral
which is most difficult to stop or reverse;
but the Coast Guard is an agency of our
Government which has been historically
overlooked or slighted when it comes to
the time to replace our vessels, aircraft,
or shore installations.

So, Mr. Chairman, I concur with the
chairman of the committee. I believe as
he has said that to do other than support
this bill, although it is higher than
Budget has recommended, would be
“pennywise and pound foolish.”

We have very carefully examined the
proposals of the Coast Guard as reviewed
by the Department of Transportation.
We have, in my view, come up with a bill
calling for the minimum authorization
which will enable us to sustain the ca-
pability necessary to keep our Coast
Guard operational.

In recent months, we have heard much
about the deterioration of our Nation’s
sea power, both with respect to naval
ships and merchant vessels. Sadly, very
few of us have voiced concern over the
similar deterioration of vessels operated
by the Coast Guard. By restoring $60
million to this year's authorization, the
committee is going on record against any
further decline in this vital national
service.

Let us look at the question of high en-
durance cutters.

The earlier appropriation would have
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permitted only one, while three are
desperately needed. It would be false
economy to deny the Nation the addi-
tional two which the Coast Guard re-
quires. Five of the 33 cutters currently
in operation are stationed in the waters
of Southeast Asia to help meet our com-
mitments in Vietnam. Of these 33 ves-
sels, six were constructed in 1936 and
three are converted World War II sea-
plane tenders. Except for eight new ves-
sels, all of this class is well overage,
averaging 26 years each.

And so, Mr. Chairman, many Coast
Guard vessels are reaching a point of no
return when they become irrevocably un-
economical to operate. What is more, by
not replacing or repairing them, we are,
in effect, asking men who serve in the
Coast Guard to endure deplorable living
conditions. As the Committee on Mer-
chant Marine has justly noted in its re-
port, it is our view that “substantial sums
could be saved by accelerating rather
than retarding the replacement program
as is the present Coast Guard policy.”

Mr. Chairman, as the ranking minor-
ity member of the Subcommittee on
Coast Guard, and as the Representative
for Cape Cod and the adjacent area—a
haven of small boat activity—I am
acutely aware of the need for an eifective
U.S. Coast Guard. I also know that the
many humanitarian services performed
by this ageuncy will become less frequent
uniess the Congress provides adequate
funding for the tools of the Coast
Guard's trade—vessels, aircraft, shore
and offshore facilities.

Mr. Chairman, recently a book entitled
“The U.S. Coast Guard” by Capt.
Walter C. Capron, 7J.S. Coast Guard, re-
tired, was brought to my attention. I
would like to mention one sentence which
stuck in my mind. It is, and, I quote:

Almost invariably, whenever an economy
drive was started by either the Congress or
the executive branch, the Coast Guard
seemed to be one of the first to feel the
pinch,

Today, this Congress faces the prob-
lem of budgetary limitations. However,
in this bill the urgent needs of the Coast
Guard are recognized, and by passing it,
we will make possible the refutation of
Captain Capron’s observation.

Mr. MAILLIARD. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to join my colleagues on the Committee
on Merchant Marine in support of the
Coast Guard authorization bill, H.R.
4153. This legislation is the latest in a
series of annual authorization bills which
the Committee on Merchant Marine has
reported designed to upgrade the various
tools employed by the Coast Guard to
carry out its many responsibilities.

H.R. 4153 would authorize the appro-
priation of $142.8 million for fiscal year
1970 for the procurement and repair of
vessels and aircraft, construction and
renovation of various shore facilities and
aids to navigation; and the alteration
of bridges over navigable waters which
constitute a hazard to navigation.

The Committee on Merchant Marine
has consistently authorized funds for the
Coast Guard in excess of the President’s
budget request, and this bill is no excep-
tion. While President Nixon did not re-
duce the amount requested by the prior
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administration for the Coast Guard, the
members of the Committee on Merchant
Marine felt that the budget request of
$82.8 million was woefully inadequate,
and failed to deal realistically with the
urgent needs of the Coast Guard, par-
ticularly with regard to vessel replace-
ment.

Thirteen of the Coast Guard’s fleet of
33 high-endurance cutters are former
Navy seaplane tenders designed for op-
eration in protected waters as mobile
tenders of Navy flying boats. Their orig-
inal use dictated a shallow-draft design
of relatively light construction. In con-
trast to this designed use, the Coast
Guard has employed these vessels for
years on the high seas under the most
severe conditions.

It is significant to note that almost
the entire fleet of these Navy seaplane
tenders has been retired as having served
its useful life. The Coast Guard remains
the exception and is compelled to retain
these 26-year-old ships. The Coast
Guard vessel replacement program has
averaged about two ships per year since
1964. At that rate, it will take another
T yvears to replace this fleet of aged sea-
plane tenders.

The Coast Guard budget reguest, as
finally approved by the Bureau of the
Budget, contained funds for only one
new cutter in this replacement program.
At that rate, the Coast Guard would be
required to retain some of these seaplane
tenders in commission until they have
seen well over 30 years' service. Un-
doubtedly, before this were allowed to
come to pass, a crash program of re-
placement would be authorized. The only
approach to the problem, however, which
makes sense both financially and in
terms of the Coast Guard’s responsibili-
ties is to provide for the orderly replace-
ment of these ships before such a erisis
arises.

The seaplane tenders are only part of
the story, however. The Coast Guard
maintains six 327-foot high-endurance
cutters of the Secretary class with an av-
erage age of 33 years. It also utilizes
twelve 250-foot, high-endurance cutters
with an average age of 23 years. A review
of the complete inventory of Coast
Guard vessels reveals an equally dis-
couraging picture of rapidly aging medi-
um endurance cutters, ice breakers, buoy
tenders, and lesser craft. The only bright
aspect of this vessel replacement pro-
gram is the high quality of dedication
of the men who are required to serve on
and maintain these ships. It is, therefore,
our conviction that a three-ship con-
struction program is the minimum which
should be funded.

I doubt that we will ever be fortunate
enough to reach a position where all of
the needs of the Coast Guard can be
adequately funded. There always appear
to be more programs in search of funds
than the Federal budget can support. It
is simply a matter of priority, and unfor-
tunately successive administrations and
Congresses have failed to give the Coast
Guard the high priority it deserves. I
believe that the funds authorized in this
bill are a step in the right direction, and
I urge its overwhelming support by my
colleagues. The authorization of funds
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is, of course, only the first step. It is es-
sential that we continue our support of
the Coast Guard and back up our aware-
ness of its needs by appropriating the
funds for the entire program set forth
in HR. 4153.

Mr. GARMATZ, Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
CLARK), chairman of the Coast Guard
Subcommittee.

Mr. CLAREK. Mr. Chairman, the Coast
Guard, as one of the oldest organizations
of the U.S. Government, has always
played a major part in the welfare of the
people whether it be in connection with
protecting our shores from smugglers in
the very early days, or providing prompt
rescue service required by major disasters
during the present. Unfortunately, the
organization has always been much too
modest in expressing its needs with the
result that I believe that it has always
had far less than the necessary mini-
mum to provide service to our people.

An inspection of its variwus shoreside
installations and a number of its vessels
indicates that it is operating beyond
reasonable safety limits, and it is un-
reasonable to ask the devoted officers and
men of the organization to risk their lives
and well-being unnecessarily in our be-
half. We should provide them with ade-
quate equipment and shelter. The fact
that we are not doing so is indicated by
the recurring item in our bills calling
for the increase in habitability standards
aboard vessels. What we are admitting
thereby is that we are asking these men
to live aboard vessels that by any human
standards are inadequate. For some
reason, we choose to spend money to
upgrade vessels that are long since
obsolete rather than provide new vessels
that would operate more efficiently and
more economically. This same approach
is contained in this bill and it is my view
that we should increase our efforts to
provide new equipment so as to reduce
this upgrading item that we report an-
nually, There is no question but that new
equipment is essential for the continued
efficiency of the organization and that
appropriations for the past few years
have been inadequate to maintain the
existing degree of obsolescence, let alone
reducing it. Its vessels are getting older
and shoreside installations more inade-
quate, and it is essential that for our
own well-being, as well as the Coast
Guard, that we make greater efforts to
update them.

I feel that the increase reported by the
committee in this bill is more than justi-
fied and it is my hope that the House will
agree with me.

(Mr. DOWNING (at the request of Mr.
GarmaTZ) was granted permission to
extend his remarks at this point in the
RECORD.)

Mr., DOWNING. Mr. Chairman, I am
seriously concerned over the alarming
downward trend in Coast Guard appro-
priations.

I am aware of the problems confront-
ing the administration, and our Appro-
priations Committees in trying to meet
the many demands upon the taxpayer's
dollar, but I feel that economy in this
particular area is very dangerous.

=
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Every year there are more small-boat
users requiring protection. I have re-
cently read that some of the present
Midwest floods are the greatest in a
hundred years, and I note the increased
incidence of oil spills in our waters. In
each case, the Coast Guard is called upon
to meet the problems, and thanks to our
penny pinching policy, each year it has
older and older equipment to work with.

I feel that for our own selfish sakes we
should take steps to bring its equipment
up to date and, consequently, I support
wholeheartedly this bill, as amended by
my subcommittee.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman from Maryland yield for a
minute or two?

Mr. GARMATZ. I yield to the gentle-
man from Iowa.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to ask the gentleman about the ex-
penditure for the cost of alteration of
railroad and public highway bridges. Is
it normal procedure that money be au-
thorized to the Coast Guard for the al-
teration of highway bridges?

Mr. GARMATZ. 1t comes under the
Truman-Hobbs Act, which gives the
Coast Guard that responsibility on in-
land waterways. The ainount, I think,
was $9 million, and we increased it to $12
million. Generally speaking, there is ap-
proximately $40 million worth of con-
struction work that could be carried out
if the money were provided.

Mr. GROSS. But is it not the responsi-
bility of the railroads, for instance, to
alter or maintain their bridges?

Mr. GARMATZ. It is a joint responsi-
bility as far as finances are ccncerned,

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. GARMATZ. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. CLARK. This was primarily done
because the Corps of Engineers had had
the jurisdiction at one time, but now,
since the Department of Transportation
has the jurisdiction, it is in our area
and under our control.

Mr. GROSS. Apparently a substantial
amount of money, $6.4 million, will go for
alteration or whatever is being done to
the Calumet River railroad bridges near
Chicago. Is that not correct?

Mr. CLARK. This, ordinarily, I would
say to the gentleman from Iowa (Mr.
Gross), would come under the Corps of
Engineers, but now it comes under the
jurisdiction of the Department of Trans-
portation.

Mr. GROSS. It is the first time I have
seen this language.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker if the gen-
tleman from Maryland will yield further,
it will not be under the Corps of Engi-
neers at any future time.

Mr. GARMATZ. It has been under the
Coast Guard for the last 4 years, I would
say.

Mr. GROSS. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. GARMATZ. Generally speaking,
on our inland waterways the user is also
paying a certain amount of the costs
along with the Government.

Mr. FEIGHAN, Mr. Chairman, I urge
support of the Coast Guard authoriza-
tion bill, sponsored by my distinguished
colleague, the gentleman from Maryland
(Mr. GarmaTz), chairman of the House
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H.R. 4153 authorizes appropriations
for the procurement of vessels, aircraft,
and construction of shore and offshore
establishments for the Coast Guard. This
authorization includes funds for the con-
struetion of high-endurance cutters, sev-
eral of which are presently utilized by
the Coast Guard as oceanic weather sta-
tions, furnishing navigational and
weather data to ships and planes. The
Coast Guard also has five cutters sta-
tioned in the waters around Southeast
Asia.

Continuous maintenance by the Coast
Guard of its ships, planes, and facilities
is necessary to insure their efficient op-
eration at minimal cost. Moneys will be
spent to modernize buoy tenders and
aireraft, as well as to upgrade facilities
at the Coast Guard Academy, and train-
ing centers for enlisted men.

Construction of new recovery aircraft
is authorized by H.R. 4153, and in re-
sponse to the lack of adequate housing
for Coast Guard personnel, the bill also
provides for construction of new family
quarters.

Responsibility for alteration of bridges
over navigable waters belongs to the
Coast Guard and funds are provided for
the continuation of their work to elimi-
nate existing obstructions to free navi-
gation. A severe backlog presently con-
fronts the Coast Guard in this area and
with increasingly larger ships and
greater traffic, it is imperative that the
program be permitted to progress.

In recognition, too, of the Coast
Guard’s responsibilities for direction of
cleanup operations in the event of major
oil spills, funds have been authorized for
increased research and development of
advanced techniques so that a problem of
this magnitude can be dealt with swiftly
and expediently.

The Coast Guard performs a wide
range of duties and it is vital to the
efficacy of their performance that this
legislation be approved. I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill,

Mr. BYRNE of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, it is difficult to say too much
in support of Coast Guard assistance
toward all of our people.

From the Ice Patrol through the en-
tire range of merchant marine safety, we
are all better off because of the presence
of the Coast Guard. By reason of its great
work, we can step aboard any steamship
operating under the American flag with
complete confidence that it is as safe as
it can reasonably be made. Countless
lives have been saved by the vigilance of
the Coast Guard in vessel inspection and
personnel licensing,

I am proud to say that we have the
best merchant marine in the world, and
the Coast Guard can claim a fair share
of credit for this fact.

I am heartily in support of this bill
and believe that it merits the approval
of every Member of the House.

Mr. DOWNING. Mr. Chairman, I sub-
mit that we must do our part to upgrade
the proud traditions of the Coast Guard
by supplying adequate equipment for its
needs.

For the past several years, we have en-
deavored to upgrade its vessels but have
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met with indifferent success through
failure to appropriate sufficient money.
At the present time, high-endurance cut-
ters, forced to operate in the rigors of
the north Atlantic winters, are as much
as 36 years old. We continue to spend
money to upgrade these vessels and to
provide decent quarters for the men who
serve aboard them. Instead, we should be
providing new vessels for this service.

The policy of the Coast Guard itself
and of the Bureau of the Budget is one
of patching and making do. It is my be-
lief that it would be far more economical
to provide modern equipment which
would do the job better with possibly
fewer units, and it would certainly give
many of us a greater feeling of confi-
dence to know that this service which
functions primarily for our protection
has adequate equipment to do its job.

Mrs. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I can-
not say too much in support of this bill.
We who live along the inland waterways
know of the great assistance rendered
to our people, We see the river channels
equipped with buoys to promote safe
navigation not only for commercial ves-
sels, but also for our small boat people.

We know of the great assistance ren-
dered to flood victims, and we see the
presence of the Coast Guard in every
major disaster.

As the testimony before the committee
revealed all too clearly, Coast Guard
equipment on the average is growing
older and older. I strongly feel that un-
less serious attempts are made to arrest
the decline, that some day we will wake
up to the fact that the Coast Guard is
not able to meet its responsibilities and
a major tragedy will be the result.

I do not believe for a minute that this
bill, as amended, will be sufficient, but it
will represent a start toward adequate
equipment and, therefore, it has my
wholehearted support.

Mr. KASTENMEIER, Mr. Chairman, I
would like to explain my negative vote
today on H.R. 4153, a bill authorizing
procurement of vessels and aircraft and
construction of shore and offshore es-
tablishments for the Coast Guard. In ex-
amining the bill I note that while the
original request for vessels was $23,684,-
000, the marked-up final version called
for an additional appropriation of $31,-
900,000 above the original amount. Head-
ing the procurement list we find three
high endurance cutters, instead of the
one originally requested. The committee
report on the bill states that the Coast
Guard is presently operating five high
endurance cutters “in the waters of
Southeast Asia.” What are these cutters
doing there?

Mr. Chairman, although I am not well
versed in these matters, it has always
been my impression that the proper role
of the Coast Guard is what its name
implies. In addition, I recognize the need
for effective performance by the Coast
Guard in furnishing navigation and
weather data, in search and rescue mis-
sions, and in cooperating in various in-
ternational programs to insure safety on
the high seas. I do, however, question the
expenditure of additional sums to sup-
port the Coast Guard's involvement in
the Vietnam conflict, and to a lesser ex-
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tent the modification of its own vessels
to meet Navy requirements.

I haye the highest admiration and re-
spect for the Coast Guard and for the
dedication of its officers and men. My
vote was meant to remind my colleagues
that we should not risk the diminution of
the capabilities and resources of the
Coast Guard needed to perform its own
important tasks by unduly expanding its
operations into areas and functions out-
side its proper scope.

Mr, RYAN, Mr. Chairman, H.R. 4153
authorizes $142,800,000 for the procure-
ment of vessels and aircraft and con-
struction of facilities for the Coast
Guard—an increase of $60,000,000 over
the original budget request of the De-
partment of Transportation which was
$82,800,000.

At a time when the Nixon administra-
tion has reduced budget requests for
ceritical domestic programs., there is a
serious question as to whether or not
Congress should increase the fiscal year
1970 Coast Guard authorization. If the
agency did r.ot request the additional
authorization. in view of the crisis facing
our Nation, why should Congress assign
a higher prioirty to this area?

The major increase in the bill is $31,-
900,000 for three high endurance cutters
instead of one as originally requested.
Five of the Coast Guard’'s present com-
plement of 33 high endurance cutters
are operating in the waters of Southeast
Asia.

Although there are worthwhile pro-
grams authorized in this bill, including
facilities for navigation aids and sewage
treatment facilities, I am not prepared to
support H.R. 4153 because it provides for
the procurement of vessels which are to
be used to carry on the war in Vietnam.

As testimony from Deputy Under Sec-
retary of Transportation Charles Baker
during the course of the hearings on
H.R. 4153 makes clear, the Coast Guard
acts during time of war as a supplement
to the other branches of the Armed
Services. Mr. Baker specified in his
testimony before the Committee on
Merchant Marine and Fisheries that the
Coast Guard is “now providing impor-
tant support to our military efforts in
Southeast Asia”—hearings, page 5.

Admiral W. J. Smith, the Coast Guard
Commandant, testified:

The Coast Guard continues to contribute
to the military efflort with approximately
1,400 personnel, five high endurance cutters,
and 26 patrol boats assigned to duty in Viet-
nam.

These patrol boats and cutters are utilized
in Operation Market Time, patrolling the
coast of Vietnam to prevent infiltration and
in-country redistribution of Vietcong weap-
ons and supplies, and provide naval gunfire
support.” (Hearings, p. 31.)

While I regret having to oppose a bill
which contains several desirable fea-
tures, I believe that Congress should re-
fuse to authorize or appropriate addi-
tional funds in support of the war in
Vietnam. As I have indicated on many
occasions before this body, the power of
the purse is the only means through
which Congress can exercise ultimate
control over the conduct of foreign af-
fairs. I regret that the authorization for
the procurement of additional vessels
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has been coupled with authorizations for
other projects which I support. Never-
theless, the fact that portions of this
bill provide authorization for the con-
struction of vessels earmarked for the
Vietnam war necessitates that I vote
against it.

Mr. GARMATZ. Mr. Chairman, I have
no further requests for time.

The CHAIRMAN. There being no
further requests for time, the Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of Amer-
ica in Congress assembled, That funds are
hereby authorized to be appropriated for
fiscal year 1970 for the use of the Coast Guard
as follows:

VESSELS

For procurement, increasing capability and
extension of service life of vessels, $23,684,000.

A. Procurement:

(1) one high endurance cutter;

(2) one coastal buoy tender;

(3) vessel design.

B. Increasing capability:

(1) modify balloon tracking radar for high
endurance cutters to improve target acqui-
sition;

(2) install tactical navigational equipment
on two high endurance cutters;

(38) increase fuel capacity and improve
habitability on three hundred and twenty-
seven foot high endurance cutters;

(4) modernize and improve selected buoy
tenders.

C. Extension of service life:

(1) Re-engine two ferryboats.

AIRCRAFT

For procurement and extension of service
life of aircraft, $11,924,000.

A. Procurement:

(1) six medium range helicopters.

B. Extension of service life:

(1) replace center wing box beam of six
HC-130 aircraft.

CONSTREUCTION

For establishment or development of in-
stallations and facilities by acquisition, con-
struction, conversion, extension, or installa-
tlon of permanent or temporary public works,
including the preparation of sites and fur-
nishing of appurtenances, utilities, and
equipment for the following, £37,788,000.

(1) San Francisco, California: radio sta-
tion;

(2) Alr station, Brooklyn, New York: bar-
racks, messing;

(3) Base, Boston, Massachusetts: improve
facilities;

(4) New London, Connecticut: relocate and
consolidate facilities;

(5) Base, San Francisco (Yerba Buena Is-
land), California: improve facilities;

(6) Base, San Juan, Puerto Rico: improve
facilities;

(7) Loran Station, French Frigate Shoals,
Hawail: bulkhead;

(8) Air Station, Saint Petersburg, Florida:
helicopter support facilities;

- (9) Base, Mayport, Florida: improve facili-
£€5;

(10) Yard, Curtis Bay, Maryland: consoli-
date and modify bulldings;

(11) Various locations: sewage and oil col-
lection; fuel and water catchment systems:

(12) Cape Charles City, Virginia: establish
Station;

(13) Houston, Texas: permanent Statlon;

(14) Kodiak, Alaska: moorings;

(15) Lower Mississippl River, Kentucky
and Tennessee: improve facilities for per-
formance of buoyage function;

(16) Various locations: automate light sta-
tions;

(17) Various locations: miscellaneous ur-
gent and selected alds to navigation projects;
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(18) Academy, New London, Connecticut:
library center;

(19) Academy, New London, Connecticut:
cadet barracks extension;

(20) Training Center, Alameda, California:
enlisted barracks;

(21) Training Center, Yorktown, Virginia:
fire station, and operations buildings;

(22) Base, Governor's Island, New York:
reserve training center bullding;

(28) Air Station, Mobile, Alabama: synthet-
ic flight training system;

(24) Various locations: public family quar-
ters; and

(25) Various locations: advance planning,
survey, design, and architectural services;
and acquire sites in connection with projects
not otherwise authorized by law.

BRIDGE ALTERATIONS

For payment to bridge owners for the cost
of alteration of railroad and public high-
way bridges to permit free navigation of the
navigable waters of the United States,
$9,404,000.

Mr. KEITH (during the reading) . Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be considered as read, printed in
the REcorp, and open to amendment at
any point.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

COMMITTEE AMENDMENTS

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report
the committee amendments.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 1, line 7, delete ““$23,684,000.” and
insert in lieu thereof “$55,584,000.".

On page 1, line 9, delete “one"”, and insert
in lieu thereof “three.

On page 1, line 9, delete “cutter;” and
insert in lieu thereof “cutters;".

On page 2, line 15, delete *“$11,924,000."
and insert in lieu thereof “$17,188,000.”.

On page 2, line 17, delete “six” and insert
in lieu thereof “nine".

On page 3, line 2, delete “$37,788,000.” and
insert in lieu thereof “$57,378,000.”.

On page 3, following line 5, insert the fol-
lowing: *“(3) Statlon, Scituate, Massachu-
setts: improve facilities;”.

On page 3, line 6, delete “(3)" and insert
in lleu thereof “'(4)".

On page 3, following line 8, insert the fol-
lowing: “(5) Station, Barnegat, New Jersey:
improve facilities;".

On page 3, line 7, delete “(4)" and insert
in lieu thereof *(6)".

On page 3, following line 8, insert the
following: “(7) Base, Portsmouth, Virginia:
relocate and consolidate facilities;".

On page 3, line 9, delete “(5)” and insert
in lieu thereof “(8)".

On page 3, line 11, delete *(6)" and insert
in leu thereof “(9)".

On page 3, following line 12, insert the
following: *“(10) Station, QGrays Harbor,
Westport, Washington: improve facilities;”
and on the following line insert the follow-
ing: “(11) Station, Neah Bay, Washington:
improve facilities;”.

On page 3, line 13, delete *(7)" and insert
in lieu thereof (12)".

On page 3, line 15, delete “(8)"” and in-
sert in lieu thereof “(18)".

On page 3, following llne 16, insert the
following: “(14) Alr Station, Barbers Point,
Hawall: improve facilitles;".

On page 8, line 17, delete *“(9)" and insert
in lieu thereof “(15)".

On page 3, following line 17, insert the
following: *“(16) Station, Cape May, New
Jersey: shop bullding;"”.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-

port the remaining committee amend-
ments.

CXV——677—Part 8

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 3, line 18, delete “(10)" and in-
sert in lieu thereof " (17)".

On page 3, line 19, delete “builldings;™
and insert in lieu thereof “buildings, and re-
conditlon gantry cranes;".

On page 3, line 20, delete “(11)" and in-
sert in lleu thereof *(18)".

On page 3, line 22, delete **(12)" and insert
in lieu thereof “(18)".

On page 3, line 24, delete “(13)" and in-
sert in lieu thereof “(20)".

On page 3, following line 24, insert the
following: *“(21) Channel Islands Harbor,
California: multi-purpose Station;".

On page 3, line 25, delete '“(14)” and insert
in lieu thereof “(22)".

On page 3, following line 25, insert the
following: *“(23) Various locations: auto-
matic fixed station oceanographic sensor
systems; ",

On page 4, line 1, delete *(15)" and insert
in lieu thereof “(24)".

On page 4, following line 3, insert the fol=-
lowing: *“(25) Offshore structure, Portland,
Maine: structure to replace lightship;”.

On page 4, line 4, delete “(16)" and insert
in lieu thereof *“(26)".

On page 4, line 5, delete “(17)" and insert
in lleu thereof “(27)".

On page 4, line 7, delete *(18)" and insert
in lieu thereof **(28)".

On page 4, line 9, delete “(19)" and insert
in lieu thereof *“(29)".

On page 4, line 11, delete “(20)'" and insert
in lieu thereof “(30)".

On page 4, line 13, delete "(21)" and insert
in lieu thereof *(81)".

On page 4, line 14, delete “and operations
bulldings;” and insert in lleu thereof a
comma and “operations and medical-dental
buildings;".

On page 4, line 15, delete “(22)" and insert
in lieu thereof “(32)".

On page 4, line 17, delete “(23)" and insert
in lieu thereof “(83)".

On page 4, line 19, delete “(24)" and insert
in lieu thereof *(34)".

On page 4, line 21, delete *(25) " and insert
in leu thereof **(35)".

On page 5, line 5, delete "$9,404,000.” and
insert In lleu thereof *“$12,650,000.".

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

Mr. BOW. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that we may return to page
2, so that I may offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BOW

Mr. BOW. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Bow. On page
2, immediately after line 1, insert the follow-
ing: “None of the vessels authorized herein
shall be procured from other than shipyards
and facilities within the United States.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. Bow) is recognized in support
of his amendment.

Mr. BOW. Mr. Chairman, this amend-
ment is identical to the amendment I
have offered for the last 2 years and
which has been accepted by the commit-
tee which is to protect the shipyards in
the United States and to have these ships
built here.

I would ask the distinguished chair-
man of the committee whether he has
objection to this amendment and I would
also ask the minority member on this
side the same question as to the building
of these ships in the United States.
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Mr. GARMATZ. Mr. Chairman, we
have no objection to the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
Bow).

Mr. KEITH. Mr. Chairman, I, of
course, have no objection to this amend-
ment but I do have a parliamentary in-
quiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state the parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. KEITH. Mr. Chairman, if the
amendment is adopted and I hope and
trust it will be; would that not require
the renumbering of the lines in which
the earlier amendments have been in-
corporated into the existing legisla-
tion?

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman may
request that the Clerk be authorized to
renumber accordingly.

Mr. EEITH. I would so request.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may
make the request that the Clerk be au-
thorized to renumber the sections ac-
cordingly after the Committee rises and
we are in the House.

Mr. BOW. Mr. Chairman, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Ohio (Mr. Bow).

The amendment was agreed to.

The . Under the rule, the
Committee rises.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. GiLBeRT, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 4153) to authorize appropriations
for procurement of vessels and aircraft
and construction of shore and offshore
establishments for the Coast Guard, pur-
suant to House Resolution 369, he re-
ported the bill back to the House with
sundry amendments adopted by the
Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the
previous question is ordered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment? If not, the Chair will put
them en gros.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
engrossment and third reading of the bill.

Mr. KEITH. Mr. Speaker, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state the parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. KEITH. Mr. Speaker, while we
were in Committee on the Whole I raised
a question, the answer to which indi-
cated that I should ask permission that
certain sections be renumbered.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state in
response to the parliamentary inquiry
that the gentleman’s request will be in
order and the gentleman will be recog-
nized to make such a request after the
bill is passed.

Mr., KEITH. I thank the Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
%?l%rossment and third reading of the

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
passage of the bill.
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The question was taken.
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the point
of order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is
not present.

The Doorkeeper will close the doors,
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 385, nays 2, not voting 46,
as follows:

[Roll No. 51]

YEAS—385

Abbitt de la Garza
Abernethy Delaney
Adalr Dellenback
Adams Denney
Addabbo Dennis
Albert Derwinski
Alexander Devine
Anderson, Dickinson

Calif. Diggs
Andrews, Ala. Dingell
Andrews, Donohue

N. Dak. Dorn
Arends Dowdy
Ashbrook Downing
Ashle Dulski

Holifleld
Horton

Ichord
Jacobs
Jarman
Joelson
Johnson, Calif.
Johnson, Pa.,
Jonas

Jones, Ala.
Jones, N.C.
Jones, Tenn.
Karth

Kazen

Duncan
Dwyer
Eckhardt
Edmondson
Edwards, Ala.

Edwards, Calif. Eee

Keith

King
Kleppe
Kluczyneki
Koch
Euykendall
Kyl

Eilberg
Erlenborn
Esch
Eshleman

Landgrebe
gre
Langen
Latta
Leggett
Lennon
Lipscomb
Lloyd
Foley Long, La.
Ford, Gerald R. Long, Md.
Ford, Lowenstein
Willlam D. Lujan
Foreman Lukens
Fountain McCarthy
Fraser MecClory
Frey MecCloskey
Friedel MeClure
Fulton, Pa. MecCulloch
Fuqua MecDade
Galifianakis McDonald,
Gallagher y
Garmatz
Gaydos
Glaimo
Gibbons
Gilbert

Broyhill, N.C.
Buchanan
Burke, Fla.
Burke, Mass.
Burleson, Tex.
Burlison, Mo.
Burton, Calif.
Burton, Utah
Bush

Button
Byrne, Pa.
Byrnes, Wis.
Caffery
Cahill

Camp
Carter

Casey
Cederberg
Celler
(&?:mberl&ln
n
% Michel
Mikva
Miller, Calif.
Miller, Ohio
Mills
Minish
Idaho Mink
. Minshall
Mize
Mizell
Mo:
Montgomery
Moorhead
Morgan
. Morse
Morton
Mosher
Moss
Murphy, IIl.
Murphy, N.X.

Coughlin
Cowger
Cramer
Daniel, Va.
Danlels, N.J.
Davis, Wis.
Dawson
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Myers
Natcher
Nedzl

Rooney, N.Y.
Rooney, Pa.
Rosenthal

Rostenkowski
Roth

Thompson, Ga.
Thompson, N.J.
Thomson, Wis.
Tiernan
Tunney

Udall

Ullman

Utt

Van Deerlin
Vander Jagt
Vanik
Vigorito
Waggonner
Waldie
Wampler
Watkins
Watson

Watts

Welcker
Whalen

‘White
Whitehurst
Whitten
Widnall
Wiggins
Williams

Nelsen
HNichols

Obey

O'Hara
O'Konski
Olsen

O'Neal, Ga.
O'Neill, Mass.
Passman

Roudebush
Roybal
Rumsfeld
Ruppe
Ruth

St Germain

Patman
Patten
Pelly
Pepper

Satterfield
Baylor
Schadeberg
Scherle
Schneebell
Schwengel
Scott
Sebelius
Shipley
Shriver
Sikes
Skubitz
Slack
Smith, Calif.
Smith, Iowa
Smith, N.Y.
Snyder
Springer
Stafford

Wilson, Bob

Steiger, Ariz.
Steiger, Wis.
Stokes
Stratton
Stubblefield
Stuckey
Sullivan
Taft

Talcott
Taylor
Teague, Calif.

NAYS—2
Ryan
NOT VOTING—46

Daddario Nix
Davis, Ga. Ottinger
Dent Pollock
Bdwards, La. Powell
Fish Rarick
Rees
Reifel

Rogers, Colo.
Rogers, Fla.

Eastenmelier

Anderson, I11.
Anderson,
Tenn.
Annunzio
Baring
Bates Frelinghuysen
Blatnik Fulton, Tenn.
Broyhill, Va. Gettys Rivers
Cabell Green, Oreg. Ronan
Carey Green, Pa. Scheuer
Chappell Hébert Sisk
Chisholm Kirwan Staggers
Conte Landrum Stephens
Conyers Malilliard Symington
Culver Mann Teague, Tex.
Cunningham Mollohan Whalley

So the bill was passed.
The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

Mr. Hébert with Mr. Anderson of Illinois.
Mr. Annungzio with Mr. Frelinghuysen.
Mr. Kirwan with Mr. Mailliard.
Mr. Blatnik with Mr. Bates.
Mr. Carey with Mr. Conte.
Mr. Teague of Texas with Mr, Broyhill of
Virginia.
Mr. Ronan with Mr. Pollock.
. 8isk with Mr. Cunningham.
. Green of Pennsylvania with Mr. Fish,.
. Gettys with Mr. Whalley.
. Btaggers with Mr. Reifel.
. Daddario with Mr. Edwards of Louisi-

. Dent with Mr. Rees.

. Scheuer with Mrs. Chisholm.

. Ottinger with Mr. Nix.

. Stephens with Mr. Fulton of Tennes-

. Davis of Georgia with Mr. Mollohan,

. Cabell with Mr. Baring.

. Anderson of Tennessee with Mr, Culver,
Mr. Symington with Mr. Conyers.
Mr. Rarick with Mr. Landrum.
Mrs. Green of Oregon with Mr. Chappell.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The doors were opened.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND

Mr. GARMATZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to extend
their remarks on the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Brasco). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

There was no objection.

THE 1970 CENSUS

(Mr. FUQUA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. FUQUA. Mr. Speaker, while the
1970 census is almost a year away, it is
already a matter of active discussion.
I have expressed my own belief in the
importance of a comprehensive canvass
of our population and housing inventory
by proposing that the census be con-
ducted every 5 years instead of every 10.
As we consider this legislation and other
bills affecting the census, I feel we should
study carefully the views of others who
have independently examined the part
the census has played in the Nation's
past and the role it continues to play
in planning our future.

Prof. Ralph B. Thompson, of the Uni-
versity of Florida, has written an article
entitled “The 1970 Census, Benign Serv-
ant or Prying Busybody?” for Economic
Leaflets, published by the College of
Business Administration at the univer-
sity. I found it both interesting and in-
formative. In order to share it with my
colleagues, I enter a copy of Professor
Thompson'’s article in the Recorp at this
point:

THE 1970 CENSUS, BENIGN SERVANT OR PRYING
BusyYBODY?
(By Prof. Ralph B. Thompson)
ParT I

Next year the United States Census of
Population will celebrate its 180th birthday
with its 19th *“celebration”—the decennial
counting of (hopefully) every man, woman,
child, and housing unit in the nation. Neither
the benefits nor the burdens of this enumer-
ation fall equally on each person except for
the theoretical attainment of the one-man,
one-vote apportionment of the House of
Representatlves—a perhaps dublous advan-
tage to the nonvoter. The dollar cost is borne
by those who pay federal taxes and, in total,
amounts to approximately one dollar per
person enumerated.

Another cost, the time and effort expended
to reply to the census-takers’ questions, is
borne by whatever member of the household
answers the door or completes the mail-back
questionnaire. Still another element of bur-
den is the resentment that many seem to
bear against what they believe to be an in-
vasion of privacy. It will be the purpose of
this article to describe the many benefits of
the federal census, sketch in the dimensions
of the current controversy over the propri-
ety of the expanded scope of lts questions,
and then in another article to portray In
some detall the plans for carrying out this
tremendous undertaking.

AS LONG AS YOU'RE GOING TO INTERVIEW PEOPLE

The provision in the United States Con-
stitution for a decennial census (Article I,
Section II) undoubtedly resulted from the
desire to balance power between the small
states and the large states. Only by an accu-
rate count could this be done. But as anyone
who has ever conducted a survey soon learns,
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the pressure to expand the number of topics
included in a questionnaire is always present.

“As long as you're going to interview peo-
ple, why not ask them about this or that?"”
seems such a reasonable request considering
the time and effort required to arrange for
interviews in the first place, James Madison
asked this question of Congress in 1789, and
s0 questions were included on age and sex
in the first census. The desire to know the
dimensions of the population is prompted by
the problems of the times. In 1820, the prob-
lems created by immigration led to questions
on that subject. Later, problems of unem-
ployment, standards of living, taxation, and
crime led to the addition of still more gques-
tions.

Additional censuses were conducted simul-
taneously with the population census cover-
ing agriculture, manufactures, mortality, and
crime, These were later spun off and con-
ducted at other times. In more recent dec-
ades, there have been the separate censuses
of business, minerals, governments, and
transportation, as well as agriculture, com-
mercial fisheries, and manufactures, which
are conducted in years other than those end-
ing In zero. Beginning in 1840, a Census of
Housing was carried on along with the Cen-
sus of Population, and this will be done again
in 1970. Such a breadth of activity is pos-
sible, of course, only because the Bureau of
the Census is a permanent, full-time agency
directed by professional demographers and
statisticlans.

It required 18 months simply to enumer-
ate all the people for the 1790 census. The
results were published in a volume of 56
pages. Almost ten years elapsed before the
census of 1890 was fully processed even
though the Hollerith punch-card machine
was developed by an employee of the census
in that year. It was not until 1960 that the
federal census was fully computerized.

Over the years, as citles grew large enough
to develop varieties of neighborhoods, pres-
sures grew to have the census data summa-
rized by areas smaller than towns, townships,
or cities. In 1910, census tracts were estab-
lished in the larger cities so that character-
istlcs of people in small areas could be sum-
marized and neighborhood changes assessed.
Not only are these small area statistics useful
to city planners and health and welfare agen-
cies, but they are of great value to retailers
for locating stores and shopping centers and
estimating local markets.

But if eity boundaries encompass too large
an area to be useful for many purposes, they
include too small a territory to adequately
describe the mushrooming metropolitan com-
munities with their multiplying suburbs,
which were made possible first by rapid
transit and later by the automobile So in
1850, the Standard Metropolitan Statistical
Area (SMSA) was created by the Bureau of
the Census as a frame for summarizing in-
formation. This is a region larger than a city,
or in many cases, a county, but smaller than
a state. It represents the greater city which
is a social, cultural, industrial, and market
entity regardless of political boundaries.

USERS AND USES OF CENSUS DATA

The question, “Who needs the census?"
is answered by Conrad Taeuber, associate
director of the Bureau of the Census as
quoted in the University of Missourl’s Busi-
ness and Government Review (March-April,
1969), by asking, “Who doesn't need it?"
He goes on to point out that, so widely
quoted are census figures by publications
of all kinds, public and private, that people
tend to forget that they had to contribute
the data in the first place to make the whole
venture possible. From the home town boost-
er (who likes to brag about the growth of
his community) to the President of the
United States (who is vitally concerned with
determining national policy that is based
on accurate information) the number and
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variety of census data users are legion, in-
deed.

The political use of population informa-
tion, which gave the original impetus to the
constitutional provision for the census, is
even more important now in view of the
recent court decisions requiring adherence
to the one-man, one-vote principle not only
for apportioning the House of Representa-
tives but for apportioning state legislatures
as well. Pressures to extend the one-man,
one-vote principle to city councils, school
boards, and special districts are increasing.

Census data are vital as well in carrying
out the administrative function of govern-
ment at all levels. The salaries of public of-
ficlals in counties and cities are often classi-
fled by population size in state statutes.
Appropriations for welfare, old-age assist-
ance, school funds, and many other programs
are based on the numbers of people to be
served. Federal funds are apportioned to
states, and federal and state funds are ap-
portioned to counties and municipalities in
terms of numbers.

BUSINESS USES OF CENSUS DATA

In 1790, most business was local. New
York, the largest city in the nation, had a
population of 49,401, Philadelphia had 28,-
522, Boston, 18,320, and Baltimore, 13,503.
No other place had as many as 7,000 people.
The percentage of urban population in the
United States was 5.1 in 1790, and the state
with the greatest proportion of city dwellers
was Rhode Island, with 19.0 percent.

Industrial progress from the application
of the factory system to the textile industry
in the 18th century to the TV dinners of
today has been an almost unbroken record
of taking production out of the home, the
farm, and the shop and putting it into cen-
tralized manufacturing plants. In so doing,
the business man's emphasis has shifted from
& primary concern with production to con-
cern for marketing and the need to learn
about and communicate with his customers.
These have become increasingly separated
from him in space and time and have grown
in numbers and in variety of characteristics
and needs. As Wroe Alderson, a leading mar-
keting theorist wrote, the problem of the
business decision-maker today is one of
matching differentiated products with heter-
ogeneous markets. To do this task effective-
ly, information is mandatory. And basic to all
other information is the census.

Even the local community has become in-
creasingly a pluralistic soclety which must be
studied with care by every firm who wants to
do business in it. The age, sex, marital status,
race, occupation, and economic and educa-
tional level of people in the census tract, mu-
nicipality, SMSA, county, or state are impor-
tant informational resources of the banker,
retaller, Insurance agent, or real estate broker
in searching for customers, seeking qualified
labor, or selecting sites for places of business
in population centers.

PROBLEM SOLVING

The major problems facing soclety, such as
the deteriorating city, disadvantaged urban
and rural people, poverty, education, unem-
ployment, and highway congestion, require
as much Information about the people in-
volved as it is possible to have. Serving as a
base are the census summarles of the people
by geographical location, occupation, income
level, age, and educational attalnment.

Individual students interested in a wide
range of political, social, and economic ques-
tions mine the census for data and relation-
ships between areas and/or groups. The re-
sults of these census-based studies yield ever
more accurate knowledge of the complexities
of modern society. Commenting on this use
of census data as a research resource, Allyn
Abbott Young is quoted as wrlting that “a
set of census reports contained enough ma-
terial to occupy [a young economist’s]
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energies for the rest of his life. . . . The
records of our federal census constitute, as
& whole, the best general record that any
country has of its economic life. . . . I can-
not think of any other research task that
would promise surer or more valuable results
than a systematic use of census materials in
an inquiry into any one of an indefinitely
large number of problems."”

CENSUS FACTS

The particular questions to be asked of
respondents by the census-taker are deter-
mined by the Bureau of the Census subject
to the approval of the Bureau of the Budget.
The needs of the users of the statistics govern
the selection of questions, and government
agencles have top priorities. But advisory
committees of men in business, labor, and
research also were consulted. In 1966, the
Bureau conducted public meetings in 23
citles to obtain suggestions from individuals
and groups around the country. The major
criteria for inclusion in the final question-
naire are broad public interest. Questions also
must not be too complex or too personal. The
list for 1970 as finally drawn up differed little
from that of 1960. The few new questions to
be included for the 1970 Census of Popula-
tion were included to help deal with current
social problems. The 1970 Census of Housing
has questions added about second homes and
dishwashers which have doubtlessly in-
creased in use during the past decade.

Because of criticilsm about the length of
the census questionnaire, it might be well
to mention that many of the questions pro-
posed were rejected. Subjects that have not
been accepted include those relating to
building material, amount of taxes paid,
auto accidents, religion, union membership,
smoking, stock ownership, and expected fam-
ily size.

Topics about which questions will be asked
in the 1970 Census of Population are listed in
Table 1 together with the percentage of re-
spondents who will be asked each question.
Only five of the population questions are
asked of each individual. These particular
items will provide the information required
by the Constitution to determine representa-
tion in Congress.

Name and address are also included, which,
together with the first five pleces of infor-
mation, are used to establish identity and
prevent double counting. The names and
addresses, however, are not transferred to the
magnetic tapes used in tabulation to protect
the privacy of the individuals concerned, nor
are they needed since only the total numbers
of people in the geographic subdivisions,
counties, and states possessing various attri-
butes are of interest to users of data.

Mr. Lawrence Mosher states in the Na-
tional Observer of September 16, 1968, that,
as an added assurance of privacy, the Bureau
requires an oath of confidentiality to be
sworn to by all employees. Names may not be
revealed even to other federal agencies. A
penalty of a fine of $2,000 plus a year in jall
hangs over the head of any offender, and the
Census Bureau claims it has never had any
offenses to prosecute.

TasLE 1.—Comparison of sizes of samples, by
item, for the 1960 and 1970 censuses of
population

Sample
percentage
1960 1970

Relationship to head of household. 100 100

Color or race 100 100

Age (month and year of birth)._... 100 100

Sex 100

Marital status 100

State or country of birth 25

Years of school completed 25

Number of children ever born 25

Actlvity 5 years ago 25

Employment status 25

Hours worked last week__________ 25
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TapLE 1.—Comparison of sizes of samples, by
item, for the 1960 and 1970 censuses of
population—Continued

Sample
percentage
1960 1970

Weeks worked last year

Last year in which worked.

Occupation, industry, class of
worker

Income last year:

Wage and salary income
Self-employment income.

Country of birth of parents...

Mother tongue

Year moved into this house

Place of resildence 5 years ago

School or college enrollment
(public or private)

Veteran status

Place of work.

Means of transportation to work___

Occupation-industry 5 years ago---

Citizenship

Year of immigration

Marital history

Vocational training completed

Presence and duration of disabllity-

1 One item in 1960; separated in 1970 by
farm and nonfarm income.

20One item in 1960; separated in 1970 by
social security, public welfare, and all other
receipts.

3 Also in G-percent sample as state of resi-
dence b years ago.

+Will include street address if appropria-
tions permit.

5 In 1960, whether married more than once
and date of first marriage; in 1970, also
includes whether first marriage ended by
death of spouse.

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce,
Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census User
Guide (Washington, 1968) .

TABLE 2 —Comparison of sizes of samples, by
specified item, for 1960 and 1970 censuses
of housing

Sample
percentage
1960 1970
Number of units at this address__
Telephone
Complete kitchen facilities_ __
Condition of housing unit....
Basement
Heating equipment
Commercial establ. on property.-..
Value

100
100

Months vacant

Components of gross rent.

Year structure bullt

Number of units in structure

Whether a trailer

Farm residence (acreage and sales
of farm products)

Land used for farming

Bource of water

Alr conditioning
Automobiles

Btorles, elevator in structure.
Fuel—heating,

Becond home

Clothes washing machine__
Clothes dryer

Dishwasher

Home food freeger
Television

(- - N R - R R R

1100 percent in places of 650,000 or more
inhabitants, 26 percent elsewhere.

2 Omitted in places of 50,000 or more
inhabitants.

s For renter-occupled and vacant-for-rent
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units outside places of 50,000 or more
inhabitants.

420 percent in places of 50,000 or more
inhabitants, 5 percent elsewhere.

& Collected only in places of 50,000 or more
inhabltants. :

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce,
Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census User
Guide (Washington, 1968).

Questions that provide descriptions of the
attributes of people as distinct from count-
ing them are asked of only a sample of all
respondents. This not only reduces collection
costs but assists in preserving anonymity.

The samples are to be of three sizes: one
in four (25 percent); one in five (20 per-
cent); or one in twenty (5 percent). Sample
results are welghted by multiplying them by
four, five, or twenty to produce estimates for
all people in the area, and the individuals
to be included in the sample are chosen at
random. This is an added protection against
disclosure of individual characteristics, In-
formation that serves for apportionment pur-
poses and that needed for city blocks are
collected from all individuals on what is
called the “short form.” Those data which
will be tabulated by areas as small as census
tracts and most counties will be obtained
from 20 or 25 percent of the people, while
meaningful breakdowns of the totals from
the 6-percent sample will be made only for
large cities, SMASs, large countles, and states.

Because of the greater need for block
statistics on housing, there are a greater
number of questions to be asked on a 100-
percent basis as can be seen from referring
to Table 2. The greater need results from
the current interest by private and public
builders, city planners, highway departments,
transit systems, and urban renewal agencies
in the situations existing block-by-block in
our cities, For the 1970 Census of Housing,
the items concerning access to unit, cooking
facilities, rooms, water supply, flush tollet,
bathtub or shower, tenure, and vacancy
status will be collected for the total count
in 1970 as they were collected In 1960.

Toples included in the 256-percent sample
of population relate generally to education,
employment, and income. Languages spoken,
movement of residence, place of work, and
transportation used will be added for the
20-percent sample. The one-in-twenty per-
son who answers all the questions provides
additional soclological information, The in-
clusion of the address of one’s place of work
for the 20-percent sample was a datum re-
quested by more census users than any
other, so great have become the problems
of traffic movements in our citles. In par-
ticular, transportation specialists and city
planners need this information to do a better
job of predicting the needs for more thor-
oughfares and transit facilities.

THE ATTACK ON THE CENSUS

Despite the long tradition of usefulness
represented by the census, it has its detrac-
tors. According to the Newsletter of January
30, 1969, of the Federal Statlstics Users Con-
ference, 27 bills were introduced by 98 con-
gressmen during the first three weeks of the
91st Congress to limit the mandatory ques-
tions in the decennlal censuses. Most of the
bills are identical with H.R. 20 introduced on
the first day of the sesslon by Congressman
Jackson E. Betts, Republican, of the 8th Dis-
trict of Ohio. Mr, Betts would limit the man-
datory questions to six and would remove the
60-day jall sentence for refusing to answer or
falsely answering census gquestions (a maxi-
mum fine of $100 would remain). The six
questions to be allowed, according to this
recommendation, are those in the categories:
(1) name and address; (2) relationship to
head of household; (3) sex; (4) date of birth;
(5) marital status; and (6) visitors in the
home at the time of the census.

All other questions would be wvoluntary.
Another bill, HR. 937 Introduced by Con-
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gressman John M. Ashbrook (R-Ohio) is
similar to the Betts bill but would also limit
the sample for the voluntary questions to 2
percent, thereby reducing or eliminating the
value of census data applying to small areas.
Certainly the elimination of any question on
race would greatly hamper efforts to provide
useful background information on this ex-
plosive problem.

Senator John G. Tower (R-Texas) intro-
duced a bill in the Senate (S. 494) which
would require the Secretary of Commerce to
review all the questions proposed by the Bu-
reau of the Census and allow only those he
deemed essential to accomplishing the pur-
poses of the census.

Mr. Mosher writes in the previously men-
tioned article that Mr. Betts' assistant wrote
a letter in December, 1967, to all congressmen
urging that they publicly support his stand.
The letter began with a reminder that “Jan-
uary may be a slow month for finding news-
worthy subjects for possible releases and
newsletters.”

Opposition to censuses is not a new phe-
nomenon. According to I Chronicles, as long
ago as 1000 B.C., King David experienced diffi-
culties when, “incited by Satan,” he ordered
Joab to “Go, number Israel, from Beersheba
to Dan, and bring me a report that I may
know their number.” Joab came back and re-
ported that there were 1,100,000 men in Israel
and 470,000 in Judah. The Biblical account
goes on to state that God was so displeased
with David that He sent a pestilence on Israel
which killed 70,000 men. He also threatened
to destroy Jerusalem until the frightened
king built an altar and presented peace offer-
ings. The Encyclopedia Americana reports
that, in 1723, the governor of New Jersey re-
fused to take a census demanded by the
British Board of Trade because “the people
would take it as a repetition of David's sin.”
About the same time, the people of Con-
necticut and Massachusetts opposed a census
because of fear that the data collected would
be used to their disadvantage by the British.

Undoubtedly much of the ancient opposi-
tion to censuses resulted from the fact that
the information was usually used as a basis
for conscription or tax assessment. Congres-
slonal opponents have not cited such fears
or even expressed concern about Satanic in-
spiration. Congressman Betts lists three rea-
sons for restricting the census:

1. Restoration of the right of privacy by
abolishing the “harassing penalty.”

2. Reduction in the size and scope of the
census in favor of alternative sources of data,
i.e., small sample surveys.

3. Prevention of an under count which, ac~
cording to Mr. Betts, “may result if the pres-
ent exceedingly long and complex question-
naire is used.”

In regard to the first point, Mr. Betts does
not question the confidentiality of the infor-
mation collected and stored by the census
but rather emphasizes that the mere “com-
pulsion to divulge personal data" is a viola-
tion of the right of privacy. He cites market
research surveys as examples of the effective
use of voluntary questionnaires. In so doing,
he overlooks the fact that without the basic
census data upon which to base reliable
probability samples, the validity of private
surveys would be greatly reduced, if not elim-
inated. Furthermore, if the mere releasing
of information about oneself to a census-
taker, when the information will never be
stored or released In any way identified with
the name of the individual who gave the in-
formation, is an invasion of privacy then so
are income tax returns, birth registrations,
and applications for passports and licenses.
The American Civil Liberties Union has re-
viewed the questions proposed for the 1970
census and endorsed the principle of com-
pulsory questions, except for those on race
and ethnic group. Mr. Betts did not include
race among his allowable mandatory ques-
tlons in 1969, although he did in an earller
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bill, Ebony magazine in an editorial in Janu-
ary, 1960, called for an “accurate black count
in the 1970 census.” It urged “black organi-
zations, black neighborhoods, and black peo-
ple [to] cooperate in full with the Bureau of
the Census, It is time we know Jjust how
many black people there are and how they
are faring in relation to the white majority.

. . collection of complete and accurate data
will inure to the benefit of the black com-
munity, particularly with regard to the many
new programs initiated in recent years con-
cerned with housing, health, education, wel-
fare, employment, and so forth."

In regard to his second point, Mr. Betts has
exaggerated the number and nature of ques-
tions to be asked. As already mentioned
above, three out of four people will be asked
only five population questions. Thirteen
housing questions only will be asked for each
household. Of those in the 25-percent sample,
23 additional population questions are to be
answered, if the questions apply. Eleven of
these would be answered only if the person
is over 14. There are 10 additional housing
questions. Mr. John H, Alken, executive di-
rector of the Federal Statistics Users Confer-
ence, estimates that on the average a person
would answer about 30 questions.

This third argument is based on an ad-
mitted shortcoming of the 18th census which
under counted the population by almost six
million persons. But how a shorter question-
naire might help is not made clear. The prob-
lem of locating individuals would appear to
be due more to the high mobility of many
persons or the Inaccessabllity of others who
live in the crowded slums or in isolated rural
areas. Actually, plans to utilize the mall in
1970 to reach the vast majority of Americans
should release more census-takers to track
down the hard-to-locate individuals.

Interdependence in a thousand forms is a
fact of life today. That one must be required
to release a few facts about himself, his fam-
ily, and his household (which can never
thereafter be traced back to him) s & small
price to pay for the better functioning of our
institutions.

Neither the University of Florlda nor the
Bureau of Economic and Business Research
take stands on public issues. The writer as an
individual does, however, and he urges any
readers who wish to have a comprehensive
census made in 1970 to write their congress-
man and tell him so.

Next month, we shall publish another ar-
ticle dealing with the procedures that will be
followed in taking the census next year. The
article will describe in more detail the type of
information that will be made avallable and
the forms in which you will be able to obtain
it to meet your informational needs.

SCANDAL AT SBA—II

(Mr. GONZALEZ asked and was given
permission tc address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. GONZALEZ. Last Friday I re-
vealed information which seems very
clear and reliable that the assistant to
the Administrator of the Small Business
Administration has engaged in or at-
tempted to engage in shakedowns of loan
applicants. I immediately requested the
Administrator to suspend his assistant,
Mr, Albert Fuentes, pending a full in-
vestigation of the charges.

Today the Administrator said that he
was asking the FBI to investigate. Mr.
Speaker, the FBI is already investigating,
and has been for some days; no request
from the Administrator was needed.
What is needed is that he should recog-
nize his responsibility for the conduct of
his appointee, and that he should recog-
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nize his personal responsibility to safe-
guard the integrity of his agency. There
is only one way that he can show the
Congress and the public his concern, and
that is to suspend Albert Fuentes right
now.

I include the following exchange of
correspondence at this point:

SMaLL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, D.C., April 29, 1969.
Hon. HENRY B. GONZALEZ,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mgr. GoNzALEZ: I have received your
telegram advising me there is reason to be-
leve that Special Assistant to the Admin-
istrator, Albert Fuentes, of the Small Busi-
ness Administration, has engaged in, or at-
tempted to engage in, shakedowns of SBA
loan recipients.

Because of the serlousness of these charges,
I have asked the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation to investigate them as soon as pos-
sible. If such charges are true, harm could,
of course, come to the Small Business Ad-
ministration, And, if untrue, the harm that
could come to Mr. Fuentes is irreparable. For
these reasons, as well as the possibility that
criminal violations may be involved, it is
particularly important to have a disinter-
ested and experienced organization like the
FBI look into the matter.

In the meantime, I would appreciate hav-
ing the opportunity to discuss the case with
you personally. Or, if you prefer, I could have
representatives of my staff discuss the case
with members of your staff.

I would also be grateful If you would bring
to my immediate attention any other infor-
mation you may now have, or may obtain
in the future, concerning the charges against
Mr. Fuentes or concerning any other matter
which could bring discredit upon SBA.

Sincerely,
HILARY SANDOVAL, JT.,
Administrator.

HousE oF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D.C., April 29, 1969.
Mr, HILARY SANDOVAL, JT.,
Administrator, Small Business Adminisira-
tion, Washington, D.C.:

Your letter was just handed to me.

I do in fact have reason to believe that
your special assistant, Albert Fuentes, has
engaged in or attempted to engage in shake-
downs of SBA loan applicants.

Your action to ask for an FBI examination
of this matter is commendable, but su-
perflous. Mr. Emmanuel Salalz filed a com-
plaint with the FBI in San Antonio on
April 22, and the FBI informed me on April
25 that it was investigating the matter.

The fact that Mr. Salaiz repeated his story
to several rellable persons, the fact that he
was willing to repeat his story twice under
oath, the fact that Mr. Eddie Montez admits
Salalz was asked to glve 49% of a corpora-
tion to himself and others, (Fuentes being
present), the fact that Montez and Fuentes
then travelled together Sunday before last,
and any number of other factors lend credi-
bility to this complaint.

I believe that it Is Imperative that you
immediately suspend Mr, Fuentes from fur-
ther dutles until this matter is thoroughly
investigated. His appointment Is your re-
sponsibility, and any damage that accrues to
SBA as a result of his actlons is your
responsibility.

Sincerely yours,
Henry B. GONZALEZ.

MODEL CITIES PROGRAM

(Mr., ASHLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his re-
marks, and include extraneous matter.)
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Mr. ASHLEY. Mr, Speaker, the reor-
ganization of the model cities program,
as announced by George Romney, Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, indicates that the Nixon admin-
istration wants to expand the program
;‘;Eg the same time that it reduces fund-

The result can only be to dissipate
money earmarked for model cities activi-
ties and to jeopardize the essential pur-
pose of the program which was to find
new and innovative means of attacking
the root problems of our deteriorating
central cities.

In his widely reported statement yes-
terday, Secretary Romney focused at-
tention on what he described as “critical
deficiencies” in the administration of
the model cities program which call for
immediate correction. It is noteworthy
that failure to appropriate sufficient
money to properly fund the program was
not included among Mr. Romney’s list
of “critical deficiencies.”

According to Mr. Romney, the pro-
gram has run into trouble because Fed-
eral guidelines have forced cities to set
model neighborhood boundaries that
have been arbitrary; because State gov-
ernments have not been sufficiently in-
volved; because local authorities have
been uncertain as to funds available
from Federal departments; and because
Federal agencies have not been suffi-
ciently responsive to local proposals re-
flecting specific local conditions.

Nowhere in Mr. Romney’s statement
do we find reference to the fact that less
than half of the funds authorized in
the fiscal 1968 budget for model cities
were appropriated, that only $624 mil-
lion was appropriated out of $850 mil-
lion authorized in 1969 and that the
Nixon administration only recently cut
the 1970 budget request for model cities
from the $750 million established by
President Johnson to $675 million.

Small wonder that Secretary Romney
was quoted in an April 7 news confer-
ence as saying “there has been too much
emphasis on the money aspect.”

In my view, Mr, Speaker, the Nixon
administration is hedging on the model
cities program for the sake of political
advantage. It is known that most mayors
believe that already insufficient funds
will only be dissipated if applied over
broader areas but that some others, feel-
ing pressures from citizens outside the
model neighborhoods for equal treat-
ent, are insisting that the program be
expanded.

The Nixon response has been to scrap
uniformity in favor of a local option plan
whereby the cities can either expand
their program or leave it with the orig-
inal neighborhoods.

This presents an interesting situation.
Since the program was enacted late in
1966, 150 cities have won Federal ap-
proval to proceed with model city plan-
ning. In fact, approximately 40 cities
have completed their initial planning and
submitted applications for implementing
their model cities programs.

Scores of others are reported to be in
final stages of planning. These cities, ac-
cording to Mr. Romney, can either go
forward on the basis of neighborhood
boundaries that do not exceed more than
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10 percent of the population or they can
expand to take in other needy areas of
the community. The catch, of course, is
that total funding for the model cities
program has not been increased to com-
pensate for those cities that may wish to
expand. On the contrary, the administra-
tion has cut back on the budget request
for fiscal year 1970 and it has refused to
request the $1.25 billion advance au-
thorization and appropriation for fiscal
year 1971 as sought by President John-
son.

How can this eliminate the local un-
certainty as to funding stated by Secre-
tary Romney as a “critical deficiency”?

Mr. Romney has also stated:

Priority consideration will be given to those
cities that suocessfully enlist the partlcipa-
tion of private and voluntary organizations
in their Model Cities plans.

Does this mean that the ground rules
that were established more than 2 years
ago are now being changed? If so, should
the cities that have already submitted
plans be given an opportunity to rework
their proposals in order to gain the prior-
ity consideration that now is being placed
upon the participation of private and
voluntary organizations?

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the
purpose of the new Romney guidelines
and ground rules may be to perpetuate
the planning process and to delay ex-
penditure of Federal funds on actual
execution or implementation of the pro-
grams that are so badly needed.

What Secretary Romney and, indeed,
the entire administration will be well
advised to bear in mind is the fact that
the most dangerous critical deficiency is
delay. Cities will welcome improved Fed-
eral, State, and local coordination and
administration but they will not welcome
techniques to postpone action for the
sake of budgetary convenience.

SAN FRANCISCO BAY

(Mr. EDWARDS of California asked
and was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute, to revise and extend
his remarks and include extraneous mat-
ter.)

Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr.
Speaker, the time has come to speak for
the people, 4.5 million of them, who live
around the San Francisco Bay, and the
hundreds of millions more of all nations,
who appreciate San Francisco Bay’s
beauty and charm.

This bay, my home, has been the sub-
ject of man’'s spoil for more than 100
vears. Its expanses have been shrunk, its
waters used as an open sewer, its worth
to the climate, the beauty of the area and
prosperity of the people who live around
it depreciated.

Today it is almost too late to save San
Francisco Bay, but today is our last and
best chance.

For 3 years a devoted and expert group
of men and women, the San Francisco
Bay Conservation and Development Com-
mission, has worked to make sense out
of confusion, to choose between conserva-
tion and development on the basis of
logic rather than emotion, and to plan
for the preservation and improvement of
the bay.
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Let the bay commission’s own words
speak for themselves:

San Francisco Bay is an irreplaceable gift
of nature that man can either abuse and ultl-
mately destroy—or lmprove and protect for
future generations. The Bay Plan presented
In this (the Bay Commission’s) report recog-
nizes that the Bay is a single body of water,
in which changes affecting one part may also
affect other parts, and that only on a re-
gional basis can the Bay be protected and en-
hanced.

I, for one, fully endorse the work of
the San Francisco Bay Conservation and
Development Commission, and I urge
that its workable plan for preservation
and enhancement of San Francisco Bay
be adopted.

Let me add, that I do not believe we
now can save San Francisco Bay for all
time, but I do believe we now can lose
San Francisco Bay for all time.

Those who wish to fill San Francisco
Bay have made their intention brutally
clear.

In hearings before the bay commission
the would-be fillers said there are plans
to fill “only 12 percent of San Francisco
Bay,” not even mentioning fill plans for
those thousands of wetland acres now in
salt ponds and diked marshlands.

If the flood gates to fill are opened even
only briefly, we will lose the bay by the
thousands of acres.

Those of us who wish to save San
Francisco Bay are not few in numbers,
nor are we of one political persuasion. I
know of few other issues, which would
unite Jess Unruh and Ronald Reagan,
the various factions of the Sierra Club,
and the members of the San Francisco
Bay delegation to Congress.

But as we celebrate our unity, we must
also recognize the strength of the forces
against us. The fillers already have dem-
onstrated their power. They will not
sleep, when we want to relax, and they
will be happy to exploit our mistakes and
mutual differences.

What then must our objectives be?

First and foremost, the continuation
of the San Francisco Bay Conservation
and Development Commission with the
full authority to carry out its plan. Sec-
ond, the establishment of reasonable con-
trols over shoreline and diked wetland
areas of the Bay, recognizing that these
lands too are subject to the public trust.

These are not unreasonable objectives.
What is unreasonable is what has hap-
pened to our bay over the past 100 years
and what will happen to our bay unless
we act now.

The decision lies not with those of us
in Congress. It lies with the legislature in
Sacramento, and with the people of the
bay. If they—you and I—make our wishes
known, and make them known so they
cannot be mistaken, then the legislature
will act.

If not, then San Francisco Bay will be
filled.

On the Federal level we will do all we
can to save San Francisco Bay. We will
support funding for needed water pol-
lution programs, we will fight for tougher
air pollution controls, and we will insist
Federal installations cease their pollution
of the bay.

But, if there is to be a bay to save, then
it must be saved here in California by
Californians. As a Californian, I join with
you in this cause. Let us begin now.
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PROPOSED TAX RELIEF FOR THE
SICK AND DISABLED

(Mr. LONG of Louisiana asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute, to revise and extend
Es 1}'emarks and include extraneous mat-

1

Mr. LONG of Louislana. Mr. Speaker,
much is being written and said today
about reforming the Federal income tax
system, not without considerable justi-
fication. It is generally recognized that
the burden of taxes weighs unjustly
upon many individuals and families who
command inadequate incomes during
these inflationary times. A few days
ago I introduced legislation here to give
some measure of relief to the American
taxpayer by doubling personal income
tax exemptions from the present ridicu-
lously low $600 to $1,200.

In our deliberations on tax relief we
must not overlook the individual or the
family suffering the misfortune of either
a physical or mental disability. Many
years ago the Congress recognized the
unusual financial burdens imposed upon
the blind and the aged. Additional $600
exemptions were subsequently provided
for the taxpayer or his spouse afflicted
with blindness and for the taxpayer or
his spouse at age 65. This act of com-
passion should now be extended to in-
clude all who are disabled.

In legislation I am introducing today,
Mr, Speaker, I propose to provide a $600
exemption for each taxpayer, spouse
and/or dependent afflicted with physical
or mental disability for any of a number
of reasons.

I believe the Congress should recog-
nize disabilities suffered by persons who
are deaf, those who are mute, those of
unsound mind, the mentally retarded,
the spastic, victims of polio, muscular
dystrophy, cystic fibrosis, tuberculosis,
terminal cancer, leukemia, chronic hepa-
titis, chronic emphysema, and rheuma-
toid arthritis, for those confined to
wheelchairs, those who are crippled and
must depend upon braces or crutches,
for heart patients, and those dependents
who are blind and not now covered under
the law.

Anyone who has witnessed the great
courage of those handicapped individu-
als struggling to become productive
members of society cannot help but lend
a helping hand. Anyone who has ever
seen the terrible expense of these dis-
abling diseases cannot turn away from
the plight of these people. If the Con-
gress is to relieve the heavy burdens of
taxes from the backs of our citizens, let
us first provide relief to the unfortunate,
to the sick and the disabled. Let us
demonstrate to the Nation that the Con-
gress responds to the suffering of the
nieedy with true kindness and compas-
slon.

NEW JOEB CORPS DIRECTIONS—
TOWARD DESPAIR

(Mr. PODELL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. PODELL. Mr. Speaker, 59 of the
Nation’s Job Corps centers are to be
dispensed with by the administration in
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order to save an estimated $100 million.
They are to be replaced with a lesser
number of inner-city centers which are,
at this writing, utterly nonexistent.

Between 1,500 and 1,600 youths from
the New York City area alone are about
to have the door to a better future
slammed shut in their faces. In the proc-
ess, they are about to be dropped uncere-
moniously back into the environments
from which the Job Corps rescued them.
Simultaneously, the number of total Job
Corps enrollees will be cut from the pres-
ent enrollment of 35,000 to 24,000, This
is one new direction the President obvi-
ously chooses to take, and it is most as-
suredly the wrong one.

Without a full examination of all the
facts, the administration has acted pre-
cipitously to close the door in the faces
of these young people. One can only view
this action as an unparalleled tragedy
and another log heaved onto a smolder-
ing pile of social problems.

Our society has desperately sought al-
ternatives to offer to bitter and cynical
ghetto youngsters. Job Corps was one
alternative that offered a road out of
their plight and a route to something
better. Hesitantly at first, and then with
fuller enthusiasm, these young people
headed toward light which now will
abruptly disappear.

This is not a partisan issue. It is a
human question involving our own con-
sciences and capacity for understanding
and compassion toward others among us.
We have talked unto the brink of eternity
about the American dream and the
promise of our land. Now we are closing
the door upon that dream.

Revolutions are often acts of despair.
They are made not by the hopeless, but
by those who have glimpsed something
better and had it denied them. Today
we sow the wind. Tomorrow we reap the
whirlwind.

I am much saddened to see such a
negation of America's promise by the
administration. It is bad enough to take
young men from humble hearths and tell
them to fight for their country. It is an-
other to deny them that country’s dream.
It is even worse to continue to preach it
as the reality turns to ashes.

I pray that this House will not allow
the administration to follow through on
this atrocious new direction—toward
despair.

A LETTER TO THE PRESIDENT

(Mr. KOCH asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute, to revise and extend his remarks and
include extraneous matter.)

Mr. KOCH. Mr. Speaker, I should like
to inform my colleagues that today 26
Members have sent a letter to President
Richard M. Nixon which reads as fol-
lows:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D.C., April 29, 1969.
The PRESIDENT,
The White House,
Washington, D.C,

DEArR MR. PRESIDENT: The most serlous
problem which this country faces and which
you as our President must deal with every
day is the racial confrontation. It shows it-
self in a multitude of forms: the viclent stu-
dent demonstrations, the wild melees in our
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ghettos sometimes resulting in burning and
looting, the disrespect for law and order. We
all know that while violence can never be
tolerated—that it too often arises because
the peaceful forms of protest, the lawful ave-
nues of dissent, are shut off from those who
have been shut out of our soclety. A vivid
and current demonstration of the hopeless-
ness and helplessness which lead to violations
of the law and in this case, apparently peace-
ful non-viclent demonstrations, is taking
place in Charleston, South Carolina.

In Charleston, hospltal workers, seeking
the right to unionize so as to be able to at-
tempt in a peaceful way to secure for them-
selves and their familles a decent wage are
being subjected to the kind of treatment that
those who now make up the great unions of
the country were faced with in 19356 when we
had the age of the factory sit-ins, when
courts enjoined picket lines. The workers of
that era, primarily white, overcame the power
structure of that day and as a result of their
efforts, the Wagner Act was passed which
made it clear that collective bargaining from
that point on was to be the norm and not the
exception. Today in Charleston, the most de-
prived of our soclety are seeking the same
norm, namely collective bargaining and the
power structure is again resisting.

Mr. President, you have the opportunity to
use the prestige of your great office and inter-
cede on behalf of our most impoverished citi-
zens who are not on welfare but are attempt-
ing to earn a living wage and who need our
help. The same lssue was present in the
Memphis sanitation strike which culminated
ultimately in the traglc assassination of
Martin Luther King, Jr., who was present for
the purpose of leading a protest march in
support of the sanitation men on strike. His-
tory has a way of repeating itself so that to-
day we see his widow, Coretta King, going to
Charleston for that same purpose. We urge
you to send your most trusted representative
to be present so that those who feel they have
no stake in our soclety will know that the
President stands with them.

Sincerely,

GeorceE E. BRownN, Jr.,, HENRY HELSTOSKI,
Wiriam L. Cray, BErTRAM L, PODELL,
JONATHAN B, BINGHAM, AUGUSTUS F.
HAwkINs, DoNALD FRASER, SHIRLEY
CHisHOLM, Epwarp I, KocH, DoN Eb-
WARDS, BEN ROSENTHAL, ALLARD K.
LoWENSTEIN, JAMES H., SCHEUER, ADAM
C. PoweLL, MARIO BIAGGI, ABNER J.
MIEVA, LEOWARD FARBSTEIN, CHARLES C.
Dices, Jr.,, Louis Stokes, WiLLiam F.
RYAN, GLENN M. ANDERSON, JOHN CON-
YERS, JR., JacoB H. GILBERT, FRANK J.
Brasco, PHiLLir BurTOoN, EpwarDp R.
ROYBAL.

This letter is intended to support the
proposal made in the editorial which ap-
peared in the New York Times today—
and that editorial reads as follows:

ARRESTS IN CHARLESTON

The strike of hospital workers in Charles-
ton, S.C,, has become the country’s tensest
civil rights struggle—one involving values as
fundamental as those in the original battles
for school desegregation and equal employ-
ment opportunity.

The arrest yesterday of another 150 dem-
onstrators, most of them Negro high school
pupils, and the continued presence In
Charleston of hundreds of National Guards-
men and state troopers indicate the growing
danger of a racial explosion. Yet the situa-
tion lends itself to simple solution on a basis
that has long been standard in New York
and most other states. The central strike de-
mand is for union recognition, exactly the
same issue that led to last year's strike of
sanitation workers in Memphis, Tenn. Both
strikes became natlonal rallying centers for
& coalition of union and elvil rights groups,
rightly angered by the systematic exploita-
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tlon public agencles were practiclng against
underpaid black workers at the bottom of the
skill ladder,

The Memphis strike was climaxed by the
assassination of Martin Luther King Jr,
who had gone there to lead a protest march
in support of the garbage men. After his
death President Johnson sent a speclal rep-
resentative to Memphis to take charge of
the settlement efforts, a move that brought
a relatively swift agreement. President Nixon
or Secretary of Labor Shultz ought not wait
for tragedy to strike in Charleston before
intervening there.

NEVADA, NEW HAMPSHIRE AND
SIDE SHOWS TO CIRCUS OF
PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN

(Mr, MONAGAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. MONAGAN. Mr. Speaker, several
actions have been occurring on State
legislative fronts which require a healthy
antidote of national disapproval. Nevada
has moved to extend its presidential
primary election to the first Tuesday In
March. New Hampshire has threatened
to retaliate and shift its presidential
primary from the second Tuesday in
March to the last Tuesday in February.

What disturbs me about these actions
is the casual and commercialistic atti-
tudes of the State governments involved.
The election of the President of the
United States is serious business and it
is national business. Yet here we are
confronted with Nevada taking a step
fraught with national implications purely
and avowedly for local public relations
reasons.

On April 19, a Nevada State senator
was gquoted on CBS as saying that having
the Nation’s earliest presidential primary
would put Nevada “on the political map”
and would “show off to excellent advan-
tage” the State’s hotel and other tourist
attractions. This particular State sena-
tor’s goal was to attract enough attention
in the television media that Nevada—and
one assumes he was thinking of Las
Vegas in this context—would be picked
as a site for the Republican or Demo-
cratic National Convention in 1976 or
later.

The election of the President of the
United States is too serious a business
to become bait for the tourist industry.
More important, the time has come to
shorten rather than lengthen presiden-
tial campaigns. Actions such as ones in
Nevada and New Hampshire serve only
to protract a political process already too
long, too boring, and too wasteful.

I have long urged that our presiden-
tial campaigns be shortened to focus at-
tention on issues, to preserve the
strength of the candidates, to curb ex-
orbitant costs and wasteful expenditures,
and to move the quadrennial contests
away from the current tendency of bally-
hoo and toward a saner, more rational
style.

I have always felt that the public has
shared these views with me and I was
encouraged to note in the New York
Times of November 24, 1968, a Gallup
poll survey which recorded 60 percent
of the electorate favoring a 5-week pres-
idential campaign. On the basis of this
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poll, the second Tuesday in March date
for the New Hampshire presidential pri-
mary—to date the first round in any
presidential election—makes the cam-
paign months longer than the voters
desire.

Nevada now plans to extend the ex-
travaganza still further. That it is doing
so for the worst of reasons only serves
to underscore how much the election of
the President of the United States is
taking on all the characteristics of a
circus sideshow. What New Hampshire
threatens by way of retaliation to pro-
tect that State’s immediate interest—
whether it be economic or otherwise—is
decidely not in the national interest.
Here is the classic case where two wrongs
do not make a right.

Let us hope that public opinion can
be mobilized against this ill considered
sequence of actions and that the public
officials in both Nevada and New Hamp-
shire will respond by not enacting either
of their early primary bills.

PRESIDENT NAMES AMBASSADOR
TO JAPAN

(Mr. HANNA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, I noted with
a great deal of satisfactionthe announce-
ment this morning that the President has
named a new Ambassador to Japan, Mr.
Meyer. I noted also that there was some
comment by the Japanese expressing
their concern that Mr. Nixon had not
named someone who was an expert in
East Asian affairs.

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Meyer has recently
served twn ambassadorships in the Near
East. I would like to point out the fact
that Japan has never been better off in
terms of the State Department opera-
tions than they will be under this ad-
ministration and I hope and trust that
the action we experience in Japanese-
American relations will reflect that senti-
ment.

Mr, U. Alexis Johnson, who is now Un-
der Secretary of State for Political Af-
fairs, knows Japan and has served as
Ambassador in that country with effec-
tiveness. He is also an acknowledged ex-
pert on East Asian affairs.

Marshall Green who has served for a
long period of time in Southeast Asia,
and who left the Indonesian ambas-
sadorship, is now sitting as Assistant
Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Af-
fairs.

David L. Osborn who is charge d'af-
faires in Japan has been serving there
for some period of time now and knows
the Japanese people. He not only speaks
Japanese but he also reads it and writes
it. He is a real scholar. I think the Jap-
anese are going to be eminently well off
in terms of the men whose services they
will receive, and I would hope that this
augurs well for the delicate negotiations
that go on between the United States
and Japan in the months that lie just
ahead.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. HANNA. I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to say that the Ambassador who is
going to Japan is one of the most capable
and dedicated diplomats in the service
and has been in the last 20 years during
which I have been in the Congress. 1
have known him through boyhood, and
knew his two aunts who raised him at
Lincoln, I1l. He comes from a great back-
ground. He has shown his skills in the
department as a great diplomat. The rec-
ord he made in Iran is unsurpassed. In
my opinion this man will make one of the
greatest Ambassadors that there has ever
been for Japan.

Mr. HANNA. I thank the gentleman
from Illinois for his comments and I hope
the Japanese will be as much impressed
by him as I have been. And let us now see
what the record will ultimately show.

Mr. MONAGAN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HANNA. I yield to the gentleman
from Connecticut.

Mr. MONAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
underline the comments of the distin-
guished gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
SprINGER). It is my opinion that our
friends in Japan have jumped the gun on
this thing.

I am personally acquainted with the
Ambassador designate and know of his
work in the Middle East and in Iran,
much of which has not been publicized.
I am confident that he will be one of the
greatest diplomats in the history of
American-Japanese relations.

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, I hope our
Japanese friends are impressed by the
bipartisan nature of this exchange, They
should be and I hope will be pleased by
the show of confidence we have expressed
for the President’s choice for their
country.

I personally hope that they will recog-
nize with us the harsh realities of today
as we join in efforts to realize the more
desirable opportunities of the future. Mr.
Meyer as our Ambassador will, I am
sure, help in arriving at mutual and ac-
ceptable means of dealing with both of
these aspects as we proceed to a renego-
tiated treaty with our friend and ally,
Japan.

A LETTER FROM A CONSTITUENT

(Mr. DICKINSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute, to revise and extend his
remarks, and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I, like
the other Members of the House, receive
a great deal of mail, I suppose maybe 100
letters a day would be an average, or
close to it. But I was impressed very re-
cently by a letter I received from a con-
stituent of mine. It is a very well-con-
ceived and succinet statement of his
frustrations, and I believe this letter
pretty well reflects the feelings of the
average American.

I was so impressed with the letter, Mr.
Speaker, that I would like to incorporate
it into the REcorp at this point and share
its contents with the Members of the
House:
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AprIn 21, 1969.
Cony Brun DICKINSON,
House Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear BiLL: What is wrong, when the great-
est, most powerful nation on earth can be
made into the absolute fool—a position
which I feel we maintain today.

First, the Pueblo, a shame strong enough
to bring tears to the eyes of any American.

Now, the Connie.

Is the humiliating, cowardly, forgiving ac-
ceptance of these things the act of a great
country? I do not think so and many people
I have talked with do not think so.

I enlisted in the Navy for three years and
extended for another during Korea. I enlisted
because I thought that, along with a great
many others of my generation, that it was
the right thing to do—there was a need.

If I were a young man today, I would no
more think of enlisting and being a political
pawn for our mealy mouthed leaders, than I
would think of walking to the moon. I used
to think that the *“draft card burners” ought
to be prosecuted. Today, If I had the choice,
I am not at all sure I would not be among
them.

Why should anyone fight for a country
that will not fight for them?—A country that
“writes them off if they step over the imagi-
nary line"—a country that sends "notes of
protest” when a United States ship Is cap-
tured—its crew interned?

What sort of Patriotlsm does this inspire
in our young people? They do not remember
what the United States was—they only see
what it has become, and this is hardly a
pretty picture. We were not born, and we did
not become great through meek, timidly
“notes of protest” and cowardly leaders. That
is a strong word, but it is the only one that
fits the situation. I full well realize the hor-
rible consequences of an all out war—but is
not the other side faced with the same
choice? They have the initiative and courage
to pursue and back up their alms. We have
not. We have not even the courage to stand
up for our rights when we are right.

I love my country—I detest our govern-
ment—and I do feel there is a definite divid-
ing line between them.

My country is America—Iit's land, people
and citles—the wars fought for a right
cause—the people together, building and
fighting to win them. Can this be sald today?
Is there any unity? Are we really fighting to
accomplish anything?

I think, Bill, that a good example of what
I am talking about would be Eorea as com-
pared to Viet Nam. We made the fantastically
stupid mistake of letting the country remain
divided with today’s results. Is there really
any question that we will have to fight them
agaln? And now, we want to do the same
thing in Viet Nam. Why, why, why? The
American people would get behind, and fight
for a cause. Freedom is a cause worth fight-
ing for, but not when we are too gutless to
declare war for it—when we are too gutless to
help out at the Bay of Plgs—when we force
our men to fly over strategic targets to bomb
a sampan—when we accept a Pueblo situa-
tion—and on and on.

When will the line be drawn—with our
defeat? I sadly, strongly, suspect this Is true.

If we do not have the courage, or the will
to help the liberators of Cuba, or the men
in our own military when they are in a real
bind, can we be expected to actually retallate
if a real attack ever comes—in minutes. We
would still be talking when the missiles hit.

During these last three days of shame in
which our President has had nothing to offer,
do you think the Koreans are doing any-
thing except deciding on the next target?
Why not? Will a child continue to raid the
cookle jar unless you give him a reason not
to?—Ilike a good swat. There should be one
less Korean airfleld in the world today and
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that perhaps—would be a deterrent. If it
were not, justice should be stepped up ac-
cordingly after the next incident. To 31 men
and their families and children, this was no
incident. Unfortunate, but think, Bill, how
the nert 81 will feel—or the next 31,000 that
fly that and similar missions. How will they
feel towards their government knowing that
they can be shot down, killed with a protest
note being revenge and reward for dying,
That, Bill, is where patriotism is going. Why
fight and risk your life? The other side has
an open season on you and you can not lift
a finger in return.

What the United States needs to become is
a giant Israel. We need to be a nation that
is all powerful, in pursult of peace, but God
help those who play games with us. Unless
we develop this posture, and quickly, we
will go the way of all great nations. Except
for our military strengths, does any nation
on the face of the earth really respect us?
I do not think so and it has all happened
since World War II. That is what is being
the “good guys" has done for us.

We need to carry the “big stick”, both con-
ventional and nuclear, and let the whole
world know they are not for show, if need be.

With two dedicated opposing forces such
as we have in the world today, the only
hope for survival is force. And force is of no
value Iif unused. If I had a shotgun, Bill, and
you had a penknife, you would cut me to rib-
bons if you knew that come what may, I
would not shoot.

These “incidents” are an opportunity to re-
tallate quickly, and harshly and with con-
ventional weapons to show the world that we
will do it if needed. I do not believe that
any major power would go to war over a de-
stroyed airfield (the Connie) or a recapture
of our own ship in a foreign port.

There are risks, but we must be willing to
take them if we are to survive as a nation.
After the first few, and our enemies know the
outcome of a rash act, the need will dis-
appear.

Bill, I could go on for hours about what Is
wrong today, and maybe all my solutions are
full of holes. I do think, however, that we
are heading in the wrong direction.

I am writing this letter to you, and not
about you. I know where you stand and ad-
mire you very much for it.

I have never written a letter to you or any
politician before, but I felt I had to this
time. I guess I am what you would call an
average American and, Bill, I am scared. Not
so much for myself, but for my kids and
their kids. We are going “down the tubes"
and it is up to people like you and me to
do something about it.

I just wish you could read this letter to
the President because these feelings are felt
by many, many people.

Regardless of what a nation has, if the
people are not united, and have no confi-
dence in their leaders, it is in trouble.

Respectfully,
Don MEYLING.

MISS BERNADETTE DEVLIN JOLTS
COMMONS

(Mr. TIERNAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous material.)

Mr. TIERNAN. Mr. Speaker, in view of
the recent events in Northern Ireland,
I thought it appropriate that my col-
leagues be able to read Miss Bernadette
Devlin's speech given last Tuesday, the
day before her 22d birthday, before the
House of Commons. Miss Devlin had just
won a seat as a Labor Member from
Northern Ireland. Minutes after her ar-
rival, she heard a member of Northern
Ireland’s ruling Unionist Party attack
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the civil rights movement, of which she
is a member, as “infiltrated by Irish Re-
publicans and Communists.”

The following, her maiden speech in
Parliament, broke every precedent and
astonished the House of Commons. I
urge my colleagues to peruse it:

A Lapy FroM ULSTER JoLTS COMMONS
(By Bernadette Devlin)

I understand that in making my maiden
speech on the day of my arrival in Parlia-
ment and in making it on a controversial
issue, I flout the unwritten traditions of the
House, but I think that the situation of my
people merits the flouting of such traditions.

I remind the honorable member for Lon-
donderry (Mr. Chichester-Clark) that I, too,
was in the Bogside area on the night that he
was there. As the honorable gentleman right-
ly said, there never was born an Englishman
who understands the Irish people. Thus a
man who is allen to the ordinary working
Irish people cannot understand them, and
I therefore respectfully suggest that the
honorable gentleman has no understanding
of my people, because Catholics and Protes-
tants are the ordinary people, the oppressed
people from whom I come and whom I rep-
resent. I stand here as the youngest woman
in Parliament, in the same tradition as the
first woman ever to be elected to this Parlia-
ment, Constance Markievicz, who was elect-
ed on behalf of the Irish people.

This debate comes much too late for the
people of Ireland, since it concerns itself par-
ticularly with the action in Derry last week-
end. I will do my best to dwell on the action
in Derry last weekend. However, it is impos-
sible to consider the activity of one weekend
in a city such as Derry without considering
the reasons why these things happen.

The honorable member for Londonderry
said that he stood in Bogside. I wonder
whether he could name the streets through
which he walked in the Bogslde so that we
might establish just how well aquainted he
became with the area. I had never hoped to
see the day when I might agree with some-
one who represents the bigoted and sectar-
ian Unionist Party, which uses a deliberate
policy of dividing the people in order to keep
the ruling minority in power and to keep the
oppressed people of Ulster oppressed. I never
thought that I should see the day when I
should agree with any phrase uttered by the
representative of such a party, but the hon-
orable gentleman summed up the situation
“to a T."” He referred to stark, human misery.
That is what I saw in Bogside. It has not
been there just for one night. It has been
there for 50 years—and that same stark hu-
man misery is to be found in the Protestant
Fountain area, which the honorable gentle-
man would claim to represent.

“HAVES" AND “HAVE-NOTS"

These are the people the honorable gentle-
man would claim do want to join society.

Because they are equally poverty-stricken,
they are equally excluded from the soclety
which the Unionist Party represents—the so-
clety of landlords who, by ancient charter
of Charles II, still hold the rights of the ordi-
nary people of Northern Ireland over such
things as fishing and as paying the most
ridiculous and exorbitant rents, although
families have lived for generations on their
land. But this is the ruling minority of land-
lords who, for generations, have claimed to
represent one section of the people and, In
order to maintain their claim, divide the peo-
ple into two sections and stand up in this
House and say that there are those who do
not wish to join the society.

The people in my country who do not wish
to join the society which is represented by
the honorable member for Londonderry are
by far the majority. There is no place in so-
clety for us, the ordinary *“peasants” of
Northern Ireland. There is no place for us
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in the society of landlords because we are the
“have-nots” and they are the “haves.”

We came to the situation in Derry when
the people had had enough. Since 5th Octo-
ber, it has been the unashamed and delib-
erate policy of the Unionist government to
try to force an image on the civil rights
movement that it was nothing more than a
Catholic uprising. The people in the move-
ment have struggled desperately to overcome
that image, but it is Impossible when the
ruling minority are the government and con-
trol not only political matters but the so-
called impartial forces of law and order. It is
impossible then for us to state quite fairly
where we stand.

How can we say that we are a nonsectarian
movement and are for the rights of both
Catholies and Protestants when, clearly, we
are beaten into the Catholic areas? Never
have we been beaten into the Protestant
areas. When the students marched from Bel-
fast to Derry, there was a predominant nums-
ber of Protestants. The number of non-
Catholics was greater than the number of
Cathollcs, Nevertheless, we are still beaten
into the Catholic area because it was in the
interests of the minority and the Unionist
Party to establish that we were nothing more
than a Catholic uprising—just as it is in the
interest of the honorable member for Lon-
donderry to come up with all this tripe about
the IRA [the outlawed Irish Republican
Army].

TWO INCOMPATIBLE IDEALS

I assure the honorable member that his
was quite an interesting interpretation of the
facts, but I should like to put an equally
interesting interpretation.

There is a fine gentleman known among
ordinary Irish people as the Squire of Hoghill.
He happens to be the Prime Minister, Capt.
Terence O'Neill. He is the “white liberal” of
Northern Ireland.

He is the man who went on television and
sald to his people. “There are a lot of nasty
people going around and if you are not care-
ful you will all end up in the IRA. What kind
of Ulster do you want? Come with me and I
will give you an Ulster you can be proud to
live in.”

Capt. O'Neill listed a number of reforms
which came nowhere near satisfying the
needs of the people. Had he even had the
courage of his convictions—had he even con-
victions—to carry out the so-called reforms
he promised, we might have got somewhere.
But none of his so-called reforms was carried
out.

He suggested a points system for the alloca-
tion of houses until such time that the Tory
Party could see its way to introducing a crash
housing program. He suggested that a points
system should be introduced, but he did
nothing to force the majority of Unionist-
controlled councils to Introduce it. He
thought that his suggestion would be quite
sufficient to make everyone doff their caps,
touch their forelocks and say, “Yes, Capt.
O'Neill. We will introduce it."” But the local
councils of Northern Ireland do not work
like that.

We come to the question of what can be
done about incidents like that in Derry at
the weekend. Capt. O'Neill has thought of a
bright idea—that tomorrow we shall be given
one man, one vote. Does he think that, from
5th October until today, events have not
driven it into the minds of the people that
there are two ideals which are incompatible—
the ideal of soclal justice and the ideal and
existence of the Unionist Party? Both cannot
exist In the same society. This has been
proved time and again throughout Northern
Ireland by the actions of the Unionist Party.

In the general election, Capt. O'Neill had
the big idea of dividing and conquering.
Capt. O'Neill, the “liberal” TUnionist, said,
“Do not vote for Protestant Unionists because
they are nasty fascist people.” When the elec-
tion was over, he had no qualms about tak-
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ing the number of so-called “fascist” Union-
1st votes and the “liberal” Unlonist votes to-
gether, adding them up and saylng, “Loock
how many people voted Unionist.”

We, the people of Ulster, are no longer to
be fooled, because there are always those of
us who can see no difference between the
Palsleyite factlon and the O’'Neill faction,
except that the unfortunate Palsleylte fac-
tion do not have hyphenated surnames,

So we are faced with the situation that
Capt. O'Neill may, in the morning, say, “You
now have one man, one vote.,” What will it
mean to the people? Why do the people ask
for one man, one vote, with each vote of
equal value?

VOTES AND HOUSING

The Unionist policy has always been to
divide the people who are dependent upon
them. The question of voting is tied up
mainly with the question of housing, and
this is something which the House has falled
to understand.

The people of Northern Ireland want votes
not for the sake of voting but for the sake
of being able to exercise their democratic
rights over the controlling powers of their
own areas.

The present system operates in such a way
that Unionist-controlled councils and even
Nationalist-controlled counclls discriminate
against those In their areas who are in the
minority. The policy of segregated housing
is to be clearly seen in the smallest villages
of Ulster.

The people of Ulster want the right to
vote and for each vote to be of equal value
so that, when it comes to the question of
bullding more houses, we do not have the
situation which we already have In Derry
and in Dungannon.

In Dungannon, the Catholic ward already
has too many houses in it. There is no room
to build any more in that ward. It would
appear logical that houses should be built,
therefore, in what i1s traditionally known as
the Protestant ward or, euphemistically, the
“Nationalist” or “Unionist” ward, where
there is space. But this would give rise to
the nasty situation of building new houses
in the Unlionist or Protestant ward and thus
letting in a lot of Fenians who might out-
vote the others.

I wish to make 1t clear that in an area
such as Omagh, the same corruption is car-
ried on because Protestants need houses and
the only place for them is in a Catholic
area. The one point that these two forms of
activity have in common is that whether
they are green or orange, both are Tory. The
people of Northern Ireland have been forced
into this situation.

I was in the Bogside on the same evening
as the honorable member for Londonderry.
I assure you, Mr. Speaker—and I make no
apology for the fact—that I was not strut-
ting around with my hands behind my back
examining the area and saying "“tut-tut”
every time a policeman had his head
scratched. I was going around building bar-
ricades because I knew that it was not safe
for the police to come in.

I saw with my own eyes 1000 policemen
come in military formation into an oppressed
and soclally and economically depressed
area—Iin formation of Ix abreast, joining up
to form 12 abreast like wild Indians, scream-
ing their heads off to terrorize the inhabit-
ants of that area so that they could beat
them off the streets and into their houses.

I also accept that policemen are human
and that if someone throws a stone at a man
and injures him, whether he be in uniform or
out of uniform, if he is human he is likely to
1lift another stone and, either in self-defense
or in sheer anger, to hurl it back. Therefore,
when people on either side lose control, this
kind of fighting breaks out.

An unfortunate policeman with whom I
came into contact did not know who was in
charge in a particular area. I wanted to get
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children out of the area and I asked the po-
liceman who was in charge. He sald, “I don’t
know who is running this lot.”

I well understand this kind of situation at
Individual level, but when a police force are
acting under orders—presumably from the
top, and the top invariably is the Unionist
Party—and form themselves into military
formation with the deliberate intention of
terrorizing the inhabitants of an area, I can
have no sympathy for them as a body. So I
organized the clvilians in that area to make
sure that they wasted not one solitary stone
in anger. (Laughter.)

Honorable members may find this amusing,
and in the comfortable surroundings of this
honorable House it may seem amusing, but
at 2 o'clock in the morning on the Bogside
there was something horrifying about the
fact that someone such as I, who belleves in
nonviolence, had to settle for the least viclent
method, which was to build barricades and to
say to the police, “We can threaten you.”

The honorable member for Londonderry
sald that the situation has got out of hand
under the “so-called civil rights people.” The
one thing which saved Derry from possibly
going up in flames was the fact that they had
John Hume, member of Parliament for Foyle,
Eamonn McCann, and Ivan Cooper, member
of Parliament for mid-Derry, there.

They went to the Bogside and said, “Fair
enough; the police have occupled your area,
not in the interests of law and order but for
revenge, not by the police themselves but be-
cause the Unionist Party have lost a few
square yards of Derry and people have put up
a sign on the wall saying ‘Free Derry.' "

The Unionist Party was wounded because
nothing can be morally or spiritually free
under a Unlonist government. They were
determined that there should be no second
Free Derry. That is why the police invaded
that area.

The people had the confidence of those
living in that area to cause a mass evacua-
tion and to leave it to the police alone, and
then to say, “We are marching back in and
you have two hours to get out.” The police
got out.

The situation with which we are faced in
Northern Ireland is one in which I feel T can
no longer say to the people, “Don’t worry
about it. Westminster is looking after you.”
Westminster cannot condone the existence of
this situation. It has on its benches members
of that party who by deliberate pollicy keep
down the ordinary people. The fact that I sit
on the Labor benches and am likely to make
myself unpopular with everyone on these
benches (honorable members: “No."”)—any
sociallst government worth its guts would
have got rid of them long ago.

A HORRIFYING PROSPECT

There is no denying that the problem and
the reason for this situation in Northern
Ireland is social and economic, because the
people of Northern Ireland are being op-
pressed not only by a Tory government, a
misruling Tory government, and an abso-
lutely corrupt, bigoted and self-interested
Tory government, but by a Tory government
of whom even the Tories In this House ought
to be ashamed.

Therefore I ask that in the interests of the
ordinary people there should be no tinkering
with the kind of capitalist methods used by
both the Northern Ireland Unionist Party
and Mr. Jack Lynch’s Fianna Fail Party [In
the Irish Republic]. It was with no amuse-
ment but with a great deal of horror that 1
heard the somewhat pecullar statement by
the right honorable member for Belper (Mr.
George Brown) about an O’'Neill-Lynch
United Party. This brings home to me that
honorable members of this House do not
understand what is going on. Of all the pos-
sible solutions of our problem, the least pop-
ular would be an agreement between the two
arch-Tories of Ireland.
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ON THE FUTURE

I should like in conclusion to take a brief
look at the future. This is where the question
of British troops arises.

The question before this House, In view of
the apathy, neglect and lack of understand-
ing which this House has shown to these
people in Ulster which it claims to represent,
is how In the shortest space it can make up
for 50 years of neglect, apathy and lack of
understanding. Short of producing miracles
such as factorles overnight in Derry and
homes overnight in practically every area in
the North of Ireland, what can we do?

If British troops are sent in, I should not
like to be either the mother or sister of an
unfortunate soldier stationed there. The
honorable member of Antrim, North (Mr.
Henry Clark), may talk till Doomsday about
“our boys in khaki” but it has to be recog-
nized that the one point in common among
Ulstermen is that they are not very fond of
Englishmen who tell them what to do.

Posslbly the most extreme solution—since
there can be no justice while there is a
Unionist Party, because while there is a
Unionist Party they will by their gerry-
mandering control Northern Ireland, be the
government of Northern Ireland—is to con-
sider the possibility of abolishing Stormont
and ruling from Westminster, Then we
should have the ironical situation in which
the people who once shouted, “Home rule is
Rome rule” were screaming their heads off
for home rule, so dare anyone take Stormont
away? They would have to ship every govern-
ment member out of the country for his own
safety—because only the “rank” defends,
such as the Prime Minister and the Minister
of Agriculture.

Another solution which the government
may decide to adopt is to do nothing but
serve notice on the Unionist government that
they will impose economic sanctions on them
if true reforms are not carried out. The in-
teresting point is that the Unionist govern-
ment cannot carry out reforms.

If they introduce the human rights bill
and outlaw sectarianism and diserimination,
what will the party which is based on, and
survives on, discrimination do? By introduc-
ing the human rights bill, it signs its own
death warrant. Therefore, the government
can impose economic sanctions but the Un-
lonist Party will not yleld. I assure you, Mr.
Speaker, that one cannot impose economic
sanctions on the dead.

HOUSE RESOLUTION IN OPPOSI-
TION TO CLOSING JOB CORPS
CENTERS

(Mr. RYAN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute, to revise and extend his remarks and
include extraneous matter.)

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, today 45
Members of the House have introduced
a resolution expressing the sense of the
House in opposition to the administra-
tion’s announced intention to shut down
59 Job Corps centers and camps.

A similar resolution in opposition to
shutting down Job Corps centers has
been introduced in the other body by
24 Senators.

I would like to stress the broad geo-
graphical distribution of the Representa-
tives supporting the sense embodied in
the resolution that no Job Corps center
or camp should be shut down until Con-
gress has had an opportunity to review
the Job Corps program and to chart the
future of the centers and camps through
the normal authorization and appropria-
tion process.

In a speech delivered on the floor of
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the House April 16, I pointed out the
disastrous effect the closing of four Job
Corp centers would have on the city of
New York. Other Representatives have
also spelled out the implications these
shutdowns will have on their own area
of the country. The broad geographical
distribution of the opposition to the pre-
cipitous decision by the Nixon admin-
istration to cut back on these vital pro-
grams should in itself convey an urgent
message to the President; namely, that
he should reconsider this decision. The
course upon which the President has em-
barked—if continued—is bound to aggre-
vate existing tensions among hard-core
unemployed youth and especially among
those trainees now involved in Job Corps
programs who will be unable to complete
the training which has such significance
for their future.

Secretary of Labor George Shultz has
said that every enrollee whose training
center is closed will have an opportunity
to transfer to another training program,
and that new centers will be built in
urban areas. The plain fact, however, is
that such centers do not exist. It is diffi-
cult to imagine how the Department of
Labor intends to accommodate the train-
ees who wish to transfer with less than
half the present 113 Job Corp centers no
longer in operation, and $100 million less
in the Job Corps budget. It is obvious
that many of the trainees, discouraged
at this setback in their training, will
simply drop out of the Job Corps and re-
turn to the streets. To say many of them
will be bitter toward the Federal Gov-
ernment for ending their only chance
to escape the despair and lack of oppor-
tunity of the ghetto is to understate the
reaction if the administration proceeds
with its plans to shut down 59 centers.

Hearings have been held in both
Houses of Congress on the Job Corps,
and legislation concerning the future
shape of the Job Corps program is pend-
ing in both Houses. The resolution we
are introducing today asks only that the
administration suspend action on its
plans to cut back on the Job Corps until
Congress has had an opportunity to re-
view the Job Corps in depth and to pro-
vide for the program through the nor-
mal authorization and appropriation
process. In view of the pervasive impact
the administration’s cutbacks will have,
this does not seem unreasonable.

If the Federal budget needs to be econ-
omized, badly undernourished domestic
programs surely ought not to be the first
victims. Let the brunt of budget reduc-
tions fall upon those Federal programs
most responsible for inflation in the first
place; namely, the inflated military
budget. The kind of “economizing” pro-
posed by the administration with respect
to the Job Corps, in the short run, will
produce justifiable bitterness and hos-
tility toward the Federal Government by
those millions of Americans who ur-
gently require job training and increased
employment opportunities. In the long
run, the effect will also be counterpro-
ductive. For the contribution these Job
Corps trainees could make to the econ-
omies of their communities and the Na-
tion far exceed the cost of their training.

The list of cosponsors follows:
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Willlam F. Ryan (New York).

Joseph P. Addabbo (New York).
Thomas L. Ashley (Ohlo).

Walter S. Baring (Nevada).
Jonathan B. Bingham (New York).
John A. Blatnik (Minnesota).
George Brown (California).

James A. Byrne (Pennsylvania).
Phillip Burton (California).

Shirley Chisholm (New York).

John Conyers, Jr. (Michigan).

John C. Culver (Iowa).

John H, Dent (Pennsylvania).
Charles C. Diggs, Jr. (Michigan).
John D, Dingell (Michigan).

Harold D. Donohue (Massachusetts).
Don Edwards (California).

Eenneth J. Gray (Illinois).

Seymour Halpern (New York).

Julia Butler Hansen (Washington).
William D. Hathaway (Malne).
Augustus F. Hawkins (California).
Harold T. Johnson (California).
Robert W. Kastenmeler (Wisconsin).
Edward I. Eoch (New York).

Robert L. Leggett (California).
Spark M. Matsunaga (Hawall).
Lloyd Meeds (Washington).

Abner J. Mikva (Illinois).

Patsy Mink (Hawail).

William 8. Moorhead (Pennsylvania).
Robert N. C. Nix (Pennsylvania).
Dave Obey (Wisconsin).

James G. O’Hara (Michigan).
Thomas P. O'Neill, Jr. (Massachusetts).
Richard L. Ottinger (New York).
Claude Pepper (Florida).

Bertram L. Podell (New York).
Thomas M. Rees (California).

Henry 8. Reuss (Wisconsin).
Benjamin S. Rosenthal ( New York).
James H. Scheuer (New York).
Robert O. Tiernan (Rhode Island).
John V. Tunney (California).

THE LATE PRESIDENT RENE BAR-
RIENTOS ORTUNO OF BOLIVIA

(Mr. pE 1A GARZA asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute, to revise and extend his
remarks and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. pE LA GARZA. Mr, Speaker, I beg
your indulgence for these few moments
to comment on the untimely and unfor-
tunate death of President René Barri-
entos Ortufio, of Bolivia. I had the honor
and pleasure of meeting President Barri-
entos upon the occasion of his visit to
HemisFair at San Antonio last year. He
and his country had close links to Texas
and Texans. They had a wonderful and
picturesque pavilion at HemisFair, and
he had taken pilot training in San An-
tonio as a young officer from his country.
We know that Bolivia is not a rich coun-
try and like most small countries, it has
many problems, but it is in the fighting
and in trying to solve these problems that
the lives of many individuals are forged.

René Barrientos Ortufio was ore of
these. He was a man of the people, he
went to and walked among the people:
how unfortunate that he should die this
way, but perhaps this might after all be
the way he might have wished it. He
went among the poor, the peasants, the
Indians of his country; he brought the
government to them: he ate, he drank, he
danced with them, and spoke their lan-
guage; he laughed and cried with them,
suffered their ills, and shared their joys.
Is this not after all the sacred duty of
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a president, Yes he was of the military,
but should this preclude good govern-
ment? Of course not. There was honesty
and integrity in this man, for none of his
actions would indicate otherwise. I there-
fore very respectfully ask you, Mr. Speak-
er, and my colleagues to join me in ex-
tending our most sincere sympathy and
condolences to the Government and peo-
ple of Bolivia on their loss, and in asking
the very able and distinguished Ambas-
sador from Bolivia to our country, His
Excellency Julio Sanjines Goytia to make
our actions herewith know to his Gov-
ernment and the people of Bolivia and
saying to them that one man stood in
the chamber of the House of Representa-
tives of the United States of America
and said very humbly, but very sincerely,
we mourn the passing of René Barrientos
Ortufio because he was the president of
a sister republic because he was a friend,
but most of all because he was a man
who saw his duty and he did it; whether
he was successful is for history to decide,
for us it shall suffice to say, he was a
man and he tried; of these there should
be more.

A TRIBUTE TO A. PHILIP RANDOLPH

The SPEAEKER pro tempore (Mr.
Brasco). Under previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. DiGes) is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. DIGGS. Mr. Speaker, April 15 was
a day that I believe ought to receive
special recognition, the 80th birthday of
a man who has done so much in this Na-
tion to break down the encrusted barriers
of racial prejudice, Asa Philip Randolph.

Not one of the inspiring achievements
of A. Philip Randolph has come easily or
quickly. To five decades of leadership in
the civil rights movement he has brought
unshakeable dignity and a commitment
to nonviolence and self-reliance for
Negroes which he has both preached and
practiced. The son of an impoverished
minister, he overcame poverty and many
of the handicaps of race. He is a product
of a deep faith in man’s ability to mas-
ter his environment through his own
efforts.

As a young man Mr. Randolph jour-
neyed alone from his home in Florida to
work his way through City College in New
York. Deeply moved by the plight of the
unskilled worker in our society, particu-
larly Negro workers, he was far ahead
of his time in recognizing the necessity
for Negro union organization in the bat-
tle for civil rights. In the hierarchy of
labor his voice was soon heard insistently
demanding justice for the Negro worker.

Mr. Randolph undertook one of the
toughest organizing jobs in union
annals: the 12-year fight to form the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters. In
constant fear of idleness and hunger, the
porters were afraid to organize. Mr. Ran-
dolph began by visiting them secretly in
their’ homes and holding meetings in
railroad yards. In 3 years he painfully
put together locals with a total of 5,000
members. After 9 years of organizing, the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters in
the depression year of 1934 still had no
contract, no improved working condi-
tions, and an empty treasury. Finally, in
1937, the long-awaited victory occurred.




10764

Mr. Randolph won a National Labor Re-
lations Board employee election and with
it a contract from Pullman. It called for
a 40-hour week, a base $100 monthly sal-
ary, and machinery for settling
grievances.

The history of A. Philip Randolph’s
immensely fruitful career since that first
great victory has been the history of
some of the most important gains in the
struggle for equal opportunity for
Negroes. It was his leadership which led
to FPranklin D. Roosevelt’s writing of the
Executive order establishing the war-
time Fair Employment Practices Com-
mission. It became the predecessor of
today’s State and Federal antidiscrimi-
nation laws.

In 1948, it was Mr. Randolph who con-
vinced President Truman that Jim Crow
and segregation in the Armed Forces had
to be eliminated. It was he who con-
ceived the momentous march on Wash-
ington in 1963 which had such a
profound effect in arousing the Nation
to the cause of civil rights.

In the pursuit of justice and the
American dream of freedom and oppor-
tunity for all, the contributions of
A. Philip Randolph to the welfare of our
Nation and all our people have been
immeasurable. They stand as a great
monument to the faith and well-earned
pride of a man who has spent his whole
life to help his brothers, his fellow men.
To him I extend my most profound
gratitude and admiration.

Mr, RYAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr, DIGGS. I yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I should like
to commend the gentleman in the well,
the distinguished gentleman from Mich-
igan, for having taken this time to pay
tribute to a great and outstanding Amer-
ican leader, A. Philip Randolph, on the
occasion of his 80th birthday.

As we look back through the years at
the career of this distinguished labor and
civil rights leader, as the gentleman in
the well has pointed out, under the ad-
ministrations of Franklin D, Roosevelt,
Harry S. Truman, John Fitzgerald Ken-
nedy, and Lyndon B, Johnson, A. Philip
Randolph was always in the forefront of
the struggle to insure equal opportunity
for all Americans. His leadership during
those four administrations led the way,
first through Executive orders and then
through civil rights legislation, in estab-
lishing a governmental policy of non-
discrimination.

Mr. Speaker, America owes a greal
debt to A. Philip Randolph.

A. Philip Randolph began his long ca-
reer in the labor movement in 1925 when
he initiated a 12-year struggle to orga-
nize the Pullman porters of America into
a strong and effective union. During a
period in which the Pullman Co. was
reaping high corporate profits, the aver-
age Pullman porter was working about
70 hours a week for an average wage of
25 cents an hour. Annual incomes for
porters during this period averaged only
about $910.

Despite the fact that the Pullman Co.
was disinclined to even discuss the union-
ization of porters, Mr. Randolph persisted
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in his attempts to gain recognition for
his union throughout the 1920's and
1930’s. He was recognized as an articulate
and dedicated advocate of upgrading the
economic condition of the workingman.

Mayor Fiorello La Guardia tried to en-
list him as a high official in the New
York City government, but Mr. Ran-
dolph, who felt he must direct all his
energy to the struggle to secure improve-
ments in wages and job conditions, de-
clined the mayor's offer in order to con-
tinue his fight on behalf of Pullman
porters.

In 1937, with the emergence of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board, the long
struggle of the Pullman porters finally
achieved the changes so long sought. Mr.
Randolph was able to negotiate a con-
tract with the company providing for a
40-hour week, a base pay of $100 monthly
salary, and the establishment of an ar-
bitration system for settling grievances.

One need only contrast this settlement
with the pitiful wages paid before the
union was able to achieve recognition as
a bargaining entity to appreciate the sig-
nificance of this success, which can be
attributed to the ftireless efforts of
A. Philip Randolph.

World War II provided thousands of
new defense jobs, yet many of these jobs
were barred to nonwhites. Recognizing
the significance of these jobs for the eco-
nomic improvement of the Negro, Mr.
Randolph organized a march on Wash-
ington in protest against racial discrimi-
nation in American industry. A hundred
thousand Negroes volunteered to engage
in the march. The march was called off,
at the last minute, in exchange for a
Presidential promise of reform, the guar-
antee of equal working rights, and the
creation of the wartime Fair Employ-
ment Practices Committee.

Mr. Randolph was also instrumental in
creating the pressures for reform which
led to President Truman's order to
abolish racial segregation in all branches
of the armed services. As was the case
with the order forbidding discrimination
in defense industry, this decision opened
up new opportunities for nonwhite serv-
icemen to advance on an equal basis with
their white counterparts. Although the
struggle to achieve true desegregation in
the armed services—particularly with re-
gard to off-base housing—continued for
many more years, the breakthrough
achieved with President Truman’s order
to desegregate the various branches of
the service was again largely due to the
efforts of A. Philip Randolph.

In 1963, Mr. Randolph took on his last
great effort, the organization and imple-
mentation of the massive march on
Washington in support of the enactment
of substantive civil rights legislation. I
was privileged to take part in that march
and recall the spirit of brotherhood and
unity that pervaded the entire effort. The
Civil Rights Act of 1964 was a result of
the march on Washington and the tire-
less dedication of civil rights leaders such
as A. Philip Randolph.

The long career of A. Philip Randolph
is ample proof of the energy and dedica-
tion which he has brought to public life
for over 40 years. I am pleased on the
occasion of his 80th birthday to join in
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this expression of gratitude for his in-
valuable contribution to the cause of
human rights and justice.

I include at this point in the REecorp
editorials in honor of his 80th birthday
which appeared in the New York Amster-
dam News and the AFL-CIO News. I also
include an article by Rudy Johnson on
the occasion of Mr. Randolph’s birthday
which appeared in the New York Times
on April 15:

[From the Amsterdam (N.Y.) News,
Apr. 19, 1969]
HAPPY BIRTHDAY

We're wishing Happy Birthday to a Happy
‘Warrior this week.

We are speaking of A. Philip Randolph, the
labor leader, civil rights activist, militant edi-
tor and trailblazer who celebrated his 80th
birthday on April 15.

Mr. Randolph is truly one of this country’s
great men, a remarkable man who has worked
unceasingly to bulld a better way of life for
black Americans, which in turn would insure
a better life for white Americans. He truly
was one of the first black power advocates,

The founder of the Brotherhood of Sleep-
ing Car Porters, the militant editor of The
Messenger, who was lashing out at Jim Crow
as far back as the Wilson Administration, and
the man who originated the March on Wash-
ington Movement in the early years of World
War II—these are some of the more notable
accomplishments of A. Philip Randolph.

Governor Rockefeller proclaimed April 16
as A. Philip Randolph Day. We can think of
no better man to be so honored at this time.
On Sunday, April 20, Mr. Randolph will be
honored in Harlem at festivities to be held
at Salem Methodist Church in the afternoon.
On May 6, he will be further honored at a
celebration to be held at the Waldorf Astoria.

He deserves all this and more.

[From the AFL-CIO News, Apr, 18, 1869]
RANDOLPH AT 80

On Apr. 15, A. Philip Randolph marked his
80th birthday, a day of tributes and celebra-
tion for one of the greatest Negro leaders of
the 20th Century.

The very essence of the man and what he
stands for is perhaps best grasped by his co-
worker, Bayard Rustin, In an article in The
New Leader. Rustin writes in part:

I think it is part of the greatness of A.
Philip Randolph that throughout his 60 years
as a leader of Negro Americans, he has main-
talned a total vision of the goal of freedom
for his people and of the means for achiev-
ing it. From his earliest beginnings as a fol-
lower of Eugene V, Debs and a colleague of
Norman Thomas, he has understood that
social and political freedom must be rooted
in economic freedom, and all his subsequent
actions have sprung from this basic premise.

He has identified with the spiritual long-
ings of black people, but has insisted that
economic security is the precondition for
pride and dignity. While he has felt that
Negro salvation is an internal process of
struggle and self-afirmation, he has recog-
nized the political necessity of forming al-
liances with men of other races and the
moral necessity of comprehending the black
movement as part of a general effort to ex-
pand human freedom. Finally, as a result of
his deep faith in democracy, he has realized
that soclal change does not depend upon the
decisions of the few, but on direct political
action through the mobilization of masses of
individuals to gain economic and social jus-
tice.

Randolph thus stands out among Negro
leaders of the 20th Century as a man of both
principled ideallsm and practical accom-
plishment. He has stood firm against racial
separatissn—whether advocated in the 1920s
by Marcus Garvey or in the 1960s by black
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nationalists—because of his bellef in inte-
gration and his knowledge that separatism
would mean the continued exploitation and
degraduation of black people.

Agaln, he has rejected elitism—be it in the
form of W. E, B, DuBois' concept of “a tal-
ented tenth” or of a proposal for black capi-
talism—because of his democratic commit-
ment and his oppositon to programs that
would economically benefit a minority. He
has adhered to nonviolence as a moral prin-
ciple and as the most effective means of po-
litical struggle,

Pursuing his conviction that the Negro can
never be socially and politically free until he
is economically secure, Randolph worked to
build an alliance between black Americans
and the trade union movement. His first ef-
forts met with strong opposition from South-
ern oligarchs and powerful business leaders
who had traditionally tried to use the Negro
to subvert the labor movement. Their tactic
was to exploit the Negro's grievous need for
employment by inviting him to scab on un-
ionized white workers striking for just de-

Realizing that the only benefactors of
these practices were the exploiters them-
selves, Randolph embarked upon a crusade
opposing any form of strike-breaking by
Negroes, advocating instead their full inte-
gration into the American trade union move-
ment, Today there are 2 million black trade
unionists in America who have attained
economic dignity, job security and protec-
tion against racial discrimination.

We are still very much in need of the guld-
ance of A. Philip Randolph. As he reaches his
B80th birthday, the freshness and the com-
prehensiveness of his vision remains evident.

[From the New York Times, Apr. 15, 1969]

RANDOLPH, 80 YEARS OLD ToDAY, REFLECTS ON
His FIGHTS FOR LABOR
(By Rudy Johnson)

A, Philip Randolph leaned forward on the
sofa to stress his point and, with a trace of
fire in his eyes, declared:

“You've got to fight for what you get. I've
been on one side of many a conference table
negotiating agreements, and I don't know of
& single instance where anything was given
without exacting it from the other side.”

The statement, made in an interview yes-
terday, was typlcal of the man whose long
and fruitful career as a labor leader, civil
rights activist, militant editor and gadfly to
Presidents, was marked with the struggles
that presaged recent gains by Negroes and
other members of minority groups,

Mr. Randolph retired last year as president
of the Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters,
of which he was the chief founder in 1925.
It had been a long, arduous fight that lasted
almost three decades from the first inkling
of organizing such a Negro union to signing
the first contract with the nation’s railroads
in 1937.

Today Mr. Randolph is 80 years old, and
Governor Rockefeller has proclaimed the day
in his name in New York.

On May 6 hundreds of prominent Ameri-
cans, many of them his assoclates in the
long civil rights fight, will pay him tribute
at the Waldorf-Astorla.

GOAL OF THE TRIBUTE

The goal of the birthday tribute will be
to raise $250,000 to carry on the Negro lead-
er's life work through the A. Phillp Randolph
Institute.

Although Mr. Randolph’s life work has
been full and varied, he sald yesterday that
throughout all the years he has had primary
alm—to unite all the scattered segments of
the working classes, the Negro among them.

Sitting in his four-room apartment in the
cooperatives owned by the International
Ladles Garment Workers Union, 26th Street,
and Ninth Avenue, he commented:

“My phllosophy was the result of our con-
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cept of effective liberation of the Negro
through the liberation of the working people.
We never separated the liberation of the
white working man from the liberation of
the black working man . . . the unity of these
forces would bring about the power to really
achieve basic social change.”

But the recent emphasis has been on “race
itself,” he sald. Referring to today's black
nationallst movement, he asserted:

“There must be a contlnuous quest for
identification by the Negro, [but] I believe
that can be overdone. And I believe the cult
of blackness has been overdone. I wouldn't
say it has been successful in putting these
forces together.”

EDITORSHIF IS RECALLED

He went on to describe the days when
his editorship of The Messenger, a magazine
he and one of his closest associates, the late
Chandler Owen, founded in 1917. At that
time, his radical writings and soapbox
speeches had prompted the Justice Depart-
ment to call him “the most dangerous Negro
in America.”

He lashed out at Jim Crowism during the
Wilson Administration in his articulate writ-
ings and rousing speeches, But he also took
issue with other Negroes when, in his esti-
mation, they sought to veer from a path of
black alliance with trade unionism. This in-
cluded the late Marcus Garvey's “Back to
Africa™ movement, started in 1915,

Mr. Randolph said that throughout his ca-
reer he and his associates, had always striven
to develop the “principle of coalition,” after
which the united workers would begin to
make changes in the capitalistic structure
of society. An avowed soclallst, he sald:

‘A larger part of our economy ought to be
subject to soclalization. Take rallroads, air-
planes, the buses, medical care. These are
areas that should not be subject to exploita-
tion for profit because the people will suffer
as a result of that. Great corporate powers
are becoming almost unmanageable.”

VOICE REMAINS STRONG

As Mr. Randolph talked, he looked much
leaner than he had been before he was
stricken with a heart ailment several years
ago. Most of his life, he had weighed 200
pounds and had been 6 feet tall, But his pow-
erful, resonant voice was still strong.

He recalled some of the highlights of his
career, which included origination of a March
on Washington Movement in the early years
of World War II_

The plan was to assemble thousands of
Negroes who would converge on Washington
in a demonstration that would protest dis-
crimination in government and the defense
plants,

Mr. Randolph and the late Walter White,
then director of the National Assoclation for
the Advancement of Colored People, had met
with President Roosevelt to try to urge him
to correct the problem.

But the President resisted the urgings and
even sent Mrs. Roosevelt to persuade Mr.
Randolph to call the march off. But he was
unylelding, and less than two weeks before
the scheduled march, on June 20, 1941, the
President issued Executive Order 8802 ban-
ning discrimination in the war industrles
and setting up the Falr Employment Prac-
tices Committee,

About seven years later, Mr. Randolph's
Committee Agalnst Jim Crow in Military
Service and Training convinced President
Truman to issue an executive order banning
discrimination in the armed forces.

But one of Mr. Randolph’s most glorious
moments came in 1963 when he concelved
& March on Washington that was carried
out by more than a guarter-million people,
black and white, and where the late Rev.
Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. delivered his
“1 Have a Dream™ speech.

Mr, Randolph regretted however, that his
late wife, the former Lucllle E. Green, to
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whom he had been married 50 years, died only
months before the memorable event.

Mr. DIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from New York (Mr. Ryan)
for his contribution.

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, it was Rabbi
Joshua Loth Liebman, famed author of
“Peace of Mind,” who, noting the im-
perative repetition, “justice, justice, shalt
thou pursue,” in a prophetic Biblical
passage, cited those rabbinic teachers
who understood their words to signify
the pursuit of just ends by just means.
All through history we see the tragic
conflict of ends with means in those
who, blinded by desirable ends, have be~
trayed those same ends through un-
worthy means.

In A. Philip Randolph, whom we honor
on his 80th birthday, there has always
been a harmony of ends and means in
which the quest for the distant goal of
justice has been marked by faithful ad-
herence to means worthy of that lofty
goal. In this there is a lesson for all
Americans.

To such integrity he has added that
kind of determination which, turning
away from any compromise of principle,
grows out of a hardheaded, realistic un-
derstanding of American society and the
disparities between its ideals and its
achievements.

He recently observed:

You've got to fight for what you get” I've
been on one side of many a conference table
negotiating agreements, and I don’t know of
a single instance where anything was given
without exacting it from the other side.

His is a view reflecting decades of ex-
perience in the struggle for civil rights.

At the same time he has always in-
sisted on the “principle of coalition,”
crossing racial lines, in an abiding loy-
alty to the ideal of nonviolent resistance
which, inspired by India’s Gandhi, has
brought forth the best in the leadership
of the movement for equal justice.
Speaking of his basic philosophy recent-
1y, he commented.

We never separated the liberation of the

black working man from the liberation of
the white working man.

At a time when racial violence, nour-
ished by militant extremists advocating
a black and white polarization, is so much
a part of our daily news in America, the
life of A. Philip Randolph serves as a
reminder of another way and as a chal-
lenge to all Americans to continue his
struggle to both broaden and deepen the
realities of social, economiec, and politi-
cal justice.

A simple recital of his life would eover
almost every cross-current in the na-
tional scene as it involved the Negro
community from 1917, when he and an
associate founded the magazine the Mes-
senger as a vehicle for his articulate
views, to the present day. As a youth he
knew at first hand the ugly patterns of
racial prejudice which restricted him,
for example, to the inadequate “colored
section” of his town library. Happily, he
was blessed with a father who imbued
his son with a sense of pride and self-
respect as the fruit of individual char-
acter. From this background, strength-
ened by Willilam E. B. DuBois's classie
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“The Souls of Black Folk,” he derived his
emphasis on the “Talented 10th,” the
conviction that one in every 10 Negroes
should be educated for responsible lead-
ership in behalf of the whole Negro com-
munity. Early in life he sought to em-
body this ideal by organizing the Broth-
erhood of Sleeping Car Porters after
vears of often bitter struggle.

Then, during the Second World War,
he spearheaded the drive to open war
plants to Negroes on a basis of equal
right to employment. With the “propa-
ganda of the deed” in place of mere rhet-
oric, he initiated those pressures which
were to result in the historic Executive
order of President Franklin D. Roosevelt
directing war contractors to abandon
color barriers in hiring.

Another great landmark victory oc-
curred in 1948 when he led in organizing
the movement which resulted in the
famous Executive order of President Tru-
man abolshing segregation in the Armed
Forces. Perhaps his greatest moment
came when, in 1963, he conceived of the
march on Washington, which involved
over a quarter-million people, black and
white, in a massive and remarkably
peaceful demonstration on behalf of civil
rights.

More recently he has spoken out forth-
rightly against “black separatism” by
Negro militants, thus continuing his life-
long dedication to equality of opportunity
as the best guide to integration. “Black
power”, he has written, “is neither a pro-
gram nor a philosophy; it is, like white
supremacy, merely a slogan.” His warn-
ing that “the degradation of segregation
(is) the source and cause of the fact that
Negroes are at the bottom of the eco-
nomie, political, and social totem pole in
America today” illustrates a hardheaded
rejection of any kind of racist mythol-
ogy, white or black.

In saluting his life and achievement,
we honor one whose commitment to the
ideals and aspirations of the American
promise offers what may well be, in these
troubled days, the last, best hope for our
society to realize the goal of freedom
and justice for all.

Mr. DAWSON, Mr. Speaker, I join with
my colleagues today in hailing the 80th
birthday of A. Philip Randolph. I have
known this pioneer leader of labor for
many years, and, in the early days of the
unionization of the pullman porters, 1
was able to lend a helping hand.

Much has been won and much has
been accomplished for the Negro worker
because of the talents and persistence of
Phil Randolph. Our position in organized
labor has been established and made se-
cure by his great efforts.

There are still many obstacles and
prejudices remaining, but the fight will
be won. The day will soon come when
black men and white, standing shoulder
to shoulder, will bring to all of the people
of this Nation the full recognition of and
respect for their rights as citizens and
their full share of the fruits of our vast
spiritual, human and material resources.

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Speaker, few re-
formers in American history have
equaled the performance of that great
labor leader and civil rights advoeate, A.
Philip Randolph, of New York City. As
a lifetime admirer and close personal

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

friend of this remarkable man, I would
like to extend my best wishes for his
health and happiness, on the occasion of
his 80th birthday to be celebrated this
coming 6th of May.

Most people engaged in the work of
reform take up their crusades one at a
time, but not A. Philip Randolph. As
busy as he was, he always found time
to chair my campaigns for reelection.
As a labor organizer in the ranks of
black workingmen, he found himself in-
volved, from an early date, in two cam-
paigns of equal consequence: labor’s
rights and civil rights.

In both campaigns he has proven to
be, in his own calm, collected, and dig-
nified manner, a veritable whirlwind.

In 1935, following 10 years of organiz-
ational work, he was successful in ar-
ranging bargaining rights for the Broth-
erhood of Sleeping Car Porters, of which
he was president. Under his leadership,
higher wages and shorter hours, with
overtime, became a reality for 18,000
union members. The victory stimulated
Negro participation in the American la-
bor movement and launched a campaign
to end racial discrimination within or-
ganized labor itself.

The great American employment boom
of the World War II period was initially
designed to exclude the black man al-
together. Outraged by this development,
A, Philip Randolph organized the march-
on-Washington movement, in behalf of
black employment opportunity, threat-
ening to lead 50,000 blacks in protest to
the Nation’s Capital. The march was
canceled, at the last minute, in exchange
for the promise of reform and creation
of the wartime Fair Employment Prac-
tices Committee.

In 1948 Randolph threatened to call
a campaign of mass civil disobedience
and nonviolent resistance to protest ra-
cial inequality in the Armed Forces. That
same year President Truman declared
his intention to abolish racial segrega-
tion policies in the Armed Forces.

In 1963 Randolph organized the
famous march on Washington in behalf
of civil rights legislation. Many thou-
sands engaged in the march and in 1964
Congress enacted sweeping civil rights
legislation of considerable importance.

Seldom in the history of political re-
form has a leader so dramatically ef-
fected his demands.

As vice president, today, of the Ameri-
can Federation of Labor-CIO, he still
maintains this sense of urgency and the
fire of a reformor. After 80 years of fight-
ing the forces of reaction, privilege, and
aristocratic tradition, he appears ready,
now as always, to take on all comers in
the interest of genuine democratic prin-
ciples.

Congratulations, A. Philip Randolph,
my very good friend, on the occasion of
your 80th milestone of life. You are ad-
mired and loved by millions of your fel-
low men, and I am very proud to have
lived with you in the same world, at the
same time.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, we honor
today A. Philip Randolph on the occa-
sion of his 80th birthday. In doing so this
day, we are in fact an echo of the trib-
utes paid to him throughout the years
by every person of dignity in the United
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States. A. Philip Randolph made a
choice. As a son of an impoverished min-
ister he could have elected to live a life
of isolation, bitterness, and frustration,
but he chose to take on himself not only
the black man’s burden but all who felt
the pain and deprivation of an unful-
filled life.

He left Florida to seek a way of open-
ing doors to bring to realization the
choice he had made.

He attended City College in New York
and in 1925 had the vision and the cour-
age to organize the Brotherhood of
Sleeping Car Porters. Throughout his life
he dramatized the fact that choices must
be made, made with the discipline of
order and organization. His is one of the
most powerful voices in our country to-
day which rouses the conscience of a
white America. Presidents have sought
his counsel.

Today, he is 80 years of age. His is not
the smug satisfaction of looking back
on a life that helped change the course
of history, but rather, as I know this
man, he looks forward to the years yet
to come, to fill those days with increased
measure of dedication to his vision of a
United States which will stand whole
again, a United States where neither
color nor religion nor national origin will
determine the fences that bar entry to
the land of opportunity.

Mr. HAWKINS. Mr. Speaker, A. Philip
Randolph occupies a significant histori-
cal position in American social and eco-
nomic development. As a key figure in
the Negro leadership renascence of the
early decades of this century, his in-
fluence and accomplishments establish a
base which time has not eroded.

To Randolph, liberalism was not some
misty, twilight-zone philosophy built
upon hate, semantics, and programless
agitation; that being pro-Negro, did not
require one to be “antiwhite or anti-
Semitic, or anti-Catholic or antiforeign,
or antilabor.”

For over a decade, he fought the Pull-
man Co. to gain recognition for the
Brotherhood of Pullman Car Porters.
‘With his incisive logic, flawless strategy,
and organizational skill, he made the
once lowly railroad porters among the
most respected wage earners of the or-
ganized labor movement.

With equal fervor, he challenged the
popular Roosevelt administration on
World War II “the impossible dream”
that won a Presidential Executive
order—8802—banning discrimination in
war industries and training programs.
This masterful stroke, based on a threat
of over 100,000 Negroes to march on
Washington, won millions of jobs in de-
fense, including for the first time a place
in the factory of modern industry for
Negro women who had previously been
confined to household domestic employ-
ment.

Significantly, two decades later Ran-
dolph was influential in heading a march
on Washington of over 300,000 key per-
sons; and parenthetically it is reason-
able to assume several times that number
will be Randolph-inspired in another
march if antipoverty cuts are continued.

In these days when most liberals ap-
pear to be “sprinters” in the race to win
human rights, that is, good only for short
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distances, it is good to salufe a man of
stamina whose courage and dedication
have never wavered in three-quarters of
a century and whose integrity has re-
mained unscarred.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I want to express
my personal gratitude for the friendship
and support of Brother Randolph and
his associates in our struggle on the west
coast to gain economic security and hu-
man dignity. Truly A. Philip Randolph
has been to us “a man who matched our
mountains.”

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I want
to join my colleagues paying tribute to-
day to a distinguished statesman of the
civil rights movement, A. Philip Ran-
dolph, whose 80th birthday was April 15.

Asa Philip Randolph began his formal
career of fighting racial discrimination
in 1925 when he founded the small, but
disciplined Brotherhood of Sleeping Car
Porters. After an arduous struggle the
organization, under his leadership, ob-
tained its first contract with the Nation’s
railroads in 1937, gaining equitable
working conditions for the members of
the brotherhood. He served as the orga-
nization’s president until his retirement
in 1968.

In his capacity as a vice president and
a member of the powerful executive
council of the AFL-CIO, Mr. Randolph
was instrumental in the adoption of the
strongest civil rights resolution passed
to that time by the delegates to the AFL—
CIO convention in 1963.

The origin of the Fair Employment
Practices Commission and the executive
order barring discrimination in the Mili-
tary Establishment were both direct re-
sults of his philosophy of nonviolent re-
sistance and presaged the progress still
being made in the field of civil rights for
all minority groups.

After four decades as an eloquend
spokesman for equal opportunity in em-
ployment, Asa Philip Randolph retired
in 1968. On May 6, his friends and asso-
ciates will gather in New York at a testi-
monial in his behalf and their goal will
be to raise funds for the A. Philip Ran-
dolph Institute, so that his work may
continue.

I first came to Congress in 1942 and
have had the opportunity to meet and
work with Mr. Randolph several times. I
have the highest esteem for the principles
he has worked long and hard to imple-
ment. May I add my best wishes for his
continued good health and state that the
greatest tribute to his achievements and
convictions would be the elimination of
all racial barriers in America. I am re-
minded of John F. Kennedy’s stirring
phrase: “Let God’s work on earth truly
be our own.” A. Philip Randolph is a
living embodiment of that principle, as
his work could only be described as
“dedicated” in the highest sense of the
word.

Mrs. HANSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, A. Philip Randolph's contribu-
tions to his Nation are legend. His
genuine interest in his fellowmen and
his country are real.

Such men do not pass lightly on the
scales of history; and likewise his con-
temporaries should be grateful for his
accomplishments.
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It is a pleasure to join in a tribute to
Mr. Randolph, as he approaches the four-
score year mark of life, for the time has
been wisely spent.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, men of
aggressive, but constructive social action
usually are praised, at best, either after
they have reached an advanced age when
minds and tongues are dulled, or after
death. Today, I want to commend Asa
Philip Randolph. His 80th birthday will
occur next month but neither mind nor
tongue is dulled. Like the British re-
former, John Bright, his passion for
justice burns as brightly in his eighth
decade of life as it did in his second. And,
like Bright, he was not without admirers
in his early years.

Frankly, the name of A. Philip Ran-
dolph may not be a household word even
in organizations whose members are now
active in the movement for racial justice.
This movement, despite setbacks and
tragedies, is, I am convinced, ultimately
going to succeed in this Nation. This
movement today is strong and enrolls
new supporters each day. In 1969, there
are many leaders, most of them capable
and responsible men and women. The
Negroes in America have now secured
higher and securer ground so that mod-
erates among them can afford to differ
among themselves as to strategies and
tactics.

But Philip Randolph, militant but non-
violent, began in a lonelier and more ter-
rible time when Negroes were lynched in
the South and ignored in the North. Cer-
tainly, only chance kept him from death
on some obscure rural road. His voice and
his actions pierced that darkness and
prodded the somnolent conscience of this
Nation. Incidentally, he did it without
radio and without television. Hard,
dangerous, necessary work done without
his message being transmitted into every
home by the huge information machinery
that exists today for better or worse. If
half his words and half his actions had
the coverage given Rap Brown, then re-
lief might have come soon to the Ameri-
can Negroes. But, Mr. Randolph carried
no firearms and seized no buildings and
led no Black Panthers and, therefore, he
was ‘‘poor copy.”

He fought in locations that were the
most impenetrable. Jim Crow rode the
railroads and encountered Philip Ran-
dolph as leader of the Brotherhood of
Sleeping Car Porters. In 1941, Mr. Ran-
dolph sought out President Franklin D.
Roosevelt. He threatened a massive civil
rights march on Washington unless fair
employment practices were established in
defense industries. There was massive
governmental pressure to have the march
postponed. Mr. Randolph refused. Conse-
quently, President Roosevelt signed a
fair-employment Executive order. Those
who were not yet born at the time would
march with Randolph in the Jobs-and-
Freedom march in Washington, D.C,, in
August 1963. Thus, in these and other
encounters, Mr. Randolph rolled boulders
uphill and shoveled sand against the
tides. It is time for a tribute. The me-
morials can come later.

Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. I am
delighted to join in this tribute to A.
Philip Randolph in commemoration of
his 80th birthday. I think I can truth-
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fully say that no man has done more to
advance the cause of equal rights and
justice in this country than Mr. Ran-
dolph. His contributions were made at a
time when few in this country were will-
ing to heed cries for equal justice. In
a very real sense he helped awaken our
social conscience. I hope and trust that
providence will spare him to us so that
we may have his counsel and wisdom in
the years ahead as we continue to work
for the great cause which he championed
for so long.

Mrs. MINEK. Mr. Speaker, I consider
it a privilege today to join with those
of my colleagues who pay tribute to Mr.
A. Philip Randolph on his 80th birthday.

Mr. Randolph is one of those men
who, if they ever take time to pause and
think about such things, must surely
take great pride and satisfaction in see-
ing the world finally catching up to
where they were many years before; to
see their ideas of decades ago accepted
much later as right and valid.

For nearly his entire life, Mr. Ran-
dolph has worked to spread the idea and
the practice of social justice and human
equality. From the social commentator
and writer of his youth to his later
career as one of the great labor leaders
of this country, he has fought cease-
lessly for the rights and dignity that
we say belong to all men, but which,
nevertheless, must be fought for at every
turn. And in the many battles which he
fought, no risk was too great.

He risked imprisonment for his writ-
ings and death for his work in the labor
movement; for, when Mr. Randolph was
at the forefront of organizing the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters, it
was still open season on labor organizers
and particularly Black ones. But he per-
sisted, and he prevailed. Many others
have since followed on the trails that he
blazed, and so great progress has been
made.

We in this country have come a long
way toward the goals of justice and
equality that were stated so long ago.
For not a small part of that progress, we
owe gratitude to Mr. A. Philip Randolph.

Mr. O'HARA. Mr., Speaker, I join my
distinguished colleague, the Representa-
tive from Michigan (Mr. DiGes), in this
tribute to a great American, A. Philip
Randolph.

Through the years, Mr. Randolph’s
objective has been equal opportunity for
members of his race, an objective simple
to conceive, but incredibly difficult to
achieve.

The fight is not over. But if we are
much closer to achieving the goal of
equal opportunity for all, it is, in large
measure, because of the courageous, ded-
icated efforts of A. Philip Randolph.

Recently, the Macomb Daily, the larg-
est newspaper in my suburban Detroit
distriet, saluted Mr. Randolph in an edi-
torial titled “Civil Rights Struggle Began
with Randolph.”

I include this editorial in the REcorDp:

Civin RIGHTS STRUGGLE BEGAN WITH
RANDOLPH

In an active and useful life that spans
elght decades, A. Phillp Randolph was a
leader in the field of civil rights before the
fathers of some of today's self-appointed
black spokesmen were born.
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In the 1920s, he fought for integration
against the Back-to-Africa movement of
Marcus Garvey, just as today he opposes the
movement for black separatism.

In 1925, he began the long and arduous
campaign to organize the Brotherhood of
Sleeping Car Porters, which met flerce re-
sistance from the railway companies and be-
came the central focus of the early civil
rights struggle.

Thanks largely to Randolph, who among
other things is a vice president of the AFL—
CIO, there are today two million black trade
unionists who have achieved economic dig-
nity and job security.

In 1941, Randolph's plan for a massive
Negro march on Washington convinced Presi-
dent Roosevelt to sign an executive order
panning discrimination in war industries and
setting up the Fair Employment Practices
Committee.

In 1948, his influence and authority were
behind another executive order by another
president, Harry Truman, initiating integra-
tion in the armed forces,

In 1963, he concelved and directed the fa-
mous March on Washington, one of the land-
marks in the civil rights struggle.

A. Philip Randolph was 80 on April 16 and
remains passionately committed to the prin-
ciples of democracy, nonviolence, integration
and economic equality.

Those who demand more teaching about
black heroes in the nation’s schools could do
far worse than begin with the study of this
man’s life.

Mr. MINISH., Mr. Speaker, few men
who attain the age of 80 can look back
through the years with more justifiable
pride and satisfaction than Mr. A. Philip
Randolph, who marked his 80th birth-
day on April 15. His has been a wise and
valiant stewardship of the time and tal-
ents so plentifully bestowed upon him,
and he has the reward of knowing that
he has played a dominant role in the
tremendous social and economic changes
that have transformed our Nation in his
lifetime. Although we still fall misearbly
short of the goals which prompted the
founding of the Brotherhood of Sleeping
Car Porters in 1925, Mr. Randolph has
lived to see the vision to which he liter-
ally gave of his blood, sweat, and tears
for 60 years advancing steadily toward
fulfillment. Mr. Randolph has seen life
steadily and seen it whole—he has real-
ized full well that all of us are members
of one human society, that each has a
stake in the other’s well-being. His phi-
losophy is best expressed in his own
words:

My philosophy was the result of our con-
cept of effective liberation of the Negro
through the liberalization of the working
people. We never separated the liberation
of the white working man from the libera-
tion of the black working man—rather, we
believe the unity of these forces would bring
about the power to really achieve basic
social change.

It is a great privilege to salute this
truly noble man upon this auspicious
occasion. He has merited the affection
and admiration not only of the count-
less people who have benefited directly
from his lifetime of selfless service but
of all his fellow citizens. Mr. Randolph,
at 80, has earned the serenity and peace
of mind of one who has fought the good
fight and has largely triumphed over
the forces of reaction and oppression.
May he enjoy many, many birthdays
and may we continue to have the benefit
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of his guidance and inspiration in this
turbulent era.

Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, Asa Philip Randolph, who re-
cently celebrated his 80th birthday, has
dedicated the work of a lifetime to the
welfare of his fellowman. I would like
to join my colleagues in paying tribute
to a man who has not only been a leader
and an inspiration to the civil rights
movement for 50 years, but has made a
contribution to our whole society that
will stand through time.

Mr. Randolph has never had an easy
life. He was born to the double handicaps
of poverty and race. But he did have two
precious gifts from his parents—his love
of books and his faith in the essential
dignity of every human soul. Out of these
grew the drive to educate himself and
his belief in self-reliance as the key to
improving life for Negro Americans.

As a young man Mr. Randolph left
home for New York City where he sup-
ported himself by working at odd jobs
while attending City College at night.
The plight of unskilled workers, and es-
pecially unskilled Negro workers, in those
very early days of union organization,
made a profound impression on him. He
began to realize that only strength in
numbers through organization could im-
prove the desperate condition of work-
ers. And so, in 1925, Mr. Randolph took
on the toughest organizing job in labor
history: the 12-year fight to form the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters.

Those were 12 long years of frustra-
tion and disappointment, but Mr. Ran-
dolph never gave up. Finally, in 1937,
faith and determination paid off. His
union won a National Labor Relations
Board employee election and with it a
contract from the Pullman Co. The con-
tract called for a 40-hour week, a base
$100 monthly salary, and procedures for
settling grievances.

To the Negro, the brotherhood, with
its initial 18,000 members, was an in-
spiring achievement. Mr. Randolph had
triumphed under conditions that made
Negroes proud of him and his union.

In the years that have followed since
that first great triumph, Asa Philip Ran-
dolph has won many more victories on
the road to equal opportunity for Ne-
groes. As president of the Brotherhood
of Sleeping Car Porters, he was the dom-
inant spokesman for organized Negro
labor. He was recognized in this role by
the AFL-CIO, which made him a vice
president and a member of its executive
council. His moral force and biblical
eloquence quickly established him as one
of the leading spokesmen for the whole
civil rights movement.

Mr. Randolph has served as adviser
to five Presidents, from the Franklin
Roosevelt through the Lyndon Johnson
administrations. In 1941, he planned his
first mass march of Negroes on Wash-
ington, to protest the Negro exclusion
from any significant role in the rapid
expansion of job opportunities caused by
war industry. President Roosevelt tried
every means of persuasion to stop the
march, but Mr. Randolph stood firm on
his demand for an end to disecrimination
in defense plants. Less than 2 weeks be-
fore the march was scheduled to take
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place, President Roosevelt issued the

Executive order establishing the Fair

Employment Practices Committee and

Eﬁannhxg diserimination in war indus-
es.

In 1948, it was Mr. Randolph who per-
suaded President Truman that Negroes
would refuse induction unless there was
an end to segregation in the Armed
Forces. Mr. Truman was convinced, and
shortly thereafter an Executive order
eliminated segregation in the Armed
Forces.

Mr. Randolph, as chief spokesman for
the Nation’s Negroes, was chairman of a
four-man delegation that met with Pres-
ident Eisenhower in 1958 to urge swifter
action on civil rights and implementa-
tion of the Supreme Court's decision on
school integration.

One of the most glorious moments in
Mr. Randolph’s career came in 1963
when he conceived the march on Wash-
ington, in which more than 200,000
blacks and whites together heard the
late Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King
deliver his now famous “I Have a
Dream” speech. This was the fateful oc-
casion when the dream of equal oppor-
tunity for all aroused the whole Nation
to its responsibilities in the cause of civil
rights.

My admiration and respect for Asa
Philip Randolph are profound. His wis-
dom, his strength, and leadership have
made an immeasurable contribution in
our Nation’s progress toward social jus-
tice. He has filled his life with meaning.
He is worthy of our highest praise.

Mr. CORMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is a
special privilege to join my colleagues in
paying tribute to an honorable gentle-
man and a great American on the occas-
sion of his 80th birthday.

Asa Philip Randolph is a legend in our
time.

Born in 1889 into the Florida home of
a poor Negro Methodist clergyman, he
worked in his childhood as a grocer’'s
clerk and newspaper boy. When he grew
older he labored as a section hand on the
railroads. Somehow, he squeezed in a
high school education and journeyed to
New York for further study. To keep
going, he waited on tables and operated
elevators. Early in his life he determined
that the way to break the cycle of pov-
erty and degradation which surrounded
the daily life of most Americans of his
race was to organize trade unions. In
1917, he organized New York's elevator
operators. That same year, he and some
friends set up the Sleeping Car Porters’
Union. As president of the union, he
began a 20-year fight to get the brother-
hood recognized by the Pullman Co. Vic-
tory came in 1937, with a signed contract,
shorter hours, and $2 million in pay
increases.

With these achievements, A. Philip
Randolph became known as a leader of
the workingman. His name through the
years became synonymous with social
justice and equality. His efforts always
were aimed at change through the demo-
cratic process. He was outspoken, tough,
persistent, and fought with every means
at his disposal for the laborer. He stead-
fastly rebelled against racism of any
kind, against violence in any form. From
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the earliest time, he had—as Martin Lu-
ther King had—a dream; a dream in
which every American could participate
in the greatness that is this Nation—that
he could work, be educated, live in dig-
nity and hope, and that the color of his
skin would not stand in his way. A. Philip
Randolph’s life is dedicated to that
dream.

A biography of Mr. Randolph is a re-
telling of the struggle for human rights
in this century. He has been associated
with every cause for freedom that has
come upon the American scene. And, at
the age of 77, he crowned his remarkable
achievements by creating the institute
which bears his name and whose pro-
grams are founded on the principles of
integration, nonviolence, democracy, and
economic equality for all Americans. In
the 3 years of its existence the institute
has become a vital force in the Nation's
continuing struggle to provide a better
life for every American. The institute is
an appropriate and lasting tribute to the
man who, indeed, has become a legend in
our time.

I am very pleased to extend to A.
Philip Randolph my warmest regards on
the celebration of his 80th birthday, and
my best wishes for many more years of
health and happiness.

Mr. ADDABBO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
join my colleagues in paying tribute to
an American leader on the occasion of
his 80th birthday. A. Philip Randolph is
more than a civil rights leader or a trade
union leader. He is a statesman and a
man of great vision.

As the man who originated the concept

of nonviolent protest in the civil rights

movement, A, Philip Randolph has
earned the respect of Presidents and leg-
islators as well as the faith of those for
whom he has fought so long.

By stressing the importance of eco-
nomic freedom as the key to social libera-
tion of the Negro, Randolph has gained
the confidence of all factions of the civil
rights movement. His organization of the
1963 march on Washington produced an
overwhelming response from a gquarter
of a million persons who came to the Na-
tion's Capital in support of civil rights
legislation.

On April 15, 1969, New Yorkers cele-
brated A. Philip Randolph Day by proc-
lamation of Gov. Nelson Rockefeller.
Today the Members of Congress join in
celebrating his 80th birthday. We wish
him continued health and strength to
bear the burdens of statesman for the
disadvantaged in our land.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, it is with deep
humility that I join my colleagues today
in making special recognition of a very
special man, A Philip Randolph, who
celebrates his 80th birthday May 6. Mr.
Randolph was a militant Negro when
the word militant was not popularly used.
He was struggling for the rights of black
people when the very right for their
struggle was yet undefined. He was able,
even then, to perceive that opportunity
of black people would depend upon their
ability to make a decent living. His in-
sight gave him the strength to launch
his campaign to achieve voice for the
laboring man. He pursued this cause with
such energy—that he achieved forceful
impact upon the first comprehensive
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labor law of our time—the Railway Labor
Act.

It is uncanny that this one man—a
black man—could have achieved in his
difficult time such stature. The recogni-
tion we pay today is past due—but his
was not a, pursuit of publicity or recog-
nition, but of justice. The name of A.
Philip Randolph will now be recorded
in the history books when heretofore, it
might have been difficult to learn of his
contribution. We have progressed and
we shall continue to move forward the
causes of the black man and the laboring
man,

A. Philip Randolph was practicing

black power when there were no crowds
chanting the slogan. A. Philip Randolph
accepted the challenge of black power at
a time when it was difficult for the Negro
to find a. reason for pride. Surely in this
day of continued struggling between the
races—and within this struggle to assert
power for the purpose of achieving prog-
ress it is noteworthy and most timely
that we cite the efforts and the ac-
complishments of A. Philip Randolph.
Let us not forget the evidence of a proud
black heritage for black American citi-
zens.
I salute you, A. Philip Randolph, and
I accept the challenge you have delivered
to us to move ever forward our pursuit
for equality and fair treatment under the
law,

Mr. RONAN. Mr. Speaker, today, not
only in the House of Representatives but
throughout the Nation, men of good will
are paying their respect to Mr. A. Philip
Randolph, president and founder of the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters in
commemoration of his 80th birthday.

Mr. Randolph has had a long and dis-
tinguished career in both the labor and
civil rights fields. He is no Johnny-come-
lately in either arena, having served his
apprenticeship before the majority of
Americans were willing to raise their
voices in behalf of those who only wanted
an equal opportunity to share in the
great American dream.

Mr. Speaker, I join with my colleagues
and all Americans in honoring A. Philip
Randolph on the occasion of his 80th
birthday. I extend my best wishes for
good health and happiness to a gentle-
man who has been a splendid example
of what all men strive to be.

Mr. OTTINGER. Mr. Speaker, every
American who cherishes freedom should
pay tribute to Mr. A. Philip Randolph,
on his 80th birthday.

Since 1925, A. Philip Randolph has
been active in labor and human rights.
In 1925, he organized the Brotherhood of
Sleeping Car Porters—American Federa-
tion of Labor—in New York City. He is
the only AFL-CIO Negro vice president.
He has been a leading spokesman for the
Negro people, once challenging the labor
federation to accept as fact that some
unions were guilty of racial discrimina-
tion.

He is an activist and revolutionary.
Long before it was fashionable to be a
civil rights activist he organized and di-
rected the march on Washington move-
ment in 1941 which resulted in President
Roosevelt’s establishing the Fair Em-
ployment Practices Committee. He was
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a member of Mayor LaGuardia’'s Com-
mission on Race in 1935.

His unselfish dedication to the causes
of black people—equal employment and
equal opportunity—in all phases of
American life, make him one of the
greatest civil libertarians of our time.

Mr. DADDARIO. Mr. Speaker, it gives
me great pleasure to join my colleagues
today in paying tribute to A. Philip Ran-
dolph on the occasion of the official com-
memoration of his 80th birthday. This
spring, he will have devoted well over
50 years of his life to the furtherance of
social justice and equality within the
United States. As a leading figure in or-
ganized labor, he has played an impor-
tant role in the economic advancement
of the American worker, both white and
black; and as an intermittent adviser to
five American Presidents, he has been
instrumental in the promulgation of sev-
eral important measures to curb racial
discrimination.

In 1937, the all-Negro Brotherhood of
Sleeping Car Porters, which he had
founded in 1925, signed the first contract
with the Nation's railroads.

In 1941, his movement for the march
on Washington was largely responsible
for the creation by President Roosevelt of
the Fair Employment Practices Commit-
tee which was designed to insure the par-
ticipation of the Negro in the rapidly
growing defense economy.

In 1948, he was, perhaps more than
any other man, responsible for the Presi-
dential order ending racial discrimina-
tion within the country’s Armed Forces;
and in 1963, he was a prime figure in the
superbly organized and directed march
on Washington.

He has brought to the civil rights
movement a unique combination of clear
reason, political acumen, practical or-
ganization and a just and pressing sense
of urgency. His courage, perseverance,
and strength of character have won him
the respect and esteem of friend and foe
alike. His has been a voice for reason and
hard work and yet he has recognized and
seized the opportunities for the effective
use of forceful yet nonviolent action to
put through measures essential to the
causes of justice and social equality.

He himself would be the first to stress
that much still remains to be done to
overcome both the fact and the effects
of discrimination in this country. Yet
progress has been made; and it will con-
tinue to be made. Asa Philip Randolph,
through his work, has been of great im-
portance in laying the foundations for
the future.

Mr. ANNUNZIO. Mr. Speaker, it is a
pleasure today to join my good friend
and distinguished colleague, the Honor-
able CHarLES C. Diges, of Michigan’s 13th
District, who has requested this special
order, in order that we may pay tribute
to A. Philip Randolph, that remarkable
organizer in the fields of civil rights and
workingmen’s rights, on the occasion of
his 80th birthday.

A. Philip Randolph has stood in the
forefront of one momentous battle after
another in behalf of human dignity,
from the early days of the Roosevelt New
Deal to the present, and has thereby
earned the admiration of every labor
leader worthy of the name.
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As a graduate of the labor movement,
I am privileged to observe that my own
career crossed briefly with that of A.
Philip Randolph at one point, although
at quite a distance. That is to say, I was
working as educational representative of
the United Steelworkers of America at a
moment when Phil Randolph captured
the full attention of the labor movement.

The issue in that instance was racial
discrimination in the ranks of organized
labor itself. My own union, the Steel-
workers, had a commendable open door
hiring policy, permitting the entrance of
any qualified workingman, black or
white. But all unions were not so dis-
posed. A notable example was the
Brotherhood of Locomotive Enginemen
and Firemen which decided, with the ad-
vent of the diesel engine, to replace all
Negro firemen with white firemen. The
job was no longer arduous, and there-
fore became suddenly popular with rail-
road men of every color. To clear the
way for white firemen, the railroad
union adopted a policy of accepting no
more Negroes into its ranks and doing
its best to get rid of existing Negro fire-
men, including some who had as much
as 20 years’ service. To accomplish their
purposes, the white union made a secret
deal with the railroad companies, where-
by the railroads refused to hire any Ne-
groes, and the union leadership declared
itself free of all responsibility in the
madtter.

Phil Randolph, as president of the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters, was
unable to organize a firemen’s union of
his own, since the white union had the

jurisdiction. So instead he formed a “pro-

visional committee” of Negro firemen
and, with Porters’ Union money, began
suing the white union for damages, on
the grounds of loss of pay due to loss of
jobs. When the battle reached the Su-
preme Court, the Negro firemen were
victorious, and Randolph was hailed as
a civil rights hero. It was not the first
time, nor would it be the last.

The first time was in 1937, when the
Pullman porters secured bargaining
rights, following 12 years of bitter
struggle with the Pullman Co. Phil
Randolph was the union organizer in
that instance, and the victory he
achieved had far-reaching effects. All
over the country, other Negro working-
men began to organize, and the labor
movement was soon to prosper from that
result.

Turning to the matter of civil rights as
such, Phil Randolph assailed the hiring
policies of American industry at the out-
set of World War II. For in keeping with
the perverted interests of the racist ele-
ments, defense factories were refusing to
employ Negro labor. Here we were, por-
traying America as the “arsenal of
democracy,” and yet we were not demo-
cratic enough to provide American
Negroes with equal employment oppor-
tunities. To cope with this indignity,
Phil Randolph organized a protest march
on Washington, attracting 50,000 to
100,000 Negro volunteers. The march was
called off, at the last moment, in ex-
change for a Presidential promise of re-
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form and creation of a wartime Fair
Employment Practices Committee.

In 1948, Phil Randolph assailed racial
segregation in the Armed Forces, and
threatened to call a campaign of mass
civil disobedience and nonviolent resist-
ance unless something was done. Presi-
dent Truman responded by abolishing
segregated conditions in the services.

Fifteen years later, Phil Randolph or-
ganized the march on W n in be-
half of civil rights legislation, and the
following year Congress enacted a civil
rights bill of monumental proportions.

In all he has done, Phil Randolph has
worked in the interest of the oppressed,
and with remarkable results. It is a great
pleasure, therefore, to salute the record
of this outstanding American—A. Philip
Randolph—on the 80th anniversary of
his entrance to the world. Good luck, Phil
Randolph, and happy birthday.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to include at
this point in the ConcrEssioNAL RECORD
an article about Phil Randolph which ap-
peared in the April 19 edition of the
AFL—CIO News:

RawpoLPH AT BO

On April 15, A. Philip Randolph marked
his 80th birthday, a day of tributes and
celebration for one of the greatest Negro
leaders of the 20th Century.

The very essence of the man and what he
stands for is perhaps best grasped by his
co-worker, Bayard Rustin, in an article in
The New Leader. Rustin writes in part:

“I think it is part of the greatness of A.
Philip Randolph that throughout his 60
years as a leader of Negro Americans, he has
maintained a total vision of the goal of free-
dom for his people and of the means for
achleving it. From his earliest beginnings as
a follower of Eugene V. Debs and a colleague
of Norman Thomas, he has understood that
soclal and political freedom must be rooted
in economic freedom, and all his subsequent
actions have sprung from this basic premise.”

He has identified with the spiritual long-
ings of black people, but has Insisted that
economic security is the precondition for
pride and dignity. While he has felt that
Negro salvation is an internal process of
struggle and self-affirmation, he has recog-
nized the political necessity of forming alli-
ances with men of other races and the moral
necessity of comprehending the black move-
ment as part of a general effort to expand
human freedom. Finally, as a result of his
deep faith in democracy, he has realized that
soclal change does not depend upon the de-
cisions of the few, but on direct political
action through the mobilization of masses
of individuals to gain economic and social
justice.

Randolph thus stands out among Negro
leaders of the 20th Century as a man of
both principled idealism and practical ac-
complishment. He has stood firm against
racial separatism—whether advocated in the
1920s by Marcus Garvey or in the 1960s by
black nationalists—because of his belief in
Integration and his knowledge that sepa-
ratism would mean the continued exploita-
tion and degradation of black people,

Again, he has rejected elitism—be it in
the form of W. E. B. DuBols’ concept of “a
talented tenth” or of a proposal for black
capltalism—because of his democratic com-
mitment and his opposition to programs that
would economically benefit a minority. He
has adhered to nonviolence as a moral prin-
ciple and as the most effective means of
political struggle.

Pursuing his conviction that the Negro can
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never be socially and politically free until
he is economically secure, Randolph worked
to build an alliance between black Ameri-
cans and the trade union movement. His
first efforts met with strong opposition from
Southern oligarchs and powerful business
leaders who had traditionally tried to use
the Negro to subvert the labor movement.
Their tactic was to exploit the Negro's
grievous need for employment by inviting
him to scab on unionized white workers
striking for just demands.

Realizing that the only benefactors of these
practices were the exploiters themselves, Ran-
dolph embarked upon a crusade opposing
any form of strike-breaking by Negroes, ad-
vocating instead their full integration into
the American frade union movement. Today
there are 2 million black trade unionists in
America who have attained economic dig-
nity, job security and protection against
racial discrimination.

We are still very much in need of the
guidance of A. Philip Randolph. As he
reaches his 80th birthday, the freshness and
the comprehensiveness of his vision remains
evident.

Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Speaker, I wish to
commend my colleague, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. Dices), for taking
this time to give Members of Congress
the opportunity to pay testimonial trib-
ute to one of our great Americans who
is celebrating his 80th birthday on May 6.

A, Philip Randolph has devoted his
life’'s work in furthering the cause of
justice and humanity for all our people.
He has been a pioneer, not only in the
civil rights movement, but also in spon-
soring legislation to extend to all the
American people full recognition and
consideration under the provisions of the
Constitution of the United States and
the constitutions of the various States.

The name of A. Philip Randolph will
go down in American history as one of
our great humanitarian leaders and pa-
triots. During my service in Congress I
have followed Mr, Randolph’s career and
he has, without exception, used his great
influence with the working men and
women of our country to support legis-
lation that would improve the status of
all segments of our economy. Through
other leaders of the labor movement he
has contributed more than his share in
placing on the statute books legislation
which gave us medicare, housing, educa-
tion expansion, civil rights, social secu-
rity, and many other long-delayed pro-
grams which are now in full operation,

I do hope that his good work can ex-
tend many years beyond this, his 80th,
birthday. I join all Americans in con-
gratulating him.

Mr., MIKVA. Mr. Speaker, it is my
great pleasure to join in this special
order arranged by the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. Dices) to honor a great
American and a great figure of the
American labor movement—Asa Philip
Randolph. A. Philip Randolph’s life
might well be an example to young
people of today—black and white—who
all too often feel that they cannot cope
with the overwhelming complexity of
modern social problems and that they
cannot make a contribution in the face
of such obstacles. A. Philip Randolph
faced obstacles far more difficult to over-
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come: he faced poverty, he faced racial
bigotry, and he faced the traditional
American antipathy toward the labor
movement which existed in years before
the Wagner Act.

Mr. Randolph believed that the Pull-
man car porters represented a large seg-
ment of Negro labor which had long
been exploited because it was not orga-
nized. Speaking to a handful of Negro
porters at a meeting in Harlem in 1925,
he presented a plan to organize the
sleeping car porters. He was not, and
never had been, a porter himself, but he
was elected president and general or-
ganizer of the proposed union. There
was a difficult struggle ahead: The Pull-
man Co. opposed the union, and many
porters lost their jobs for their union
activity. Others, fearing repercussions,
refused to join the union.

It was not until 1934, when the Rail-
road Labor Act was amended, that por-
ters were brought under the law and the
union met success. In 1937, Randolph
announced the signing of a contract
with the Pullman Co. giving the em-
ployees shorter working hours and pay
increases totaling $2 million.

His threat to bring 100,000 Negroes to
Washington to protest discrimination in
hiring during World War II brought
about the creation of the Fair Employ-
ment Practices Committee by President
Roosevelt. In 1948, Randolph was in-
strumental in influencing President Tru-
man’s Executive order which banned dis-
erimination in the Armed Forces. He led,
and masterminded, the 1963 March on
Washington for Civil Rights, that awe-
some effective display of conscience in
support of the great Civil Rights Act
which was passed later that year.

Mr. Randolph has been reelected since
1925 to the presidency of the Brother-
hood of Sleeping Car Porters. He served
as vice president of the AFL, and has
been a vice president of the AFL—CIO
since 1957, serving on its executive com-
mittee. When the American Federation
of Labor and Congress of Industria]l Or-
ganizations merged in 1955, he was re-
sponsible for inserting an antidiscrimi-
nation plank in the new constitution.

The essential drive of A. Philip Ran-
dolph was his determination to make the
labor movement relevant to and mean-
ingful for black peoples’ problems. He
did this by cajoling, pushing, shaking—
but above all participating in—the labor
movement. No one could taunt this ag-
gressive civil rights leader about his com-
mitment to the goal of equality. On the
other hand, it was very clear that A.
Philip Randolph sought results rather
than rhetoric, and action rather than ac-
cusations. In short, he had the dedication
of someone who believed so passionately
in a cause that he desired to win it rather
than to go down in noble defeat. All who
seek to move this country and its insti-
tutions could take a page from A. Philip
Randolph's book and could use as an
example his life in and contributions to
the American labor movement.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
thank the distinguished gentleman from
Michigan for arranging this time today
to speak in honor of Asa Philip Ran-
dolph. I am glad to have this opportunity
to join with his other friends and well-
wishers in expressing our highest com-
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mendation and best wishes on his having
attained his 80th year.

Asa Philip Randolph has become one
of the most honored names in the history
of the American labor movement. He is a
leader whose tireless efforts and accom-
plishments have helped o make America
a better place in which to live. All his life
he has been a busy man, but never too
busy to take on new tasks when he could
assist his fellow man. Through the years
he has distinguished himself on the many
occasions when called upon by our Gov-
ernment to undertake special assign-
ments. We are indebted to him for orga-
nizing the movement which led President
Franklin D. Roosevelt to start the Com-
mittee on Fair Employment Practice.

A man of the caliber of Asa Philip
Randolph is a priceless asset in any age
and in any country. We are especially
fortunate that he was born in our time
and in our country. We always need men
like him and the more of them we can
have, the better off our country will be.
Because his life of dedicated effort has
resulted in tangible benefits for all Amer-
icans, I feel personally honored and pri-
vileged to join in paying him tribute
today.

Mr. MOORHEAD. Mr. Speaker, it is
my privilege today to honor Mr. A. Philip
Randolph—one of America’s most dis-
tinguished citizens—on the occasion of
his 80th birthday. Mr. Randolph has
stood for many years as an example of a
man completely dedicated to transform-
ing his principles into action without
regard for considerations of personal
gain.

His credentials are well known to
everyone. As founder of the Brotherhood
of Sleeping Car Porters in 1925, he has
pursued a career unfailingly devoted to
improving the lot not only of his own race
but also of workingmen throughout the
Nation without regard to race, creed, or
color. As organizer and director of the
march on Washington movement in 1941,
which led President Roosevelt to start
the Committee on Fair Employment
Practices, he performed an invaluable
service to the Nation and to the cause of
securing true freedom for all of its citi-
zens. He recently retired as vice presi-
dent of the AFL-CIO, a position he had
held since 1957.

Mr. Randolph's life testifies to his
integrity and his character. The son of a
minister, he was born in Crescent City,
Fla., in 1889. As a boy he supplemented
his family’s income by working in a
grocery store and selling newspapers. He
later was a section hand on a railroad,
loading flatcars and laying crossties and
rails. After completing high school, Mr.
Randolph left his native Florida for New
York City, where he worked as an eleva-
tor operator, a porter, and a waiter. Dur-
ing this time he continued his education
in political science and economics at the
College of the City of New York.

In 1917 Mr. Randolph, together with
Chandler Owen, began a monthly maga-
zine, called the Messenger, and began to
contribute articles to other publications,
including Opportunity and Survey
Graphic. He also became an instructor at
the Rand School of Social Science in
New York. His interest in the labor move-
ment led to his organization of the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters, the
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first such union of Negro porters. Mr.
Randolph’s union was instrumental in
encouraging Negro participation in
unions, and in the growing fight to end
disecrimination against Negroes through-
out the entire labor movement.

Mr. Randolph’s struggle against dis-
crimination continued into the 1940’s,
when in 1947 he helped to organize the
League for Nonviolent Civil Disobedience
Against Military Segregation. This led to
the abolition of segregation in the armed
services by President Truman in 1948.

In 1941 Howard University conferred
the honorary degree of doctor of laws
upon Mr. Randolph, and in 1944 the third
annual David L. Clendenin Award of the
Worker’s Defense League was bestowed
upon this outstanding proponent of
Negro labor rights.

It is, for me, therefore, a great distine-
tion to express my admiration for, and
offer my tribute to, Mr. A. Philip Ran-
dolph, truly one of the outstanding men
of our time.

Mr. BRASCO, Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to join with my colleagues in
paying tribute to a great American, Mr.
A, Philip Randolph, in commemoration
of his 80th birthday.

Throughout his full and productive
life, Mr. Randolph has been dedicated
to a cause—that of uniting the scattered
fragments of the working classes, with-
out regard for race, creed, or color.

In 1925, he was the chief founder of
the Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters,
and faithfully worked for the betterment
of that organization until he retired last
year as president.

His endeavors, and achievements, serve
as a lasting inspiration to all who would
seek to better the lot of man. It is with
the deepest admiration and respect that
I salute Mr. Randolph, with appreciation
for his lifetime of dedication toward the
American ideal—for whose contributions,
we are a better nation.

Mr. HANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to
take this opportunity to join with my
colleagues this afternoon in paying trib-
ute to one of America’s foremost labor
and civil rights leaders and certainly one
of her finest citizens, A. Philip Randolph.

This quietly dignified man has en-
deared himself to millions of Americans
throughout the years. He has won the
admiration and respect of young and old,
rich and poor, the mighty and the down-
trodden, black and white, the lettered and
the unlettered, intimate friends, and
those who only know of him. He has done
this, Mr. Speaker, through dedication
and principle. For decades this man, this
gentleman, has fought diserimination,
and prejudice, he has striven diligently
for better working conditions, decent
housing, adequate educational oppor-
tunities, and equal treatment before the
law for all men.

As we commemorate his 80th birth-
day, I pray that God will grant him many
more years of service to his fellow man
and that, as a nation, we will continue
to be the beneficiaries of his wise counsel
in the years ahead.

Mr. GTATMO. Mr. Speaker, it is a great
pleasure to join with my colleagues today
to pay tribute to a great labor leader
and a great leader in the fight for civil
rights, A. Philip Randolph.

Mr. Randolph, born 80 years ago in
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Crescent City, Fla., the son of a min-
ister, has done as much as any civil
rights leader in our history to bring
about equal rights for the Negro. He was
the driving force in two Executive orders
to eliminate diserimination in this coun-
try. In the early years of the Second
World War, he conceived of a march
on Washington to illusirate the plight
of the Negro in the war effort. This re-
sulted in President Roosevelt issuing an
order establishing the Fair Employment
Practices Commission. Several years
later, he went back to the White House
to tell President Truman that Negroes
would not register for the draft unless
the “Jim Crow” practices in the Army
were halted. This confrontation resulted
in an Executive order which ended seg-
regation in the Army.

Although his part is not well known,
it was Mr. Randolph who conceived the
idea for the 1963 march on Washington
when Martin Luther King made his fa-
mous “I have a dream” speech.

In the field of organized labor, Mr.
Randolph had one of his greatest vic-
tories. At the establishing convention of
the AFL-CIO, he pushed through a man-
date in the new constitution barring dis-
crimination in affiliated unions. Although
this breakthrough has not been fully
realized, it was a giant step in equal
rights for the black unionist.

In a New York Times article of April
15, 1969, A. Philip Randolph is quoted
as sayving, “You've got to fight for what
you get.” He has certainly proved this
during his 43 years as president of the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters. He
has increased the wages of his members
sixfold, while cutting their working
hours in half.

Mr. Speaker, A. Philip Randolph is
truly a giant in the fight to improve liv-
Ing conditions, not only for the Negro
but for all Americans. Although not as
vocal as many of today’s civil rights ad-
vocates, he has quietly pursued the goal
of equal rights with great success.

Mr., FRASER. Mr. Speaker, one of
America’s most distinguished citizens,
A. Philip Randolph, is celebrating his
80th birthday this month. During his
career which spans both World Wars, the
depression, and the current civil rights
revolution, he has led the fight for social
justice on many fronts.

In 1917, 38 years before the Mont-
gomery bus boycott, Randolph was edit-
ing a magazine called the Messenger, de-
scribed by some as the only radical
Negro magazine in America at that time.
The Messenger called the World War I
slogan of “making the world safe for
democracy” an impossible task as long
as Negroes were being Iynched, disfran-
chised, and segregated in America.

In 1925 he went on to organize the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters, a
union that he headed for over 40 years.

In 1941, he planned his first march on
Washington to protest the exclusion of
Negroes from any significant role in de-
fense industries. By threatening to bring
100,000 marchers to the Nation’s Capi-
tal, Randolph persuaded President
Roosevelt to issue the historic Executive
order banning discrimination in defense
plants. In 1948 Randolph was back at the
White House, this time urging President
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Truman to integrate the armed services;
and again he was successful.

Certainly one of the high points of
Randolph’s career was the 1963 march
on Washington which he conceived of
as a way of demonstrating national sup-
port for full racial justice. More than a
quarter of a million people answered
Randolph’s call to come to Washington.

Now at 80, A. Philip Randolph has re-
tired as president of the Brotherhood of
Sleeping Car Porters and as the AFL—
CIO’s only Negro vice president. But his
work is not done. He is writing several
books about his experiences in the labor
and civil rights movements. He continues
to maintain an active interest in the A.
Philip Randolph Institute, a nonprofit
foundation organized to continue his
lifelong struggle for social justice.

I want to wish Mr. Randolph the
warmest personal regards during this
80th birthday month. We still need the
inspired leadership that he has provided
for so long and I know that I am not
alone in expressing the hope that there
will be many productive years ahead.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased today to have the opportunity
to join my colleague from the State of
Michigan in honoring a truly great
American, A. Philip Randolph. Mr. Ran-
dolph, who has just celebrated his 80th
birthday, has spent almost all of those
80 years in the service of his fellow men.

We of this Congress are youngsters in
the field of civil rights—A. Philip Ran-
dolph has been working for the dignity
and rights of the Negro since the earliest
part of the century. And his accomplish-
ments in that field are many. His deep
belief in integration as a necessary fac-
tor in the continued progress of the Na-
tion, his belief in the democratic system,
and his belief in nonviolence, not only
as a moral principle, but as an effective
political tactic, have brought him great
success in his efforts.

Through the efforts of this great man,
the first predominantly Negro trade un-
ion, the Brotherhood of Sleeping Car
Porters, was organized and won collec-
tive bargaining rights. Through his ef-
forts, discrimination in defense plant
hiring and segregation of the Armed
Forces was outlawed. Through his ef-
forts, in 1941, the Nation’s first Fair Em-
ployment Practices Committee was es-
tablished.

Through all this, Mr. Randolph has
retained a clear vision of the total pic-
fure of need—realizing that civil rights
would make little difference without eco-
nomic rights and economic security. He
has fought for better health, better edu-
cation for all children and citizens. In
short, he has fought for social and eco-
nomic justice for all Americans.

Today, as we commemorate A. Philip
Randolph on his 80th year, we realize
that he is still an example of wisdom,
courage, a challenge to all of us to bring
this Nation to peace within—to bring
this Nation to a period of equality and
Jjustice for all her citizens. Mr. Randolph,
like the late Dr. Martin Luther King,
“has a dream.” It is up to us to make
his dream come true.

Mr. CHARLES H. WILSON. Mr.
Speaker, we pause fittingly today to
honor a man of courage and wisdom
whose achievements rank him as one of
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America's truly great leaders. A. Philip
Randolph, now in his 80th year, is more
than a symbol—he is the embodiment of
the prineiple which states that the worth
of a cause is neither measured by glam-
our or popularity but, rather, by what it
means in terms of human wvalues and
justice.

Long before civil rights was so much
as an uttered phrase, Philip Randolph
saw the need for fairness and equity
among all workingmen in a free society,
both black and white. In the early years
of the labor movement's struggle, he took
little heed of those who cautioned him
and his followers to wait, to be patient, to
“keep their place”; instead, he followed
the dictates of his philosophy which held
that the liberation of the Negro must be
part of the total liberation of the work-
ing people. He rejected the avenues of
demagoguery, separatism, and violence in
favor of the long, slow, and hard bar-
gaining which became so much a part of
his life. His efforts at one point earned
him the title of “the most dangerous Ne-
gro in America” from the Justice Depart-
ment. He has indeed come far in his
many years.

It was curiously appropriate in 1963,
that Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., told the
great throng at the historic March on
Washington that he had a dream—for
on that day the long and enduring dream
of A. Philip Randolph, that someday his
people would join together to converge
at the Nation's Capital, had at last come
true. Let us hope today that the dream
of Dr. King will just as certainly become
reality.

Today there is an awareness, a sense of
promises to be kept and wrongs to be
righted, which is in no small part a re-
sult of the dignity, courage, and moral
leadership of A. Philip Randolph. Let us
celebrate his birthday with continued
dedication to the goals of equality and
justice for all Americans, and let us hope
that Mr. Randolph will enjoy many more
yvears during which he may witness the
continued realization of the goals which
he has so steadfastly championed.

Mr. VAN DEERLIN. Mr. Speaker, A.
Philip Randolph, whom we are honoring
today, has been championing ecivil rights
since before many of us were born. Long
before most Americans even recognized
that we had a race problem, Mr. Ran-
dolph was shattering barriers of igno-
rance and prejudice—but always for the
benefit of all workingmen, regardless of
race,

His voice was first raised against in-
justice more than a half-century ago,
when he edited the Messenger, a maga-
zine considered radical in those more in-
nocent times. President Woodrow Wil-
son was the first Chief Executive to know
his moral outrage, when Mr. Randolph
rousted the Jim Crowism then prevalent
in the Federal Government.

After founding the Brotherhood of
Sleeping Car Porters, in 1925, Mr. Ran-
dolph was a trusted counselor to five
consecutive Presidents: Franklin D.
Roosevelt, Harry S. Truman, Dwight D.
Eisenhower, John F. Kennedy, and Lyn-
don B. Johnson. Sometimes, perhaps, he
made them a little uncomfortable, and
they might not have always liked what
he had to say—but they listened to him,
and his advice resulted in two of the
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:;nOSt significant Executive orders of our
ime.

In 1941, with defense industries devel-
oping millions of jobs for World War II
production, Mr. Randolph organized a
mass march on Washington to protest
the virtual exclusion of Negroes from
those industries. President Roosevelt,
worried, called Mr. Randolph to the
White House, to ask him to call off the
march. But Mr. Randolph would not be
dissuaded, until the President had issued
an Executive order creating the wartime
Fair Employment Practices Commission,
the predecessor of a series of anfidis-
crimination laws to come.

Seven years later, Mr. Randolph
headed a committee which talked Presi-
dent Truman into signing another his-
toric order, this one barring discrimina-
tion in the armed services.

Throughout his long and distinguished
career, Mr. Randolph has had little
patience with bigots of any color. He has
stood for equality and integration, and
has opposed separatism of all types. In a
story 2 weeks ago on his 80th birth-
day, the New York Times recounted some
of the highlights of Mr. Randolph's life,
and I would like to include the article at
this point with my remarks:

RawnpoLPH, 80 YEars OLD ToDnAY, REFLECTS ON
His FicHTS FOR LABOR

(By Rudy Johnson)

A, Philip Randolph leaned forward on the
sofa to stress his point and, with a trace of
fire in his eyes, declared:

“You've got to fight for what you get. I've
been on one side of many a conference
table negotiating agreements, and I don't
know of a single instance where anything
was given without exacting it from the
other side.”

The statement, made in an Interview
yesterday, was typlcal of the man whose
long and fruitful career as a labor leader,
civll rights activist, militant editor and gad-
fily to Presidents, was marked with the
struggles that presaged recent gains by Ne-
groes and other members of minority groups.

Mr. Randolph retired last year as president
of the Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters,
of which he was the chief founder in 1925, It
had been a long, arduous fight that lasted
almost three decades from the first inkling of
organizing such a Negro union to signing the
first contract with the nation’s rallroads in
1937.

Today Mr. Randolph is 80 years old, and
Governor Rockefeller has proclaimed the day
in his name in New York.

On May 6 hundreds of prominent Ameri-
cans, many of them his associates in the
long civil rights fight, will pay him tribute
at the Waldorf-Astorla.

GOAL OF THE TRIBUTE

The goal of the birthday tribute will be
to raise $250,000 to carry on the Negro lead-
er’s life work through the A. Philip Randolph
Institute.

Although Mr, Randolph’s life work has
been full and varied, he sald yesterday that
throughout all the years he has had primary
alm—to unite all the scattered segments of
the working classes, the Negro among them,

Sitting in his four-room apartment in the
cooperatives owned by the International
Ladies Garment Workers Union, 26th Street
and Ninth Avenue, he commented:

“My philosophy was the result of our con-
cept of effective llberation of the Negro
through the liberation of the working peo-
ple. We never separated the liberation of the
white working man from the liberation of
the black working man . . . the unity of
these forces would bring about the power
to really achieve basic soclal change.”
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But the recent emphasis has been on
“race itself,” he sald. Referring to today's
black nationalist movement, he asserted:

“There must be a continuous quest for
identification by the Negro, [but] I belleve
that can be overdone. And I believe the cult
of blackness has been overdone. I wouldn't
say it has been successful in putting these
forces together.”

EDITORSHIP IS RECALLED

He went on to describe the days when his
editorship of The Messenger, a magazine he
and one of his closest associates, the late
Chandler Owen, founded in 1917. At that
time, his radical writings and soapbox
speeches had prompted the Justice Depart-
ment to call him “the most dangerous Negro
in America.”

He lashed out at Jim Crowism during the
Wilson Administration in his articulate writ-
ings and rousing speeches. But he also took
issue with other Negroes when, in his esti-
mation, they sought to veer from a path
of black alllance with trade unionism. This
included the late Marcus Garvey's "Back to
Africa” movement, started in 1915.

Mr. Randolph said that throughout his
carter he and his associates had always
striven to develop the “principle of coali-
tion,” after which the united workers would

to make changes in the capitalistic
structure of society. An avowed socialist, he
sald:

“A larger part of our economy ought to
be subject to soclalization. Take rallroads,
airplanes, the buses, medical care. These are
areas that should not be subject to exploita-
tion for profit because the people will suffer
as a result of that, Great corporate powers
are becoming almost unmanageable.”

VOICE REMAINS STRONG

As Mr. Randolph talked, he looked much
leaner than he had been before he was
stricken with a heart allment several years
ago. Most of his life, he had weighed 200
pounds and had been 6 feet tall. But his
powerful, resonant volce was still strong.

He recalled some of the highlights of his
career, which included origination of a
March on Washington Movement in the
early years of World War II.

The plan was to assemble thousands of
Negroes who would converge on Washington
in a demonstration that would protest dis-
crimination in government and the defense
plants,

Mr. Randolph and the late Walter White,
then director of the Natlonal Assoclation for
the Advancement of Colored People, had met
with President Roosevelt to try to urge him
to correct the problem.

But the President resisted the urgings and
even sent Mrs. Roosevelt to persuade Mr.
Randolph to call the march off. But he was
unyielding, and less than two weeks before
the scheduled march, on June 20, 1941, the
President issued Executive Order BB02 ban-
ning discrimination in the war industries
and setting up the Fair Employment Prac-
tices Committee.

About seven years later, Mr. Randolph's
Committee Against Jim Crow in Military
Service and Tralning convinced President
Truman to issue an executive order banning
diserimination in the armed forces.

But one of Mr. Randolph's most glorious
moments came in 1963 when he concelved
a March on Washington that was carried out
by more than a quarter-million people,
black and white, and where the late Rev.
Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. delivered his “I
Have a Dream"” speech.

Mr. Randolph regretted however, that his
late wife, the former Lucille E. Green, to
whom he had been married 50 years, died
only months before the memorable event.

Mr. RODINO. Mr. Speaker, this month
A. Philip Randolph has become an octo-
genarian. He has joined the ranks of our
Nation’s elder statesmen, fully deserving
the homage and recognition that such a
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title implies. However, it seems fo me
that we honor Mr. Randolph today not
so much because of his 80 years—grand
and joyous as that is—but rather be-
cause his birthday offers us an oppor-
tunity to salute the cause of human
rights, as personified by his life and
work.

The life of the American people during
the 20th century has been directly af-
fected and changed for the good by the
devoted and determined career of Mr.
Randolph. How amazing it is to remem-
ber that this great American set out in
1925 to organize the first Negro labor
union. And the history of collective bar-
gaining, of better job opportunities, and
of racial justice in America over the last
45 years is intertwined with the dedi-
cated efforts of this man.

As the struggle against poverty and
for human rights has proceeded, A. Philip
Randolph’s course has been steady and
unswerving. He has always eschewed the
temporary, fashionable, political trend
of the moment, and hewed steadfastly
to permanent goals, that represent peace
and well-being to all people. He has
stood firm against racial separatism,
fully realizing that integration is the
only prineiple that will assure equal par-
ticipation in the fruits and labor of
American life. He has remained a de-
voted exponent of nonviolence as the
morally and politically correct means of
social advancement. And he has devoted
a lifetime to the cause of rooting Negro
freedom in economic well-being. ‘“Jobs
and Freedom,” the banner symbols of
the 1963 march on Washington, are
synonymous with the life of A. Philip
Randolph.

A happy birthday to Mr. Randolph and
a sincere wish that he and his achieve-
ments remain strong and vibrant in our
land.

Mr. FARBSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, May 6
marks the 80th birthday of A. Philip
Randolph, founder and long-time pres-
ident of the Sleeping Car Workers of
America.

Mr. Randolph is a man whose long
and fruitful career as a labor leader, civil
rights activist, militant editor and gad-
fly to Presidents has been marked with
the struggles that presaged recent gains
by Negroes and other members of mi-
nority groups in our country.

His chief tactic during his many years
of public service has always been an un-
shakable dignity that has been used not
as a rock to batter the barriers to racial
prejudice, but as water to engulf and
drown them. A product chiefly of his
own vast readings, he is also the product
of a faith in man’s ability to overcome
his environment. But, A. Philip Ran-
dolph is no passive believer. He is an
active seeker, a battler for what he be-
lieves right, and his career is an excel-
lent reflection of his philosophy that
“you have to fight for what you get.”

Mr. Randolph fought for 12 long years
at great personal sacrifice to accomplish
the near-impossible task of organizing
the Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Por-
ters. The formal recognition of that un-
ion by the railroads in 1937 was not only
a triumph for the members of the union,
but a source of pride to all American
Negroes.

Mr. Randolph fought during the Sec-
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ond World War to open the “arsenal of
democracy” to black citizens, by threat-
ening a 100,000 strong march on Wash-
ington if the war plants were not opened
to Negroes. In a face-to-face confronta-
tion with the President, he secured his
goal.

Then again in 1948, he fought to se-
cure the integration of the armed forces
by threatening a massive draft resistance
campaign, Facing a somewhat peeved
President, Mr. Randolph was able to
convinee Mr. Truman of the justice of
his cause.

Finally, in 1963, he conceived the idea
of the massive march on Washington.
That march was to lead to so much of
the landmark progress in civil rights
that has come in this decade.

It is a tragic irony that on the occa-
sion of this great civil rights figure's
80th birthday, our country is witness-
ing a backsliding on the part of the pres-
ent administration in the field of race
relations. We are seeing a pattern of
relaxed enforcement of civil rights laws
which together with the forced resigna-
tion of Clifford Alexander from the
chairmanship of the Equal Employment
Opportunity Committee and the con-
tinued attacks on him, suggests that the
southern wing of the Republican Party
is in a position to exert great influence
on the Administration.

I am confident that the social progress
that has come about so much because
of the life and work of A. Philip Ran-
dolph will be able to weather these cur-
rent attacks as well as the administra-
tion’s proposed other reforms in Federal
civil rights activity. The moral conscience
of American society has been too aroused
to allow permanent retreat and social
retrogression to take place.

Mr. FEIGHAN, Mr. Speaker, “Justice,”
wrote the philosopher Leibnitz, “is love
felt by the wise.” These words well serve
as a fitting guide to the life of Asa Philip
Randolph, whose passionate dedication
to the cause of social justice has always
been tempered with wisdom. In a time of
fanaticism, extremism and violence, he
has stood manfully for the democratic
process in the vigorous pursuit of a
more just society.

As we honor him on this occasion of
his 80th birthday, we acknowledge his
four decades of leadership in the “revo-
lution the Civil War left unfinished,” a
leadership distinguished by his unfalter-
ing loyalty to the principles of nonvio-
lence. He has been involved in virtually
every struggle for Negro rights from the
lunch counter sit-ins in Alabama to the
revolt against colonialism in Africa. In
championing equal justice under law for
the Negro, he has upheld the rights of all
men, of every race, to freedom and dig-
nity. Thus his service to the aspirations
of the Negro community has been a serv-
ice to all America. He has written:

My philosophy was the result of our con-
cept of effective Uberation of the Negro
through the liberation of the working people.
We never separated the llberation of the
white working man from the liberation of
the black working man . . . the unity of
these forces (we believed) would bring about
the power to really achieve basic soclal
change.

Here is no call for black power against
white power, but a realistic evaluation
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in the need for black and white power
together in a common destiny and in
the building of a more humane social
order.

Now, at 80, he leaves to us all a monu-
ment of achievement which opens solid
hope in a time of confusion and anxiety.
Truly he has shown that love is indeed
justice felt by the wise.

Mr. MOSS. Mr. Speaker, the scope and
accomplishments of Asa Philip Ran-
dolph's 50 years of leadership in the
cause of justice are an enduring monu-
ment to his faith and vision. Through
dedication and persistence, he has done
more than perhaps any other person in
this Nation to break down the barriers
of racial prejudice.

The history of Mr. Randolph’s inspir-
ing and immensely fruitful career has
been the history of some of the most im-
portant gains in the struggle for equal
opportunity for Negroes. He overcame
the double handicaps of poverty and race
with a deep faith in man’s ability. to
master his environment through his own
efforts. Through him, that faith has been
vindicated for the poor and hungry
everywhere in this country.

In the pursuit of justice and the
American dream of freedom and oppor-
tunity for all, the contributions of Asa
Philip Randolph to the welfare of our
Nation and all our people have been im-
measurable. I join my colleagues in pay-
ing tribute to a man who has spent his
life in asking much for others, and very
little for himself. To him I express my
profound admiration.

Mr. MATSUNAGA, Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to join my colleagues in the House
of Representatives in paying tribute to a
distinguished American, Asa Philip Ran-
dolph, founder and past president of the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters, as
he celebrates his 80th birthday.

Mr. Randolph, who for many years has
preached nonviolence and self-reliance
to the Negro American, has practiced
politics, in his words, with the “aim of
revolutionizing the conscious and sub-
conscious mind of the dominant white
people.” To a large segment of America's
Negroes, Mr. Randolph is a bulwark of
unshakable dignity.

In 1963 Mr. Randolph conceived of a
march on Washington that subsequently
attracted participants, black and white
alike, numbering more than a quarter
million Americans. It was during this
march which took place on August 28,
1963, that the late Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr., delivered his now historic “I
Have A Dream"” speech.

At age 80, Mr. Randolph continues to
be highly respected and revered for his
Biblical eloquence which continues to be
heard as he strives toward his primary
aim—*“to unite all the scattered segments
of the working classes, the Negro among
them.” His is the kind of spirit which
has made America great and which will
lead us to the better life for all Ameri-
cans.

Mr. OLSEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
join with the gentleman from Michigan
in paying tribute to one of the outstand-
ing Americans of our time. A. Philip
Randolph, who celebrated his 80th birth-
day on April 15. Four score years is a
long time but A. Philip Randolph has
been far too busy working for the better-
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ment of his fellow man to notice the
years going by. In 1925 Mr. Randolph
founded the Brotherhood of Sleeping
Car Porters and became that organiza-
tion's first president. His goal was to or-
ganize and unite the scattered segment
of the working force in America and to
bring the Negro into a more prominent
role in the labor movement and, as in
most things he has attempted, he suc-
ceeded in this goal.

A. Philip Randolph has always believed
in the principle of coalition. The bring-
ing together of like-minded forces has
accomplished much within the labor
movement and has resulted in the great
strides forward made by the movement
over the past 45 years. Mr. Randolph’s
presence and influence cannot be dis-
counted as a contributing factor to
labor’s success.

There are now many justly deserved
honors coming Mr. Randolph’'s way. I
do not know why it is in this country but
it seems that a man must retire before
he is paid proper tribute. Mr. Randolph
retired last year after so many years of
service to mankind and the last several
of them after suffering a serious heart
attack. Despite this he is still active and
his powerful, resonant voice is still
strong.

Governor Rockefeller of New York pro-
claimed April 15, 1969, as A. Philip Ran-
dolph Day and on May 6, many hundreds
of admirers will gather at the Waldorf-
Astoria to pay homage to a man who has
devoted his life to his brothers, both
Negro and white. An outstanding Amer-
ican, a great Negro leader, and a cham-
pion of the workingman, T am honored to
pay tribute to A. Philip Randolph today.

Mr. BURTON of California. Mr.
Speaker, a champion of human rights
and human dignity, A. Philip Randolph,
can look back on his 80 years with the
knowledge and comfort that he has
blazed trails which became paths for
others to follow.

He has struggled to move forward the
cause of equality, the cause of the work-
ing man and woman, the cause of the op-
pressed in our society. That forward
thrust, still drawing on his strength and
magnified by the strength of those who
joined with him, has become an irre-
versible forward movement toward the
full promise of freedom for all people.

A. Philip Randolph organized the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters, and
for that and continuing guidance and
leadership, he takes his place among the
great of the Nation’'s labor leaders.

He has been in the forefront of the
civil rights movement, from the time that
movement was sustained by a handful
of courageous men who struggled against
all odds, to the present, where we see the
fruits of his earlier labors.

Standing on the steps of the Lincoln
Memorial—Dr. Martin Luther King by
his side—A. Philip Randolph said, in
part:

We are gathered here In the largest demon-
stration In the history of this nation. Let
the Nation and the world know the meaning
of our numbers. We are not a pressure group,
we are not an organization or a group of
organizations, we are not a mob. We are the
advance g'uard of a massive moral revolution
for jobs and freedom.

This eivil rights revolution is not confined
to the Negroes; nor is it confined to civil
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rights, Our white allles know that they can-
not be free while we are not. And we know
that we have no interest in a soclety in which
6 million black and white people are unems-
ployed, and millions more live in poverty.

Nor is the goal of our civil rights revolu-
tlon merely the passage of civil rights legisla-
tion.

The months and years ahead will bring new
evidence of masses In motion for freedom.
The march on Washington is not the climax
to our struggle but a new beginning, not only
for the Negro but for all Americans, for per-
sonal freedoms and a better life.

Mr. COHELAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to add my tributes to A. Philip
Randolph. His public record of accom-
plishment on behalf of workingmen, his
understanding of the special problems
faced by black men in a white society,
his championship of civil rights for all
our citizens, and his consistent leader-
ship in the struggle for a better world—
all these have been a significant part of
America’s social and economic history
for the past 50 years.

An impressive figure physically, a
gifted writer and a persuasive orator,
Mr. Randolph organized and led the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters to
its first successful contract in 1937. He
won many victories as the longtime pres-
ident of his union and as a civil rights
leader. He fought successfully to have
the shameful Jim Crow policies banned
in defense industries and in the armed
services, and he has witnessed a growing
public awareness of the merit of equal-
ity for all men.

It is important that we not forget and
that we never allow to be deprecated the
courage and stout-hearted determination
of the lonely union organizers and ecivil
rights warriors who fought in the first
half of this century.

A steadfast believer in a new social
order, Mr. Randolph consistently sup-
ported his fellow fighter for eivil liber-
ties, the late Norman Thomas, in all of
his political contests and can be right-
fully proud of the joint contribution
they made to the liberal dialog in our
national political campaigns.

A. Philip Randolph was a pioneer in
paths now trodden by many. “Their load
is lighter, and their road is brighter” for
his having blazed that lonely, tangled
trail. In his 80th year, I wish him “many
happy returns.”

I would like, too, to share with my col-
leagues a ftribute to Mr. Randolph by
Bayard Rustin, director of the A. Philip
Randolph Institute, which appeared in
the April 14, 1969, issue of the New
Leader:

THE ToraL Vision oF A. PHILIP RANDOLPH
(By Bayard Rustin)

Social struggle, if it is to effectively uplift
masses of impovenshed and exploited in-
dividuals, must articulate and satisfy their
diverse needs as well as reconcile objectives
that are often considered contradictory. A
people degraded by poverty and a caste sys-
tem of segregation, for example, will have the
inchoate desire for dignity and liberation,
but that desire will remsin unfulfilled until
it is given programmatic direction by a polit-
ical movement. And in the course of fulfill-
ment, there is always the danger that the
felt need deriving from a perception of fun-
damental and historic injustices will conflict
with the required political strategy, which
by its nature must respond to circumstances
of the moment.
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I think it is part of the greatness of A.
Philip Randolph that throughout his 60
years as a leader of Negro Americans, he has
maintained a total vision of the goal of
freedom for his people and of the means for
achieving it. From his earliest beginnings as
a follower of Eugene V. Debs and a colleague
of Norman Thomas, he has understood that
social and political freedom must be rooted
in economic freedom, and all his subsequent
actions have sprung from this basic premise.

He has identified with the spiritual long-
ings of black people, but has insisted that
economic security is the precondition for
pride and dignity. While he has felt that
Negro salvation is an internal process of
struggle and self-affirmation, he has recog-
nized the political necessity of forming
alliances with men of other races and the
moral necessity of comprehending the black
movement as part of a general effort to ex-
pand human freedom. Finally, as a result of
his deep faith in democracy, he has realized
that social change does not depend upon
the decisions of the few, but on direct politi-
cal action through the mobilization of masses
of individuals to gain economic and social
Justice.

Randolph thus stands out among Negro
leaders of the 20th century as a man of
both principled idealism and practical ac-
complishment. He has stood firm against
racial separatism—whether advocated in the
1920s by Marcus Garvey or in the 1960s by
black nationalists—because of his belief in
integration and his knowledge that separa-
tism would mean the continued exploitation
and degradation of black people. Again, he
has rejected elitism—be it in the form of W.
E. B, DuBois’ concept of “a talented tenth”
or of a proposal for black capitalism—be-
cause of his democratic commitment and his
opposition to programs that would econom-
ically benefit a minority at the expense of the
majority. He has adhered to nonviolence as
a moral principle and as the most effective
means of political struggle.

Pursuing his conviction that the Negro
can never be soclally and politically free
until he is economically secure, Randolph
worked to bulld an alliance between black
Americans and the trade union movement.
His first efforts met with strong opposition
from Southern oligarchs and powerful busi-
ness leaders who had traditionally tried to
use the Negro to subvert the labor move-
ment. Their tactic was to explolt the Negro's
grievous need for employment by inviting
him to scab on unionized white workers
striking for just demands, Realizing that the
only benefactors of these practices were the
exploiters themselves, Randolph embarked
upon a crusade opposing any form of strike-
breaking by Negroes, advocating Instead
their full integration into the American
trade union movement. Today there are two
million black trade unionists in America who
have attained economic dignity, Job security
and protection against racial discrimination.

Randolph's activities on behalf of black
workers, however, did not stop with this
broad crusade. In 1925, he began the long
and arduous campaign to organize the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters (BSCP).
Despite flerce resistance from rallway com-
panies and the hardships of the Depression,
the BSCP eventually won certification in
1937.

This victory not only resulted in the first
contract signed by a white employer with a
Negro labor leader; it also became a symbol
of what could happen if black people orga-
nized and bargained collectively. The BSCP
enabled thousands of black workers to earn
higher wages. What is more important, it be-
came the central focus of the early civil
rights protest movement. Brotherhood mem-
bers, armed with the sophistication they had
acquired through their economic battles and
making use of the mobility provided by their
jobs, carried the message of equality to
Negroes in every state in the nation. They
formed what was in effect a network for the
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distribution of political literature. It is
hardly surprising, therefore, that E. D.
Nixon, one of the main organizers of the
1956 Montgomery, Alabama, bus protest
which marked the beginning of the modern
civil rights movement, was the head of the
local BSCP division and himself a porter.

Since the political strategy of mass protest
has become commonplace during the last
decade, 1t 15 all too often forgotten that this
was developed by Randolph at a time when
the use of such tactics by Negroes was un-
heard of. He belleved that Negroes could not
achleve economic advancement without
fighting for it, but he was no less profoundly
aware that as an oppressed people, the very
act of struggling would confer upon them
& dignity they had been denled.

Thus in 1941, with the advent of World
War II, Randolph conceived the idea of a
massive Negro march on Washington to pro-
test the exclusion of black people from jobs
in the defense of industries. He wrote of the
dramatlc plan in the Negro press and agitated
for it on the street corners of Harlem and
elsewhere. The idea was scoffed at or scorned
by most people in the white community, and
it was so unprecedented that even many
Negroes had difficulty believing it could be
made into a reality.

Local March on Washington Committees
nevertheless began to spring up across the
country, and as preparations assumed larger
proportions, the pressure on President Roose-
velt mounted. On June 20, 1941, less than two
weeks before the scheduled date of the march,
the President issued Executive Order 8802,
banning discrimination In the War industries
and setting up the Fair Employment Prac-
tices Committee. Once more thousands of
new jobs were opened up to Negroes through
Randolph's efforts, and black people began
to sense thelr power as an organized group
and the effectiveness of nonviolent direct
action tactles.

Even when his actions have seemed to be
directed toward noneconomic ends, Randolph
has been guided by a persistent concern for
the Negro's economic welfare., In 1948, for
instance, he traveled to Washington to speak
with President Truman on the problem of
segregation and discrimination in the Armed
Forces. Although he was of course concerned
that Negroes in the Army be treated with
dignity, the more fundamental difficulty he
saw was that segregation would exclude them
from high-paying officer positions as well as
from training programs in skills they would
need for postservice civilian employment.
Such were Randolph's influence and author-
ity that another Executive Order was issued
to comply with his demands.

In 1955, when Randolph urged me to go
South to help Dr. Martin Luther King or-
ganize the Montgomery bus boycott, he like-
wise had a dual objectlve in mind, He
naturally felt that Negroes had a right to sit
where they wanted to on public accommoda-
tions. But he also felt that if the boycott were
successful and spread elsewhere, it would
create jobs for Negroes as bus drivers and in
restaurants, parks and libraries. His concep-
tion was that where Negroes were free to
come, they would be free to work; if this
proved not to be the case, once having gained
access to an institution, they would use the
same techniques for obtalning employment
that they had originally used to open it up.
And this in fact is what has happened
throughout the South.

His interest in educational desegregation,
too, transcended the problem of dignity or
of Negroes and whites attending the same
schools together, for he was concerned with
the growing threat posed to Negro employ-
ment by cybernetics and automation. Since
education is the basis for economic advance-
ment, he knew that access to all educational
facilities and opportunities was vital to the
Negroes. A decade later, we can see even more
clearly the devastating effect the combination
of automation and inferior segregated edu-
cation has had on the employment of blacks.
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It was Randolph’s perception of the eco-
nomic basis of Negro freedom that enabled
him to grasp the unique significance of the
1963 March on Washington. He conceived of
it as marking the termination of the mass
protest period—during which Negroes had
destroyed the Jim Crow institutions in the
South—and the inauguration of an era of
massive action at the ballot box designed to
bring about new economic programs. Aware
that the central problem Negroes faced was
no longer simply one of civil rights but of
economic rights—for the one would lack so-
clal substance without the other—he called
for a March on Washington which brought a
quarter of a million Americans to the na-
tion’s capital to demand “Jobs and Freedom.”

At the same time President Kennedy intro-
duced what was to become the 1964 Civil
Rights Act, and in the minds of some people
this became the main focus of the March.
Randolph, however, refused to be misled by
transient emotion and persisted in his de-
mand for an economic program. At the 1866
White House conference, “To Fulfill These
Rights,” he proposed the Freedom Budget,
calling for an annual Federal expenditure of
$18.5 billion for 10 years to wipe out poverty.

Randolph was not speaking here of tax
incentives for industry, voluntary assistance
by private individuals or community action
programs, He was speaking of full employ-
ment and a guaranteed income, the rebuild-
ing of our cities, the provision of superior
schools for all of our children, and free
medical care for all of our citizens. He was
speaking, very simply and without rhetoric,
of achieving equality in America.

And he was not being unrealistic. He pro-
posed, along with the Freedom Budget, &
political strategy for achieving it that calls
for building a coalition of Negroes, labor,
liberals, religious organizations, and students.
If these groups could unite, they would form
a majority capable of democratizing the eco-
nomie, social and political power of this
Nation.

Today there are many Negroes and liberals
who reject the idea of this coalition. The
reason for this, I think, is that they have
failed to view the problem of inequality in
its totality. Unlike Randolph, their vision
is fractured and constricted. There are some
Negroes, for example, who are advocating
racial separatism and black nationalism be-
cause they are engaged in a very significant
psychological quest for identity.

I am in sympathy with this search to a
degree, as was Randolph in 1840 when he
wrote: *. . . the Negro and the other darker
races must look to themselves for freedom.
Salvation for a race, nation, or class must
come from within. Freedom is never granted;
it is won. Justice is never given, it is exacted.
Freedom and justice must be struggled for by
the oppressed of all lands and races, and the
struggle must be continuous, for freedom is
never a final fact, but a continuing evolving
process to higher and higher levels of hu-
man, social, economiec, political and religious
relationships.”

Randolph did not believe that blacks
should isolate themselves, though, so he
added: “But Negroes must not fight for their
liberation alone. They must join sound,
broad, liberal social movements that seek to
preserve American democracy and advance
the cause of social and religious freedom.”

Randolph’s position is not only morally
correct but strategically necessary, for Ne-
groes today are in danger of letting an emo-
tional imperative destroy the possibility for
social and economic liberation, They are em-
phasizing blackness to the point of isolat-
ing themselves from broad political move-
ments for soclal justice—forgetting that as
one-tenth of the population, they cannot
by themselves bring about necessary soclal
changes such as those embodled in the Free-
dom Budget.

Indeed, many liberals have become ob-
sessed with the psychological aspects of ‘the
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racial problem to the point of neglecting its
economic dimensions, During the early years
of the civil rights movement these liberals,
unlike Randolph, favored integration pri-
marily as a means of fostering better rela-
tions between blacks and whites. Now that
the cry of black nationalism has arisen from
some Negroes, they have transferred their
concern for brotherhood to the need for
blacks to achieve pride and identity and for
whites to purge themselves of gullt and
racism. In both the earlier and the current
cases there is a fallure to confront the over-
riding fact of poverty. Most mistakenly,
many have now abandoned the objective of
building an integrated movement to achieve
economic equality.

We are still very much in need of the
guidance of A. Philip Randolph. As he
reaches his 80th birthday, this April 15, the
freshness and the comprehensiveness of his
vision remaining evident. And by his pres-
ence, he poses a challenge to his followers: to
build through means that are democratic and
nonviolent, a just society in which all men
need not fear poverty, and in which men of
all races, graced with the dignity, that comes
from a full life, need not fear each other.
In no other way can we at last become a
nation that is at peace with itself.

Mr. MURPHY of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, on April 15, A. Philip Randolph
marked his 80th birthday, a day of trib-
utes and celebration for one of the great-
est Negro leaders of the 20th century.
Throughout his years as a leader of Negro
Americans, he has maintained a total
vision of the goal of freedom for his peo-
ple and of the means for achieving it. We
are still very much in need of the guid-
ance of A. Philip Randolph. The fresh-
ness and the comprehensiveness of his
vision remains evident. Under leave to
extend my remarks in the Recorp, I in-
clude the following article by Rudy
Johnson in the New York Times and the
special AFL—CIO resolution honoring this
truly great American on his 80th birth-
day:

[From the New York Times, Apr. 15, 1069
RANDOLPH, 80 YEARS OLD ToDAY, REFLECTS ON
Hr1s FIGHT FOR LABOR
(By Rudy Johnson)

A. Philip Randolph leaned forward on the
sofa to stress his point and, with a trace of
fire in his eyes, declared:

“You've got to fight for what you get. I've
been on one side of many a conference table
negotiating agreements, and I don't know
of a single instance where anything was given
without exacting it from the other side.”

The statement, made in an interview yes-
terday, was typical of the man whose long
and fruitful career as a labor leader, civil
rights activist, militant editor and gadfly
to Presidents, was marked with the struggles
that presaged recent gains by Negroes and
other members of minority groups.

Mr. Randolph retired last year as president
of the Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters,
of which he was the chief founder in 1925. It
had been a long, arduous fight that lasted
almost three decades from the first inkling
of organizing such a Negro union to signing
the first contract with the nation’s railroads
in 1937.

Today Mr. Randolph is 80 years old, and
Governor Rockefeller has proclaimed the day
in his name in New York.

On May 6 hundreds of prominent Ameri-
cans, many of them his assoclates in the
long civil rights fight, will pay him tribute
at the Waldorf-Astoria.

GOAL OF THE TRIBUTE

The goal of the birthday tribute will be to
raise $250,000 to carry on the Negro leader’s
life work through the A. Philip Randolph
Institute.
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Although Mr. Randolph’s life work has
been full and varied, he said yesterday that
throughout all the years he has had one pri-
mary alm—to unite all the scattered seg-
ments of the working classes, the Negro
among them.

Sitting in his four-room apartment in the
cooperatives owned by the International
Ladies Garment Workers Union, 26th Street
and Ninth Avenue, he commented:

“My philosophy was the result of our con-
cept of effective liberation of the Negro
through the liberation of the working people.
We never separated the liberation of the
white working man from the liberation of
the black working man . .. the unity of
these forces would bring about the power to
really achieve basic social change.”

But the recent emphasis has been on “race
itself,” he said. Referring to today’s black
nationalist movement, he asserted:

“There must be a continuous quest for
identification by the Negro, [but] I believe
that can be overdone. And I believe the cult
of blackness has been overdone. I wouldn't
say it has been successful in putting these
forces together.”

EDITORSHIP IS RECALLED

He went on to describe the days when his
editorship of The Messenger, a magazine he
and one of his closest associates, the late
Chandler Owen, founded in 1917. At that
time, his radical writings and soapbox
speeches had prompted the Justice Depart-
ment to call him "the most dangerous Negro
in America.”

He lashed out at Jim Crowism during the
Wilson Administration in his articulate writ-
ings and rousing speeches. But he also took
issue with other Negroes when, in his esti-
mation, they sought to veer from a path
of black alliance with trade unionism. This
included the late Marcus Garvey's “Back to
Africa” movement, started in 1915.

Mr. Randolph sald that throughout his
career he and his associates, had always
striven to develop the “principle of coalition,”
after which the united workers would begin
to make changes in the capitalistic structure
of society. An avowed soclalist, he said:

“A larger part of our economy ought to be
subject to soclalization. Take rallroads, air-
planes, the buses, medical care. These are
areas that should not be subject to exploita-
tion for profit because the people will suffer
as a result of that. Great corporate powers are
becoming almost unmanageable.

VOICE REMAINS STRONG

As Mr. Randolph talked, he looked much
leaner than he had been before he was strick-
en with a heart allment several years ago.
Most of his life, he had weighed 200 pounds
and had been 6 feet tall. But his powerful,
resonant voice was still strong.

He recalled some of the highlights of his
career, which included origination of a
March on Washington Movement in the early
years of World War IL

The plan was to assemble thousands of
Negroes who would converge on Washington
in a demonstration that would protest dis-
crimination In government and defense
plants,

Mr. Randolph, and the late Walter White,
then director of the National Association for
the Advancement of Colored People, had met
with President Roosevelt to try to urge him
to correct the problem.

But the President resisted the urgings and
even sent Mrs. Roosevelt to persuade Mr.
Randolph to call the march off. But he was
unylelding, and less than two weeks before
the scheduled march, on June 20, 1941, the
President issued Executive Order 8802 ban-
ning discrimination in the war industries
and setting up the Fair Employment Prac-
tices Committee.

About seven years later, Mr. Randolph's
Committee Against Jim Crow in Military
Service and Training convinced President
Truman to issue an executive order banning
discrimination in the armed forces.
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But one of Mr. Randolph’s most glorious
moments came in 1963 when he conceived a
March on Washington that was carried out
by more than a quarter-million people, black
and white, and where the late Rev. Dr. Mar-
tin Luther Eilng Jr. delivered his “I Have A
Dream" h.

Mr. Randolph regretted however, that his
late wife, the former Lucille E. Green, to
whom he had been married 50 years, died only
months before the memorable event,
STATEMENT BY THE AFL~CIO EXECUTIVE COUN-

oL oN A, PaHIiLip RANDOLPH, BAaL HARBOUR,

FrA., FEBRUARY 18, 1969

‘Whereas, A. Philip Randolph has, through-
out his long career, made a tremendous con-
tribution to the American trade union move-
ment, and

Whereas, Brother Randolph has dedicated
his life to the building of a Negro-Labor al-
liance and to the integration of the Negro
people into the economic, social, and political
life of America, and

Whereas, Brother Randolph will be cele-
brating his 80th birthday on April 15, 1969;
therefore, be it

Resolved: That the AFL-CIO Executive
Council salutes Brother Randolph on the
occasion of his 80th birthday; and that it
calls on trade unionists throughout the coun-
try to support the birthday celebration which
will be held on May 6, 1969 at the Waldorf-
Astoria Hotel in New York City, and also con-
tribute to the Fund to be established in Mr.
Randolph’s name which will be used to fi-
nance voter education and registration pro-
jects in the black communities of our cities,
with the objective of strengthening the polit-
ical coalition of labor unions, Negroes, and
liberals which can achieve those economic
and soclal reforms that will bring greater
democracy and enduring peace to this nation.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am
delighted to have the opportunity to say
a few words about A. Philip Randolph,
for there have been few Americans in
this century more worthy of respect. His
battle for equal opportunity for black
men began when most people ignored the
Negro entirely.

In 1917, for speaking and writing
against Jim Crowism during the Wilson
administration, the Justice Department
called him “the most dangerous Negro
in America.” He was off to a good start.
From then on, he has not swerved from
the cause of liberation of the Negro
through freedom of job opportunity. He
has said:

My philosophy was the result of our con-
cept of effective liberatlon of the Negro
through the liberation of the working people.
We never sapa.rafad the liberation of the
white working man from the liberation of the
black working man. . . . The unity of these
forces would bring about the power to really
achieve basic soclal change.

His emphasis has always been on
equality of opportunity and on the unity
of all working men. His belief has con-
sistently been that minority groups can
make their greatest economic and social
gains working through existing labor
unions, or by starting their own. Mr.
Randolph’s achievements in bringing this
idea into reality represents, in effect, the
history of the Negro in the American
labor movement. In 1925, he founded the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters.
After 12 more years of organizing the
union won a National Labor Relations
Board employee election and a contract
from Pullman. From a position of
strength as president of the union, Ran-
dolph was able to bargain effectively, not
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only for union members but for all
Negroes.

In 1941, Randolph sought to dramatize
the fact that “in this arsenal of democ-
rary there is no democracy for the
Negro citizen” by organizing a march on
Washington. It was not until Roosevelt
established the Fair Employment Prac-
tices Commission, and issued an Execu-
tive order commanding war contractors
to drop color barriers that the march was
called off.

In 1944, he took a suit against the all-
white Locomotive Engineers and Fire-
men, who had forced the railroads into a
Jim Crow agreement, to the Supreme
Court. The Court ruled the agreement
illegal.

In 1948, Randolph suggested to Presi-
dent Truman that there would be whole-
sale refusal of Negroes to register for the
draft unless segregation in the Armed
Forces ended. Truman issued an Execu-
tive order ending segregation of units
almost immediately.

In 1955, he forced the newly merged
AFL-CIO to outlaw discrimination in
affiliated unions. Although enforcement
has been slow, there are now more than
1,750,000 Negro union members, and less
than 150 of the 60,000 affiliated locals are
segregated. This is not dramatic, not
showy progress, but it is a far cry from
the days when Mr. Randolph was a lone
voice at the conventions.

In 1963, Randolph conceived and led
the great March on Washington, which
served notice to an America that con-
tinued to ignore the black man that there
were unredeemed promises and unful-
filled hopes.

There have been few tougher fighters
for any cause. Not many other men
would have dared to risk the wrath of
Roosevelt, of Truman, and all of orga-
nized labor. Yet he did, with great power
and dignity, and made them his ad-
mirers.

A. Philip Randolph has spent his life
creating a better life for millions of
Americans. The black men who have good
jobs and who have a sense of the free-
dom that ought to be the birthright of
every American owe a great deal to him.
So, too, do all of us owe him a debt, for
his persistent persuasion has opened our
eyes and made possible the commitment
that America has now made to end dis-
crimination.

Mr. Speaker, 80 years as well spent as
Mr. Randolph has spent his, are too few.
I hope that all my colleagues will join in
wishing him many more.

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, it gives me
deep personal pleasure to join in the
tribute to my distinguished friend A.
Philip Randolph, on the occasion of his
80th birthday. As you know I have long
been concerned with the improvement
in the living standards of the working
man in our country and with the struggle
to overcome the discriminations which
prevent the full realization of our great
American ideals of human brotherhood.

Few men have contributed more than
A. Philip Randolph to both of these
causes. His long life has been devoted to
lifting up his fellow men. He has
struggled for the economic elevation of
his fellow men through his dedicated
and able leadership of the International
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Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters and
through his wise counsel and inspiration
as a member of the executive leadership
of the American Federation of Labor-
Congress of Industrial Organizations. He
has struggled as mightily and as suc-
cessfully for the unshackling of the spirit
of millions of his fellow citizens through
his support of the cause of civil rights
and the cause of racial equality and
freedom in our land.

It is a great privilege to honor a man
of the high character and ability of A.
Philip Randolph. Our country is in his
debt and it is our wish that the Ruler of
the Universe may give him many more
fruitful years in the service of the ideals
that have made this Nation the beacon
of freedom and opportunity for the dis-
inherited of the earth.

Mr. STOEKES. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to pay tribute to A. Philip Randolph
who is 80 years old today. Born at the
time of the gas lamp, he is still a source
of inspiration and an example of ex-
traordinary moral dignity to men today.
Born in Crescent, Fla., the son of a
preacher, he was only 9 years old when
a life-lasting lesson was thrust upon
him. It was the story of a lynching which
never took place. As he told it:

The men (all Negroes) of the town had
gone to the county jall, stood all night like
sentries in the street and kept the lynch
mob from coming.

For the little boy, it meant that

strength stemmed from unity and that
his brothers had shown strength.
begs philosophy in his own words has

We never separated the liberation of the
White working man from the lberation of
the Black working man . . . the unity of
these forces would bring about the power
to really achieve basic soclal change.

In the land of liberty, he believed that
all men were to be free and all his life
he worked toward that end. He is still,
in his own nonviolent, but inflexible way,
pursuing this goal.

From President Roosevelt, he helped
obtain the promise of fair employment
practices—now in effect in 17 States.
From President Truman, the integration
of the Armed Forces. From President
Eisenhower, the implementation of
school desegregation, and in the 1960's,
he organized the march on Washington
and quietly convinced President John
F. Kennedy to propose the Civil Rights
Act of 1964.

A self-educated man, a wonderful ora-
tor, he never forgot his labor background
and his black identity. He was the found-
er of the Brotherhood of Sleeping Car
Porters, vice president of the AFL-CIO,
and yet he was never overpowered by
his achievements. His greatest achieve-
ment is perhaps to be a model, not only
to the black man in America, or to the
white man in America, but to men
everywhere, of all races, religions, and
creeds. It is certainly an honor and a
privilege to pay tribute to this great
American today.

Mr., CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
honored to join my distinguished col-
league from Detroit in this special order
to pay tribute to a great American, Asa
Philip Randolph, who just passed his
80th birthday.
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A. Philip Randolph has devoted his life
to improving conditions for black work-
ers. As the organizer and founder of the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters, he
made an unmeasurable contribution to
the labor movement in America. The
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters has
also long been a living symbol for many
black Americans of what a number of
individuals could achieve through or-
ganization. If one had to list Mr. Ran-
dolph’s vast accomplishments in order
of their value to black Americans, or-
ganization, united action toward a
common goal, would top that list. All
America learned from Mr. Randolph
what obstacles could be hurdled by
organization.

Mr. Randolph’s skill as a labor orga-
nizer is well known to me from personal
experience. When I was general counsel
for Trade Union Leadership Council,
Detroit, A. Philip Randolph was our
guiding light. He came to speak often
before us, as he did to many such groups,
and shared generously his experience
and advice. Without doubt, he is the most
revered labor spokesman in America.

For nearly 50 years, Mr. Randolph has
been a progressive force in American
development. His is the voice that spoke
most often for black America, especially
the workingman. He was the force be-
hind the opening of the war industries
to black Americans; he was also the

force behind desegregation of the Armed
Forces; and his was the great mind that
conceived and carried out the monumen-
tal march on Washington in 1963.

A. Philip Randolph’s amazing ability

to organize workingmen, to persuade
Presidents, and to inspire thousands of
black Americans who occupy positions of
leadership, both in and out of the labor
movement, will never be forgotten. The
changes he has wrought in America are
a higher tribute than any we could lay
before him. With dignity, determination,
and the marvelous gift of selling goals
and philosophy to an oppressed people,
A. Philip Randolph has quietly moved
mountains. Although he has retired now
from many of his former activities, I
know that he will continue to prod his
many admirers when he feels that we
are not moving our share of the moun-
tains that are left.

Mr. ROYBAL. Mr, Speaker, it is indeed
a pleasure to have this opportunity to
join with my colleagues in the House of
Representatives in paying tribute to a
truly great American, Mr. A. Philip
Randolph, on the occasion of his 80th
birthday.

Mr. Randolph has dedicated his life to
the securing of dignity, justice, and
equality for all his fellow citizens in
America.

He has shown outstanding qualities of
leadership in the long struggle on behalf
of this Nation’s working men and
women—and in helping improve the
economice, social and political life of every
American, regardless of race, color, creed,
national origin, or ethnic background.

This country owes him a debt of grati-
tude for the example he has set of a life-
time devoted to helping make the United
States a better place in which to live.

I believe we can all agree with Bayard
Rustin when he said:
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In this time of confusion, violence, and
racial separatism, A. Philip Randolph—at 80
years of age—remains a source of wisdom and
courage. By his presence, he poses a chal-
lenge to his followers. That challenge is to
build, through means that are democratic
and non-violent, a just soclety in which all
men need not fear poverty, and in which
men of all races, graced with the dignity that
comes from a full life, need not fear each
other. In no other way can we at last become
a nation that is at peace with itself.

In further tribute to this outstanding
American, I would like to include in the
REecorp the text of a fine editorial which
appeared in the April 25 edition of the
Los Angeles Citizen, honoring A. Philip
Randolph:

RANDOLPH AT BO

On April 15, A. Philip Randolph marked
his 80th birthday, a day of tributes and cele-
bration for one of the greatest Negro leaders
of the 20th Century.

The very essence of the man and what he
stands for is perhaps best grasped by his co-
worker, Bayard Rustin, in an article in The
New Leader. Rustin writes in part:

“I think it is part of the greatness of A.
Philip Randolph that throughout his 60
years as a leader of Negro Americans, he has
maintained a total vision of the goal of free-
dom for his people and of the means for
achieving it. From his earliest beginnings as
a follower of Eugene V. Debs and a colleague
of Norman Thomas, he has understood that
social and political freedom must be rooted
in economic freedom, and all his subsequent
actions have sprung from the basic premise.”

He has identified with the spiritual long-
ings of black people, but has insisted that
economic security is the precondition for
pride and dignity. While he has felt that Ne-
gro salvation is an internal process of strug-
gle and self-affirmation, he has recognized the
political necessity of forming alliances with
men of other races and the moral necessity
of comprehending the black movement as
part of a general effort to expand human
freedom.

Finally, as a result of his deep faith in
democracy, he has realized that social change
does not depend upon the decisions of the
few, but on direct political action through
the mobilization of masses of individuals to
gain economic and social justice.

Randolph thus stands out among Negro
leaders of the 20th Century as a man of both
prinecipled idealism and practical accomplish-
ment. He has stod firm against racial sepa-
ratism—whether advocated in the 1920s by
Marcus Garvey or in the 1960s by black na-
tionalists—because of his belief in integra-
tion and his knowledge that separatism
would mean the continued exploitation and
degradation of black people.

Again, he has rejected elltism—be it In
the form of W. E. B. DuBols’ concept of “a
talented tenth” or of a proposal for black
capitalism—because of his democratic com-
mitment and his opposition to programs that
would economically benefit a minority. He
has adhered to nonvioclence as a moral prin-
ciple and as the most effective means of
political struggle.

Pursuing his conviction that the Negro
can never be socially and politically free
until he is economically secure, Randolph
worked to build an alllance between black
Americans and the trade union movement.
His first efforts met with strong opposition
from Southern oligarchs and powerful busi-
ness leaders who had traditionally tried to
use the Negro to subvert the labor movement,
Their tactic was to exploit the Negro’s griev-
ous need for employment by inviting him to
scab on unionized white workers striking for
just demands.

Reallzing that the only benefactors of
these practices were the exploiters them-
selves, Randolph embarked upon a crusade
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opposing any form of strikebreaking by Ne-
groes, advocating instead their full integra-
tion into the American trade union move-
ment. Today there are two million black
trade unlonists in America who have attained
economic dignity, job security and protection
against raclal discrimination.

We are still very much In need of the
guldance of A. Philip Randolph. As he reaches
his 80th birthday, the freshness and the
comprehensiveness of his vision remains
evident.

Mr. FRIEDEL. Mr. Speaker, when a
man reaches four score years of age, it is
cause for a celebration. However, should
such a person have achieved prominence
by reason of his accomplishments in the
interest of his people and of his vocation,
it is only right that the Nation should
commemorate his birthday.

A. Philip Randolph, a truly great
leader, was born 80 years ago. Fortu-
nately he is still with us and active for
the just cause of all laboring people and
for civil rights. When he speaks on be-
half of almost 19 million Negroes who
constitute close to 11 percent of the total
U.S. population, the Nation listens.

The fact that dramatic changes for a
better status for this important segment
of our citizenry have occurred with such
swiftness is due in a great measure be-
cause of the work of the man we honor
today

It was back in January 1941, over 28
years ago, that Mr. Randolph, president
of the Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Por-
ters, advanced the idea of 50,000 to
100,000 Negroes marching on Washing-
ton and demanding that their Govern-
ment do something to insure the em-
ployment of Negroes in defense indus-
tries.

Although that march did not actually
take place, it proved to be the impelling
reason that President Roosevelt on June
25, 1941, issued his famous Executive
Order 8802, stating:

There shall be no discrimination in the
employment of workers in defense industries

or Government because of race, creed, color,
or national origin.

Again it was A. Philip Randolph who
conceived the idea of a march on Wash-
ington which did take place on August 28,
1963. What is significant, however, is the
fact that prominent clergymen, noted
educators, influential labor leaders, and
other prominent Americans were present
in large numbers on this occasion.

The cause of labor and the advance-
ment of human rights are the twin goals
of this great man. That he succeeded is
becoming a reality. May he long continue
his activities for a better society. I con-
gratulate him on his 80th birthday and
wish him continued good health and
success.

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND

Mr. DIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to ex-
tend their remarks on the subject of
my special order, a tribute to A. Philip
Randolph, and to include extraneous
material.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Brasco). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.
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FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO NON-
PROFIT PUBLIC EDUCATIONAL
BROADCASTING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from New York (Myr. FARBSTEIN) is
recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. FARBSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I have
today reintroduced a resolution directing
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion to study the means by which com-
mercial broadcasters could be required
to provide financial assistance to non-
profit public educational broadcasting.
The resolution would also put Congress
on record in favor of commercia]l televi-
sion and radio broadcasters’ providing
substantial financial support to educa-
tional broadcasting.

Educational television offers a positive
alternative to the sex and violence so
prevalent on commercial television to-
day. Educational television also offers a
broader range of programing. The
children’'s workshop, for example, offers
highly creative, imaginative and educa-
tional programing. Yet, educational
television with no source of regular fi-
nancing exists on a hand-to-mouth basis
primarily by means of voluntary contri-
butions, and so forth.

The Congress in 1967 established the
Corporation for Public Broadcasting to
provide financial assistance for the ex-
pansion of educational programing.
The financing for the corproation’s ac-
tivities has been limited so far, however,
to interim congressional appropriations
which do not begin to meet the need.

There is a need to find a permanent
long-range financing mechanism to en-
able public broadecasting to grow and, at
the same time, maintain its independ-
ence from government. The recommen-
dation recently made by Prof. Richard
Netzer, of New York University, that
commercial broadcasters be taxed for the
benefit of public television represents a
proposed solution. While I tend to sup-
port the idea of media tax, I would like
to see a full-fledged study by the Federal
Communications Commission to deter-
mine if there should be a tax and, if so,
to what extent.

FOUNDATION RESPONSIBILITY—II

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the Chair
recognizes the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. Gonzarez) for 10 minutes.

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, for
some time I have been calling the atten-
tion of the House to the emergence of
reverse racists in Texas. I have said that
these purveyors of hate have received
assistance from the Ford Foundation,
through its grantees. Today I intend to
show the House exactly how that aid has
been dispensed, and again call upon the
Ford Foundation to take steps to exercise
its responsibility, which is to insure that
its grantees act only in the public inter-
est. I believe that the grantees I will
speak of have acted in a way that is con-
trary to the public interest, and contrary
to any intention that the Ford Founda-
tion espouses, unless I seriously mis-
understand the aims of that great or-
ganization.

The principal purveyor of race hate in
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Texas—that is the reverse variety of
race hate—is the Mexican American
Youth Organization, known as MAYO.
I shall show today how three of the four
founders of MAYO are on direct payrolls
of the Ford Foundation, and how its
principal members receive aid direct and
indirect from Ford Foundation grantees.

The Ford Foundation has given grants
of $21% million to the Mexican-Amer-
ican legal defense fund and $630,000 to
the Southwest Council of La Raza. As far
as I know these grantees are free to
spend their money more or less as they
please. It is this freedom of action that
has led to an odd interrelationship be-
tween MAYO and Ford Foundation
money.

The Southwest Council of La Raza
made a grant of $110,000 to an organiza-
tion calling itself the Mexican American
Unity Council, of San Antonio. This
group in turn makes other grants to other
organizations; it has already handed out
$46,000, although its grant is supposed to
last for a whole 5 years. Of the seven pub-
licly known grants, three are to organi-
zations that are run by MAYO members,
or closely related to MAYO, and one is
to a voter registration group whose di-
rector is an old ally of a local politico
who often addresses MAYO meetings,
and who is a member of the board of
directors of the parent grantee, the
Southwest Council of La Raza.

The president of MAYO, Jose Angel
Gutierrez, who has said that most Anglo-
Americans are “gringos” and that “grin-
gos” must be “eliminated,” and who
frequently says that violence may be
necessary, even killing, to achieve his
goals, is employed as an investigator by
the Mexican-American legal defense
fund, a Ford grantee. Gutierrez’ appeals
to violence make it seem odd that he
should be working for a group dedicated
to legal recourse, but then it is also odd
that the MALDF offices sport pictures of
Che Guevara, not exactly known for his
dedication to free process, let alone law.
Gutierrez is one of the four founders of
MAYO.

A second founder of MAYO is Willie
Velasquez, who happens to be the director
of the Mexican-American Unity Council,
which has $110,000 in Ford money to dis-
pense, $46,000 of which has already been
spent. One of his two acknowledged em-
ployees is Juan Patlan, who was a third
founder of MAYO. The other employee is
Gil Murillo, who was until recently a
VISTA supervisor. The fourth founder of
MAYO was Mario Compean, who so far
as I know is not on any grantee’s payroll,
but who has benefited from political ac-
tion of MAYO related groups. He was
first president of MAYO, and ran for the
office of Councilman of San Antonio.
Compean’s appeal was frankly racist:

I shall pursue a course plotted to over-

throw the gringos and their vicious and op-
pressive political machine.

He also said:

Let me say that my campaign will be based
on a platform committed one hundred per
cent to la raza and the blacks.” Compean
places the blame for all the ills of Mexican-
Americans and Negroes on what he calls the
white majority.

Jose Angel Gutierrez, the second presi-
dent of MAYO, has made statements
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that are even more startling; unlike
Compean he is paid by tax-free founda-
tion money. Incidentally, MAYO some-
times says that it has no officers, but
other times says that it does. Likewise, it
sometimes says that most Anglos are all
right, but sometimes that all or most An-
glos are racists—gringos. Gutierrez said
in Austin, Tex., on April 19:

We must use any means necessary to reach
our goal.

He also said on that day:

We may have to resort to violence in self
defense.

On April 11, Gutierrez said that “top
priority” must be given to “identifying
and exposing the gringo,” and that
MAYO aimed to “eliminate” the gringo,
by killing if necessary. Gutierrez feels
that anyone who disagrees with him or
for some reason or another does not help
him is either a “turncoat”—a term he
applied to a Mexican-American Chamber
of Commerce that failed to give him a
scholarship he asked for—or has “grin-
go tendencies,” which is a term he ap-
plied to me. On the other hand, this
zealous young man states that he will
never violate his loyalty to la raza by
publicity ecriticizing another Mexican-
American. Gutierrez has said:

MAYO will crush any gringo who gets in
our way, squashing him like a beetle.

His statements are very similar to the
utterances of MAYO founder Compean,
and the resemblance is not accidental. It
is hard to believe that a young man who
preaches hatred and violence can be em-
ployed by a legal defense fund, but that
is the case. The interesting aspect of the
job is that Gutierrez is not a lawyer, but
an “investigator” for the Ford Founda-
tion supported MALDF. His job leaves
him ample time to travel and speak in
behalf of MAYO, so that one wonders
whether he investigates so much as he
instigates.

Mr. Speaker, the principal disburser
of Ford Foundation money in San An-
tonio is the Mexican-American Unity
Council, which has $110,000 and which
is run by Willie Velasquez, who is like
Gutierrez a founder of MAYO. Velas-
quez has on his payroll a third MAYO
founder, Juan Patlan, who works as an
“gconomic development specialist.” As
far as I can determine the Unity Coun-
cil has made no grants aimed at eco-
nomic development, although it has made
grants to various politically active
groups, so it is hard for me to tell what
his job really is. Velasquez, through the
Unity Council, has made direct grants
to fellow MAYO founder Guerrero’s
MAYO organization, in the amount of
$12,400—or one-fourth of the total of
all grants made by the unity council.
Incidentally, the only paid employee of
the MAYO group is Ignacio Perez, who
was also a founder of the organization.

The Mexican-American Unity Coun-
cil has further close ties with MAYO
members. For example, it has given a
grant to provide operating money for the
Universidad de los Barrios, the premises
of which seem to be the headquarters
for drinking bouts, where one murder
was committed on the night of January
10, and whose walls are decorated with
various posters that could be interpreted
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as irreverent by some and obscene by
others. As it happens, the director of
this interesting place is a student who
happens to have been one of the prin-
cipal members of MAYO.

The Ford-funded Council also provides
financial assistance to a group known
as Barrios Unidos. Associated with Bar-
rios Unidos is a group headed by C. H.
Alejos, a MAYO member, and candidate
for the city council in the last municipal
election in San Antonio. This group is
called the Laredo Street Council. The
Barrios Unidos provides money to the
Lulacs del Barrio, headed by Dario
Chapa, MAYO member and candidate
for the city council in the last municipal
election in San Antonio.

A fourth Ford-funded group in San
Antonio is the group known as COVER,
headed by a long-time ally of County
Commissioner Albert Pena, who opposes
the city government’s majority party,
and who also happens to be on the board
of directors of the Southwest Council
of La Raza. The Commissioner frequent-
ly addresses MAYO rallies around the
State. It is curious to note his rela-
tionship to the Southwest Council, which
grants funds to the Mexican American
Unity Council, which in turn gives $5600
to a voter registration group headed by
his long time political supporter. One
has to wonder what the connections may
be

Mr. Speaker, the leadership of MAYO
is clearly irresponsible. Yet, three of the
four founders of this organization are
on the payroll of Ford Foundation gran-
tees, including its current president, who
works for a legal defense fund, but who
openly and flagrantly states that the
legal process of reform probably will not
work, and who thinks nothing of making
threats of violence. Not only does the
Ford Foundation provide the means of
livelihood for these provocateurs and
blatherskites, but its grantees provide
additional direct support to the MAYO
organization and to fellow MAYO mem-
bers. Of seven grants made in San An-
tonio to organizations, three have gone
directly to organizations that are headed
by MAYO members, and a third has gone
to a political action group whose leader-
ship is closely allied with a member of
the board of directors of the Southwest
Council for La Raza. It appears that all
of this is more than coincidental; the
grantees take care of their friends, and
I suppose that it is assumed that the
Ford Foundation is none the wiser. There
is no reason to believe that henceforth
the Foundation will not know to whom
its money is going and what it is being
used for.

Mr. Speaker, I have clearly pointed out
the relationship of Ford Foundation
money to militant and radical groups
and leaders, groups and leaders who are
at best irresponsible and who present a
real danger to the peace and safety and
progress of the people of south and
southwest Texas.

CAN THE UNIVERSITY SURVIVE?

(Mr. PRICE of Illinois asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
at this point in the Recorp and to include
extraneous matter.)

Mr. PRICE of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
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today, many of our citizens are asking
what is happening on our university and
college campuses. The Reverend Theo-
dore M. Hesburgh, president, Notre
Dame University, in the April 27 issue
of This Week Magazine, suggests that
the very survival of the university is at
stake.

That survival he suggests is up to the
university itself. Through purposeful
leadership in tune with the legitimate
needs and demands of the student the
university can survive. Father Hesburgh
feels that today's students are better
than ever before, more deeply committed
to the democratic values of the Nation
and more concerned about the very pur-
pose of society.

But the acts of violence and force that
are perpetrated by a few which deny the
basic rights of the individual must be
dealt with effectively and justly by the
university; otherwise, Father Hesburgh
fears that the academic community
could lose support of the general publie,
that liberty could be suppressed and
that the fires of fascism could be re-
kindled.

I commend to my colleagues Father
Hesburgh's balanced and insightful com-
mentary on one of the great issues fac-
ing this country, and include his state-
ment at this point in the Recorbp:

The best salvation for the university in
the face of any crisis is for the university
community to save itself, by declaring its
own ground rules and basic values and then
enforcing them, first with moral persuasion,
and finally with academic sanctions—sus-
pension and expulsion—for particlpants in
any movement against university life and
values—especlally violence, vandalism and
mob action,

‘When moral persuasion and academic sanc-
tions fail to deter those who show open con-
tempt for the life-style and self-declared
values of the university community, there
should be no hesitation to invoke whatever
outside assistance is necessary to preserve
the university and It values, However, it
is the university that best judges its need
for outside assistance and Invokes this as-
sistance, much as it would call for help in a
three-alarm campus fire. Here the concern
is survival against forces bent on destruc-
tion.

University presidents have constantly
heard the argument that if they invoke the
law, and call in the police to keep peace on
the campus, they will lose the respect and
the support of their university community.

My only answer to that argument 1s that
without the law you may well lose the uni-
versity—and beyond that, more seriously
important, you may lose the support of
the larger soclety outside of the campus
which keeps the university alive, and which
is most deeply wounded when law is no
longer respected, bringing an end to every-
one's most cherished rights.

If someone invades your home, do you
dialogue with him or call the law? Without
the law, the university is a sitting duck for
any small and irresponsible group from the
outside or inside of the campus that wishes
to destroy it or to terrorize it at whim. The
law is the university’s only guarantee of
civilization versus jungle or mob rule.

Somewhere & stand must be made, and the
point I have been trying to emphasize to our
own university community and to concerned
government officials and legislators, is that
the stand must be made here, by ourselves,
on our campus, not by an outside authorlty.
The university president, as a last and dismal
alternative, may have to call the police to
keep law and order; if he doesn’t, the day
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will come when somebody else will have to
step in and make the call for him.

When Notre Dame announced its determi-
nation to make such a stand against lawless
force on its campus if the need for it arises,
the president of an Eastern university voiced
concern for “our general readiness today to
attack the young and blame the young.”

Far from blaming the young, I feel that
the great majority of our students today need
better leadership than we administrators or
the faculty are giving them in these times of
a fast-changing society. The young people
are more informed, more widely read, better
educated, more idealistic, more deeply sensi-
tive to moral issues, more likely to dedicate
themselves to good rather than selfish goals
than any past generations of students that
I have known. Even the most far-out stu-
dents are trying to tell soclety something
that may be worth searching for today, if
they would only lower the volume so we
could hear the message. In most cases, they
have good reason to be bothered by some
aspects of American and world soclety and by
current values, or the lack of them.

But a complicated soclal mechanism, out
of joint, cannot be adjusted with sledge ham-
mers. At Notre Dame we recognize the right
and validity of protest and dissent regarding
the burning issues of the day—war and peace,
especially in Vietnam, civil rights, moral is-
sues, and the stance of our university on
those issues. But protest and dissent must be
expressed in a civil and rational discussion
and persuasion, not in a display of force and
violence that disrupts the life of the univer-
sity. We can have a thousand resolutions as
to what kind of a soclety we want, but when
authority is flouted, we must invoke the law
or stand back to watch the university die
beneath our hopeless gaze.

In a fast changing soclety the real crisis is
not one of authority but a crisis of vision
that alone can inspire great leadership and
create morale in any soclety. A rebirth of
great academic, civic and political leadership,
& sharing of some of these youthful ideals
and dreams (impossible or not) would be
good for our universities and good for Amer-
ica too. It might also help us all remove some
of the key problems that underline most of
the unrest. The campus is really reflecting
America and the world today in hi-fl sound
and Hving color.

Part of the vision that I have been speak-
ing of must certainly include law and order.
But curiously enough, one cannot really have
law and order without another part of the
vision; greater achievement of justice in our
times, more compassion for all, real love be-
tween generations. All elements of the vision
are Interdependent. Moreover, the vision
must be whole and real for everyone.

I truly belleve that unless our American
universities take drastic steps now to restore
law and order to their campuses, we may be
about to see a revulsion on the part of state
and Federal legislatures, benefactors, par-
ents, alumni and the general public for much
that is happening today in higher education.
This may lead to a suppression of the liberty
and autonomy that are the lifeblood of a
university community. It may well lead to
a rebirth of fascism, unless we ourselves are
ready to take a stand for what is right for
us. We must rule ourselves, or others will
rule us, in a way that destroys the university
as we have known it and loved it.

NATIONAL SQUARE: MYTHICAL

(Mr. SAYLOR asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the Recorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, yesterday
the new administration announced its
support of the grandiose scheme ad-
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vanced by the Temporary Commission on
Pennsylvania Avenue, providing, among
other designs, for the destruction of an
entire city block, which is, in the words
of Wolf Von Eckardt, staff writer for the
Washington Post, “for the sake of a
theory.”

In a time when the administration is
also asking Congress to establish a fixed,
annual Federal payment to the District
of Columbia, based on local taxes and
revenues raised by the city, it seems in-
conceivable to reduce that percentage by
taking out of taxation one of the most
expensive taxable properties in the city of
Washington.

In A.D. 64, the great fire in Rome raged
for 6 days, then roared on after appar-
ently being brought under control. Large
sections of the city were destroyed, but
by now Nero had been Emperor for a dec-
ade and knew something about raising
money for government expenses. His re-
building program included a great
palace—the golden house—for himself
and according to some historians Italy
and the provinces were ransacked in
order to defray the enormous costs.

We have being presented to us again,
by a new administration, the same
scheme that could lead to the devastation
of the beauty and historic significance of
Pennsylvania Avenue without fire, and
with funds for rearranging the finery to
come through the simple expediency of
continuing the raid on the earnings of the
American taxpayers. And when the pie is
opened, Pennsylvania Avenue—devoid of
the landmarks that have made it fa-
mous—will have been transformed into

little more than a super highway for
ceremonial parades.

Such landmarks as the Willard Hotel
and National Theater are designed for
junking under the master scheme to cre-
ate more open space between the Capitol

and the White House, but sponsors
promise that one of the benefits for the
anticipated millions that the project
would cost would be parking spaces for
10,000 automobiles. Now, what sort of an
exchange is this?

To me, the Willard Hotel has a promi-
nent place in the history and tradition of
this Nation. It has housed some of our
Presidents and other famous Americans,
and it is remindful of eras in history
when there was a greater value on in-
tegrity, moral value, and patriotism than
we find in these parts today. I recognize
that the actual building which stands at
14th Street and Pennsylvania Avenue
today is not the same Willard whose
guests included celebrities of the past
century; still it is over 65 years old and
represents periods far beyond. Visitors
to this city like to look upon it as the
hostelry where noted figures lived for a
century and more, and I for one would
like that tradition to be preserved.

John Glenn had a word for this intan-
gible something when he came up to
Capitol Hill a few years ago and described
his feelings when he sees the Stars and
Stripes. I think that we should try to
instill patriotism in our youth in every
way possible, and I do not think that we
are going to help attain this objective if
we destroy monuments to the past and
replace them with parking lots.

Nor do I think that Congress should

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

be so generous with tax funds as to ap-
prove a scheme that is going to require
an investment of over a half-billion dol-
lars for a highly dubious return. Our
people have already been battered around
by the eroding winds of inflation caused
by Federal extravagance, and I feel that
it would be an insidious imposition on
the taxpayer to reduce his buying power
another hitch by approving this kind of
unnecessary spending,

I am incorporating as a part of my
remarks the article which appeared in
the Washington Post on this issue:

NATIONAL SQUARE: “MyYTHICAL COMPLEX"

(By Wolf Von Eckardt)

We don't need that National Square.

The proposal for a paved expanse to termi-
nate Pennsylvania Avenue at the White
House end has always been as much of a
theoretical abstraction as the rebuilding of
the north side of the Avenue is & hard and
practical economie, social and symbolic
necessity.

We must rebuild Pennsylvania Avenue if
downtown Washington 1s to be revitalized
and if it is to be linked with and involved
in its reason for being—the Federal Govern-
ment,

To perform this function, the Avenue
should, of course, have included the city's
and Natlon's foremost theater, opera and
concert hall.

That would have attracted developers. But
it is water over the dam. The Kennedy Cen-
ter is rising down by the river.

But it 1s not too late to change the design
of the National Square and remove the
threat of destroying a whole viable and ex-
pensive city block for the sake of a theory.

The theory is, of course, that Pennsylvania
Avenue should llnk the Capitol with the
White House. Well, it doesn’t, The choleric
Andrew Jackson spolled that notion in 1836
when he ordered the Treasury built right
smack In between.

So the Pennsylvania Avenue designers de-
cided we should at least see the Treasury as
we come down the Avenue from the Capitol.
8o they propose tearing down all the build-
ings between 15th and 13th Streets. They
originally wanted to tear down the Press
Club, too, for the sake of their symbolic
expanse.

But they eventually shrunk from that.
Their now shrunken plan for a square, how-
ever, is still to make the Treasury part of
& mythical “White House complex” that you
enter through some sort of grandiose gate.

The architects themselves are not yet
happy with this gate solution. And nobody
knows for sure just what is supposed to be
on that square except for the fountain and
the pigeons.

This 1s not the way to design viable, liv-
able cities. Yes, we need grandeur and sym-
bolism.

But effective urban design reconciles gran-
deur and symbolism with living reality, It
takes into account, as architect Louls Eahn
has put it, “what the city wants to be.”

But this is Washington. It is a city of am-
ple open space, too much of it perhaps. And
it is a clity that seems to prefer trees over
pavements and has had no trouble finding
a setting for ceremony and confrontation,

CONSUMER FULL WARRANTY
PROTECTION ACT OF 1969

(Mr. O'HARA asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the Recorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

Mr. O'HARA. Mr, Speaker, Americans
spend billions of dollars each year on
machinery and appliances ranging from
automobiles and television sets to blend-
ers, toasters, and electric razors.
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In most cases, these electrical and
mechanical devices have made our work
easier and our leisure time more en-
joyable. They have indisputably en-
hanced the quality of our lives.

At the same time, we have become
increasingly dependent on their proper
functioning. If a device does not work,
the buyer offen suffers considerable in-
convenience and sometimes even eco-
nomic loss.

When a consumer purchases an appli-
ance, or a piece of machinery, he has
the right to assume that modern Amer-
ican technical and engineering know-
how has produced a reliable and efficient
product. Generally, he is not disap-
pointed.

Manufacturers already go to a great
deal of trouble and expense to assure
quality control of their products. But
no matter how good quality control may
be, there will always be some products
sold which do not work the way they
should.

If the consumer had any doubts about
the product’s reliability at the time he
bought it, the dealer probably quelled
his fears by showing him an impressive-
ly embossed warranty certificate and
assured the potential buyer that it pro-
vided for any problem that could arise.

But despite the high quality of most
products, and the sincere desire of repu-
table manufacturers to guaraniee what
they produce, I believe that too many
Americans have discovered through bit-
ter experience that often their warran-
ties do not cover the full cost of neces-
cessary repairs, do not provide prompt
servicing, and do not insure repair work
of high professional quality.

A consumer who has been sold a de-
fective product and then not been able
to get it repaired promptly and inex-
pensively, is not impressed when told
that his neighbor did not experience
similar difficulty with his machine. He
does not care how many thousands of the
same product have been produced with-
out defect.

All he knows is that he has purchased
something that now is of no use to him.
And he wants it repaired quickly.

When this occurs, there can be no sub-
stitute for a comprehensive and inclu-
sive warranty that guarantees, without
qualification, prompt repair or replace-
ment of the defective product.

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is the obliga-
tion of the Congress to see to it that the
American consumer has that kind of
warranty protection. Consequently, the
Representative from California (Mr.
Moss) and I are introducing the Con-
sumer Full Warranty Protection Act of
1969.

It is a comprehensive proposal, and be-
fore I discuss its provisions, I think it
would be useful to outline in some detail
the nature of the problem which makes
this legislation necessary.

I do not think that Members of Con-
gress are unfamiliar with the problem.
With increasing frequency, I receive let-
ters from constituents appealing for
help, as a last resort, in getting satisfac-
tion from a manufacturer, I am sure that
the files of my colleagues contain similar
letters.

In recent months, the Federal Trade
Commission prepared or participated in
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the preparation of a series of reports on
the present inadequacies of manufac-
turers’ warranties.

Read in their entirety, these reports
reveal a frightening state of affairs. In
one of the studies, for example, FTC re-
searchers discovered 34 different types of
disclaimers and exclusions in warranties
given to purchasers of household ap-
pliances.

The Commission has described the
typical appliance warranty as “a fog
shrouded halo which effectively camou-
flages a lengthy list of disclaimers and
limitations.”

Mr. Speaker, if their products are as
good as they claim, I call upon the manu-
facturers to join in burning away this
fog with the bright sunlight of full war-
ranty disclosure and full warranty pro-
tection.

Manufacturers of quality merchandise
have nothing to fear from comprehensive
warranty coverage. Indeed, they may
gain considerable increases in public
good will and respect.

At the present time many manufac-
turers limit themselves to replacing parts
which have malfunctioned. They expect
the consumer to pay any labor, service
and transportation costs incidental to
the replacement of those parts. In many
of the warranties of this type, the manu-
facturer is made the sole judge of
whether the part is defective. Many war-
ranties contain provisions voiding its
protection altogether if the product is
moved from the owner’s original prem-
ises to his new home or if he sells the
product to another person during the
lifetime of the warranty. Other guaran-
tees run from the date of manufacture
rather than the date of delivery to the
consumer,

Even if the manufacturer admits his
obligation under the warranty, weeks or
even months may pass before the neces-
sary repairs are made. If the machine is
not repairable, manufacturers are reluc-
tant to replace it. They may stall mak-
ing repairs until the warranty expires or
send the purchaser off on an endless
circle of referrals to their district office,
then to their regional office, then to their
headquarters office, and then back again
to their district office.

Mr. Speaker, a recitation of a few
case histories from the Commission’s
files will suffice to graphically demon-
strate the point:

In one case a consumer had a great
difficulty obtaining an appointment with
the repair man. When he finally came, he
was unable to fix the product. A factory
representative was summoned. After he
worked on it, he left with an admoni-
tion for the consumer to contact the
district office if any further difficulty de-
veloped. When the appliance still did
not work, the owner wrote the district
representative. Receiving no response,
she wrote directly to the main office of
the manufacturer. Their reply advised
the owner that her complaint was be-
ing referred to the district representa-
tive. As of the time the Commission’s
report was published, the lady had heard
nothing further from either office.

The owner of a new car complained
of 22 defects, including a spare tire with
a plug patch in it. He took it to his
dealer for servicing, but after 4 days in
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the garage, no repairs had been made.
However, the car had been driven 28
miles during that period. Another indi-
vidual moved shortly after he purchased
his new car. Three dealers in his new
hometown refused to make repairs cov-
ered by the warranty. They told him to
take his car to his original dealer who
was several hundred miles away.

The faulty design of a certain televi-
sion caused repeated malfunctioning.
Numerous efforts to repair the machine
were made by the local retailer and the
manufacturer's representative. In spite
of these several attempts at repair, the
TV continued to function improperly but
the manufacturer stubbornly refused to
replace the set. The best offer made to
its purchaser was a $10 trade-in allow-
ance for a set which he had owned for
less than a year.

A freezer was delivered with a faulty
drain hose which resulted in water flood-
ing the interior. It remained in that con-
dition for 6 weeks before repairs were
made. Subsequently, the door fell off.
The dealer ordered new hinges from the
factory. The hinges arrived 4 months
later.

A refrigerator compressor with a 1-
year factory guarantee was installed by
a factory approved service company.
When it failed 6 months later, the serv-
ice company offered to replace it free but
quoted a $45 service charge for the job.
Later the charge was increased to $65.

When one consumer’s refrigerator mal-
functioned, she was informed by the
manufacturer that nothing eould be
done unless she shipped the machine, at
her expense, to the nearest authorized
service center more than 150 miles away.

Mr. Speaker, the few examples I have
discussed here are by no means unique.
Neither is the list exhaustive of the types
of problems faced by thousands of con-
sumers each year. I believe that the pub-
lic outery will continue to increase until
Congress acts decisively in the area of
product guarantees.

Only a comprehensive attack on this
problem can be effective. I believe this
proposal provides just this sort of ap-
proach. If enacted, it will make available
to the consumer an effective mechanism
to compel prompt, complete, and inex-
pensive repair work. In addition, the
Federal Trade Commission will be given
new and imaginative authority to pro-
tect the consumer in his dealings with
the manufacturers.

The proposed Consumer Full War-
ranty Protection Act requires sellers of
goods to guarantee that the goods are
free from defects of materials or work-
manship;

The goods are fit for the ordinary pur-
poses for which such goods are used;

The goods are fit, for any partioular
purpose about which the buyer has in-
formed the retailer or manufacturer;

The goods comply with the description
made by the seller; and

Good title, free from any liens, is being
conveyed to the consumer.

I would stress, too, that under this
legislation, the seller would be free to add
to the warranty protection required by
the bill, but he could not substract from
it.

Other provisions of the act require that
warranties have at least a 1-year dura-

April 29, 1969

tion measured from the date of delivery,
while reserving to the Commission the
power to require a greater term where
appropriate. If the product is transferred
to another person during the lifetime of
the warranty, the new owner is entitled
to claim protection under the warranty.

Wherever possible, the manufacturer
is required to remove unnecessarily and
legalistic language from his warranties.
Warranties are to be expressed in clear
and concise terms and must be explained
to the buyer at the time of purchase.
They must contain the addresses of ap-
proved servicing facilities and describe
the procedure for filing a claim.

The manufacturer is required to estab-
lish service facilities at convenient loca-
tions and he is required to repair goods
without any cost whatsoever to the con-
sumer. Further, the manufacturer is re-
quired to bear all transportation and
labor costs.

He is also required to make necessary
repairs promptly, and if he fails to re-
pair the goods within 60 days, he will be
subject to special penalties. Should the
merchandise prove to be unrepairable,
the manufacturer still retains ultimate
responsibility for fulfilling the terms of
the warranty.

To assist the Commission in enforcing
this act, manufacturers are required to
keep extensive records on their servicing
activities. At the beginning of each year,
they are to submit reports to the Com-
mission on these matters. The Commis-
sion in turn shall submit to Congress a
similar annual report with its recom-
mendation for further legislative action.
These reports shall also be made available
to the public.

This act also makes it an unfair trade
practice for manufacturers to fail to
comply with any of its requirements and
the Federal Trade Commission is em-
powered to issue cease and desist orders
where violations are uncovered.

In addition, eriminal penalties are es-
tablished for failure of manufacturers to
enclose cards with their products ac-
curately describing the warranty cover-
age or for failing to keep or submit any
of the records or reports required by the
act.

The buyer himself can bring suit where
the manufacturer has failed to fulfill the
warranty requirements of this proposal.
The buyer is entitled to recover up to
the full purchase price paid for the prod-
uct plus a sum equal to all forseeable
damages, court costs and expenses—in-
cluding attorney’s fees. Where the manu-
facturer has delayed more than 60 days
in making necessary repairs under the
warranty, the buyer may recover a pen-
alty ranging from $100 to $5,000.

Mr. Speaker, this is admittedly a tough
bill. However, I do not believe that it
goes any further than the problem re-
quires.

It borrows from the common law, the
Uniform Commercial Code, and the Un-
fair Trade Practices Act. But it also in-
cludes totally new powers for the Federal
Trade Commission. For the first time, the
Commission will have the authority to
see to it that every consumer is protected
by a meaningful warranty backed up by
adequate service facilities.

Some may object that meeting the re-
quirements of this act will cost too much,
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that its provisions will have a burden-
some effect on interstate commerce, and
that small businesses will be driven into
bankruptcy. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe
that this would be the case.

This proposal specifically requires the
Federal Trade Commission to draw its
regulations with consideration for such
factors as the cost of compliance, total
sales volume of the manufacturer, and
the nature of the product. In short, the
regulation draws pursuant to this act will
be accommodated, as much as possible, to
the reality of the market place.

Besides, well-constructed products do
not generally require servicing. If our in-
dustries manufacture high quality prod-
ucts, as they assure us they do, then they
have nothing to fear from this bill's
requirement of increased warranty pro-
tection against inferior produects.

Indeed the manufacturers of good
merchandise have a great deal to gain
from the enactment of this proposal.
Manufacturers of shoddy merchandise
are free to market their products while
assuming only limited responsibility for
their repair. Because of the short-cuts
this enables them to take on the assembly
line, unscrupulous manufacturers can
afford to sell at cut-rate prices.

Mr. Speaker, my proposal will cause
these marginal manufacturers to clean
up their operations or to get out of busi-
ness. The benefits to reputable business-
men of this are obvious. I believe this will
benefit the entire community of reputa-
ble businessmen.

Mr. Speaker, America is admired by
all the world for its technical knowhow,
and our industrial machine is truly im-
pressive. But in those cases where in-
dustry produces a slipshod product—a
lemon—fairness dictates that the manu-
facturer, not the consumer, bear the cost
of repair or replacement.

Mr. Speaker, the bill which the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. Moss) and
Ihiintroduce today requires no more than
this.

END POLLUTION IN NASHUA
RIVER

(Mr. PHILBIN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the Recorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, under
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks in the Recorp, I include
therein a statement I recently made be-
fore the House Committee on Public
Works urging the inclusion of the
Nashua River in the model river demon-
stration program.

The problem relates to the critical
need for combating and eliminating pol-
lution along the course of this historic
river, and I hope that the committee
and the Congress will move soon and
fast to make possible a massive, coordi-
nated attack upon conditions in and
along this river which are obnoxious,
dangerous, and constitute a great threat
to the public health, as well as retarda-
tion of the recreational and scenic po-
tential of the river and the countryside
along its banks. My statement follows:
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STATEMENT oOF Hon. PHILIP J. PHILBIN
BEFORE THE HousE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC
WORKS ON THE INCLUSION OF THE NASHUA
RIVER IN THE MODEL RIVER DEMONSTRATION
PrOGRAM, APRIL 22, 1969
Mr. Chairman, I am very thankful to you

for this opportunity to testify during your

current hearings on the operation of the

Reglonal Commission created under Title V

of the Economic Development Act of 1965.
Federal Co-Chairman John Linnehan and

Governor Curtis of Maine will present to

you formal statements concerning the prog-

ress and future plans of the New England

Reglonal Commission. In addition, it is my

understanding that they will present for the

record statements endorsing pending legis-
lative proposals to authorize and fund the

New England Reglonal Commission to carry

on projects in the fields of transportation,

environmental management, health, educa-
tion and training.

I feel sure, Mr. Chalrman, that you and the
distinguished members of this committee
will give them every consideration as they
outline to you their detalled views and sug-
gestions concerning the needs of the New
England area.

I am here this morning primarily to urge
your assistance in the designation of the
Nashua River as the Model Demonstration
River for reclamation of this noted stream,
now badly polluted in many sections. While
local and state efforts are being made to abate
pollution of this river, the financial problems
involved are of such magnitude that Federal
assistance is required. Both 8. 1090 and HR.
7608 authorize eleven million dollars for the
Model River Demonstration Program and the
designation of the Nashua River for inclusion
in the program would insure a substantial
portion of Federal money to help correct ex-
treme pollution in this Basin.

There has been wholehearted cooperation
and continued efforts by all parties—commu-
nities, public agencies and citizen groups—
in trying to advance the abatement of pollu-
tion condition of this, both in Massachusetts
and New Hampshire.

Some progress to combat and alleviate the
truly horrible conditions along the course of
this river has been made, but unfortunately
only the surface has been scratched and there
remains a gigantic task for all those con-
cerned and interested in abating the objec-
tionable conditions that still exist.

In the past, I have sought the cooperation
of the U.S. Public Health Service, the Army
Engineers, the Federal Water Pollution Con-
trol Administration and state and interstate
agencies Involved in this problem. The Model
Demonstration River Program now represents
a possible solution toward expediting the re-
moval of the very undesirable pollution con-
ditions along this once beautiful stream and
thus opening up for better use and enjoy-
ment the countless scenic and recreational
opportunities, clean water supply, conserva-
tion and natural enhancement of the rare
and historic natural resources of this stream.

There 15 no group in Congress more knowl-
edgeable than this outstanding committee on
the perplexing and momentous problems of
pollution. I humbly ask and urge your effec-
tive cooperation and help toward providing
answers to the peculiar problems we have in
the Nashua Basin. I endorse wholeheartedly
the provisions of H.R. 7608 and will be thank-
ful indeed for your consideration and help.

UNREST ON THE COLLEGE
CAMPUSES

(Mr. STRATTON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at
this point in the Recorp and to include
extraneous matter.)

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, like
most Members of this body I am deeply
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disturbed, not only as a legislator but
also as a parent and a former college
teacher, over the growing unrest, revolt,
and open violence on our college cam-
puses, which reached a new high the
other day when Afro-American students
took rifles and ammunition into Willard
Straight Hall to back up their illegal
seizure of this property.

What is especially disturbing is the
continued evidence that many college
administrators and apparently a large
majority of college faculties, have still
failed to appreciate the devastating im-
pact on free, liberal education of allow-
ing these acts of violence to continue
without any academic punishment or
discipline.

In that connection I believe Members
will be most interested, if they have not
already seen it, in a perceptive and
forthright editorial column which ap-
peared in yesterday’s New York Times
by Mr. Willlam V. Shannon. As Mr.
Shannon properly points out the failure
of college administrators and college
faculties to deal promptly and decisively
with all efforts to impede the kind of
atmosphere without which free educa-
tion cannot function, can only doom
the Nation's universities, on which so
much of our money and so many of our
hopes for future progress have long been
centered.

Mr. Shannon's column follows:

ONE MAN's VIEW oF THE UnqQuUIier CAMPUS
(By William V. Shannon)

The nation’s universities and their ideals
are now under siege. The attack comes from
some youngsters who are ignorant of those
ideals, from others who are emotionally dis-
turbed and prone to violence, and from still
others who have willfully chosen to be po-
litical totalitarians, .

There is no way to accommodate the col-
leges and universities to these small disrup-
tive minorities, and no good reason why
university authorities should attempt any
such accommodation, These disturbed and
disturbing youngsters should be expelled in
order that the faculties and the great ma-
Jjority of students can get on with their work.

The difficulty and the solution become
clear once the work of a university is defined.
It is to transmit knowledge and wisdom and
to enhance them by research and study. The
university is not a forum for political action.
It is not a tralning ground for revolution-
aries, It iIs not a residential facility for the
psychiatrically maladjusted. It is not a
theater for the acting out of racial fears and
phantasies.

The university is a quiet place deliberately
insulated from the conflicts and pressures
of the larger soclety around it. Reason and
civility are essential to its very nature be-
cause its alm is truth, not power.

It i1s a contradiction in terms to ask a
university to be deliberately “relevant” to
today’s crises of citles and races. How is it
possible to demonstrate that gothlic archi-
tecture or the principles of organic chemistry
or most other courses in the college catalog
are relevant to today’s headlines? God, it has
been said, writes straight with crooked lines,
So it is that a university serves its com-
munity and its nation in roundabout and
even mysterious ways.

A POLICY BACKFIRES

Much of the difficulty on the campuses
arises from a well intentioned but mistaken
effort to achieve relevance. Universities have
gone to the slums and recruited black stu-
dents, many of whom are not academically
gualified. By “transitional years” and special
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instruction, they have trled to ease these
students into the mainstream of academic
work, This policy of reverse discrimination
has backfired as disoriented black youths try
to escape from the malnstream back into
"“black studles” and raclally segregated
departments.

It scarcely needs to be sald that every
young Negro who 1s qualified and seriously
wants a college education should be encour-
aged and financially assisted. But a univer-
sity has no obligation to black students who
are not academically qualified or who,
though qualified, do not feel at home in a
university atmosphere. Every student, white
or black, has duties as well as privileges and
must recognize that his presence on the cam-
pus is conditional on his behavior.

As for “black studies,” there are legiti-
mate Negro cultural needs to be met in de-
veloping a usable past. Like any other
academic discipline, however, knowledge of
Negro history can only develop slowly as the
supply of scholars expands and the neces-
sary research is done. But the universities
ought not to be ghettolzed and stultified
to meet these cultural needs overnight,

As for the white radical students who
have created campus turmoil, Dr. Bruno
Bettelheim in an article in The Times maga-
zine on April 13 accurately defined the
source of the problem. In the main they are
badly brought up children.

LIMIT OF RESPONSIBILITY

They clamor for instant solutions which
do not exist and throw violent tantrums
because they have never learned to fear real
consequences or to postpone Iimmediate
gratifications for greater benefits later. Like
earlier misfits, they will have to work out
their own lives as best they can, it is not
the university’s responsibility to baby sit
them.

These simple truths ought to be clear to
faculty members. But in several recent con-
frontations, many members of the faculty
have been with those who would subvert the
university. This should be no surprise. Pro-
fessors are unaccustomed to exercising power
and are uncomfortable with the hard cholices
which power entails.

As a result, on even the greatest univer-
sity campuses the faculties have in time of
decision been irresponsible. At Harvard and
elsewhere, they have second-guessed their
presidents and deans when they should have
rallied firmly to their support.

INSTITUTIONAL DEFENSE

But, more and more, faculty members are
recognizing that successive surrenders to vio-
lence will doom the universities as centers
of learning and research. They are coming to
realize that segregation by race and intimi-
dation by a minority are intolerable. Out of
that growing recognition, there is hope that
the university authorities, the faculties, and
the great majority of students will defend
their universities, by faculty-imposed sus-
pensions and expulsions where possible and
by court injunctions and police power where
necessary, against the ignorant, the fanatic,
and the emotionally lost who would destroy
them.

COMMENTS ON CAMPUS
DISORDERS

(Mr. STRATTON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the Recorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

Mr. STRATTON. Mr, Speaker, in con-
nection with the current rash of college
violence and disorders, I am pleased to
bring to the attention of my colleagues
a very timely and thoughtful editorial
from the Otsego Farmer of Cooperstown,
N.Y., which appeared earlier this month.
It reflects an attitude toward these de-
velopments to which most Members of
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this body would, I am sure, say “amen.”
The editorial follows:

SANITY ON THE CAMPUS

In the depression years of the early and
middle 1830’s, a college education was a priv-
ilege, often reserved for those with the stam-
ina to work and go to school at the same time,
It is exceedingly difficult for people of that
generation to view with a great deal of toler-
ance, the riots and vandalism that are mak-
ing a shambles of college campuses today—a
condition that seems to go along with the
assumption that higher education is an in-
allenable right.

In this connection and in connection with
a bill now under consideration at Albany we
are pleased to quote from an editorial which
appeared in a student paper from a nearby
college which says in part:

“Withholding financial aid from students
convicted of a felony or misdemeanor dis-
rupting the normal function of a college
is & good start at controlling the violence
and destructiveness so prevalent in American
campuses. But it 1s only a first step. College
Administrations must take a firmer stand to-
ward preventing the disruption of their cam-
puses by small belligerent minorities. When a
University surrenders to campus radicals,
such as Columbia has done by dealing so
lenlently with the events of last spring, it
leads one to wonder, if, as the New York
Times has said, this is not ‘a go ahead for
continuation of the kind of chaotic permis-
siveness under which defiance and polemics
brush aside legality at will’. Students who
cannot demonstrate peacefully or make
themselves heard without kicking down the
president’s door should be expelled from
school. It isn't a question of a poor, sup-
pressed student If he is expelled from school
for using violence as a mouthplece or tramp-
ing on another student's rights to get an
education, It's a simple case of a trouble-
maker who has no business being in the
school. If a student can't keep his dissent
peaceful and orderly, if he must rely on vio-
lence and destructiveness rather than con-
structive progress he doesn't belong in an
educational institution. And very least of all,
the government shouldn't pay his way.”

We are inclined to hope that this sort of
sanity prevalls among the majority of our
college students. We compliment the editor
of the Colgate News whom we have quoted
on his outstanding contribution.

THE DANGERS OF ISOLATIONISM
AND INACTION

(Mr. STRATTON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the REcorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, as one
of the few Members of this body who
spoke out publicly the other day, when
our EC-121 was shot down at sea by
North Korean Migs 100 miles at sea, for
prompt military retaliation for this bar-
baric attack, I have observed that there
has not been too much support expressed
publicly for this particular point of view,
especially in the Nation’s press. A sizable
armada was sent into the Sea of Japan,
but it has now been withdrawn. Further
reconnaissance flights are presumably
being flown with protective cover. But
what happens if the North EKoreans
should now attack our protective cover?

A military response to the EC-121
shootdown could run the risk of war
we are told, and so it could. But what
about a military response to an attack
on our escort fighter aircraft? Might that
too not run the risk of war?

And might not our repeated refusal to
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fight back at these unwarranted assaults
because of our strong, publicly expressed
fear of becoming involved in still greater
hostilities, ultimately embolden the
North Koreans to launch their long
hoped for attack on South Korea confi-
dent that we would never come to the
defense of Korea?

So which course, in the end, really
does most to assure the peace—the bold
or the timid? And which course, in the
end, runs the greatest risk of provoking
& new and expanded war? It is not nearly
as simple as it sounds, as the democracies
found way back in the 1930’s when they
shrank from opposing Hitler, Mussolini,
and Tojo, for fear of starting a Second
World War.

The other day I read a column in the
New York Times by Mr. Cyrus L. Sulz-
berger, whose views incidentally are
rarely reflected in the editorials of that
great newspaper, which posed this very
same gnawing, disturbing, and rather
frightening question. Because I am
happy to see such a clear, penetrating
analysis of this very important, but still
largely unrecognized question presented
on the ediforial pages of the New York
Times, I take this opportunity to bring
Mr. Sulzberger’s column of April 27, 1969,
to the attention of my colleagues in both
the House and the Senate.

Also, following Mr. Sulzberger’s edi-
torial, I include a weekly report to the
people of my district which I issued in
connection with the EC-121 disaster, for
the week of April 21, 1969:

[From the New York Times, Apr, 27, 1969]
FOREIGN AFFAIRS: THE DINOSAUR
(By C. L. Sulzberger)

Segour, SourH KOREA.—Many Americans
seem to think today that their country can
be half a superpower or, put another way,
that it can be a superpower in while
withdrawing from Asia where 1t finds itself
overcommitted.

But this argumentation fails to explain
how our European allies, who depend upon
U.8. will to use its strength as much as on
that strength itself, may be persuaded to rely
upon our resolution in the West if we make
gagtla.ln we don't intend to display it in the

Early last year the game of testing our
Asian intentions became really serious. On
January 21, 1968, a team of commandos was
sent across the demilitarized zone by North
Korea’s dictator, Marshal Eim Il Sung, with
orders to deecapitate South Korean President
Chung Hee Park. The alternate target was
U.8. Ambassador Willlam J, Porter,

EMBARRASSING ATTACKS

While this violation of the armistice failed,
that did not deter Kim from trying again,
Two days later he seized the U.S.8. Pueblo
and exposed the reality of American power
as embarrassingly inept. Next month Ho Chi
Minh launched his famous Tet offensive in
South Vietnam, again unmasking the flabbi-
ness of American determination,

Although the Vietcong and North Vietnam-
ese suffered very large casualities and falled
to hold any vital points in the subsidiary
battlefield of South Vietnam, they achieved
strategic victory in the main battlefield, the
United States itself. Washington decided it
had had enough of the Indochina war and
President Johnson announced his decision
to quit a few weeks after the Tet attack.

MOSCOW ROLE

Ever since, the North Vietnamese and the
North Eoreans have been jabbing us dizzy
while we send frantic signals asking Moscow
to please make them cease. Either the So-
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viet Union has discovered to its dismay that
it too is no longer a superpower because it
lacks the ability to curb its little friends; or
perhaps it doesn’t really want to play that
kind of game. Judging from the amount of
military equipment Russla is sending North
Vietnam and North Korea, the latter seems a
tenable conjecture.

A generation ago, after the United States
had demonstrated astonishing might and
determination in both halves of the globe
during World War II, there was confident
talk about the looming “American century.”
It is evidently one of the briefest centurles
in recorded time.

Perhaps this is best for both the United
States and the world and perhaps the era of
superpowers anywhere is finished although,
judging from Soviet behavior in Southeast
Asia, Northeast Asia and Eastern Europe, it
would be well to examine that assumption.
Certainly the United States seems to have
inherited from Western Europe—source of so
many American ideas—the belief that fat-
dripping prosperity 1s preferable to sterner,
more old-fashioned concepts.

It is impossible to assay these relative
values on any national or international scale
but one cannot avold acknowledging that
there has been profound change in American
public opinion and no American leadership
can escape the weakened condition this im-
poses.

It is hard to fix a date marking the shift
but one might not be too far wrong in
selecting 1962 when President Eennedy
named the brilllant Maxwell Taylor chair-
man of his Joint Chiefs of Staff. Taylor had
recently published “The Uncertain Trumpet”
in which he advocated that U.S. atomic weap-
ons should be reserved for defense of Ameri-
can territory by American armed forces, ac-
cording only conventional support to our
allies.

This attitude may be prudent but it deep-
1y worried our NATO partners and they have
never recovered. General de Gaulle’s deci-
sion to develop an atomic force on the as-
sumption that, small as It was, Paris would
always brandish it in French interests,
gained credence in a Europe that began to
doubt American resolve.

TUNSURE GIANT

The United States remains an immense
giant in the international swamp but waver-
ing and unsure of itself. It is a kind of huge
dinosaur, a beast more magnificent than
any other but which didn’t endure because
it didn’t know what its purpose was. It was
extremely strong and unable to benefit from
that fact.

When expressing such views in private
conversations certain eminent Americans
have suggested they should not be published
for fear this might incite leaders like Ho
or Eim to further irascibility. “Why not?"
I inquired. “Surely you cannot believe, in
view of past events, that they keep their
eyes closed.” Dinosaurs are vastly visible—
if for no other reason than the scale of their
ineptitude.

[Congressman STraTTON’S Weekly report from

Washington, vol. III, No. 14, Apr. 21]

THE PERILS OF INACTION

I hate to say it, but on the North Eorean
shooting-down of that unarmed American
reconnalssance plane with the loss of 31 lives,
I am afrald President Nixon has falled the
first major test of his administration. Unless
some further action is planned which the
President did not reveal in his Friday press
conference (and it could be) the incident
points up once again the blunt truth that
in this still dangerous and predatory world
there are no courses of action that are com-
pletely risk-free, not even the course of in-
action,

Once

agaln, as with the Pueblo, influential
volces have urged caution, coolness, and re-
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straint. There was a stronger case for that
with the Pueblo, for they had taken 82 Amer-
icans as hostages, and reprisal would almost
certainly have meant death for all 82. But
there were no survivors last week, unfortu-
nately, so the fate of hostages is not a prob-
lem now. Others have suggested we “warn"
North EKorea against further attacks. But
what is there to warn against? If we don't
respond to a second unprovoked, unjustified
attack, who is likely to belleve we will be any
more resolute the third time? Our credibility
in this department has already been seriously
eroded.

There are suggestions that both North

Korean attacks may have been attempts to
involve us in a renewed EKorean war, thus
taking some of the heat off communist forces
in Viet Nam. But a military reprisal for the
loss of 31 Americans would no more have to
mean resumption of the Korean war than
Israell reprisals against Arab attacks on El Al
airliners have reopened the 1967 Arab-Israell
War.
Actually the precise opposlte is much more
likely to be true, that the North Koreans do
want to launch a new assault in the South
and are simply trylng to find out whether
America, in our present pacifist, anti-military
mood is likely to intervene in force if they do.
After all, the 1950 Eorean war originated pri-
marily because of a miscalculation by the
North Eoreans about American intentions to
defend South EKorea.

The same thing may be underway again.
They can read the papers. If we can't take
the heat in Viet Nam, if we are so weary and
disgusted with the burdens of defense, if the
selzure of a naval vessel with 83 men leaves
us suppliant, and our only response to the
murder of 31 uniformed airmen is another
bootless diplomatic protest, isn't it likely they
will conclude that a fresh invasion of South
Eorea will be greeted with nothing more
serious than another warning, and a few
more strikes against ROTC?

Of course decisive military action runs a
risk of war. But the fact is that our most
recent experience with it, under John F.
Eennedy in the Cuban missile crisis, proved
that when America were upset enough to go
to the brink of war, the other side backed
down and peace was preserved,

Long ago Ho Chi Minh and General Giap
predicted that the poor, underdeveloped,
“rural’ nations of the world, like China and
North Viet Nam, would ultimately destroy
the rich, fat, industrialized “urban" nations,
like the U S.A.—not because their armaments
were powerful but because they had a greater
willingness to take risks. What happened off
the coast of North Korea last week moved
that chilling prophecy one notch closer to
reality, I'm afraid.

CRIME

(Mr. McCULLOCH asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute, to revise and extend his
remarks and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Speaker, last
week President Nixon announced to the
Congress his comprehensive program for
attacking organized crime in the United
States. The attack is on six fronts: First,
additional budgetary support for the
Federal agencies primarily concerned
with the problem of organized crime;
second, Federal racketeering field offices
in major cities; third, a pilot-project
Federal-State racket squad in the south-
ern district of New York; fourth, addi-
tional assistance to State and local gov-
ernments through the Law Enforcement
Assistance Administration created by the
last Congress; fifth, selective use of the
wiretapping and immunity authority
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granted in the same legislation; and
sixth, the enactment of legislation, pri-
marily in the field of gambling.

Today, I have introduced the Illegal
Gambling Business Control Act of 1969.
Cosponsoring this legislation are the dis-
tinguished minority leader, the chairman
of the Committee on the Judiciary, and
all of the Republican members of that
committee.

Gambling poses an insidious threat to
our country. Many law-abiding Ameri-
cans who would never consider doing
anything illegal swell the coffers of or-
ganized crime regularly by their playing
of the numbers of policy game, purchas-
ing of football cards, and betting on
sports events and off-track on horse
races. Virtually all of these wagers, large
or small, ultimately feed the colossus we
know as organized crime. Thus, this kind
of law-abiding American finances the
loansharking activities of organized
crime which have ruined so many in-
dividuals and small businesses and their
wholesale importation of the illicit drugs
which are ruining the lives of so many of
our fine young people.

And so the escalating tiers of crime
are established. The harmless bet fosters
traffic in narcotics which, in turn fosters
violent crime, The American public com-
plains about erime in the streets while
it donates from $20 to $50 billion per
yvear to its cause, as President Nixon
pointed out. That is between 2 and 5 per-
cent of the gross national product. That
is quite a contribution.

Illegal gambling ranges from lotteries,
such as numbers or policy and bolita, to
off-track betting, bets on sporting events,
large dice games, and illegal casinas. As
the President’'s Crime Commission
pointed out 2 years ago, most large city
gambling is established or controlled by
organized crime members through elab-
orate hierarchies.

Recent estimates by law enforcement
authorities of the gambling take in one
of our largest cities that goes to orga-
nized crime includes 3 million annually
from bolita, 23 to 25 million from their
policy wheels, and an additional 11 mil-
lion in tribute from the independent pol-
icy organizations they allow to operate.
This is in addition to its take from illegal
casino-type gambling, sports bookmak-
ing, off-track horse race betting, and sup-
plying the line on both race and sports
events.

The legislation being introduced today,
together with legislation previously en-
acted, will give the Federal Government
the necessary weapons to attack all of
these activities with the exception of
illegal casino-type gambling. Legislation
in the latter area is presently under in-
tensive consideration in the Justice and
Treasury Departments.

This Congress presently has before it
legislation which will amend the wager-
ing tax laws to remedy the deficiencies
pointed out by the Supreme Court in its
Grosso and Marchetti decisions. This leg-
islation will have two salutary effects.
First, it will bring the Internal Revenue
Service's skilled agents back into the en-
forcement of the gambling laws; and sec-
ond, consequently, professional gamblers
will have to pay the tax on wagering or
risk the penalty of imprisonment.




10786

The legislation which I have just in-
troduced is part of the administration’s
comprehensive plan to make it more diffi-
cult for organized crime to earn revenues
from illegal activities. With enactment of
this legislation, the Federal authorities
will have jurisdiction over all large-scale
illegal gambling operations which involve
or affect interstate commerce.

Specifically, it will be a Federal crime
to engage in an illicit gambling opera-
tion, in which five or more persons are
involved, which has been in operation
more than 30 days, or from which the
daily “take” exceeds $2,000. Incidentally,
the policy wheel I mentioned previously
with an annual gross of $15 million em-
ploys between 150 and 200 persons. This
legislation will enable the Attorney Gen-
eral, on a selective basis, to aid local and
State governments in ecracking down on
illegal gambling and thus cut off one of
organized crime’s principal sources of
revenue.

The second legislative proposal strikes
directly at the heart of a major problem
in local enforcement of gambling—cor-
ruption of police and local officials. Most
large-scale illegal gambling operations
could not continue over any extended
period of time without the cooperation
of corrupt police or local officials. The
proposed legislation would make it a
Federal crime to give or take a bribt_e to
facilitate an illegal gambling operation.
Legislation in this area is long overdue.
Yes, long overdue.

Gambling income provides the life
blood of organized crime. If we can cut
off this source of income we will be strik-
ing a blow at the vitals of organized
crime.

President Nixon has concluded that the
major thrust of his administration’s or-
ganized crime effort should be directed
at gambling, even though many Ameri-
cans consider it to be the least reprehen-
sible of all of organized crime’s activities.
His reasoning is that gambling finances
the bribery, loansharking, narcotics traf-
ficking, and other activities that makes
organized crime the menace that it has
become.

The President deserves the support of
this Congress and of the American people
in his reasoned approach to the problem
of organized crime. Let us enact this
gambling legislation promptly and move
forward in the fight against the overlords
of crime.

ILLLEGAL GAMBLING BUSINESS
CONTROL ACT OF 1969

(Mr. GERALD R. FORD asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
at this point in the REcCORD.)

Mr. GERALD R. FORD. Mr. Speaker,
today I join with Mr. McCuiLrocH, the
distinguished chairman of the Committee
on the Judiciary, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. CELLER), and the Repub-
Hecan members of the House Committee
on the Judiciary in introducing the Il-
legal Gambling Business Control Act of
1969 to permit the Federal Government
to further assist the States in the con-
trol of illegal gambling.

This proposal is one of the keystones
of the President’s organized crime mes-
sage which he sent to Congress on April
23, 1969. It is vital to the internal well-
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being of this Nation that the activities
of organized criminals be curtailed; that
the influence and control this small but
potent segment of our society wields be
reduced. The bill I introduce today, if
enacted, will take us a long way toward
accomplishing this task.

For many, gambling does not appear
to be a very sinister aspect of organized
criminal activity. Its existence is cer-
tainly not as shocking to society as mur-
der, kidnaping, armed robbery, rape,
or any of the other spectacular varieties
of criminal behavior which make daily
newspaper headlines. It is exactly this
attitude—this lack of concern—which
makes illegal gambling such a force in
our society. It takes from the pocket-
books of millions of citizens, usually
those who can least afford the loss, any-
where from $20 to $50 billion annually,

Referring to the profits realized from
illegal gambling in his recent message,
the President said:

Many decent Americans contribute regu-
larly, voluntarily and unwittingly to the
coffers of organized crime—the suburban
housewife and the city slum dweller who
place a twenty-five cent numbers bet, the
bricklayer and the college student who buy
a football card; the businessman and the
secretary who bet illegally on a horse.

To curb this drain from the economy,
the bill I am introducing will give the
Federal Government two additional
methods of assisting States in com-
batting illegal gambing.

Title I will make it a felony for gam-
blers involved in any operation which
exists for 30 days or has a gross daily
revenue in excess of $2,000 to scheme
with any public or law enforcement offi-
cial to obstruet, hinder, or impede the
enforcement of gambling laws by means
of bribery of the Government official.

Title IT makes it a Federal offense to
engage in a large-scale gambling enter-
prise.

Title IIT amends existing law to per-
mit interception of wire or oral com-
munications where such interception
may lead to evidence of an offense
punishable under this proposal.

This proposal is the heart of the ad-
ministration’s war on organized crime. If
the profit can be taken from illegal gam-
bling, the flow of funds used to finance
such deadly activities as narcotics traffic
will be dried up.

Illegal gambling itself is a menace to
our society; the criminal aectivity fi-
nanced from its bounty is far worse. We
need the additional Federal weapons of
law enforcement this legislation will pro-
vide. With these the Attorney General
can effectively work with State and local
governments to eradicate this evil from
our Nation. I urge rapid consideration
and favorable action on the Illegal Gam-
bling Business Control Act of 1969.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to Mr. MAILLIARD (at
the request of Mr. GeraLp R. Forpn), for
today, and the balance of the week, on
account of official business.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
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lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

Mr. GonzaLez, for 10 minutes, today;
to revise and extend his remarks and
include extraneous material.

Mr. SCHWENGEL (at the request of Mr.
RuTtH), for 30 minutes, on April 30: and
30 minutes, on May 1.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
revise and extend remarks was granted
to:
Mr. Fuqua in two instances.

Mr. MicHEL and to include extraneous
material,

Mr. BARRETT and fo include extraneous
material.

Mr. MitLer of California in five in-
st.;.lnces and to include extraneous mate-
rial,

Mr. MarLLiarp (at the request of Mr.
KeitH) to extend his remarks on HR.
4153 immediately following Mr. KerTH.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. Rute) and to include ex-
traneous matter:)

Mr. QUIE.

Mr, FINDLEY.

Mr. McCKNEALLY.

Mr. AsHBROOK in two instances.

Mr. ScCHWENGEL in three instances.

Mr. LUKENS.

Mr. NELSEN.

Mr. GUDE.

Mr. HARVEY.

Mr. MATHIAS.

Mr. WymMmanN in two instances.

Mr. CEDERBERG.

Mr. RuUTH.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. Dices) and to include ex-
traneous matter:)

Mr. BOLLING.

Mr. AsHLEY in two instances.

Mr. GonzaLEZ in three instances.

Mr. PopeLL in four instances.

Mr. MurrHY of New York,

Mr. CORMAN.

Mr. FasceLL in three instances.

Mr. PHILBIN.

Mr, GALLAGHER.

Mr. NICHOLS,

Mr. OLSEN.

Mr. HunGATE in three instances.

Mr. AnpErsoN of California in two in-
stances,

Mr. MappEN in two instances.

Mr. PATTEN.

Mr. TUNNEY in three instances.

Mr. Fraser in three instances.

Mr. JoNEs of Alabama.

Mr. HANNA.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. DIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 16 minutes p.m.),
the House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, April 30, 1969, at 12 o'clock
noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC,

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:
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708. A letter from the Commissioner of the
Distriet of Columbia, transmitting a draft
of proposed legislation to provide additional
revenues for the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Dis~
trict of Columbia.

709. A letter from the Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare, transmitting the
Fourth Annual Report of the Advisory Coun-
cil on State Departments of Education, pur-
suant to the provisions of title V of Public
Law 88-10; to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

T10. A letter from the Comptroller General
of the United States, transmitting a follow-
on report on opportunities for savings
through use of spare Government-owned
communications circuits in Europe, Depart-
ment of Defense; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Operations.

T11. A letter from the Secretary of State,
transmitting the 16th report of the Depart-
ment’s activities under the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1940 (Pub-
He Law 81-152) for the calendar year 1968,
pursuant to section 404(d) of title IV of the
act; to the Committee on Government Opera-
tions.

712, A letter from the Assistant Secretary of
the Interior, transmitting a copy of a pro-
posed concession permit authorizing Mr. John
R. Woodside to continue to operate the Cin-
namon Bay Camp, and provide related facili-
ties and services, in the Virgin Islands Na-
tional Park, for the period January 1, through
December 31, 1969, pursuant to the provisions
of the act of July 31, 1953 (67 Stat. 271), as
amended by the act of July 14, 1958 (70 Stat.
543); to the Committee on Interior and In-
sular Affairs.

T713. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a report re-
garding the progress and results obtained by
the United States from participation in the
desalting and electric power generating proj-
ect off the coast of southern California, pur-
suant to the provisions of section IV, Public
Law 90-18; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

714, A letter from the Attorney General,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to permit the Federal Government to further
assist the States In the control of illegal
gambling, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

715. A letter from the Administrator of
General Services, transmitting a request that
the Committee on Public Works rescind its
approval and authorization of the purchase of
the main post office bullding in Flint, Mich.,
and the post office garage property in Phila-
delphia, Pa.; to the Committee on Public
Works.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB-
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr., DENT: Committee on House Adminis-
tration. House Concurrent Resolution 35.
Concurrent resolution authorizing the print-
ing of additional copies of a “Veterans’ Bene-
fits Calculator"”; with amendment (Rept. No.
91-168). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. DENT: Committee on House Adminis-
tration. House Concurrent Resolution 95.
Concurrent resolution authorizing certain
printing for the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs; with amendment (Rept. No. 91-169).
Ordered to be printed.

Mr. DENT: Committee on House Adminis-
tration. House Concurrent Resolution 162.
Concurrent resolution authorizing the print-
ing of the book, “Qur American Govern-
ment,” &s a House document (Rept. No.
91-170). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. DENT: Committee on House Adminis-
tration. House Concurrent Resolution 183.
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Concurrent resolution to provide for the
printing of 1,000 additional copies of school
prayer hearings; with amendment (Rept. No.
81-171). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. DENT: Committee on House Adminis-
tration. House Concurrent Resolution 192.
Concurrent resolution to reprint brochure
entitled “How Our Laws Are Made"” (Rept.
No, 91-172). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. DENT: Committee on House Adminis-
tration. House Concurrent Resolution 193.
Concurrent resolution authorizing the print-
ing as a House document of a revised edition
of “The Capitol,” and providing for addi-
tional coples (Rept. No. 91-173). Ordered to
be printed.

Mr. DENT: Committee on House Adminis-
tration. House Resolution 185. Resolution au-
thorizing the printing of additional copies
of a House report of the 90th Congress, sec-
ond session, entitled “Unshackling Local
Government (Revised Edition)™ (Rept. No.
91-174). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. DENT: Committee on House Adminis-
tration. Senate Concurrent Resolution 5.
Concurrent resolution to print additional
copies of hearings on the nomination of
Walter J. Hickel to be Secretary of the Inte-
rior, (Rept. No. 81-175). Ordered to be
printed,

Mr. DENT: Committee on House Adminis-
tration. Senate Concurrent Resolution 15.
Concurrent resolution to print as a Senate
document studies and hearings on the Alli-
ance for Progress (Rept. No. 91-176). Or-
dered to be printed.

Mr. DENT: Committee on House Adminis-
tration. Senate Concurrent Resolution 16.
Concurrent resolution authorizing the print-
ing of the eulogies on Dwight David Eisen-
hower (Rept. No. 91-177). Ordered to be
printed.

Mr. ANDERSON of Tennessee: Committee
on Rules. House Resolution 379. Resolution
for consideration of HR. 55564, a bill to pro-
vide a special milk program for children
(Rept. No. 91-178). Referred to the House
Calendar,

Mr. DELANEY : Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 380. Resolution for consideration
of H.R. 9825, a bill to amend subchapter ITI
of chapter 83 of title 5, United States Code,
relating to civil service retirement, and for
other purposes (Rept. No. 91-179). Referred
to the House Calendar,

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BEVILL:

H.R. 10665. A bill to amend title 13, United
States Code, to limit the categories of ques-
tions required to be answered under penalty
of law in the decennial censuses of popula-
tion, unemployment, and housing, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Post
Office and Civil Service.

By Mr. BRADEMAS (for himself, Mr.
REID of New York, Mr. PERKINS, Mr.
THoMPsON of New Jersey, Mr. DENT,
Mr. PUCINSKI, Mr. DANIELS of New
Jersey, Mr. O'HArA, Mr. CaAreEY, Mr,
Hawrgins, Mr. Winriam D. Forp, Mr,
HATHAWAY, Mrs. MINK, Mr. SCHEUER,
Mr. Meeps, Mr. BurtoN of Califor-
nia, Mr, Ga¥pos, Mr, AYREs, Mr, QUIE,
Mr. BELL of California, Mr. EscH, Mr.
StEIGER of Wisconsin, Mr. CoLLINS.
Mr. LANDGREBE, and Mr. HANSEN of
Idaho) :

H.R 10666. A bill to establish a National
Commission on Libraries and Information
Science, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. PODELL (for himself, Mr. Stue-
BLEFIELD, Mr. Warrs, Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN, and Mrs, MAY) :

H.R. 10667. A bill to establish a National
Commission on Librarles and Informsation
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Science, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.
By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN:

H.R. 10668. A bill to amend the Communi-
cations Act of 1934 to establish orderly proce-
dures for the consideration of applications for
renewal of broadcast licenses; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. DINGELL:

H.R.10669. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1854 to terminate the in-
vestment credit for all property except water
pollution control facilities and air pollution
control facilities; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. ESHLEMAN:

H.R. 10670, A bill to improve educational
quality through the effective utilization of
educational technology; to the Committee on
Education and Labor,

H.R.10671. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954 to allow a credit
against income tax to individuals for certain
expenses incurred in providing higher educa-
tion; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. FOREMAN:

H.R. 10672. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to make it unlawful for any per-
son to carry a weapon on the property of any
institution of higher education which re-
ceives or disburses Federal funds while such
person is acting in violation of a law, regula-
tion, ordinance, or rule; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. FRASER:

H.R. 10673. A bill to promote health and
safety in the building trades and construe-
tion industry in all Federal and federally fi-
nanced or federally assisted construction
projects; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

H.R. 10674. A bill to establish a Commis-
sion to investigate and study possible perma-
nent memorials to Dwight David Eisenhower;
to the Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. HANNA:

H.R.10675. A bill to amend the Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act to require pub-
lic hearings before entering into mineral
leases; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

By Mr, JOELSON:

H.R. 10676. A bill to provide Federal as-
sistance for special projects to demonstrate
the effectiveness of programs to provide
emergency care for heart attack victims by
trained persons in specially equipped am-
bulances; to the Committee on Interstate
and Forelgn Commerce.

By Mr. ELEPPE (for himself, Mr.
BELCHER, Mr. AsPINALL, Mr., MAHON,
Mr. SteEp, Mr. Lusan, Mr. FOREMAN,
and Mr. Rocers of Colorado) :

H.R. 10677. A bill to amend the act of
August 7, 1956 (70 Stat. 1115), as amended,
providing for a Great Plains conservation
program; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. LATTA:

H.R. 10678. A bill to amend title 38 of the
United States Code so as to provide that
monthly social security benefit payments
shall not be included as income for the pur-
pose of determining eligibility for a pen-
sion under that title; to the Committee on
Veterans' Affairs.

By Mr. LENNON:

H.R. 10879. A bill to prohibit the dissemi-
nation through interstate commerce or the
mails of materials harmful to persons under
the age of 18 years, and to restrict the ex-
hibition of movies or other presentations
harmful to such persons; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LONG of Louisiana:

H.R. 10680. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954 to provide an addi-
tional personal exemption for a taxpayer or
spouse who is disabled and for a dependent
who is blind or disabled; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LUKENS:

H.R. 10681. A bill to amend the Internal

Revenue Code of 1954 to allow an incentive
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tax credit for a part of the cost of construct-
ing or otherwise providing facilities for
the control of water or air pollution, and to
permit the amortization of such cost within
a period of from 1 to 5 years; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

H.R.10682. A bill to amend title II of the
Social Security Act so as to liberalize the
conditions governing eligibility of blind per-
sons to receive disability insurance benefits
thereunder; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. McCULLOCH (for himself, Mr.
CeLLER, Mr. Gerarp R. Forp, Mr.
Porr, Mr. CaHmLL, Mr. MaACGREGOR,
Mr. HurcHiNsoN, Mr. McCLORY, Mr.
Smrre of New York, Mr. MEsSKILL,
Mr. SANDMAN, Mr. RAILSBACK, Mr.
BiesTer, Mr. Wiceins, Mr. DENNIS,
Mr. FisH, and Mr. COUGHLIN) :

H.R.10683. A bill to permit the Federal
Government to further assist the States in
the control of illegal gambling, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. McCKNEALLY:

H.R. 10684. A bill to amend the Communi-
catlons Act of 1934 to establish orderly pro-
cedures for the consideration of applications
for renewal of broadcast licenses; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. MATHIAS:

H.R. 10685. A bill to amend titles 18 and
39, United States Code, to make a certain
category of material, designed to appeal pri-
marlly to the prurient interests of the viewer,
reader, or listener, nonmailable to minors,
and nonmailable as second-, third-, or

fourth-class matter to any person; to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

H.R. 10686. A bill to amend title 39, United
States Code, to make a certain category of
material, designed to appeal primarily to the
prurient interests of the viewer, reader, or

listener, nonmalilable to minors, and non-
mailable as second-, third-, or fourth-class
matter to any person, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Bervice.

By Mr. MATSUNAGA:

H.R. 10687. A bill to amend the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 to provide for the cer-
tification of air freight forwarders; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mrs. MAY:

H.R. 10688. A bill to provide for the more
efficient development and improved manage-
ment of national forest commercial timber-
lands, to establish a high-timber-yleld fund,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Agriculture.

By Mr. MAYNE:

H.R. 10689. A bill to clarify the authority
of the Secretary of Agriculture to require
reasonable bonds from packers in connec-
tion with thelr livestock purchasing opera-
tlons; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. O'HARA (for himself and Mr.
Moss) :

H.R. 10690, A bill to authorize the Federal
Trade Commission to set standards to guar-
antee comprehensive warranty protection to
the purchasers of merchandise shipped in
interstate commerce; to the Committee on
Interstate and Forelgn Commerce.

By Mr. PHILBIN:

H.R.10691. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954 to encourage higher
education, and particularly the private fund-
ing thereof, by authorizing a deduction from
gross income of reasonable amounts con-
fributed to a qualified higher education fund
established by the taxpayer for the purpose
of funding the higher education of his de-
pendents; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

By Mr. RODINO:

H.R.10692. A bill to promote the peaceful

resolution of international conflict, and for

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

other purposes; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Operations.

By Mr. SMITH of New York:

HR.10693. A bill to provide for the is-
suance of a commemorative postage stamp
in honor of Gen. Douglas MacArthur; to the
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service.

By Mr. TUNNEY:

H.R. 10694. A bill to amend the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 to provide pro-
tectlon thereunder against losses resulting
from earthquakes, earthslides, and mud-
slides; to the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

H.R.10695. A bill to amend the Small
Reclamation Projects Act of 1956, as
amended; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

By Mr. VANDER JAGT:

H.R.10696. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code to designate the home of a
State legislator for income tax purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WHALLEY:

H.R.10897. A bill to provide that the
receipts from all Federal gasoline and auto-
motive excise taxes shall be placed in the
highway trust fund to be used for road im-
provement purposes only, to eliminate the
State matching requirements in the Federal-
ald highway program, and to provide Federal
assistance for State and local highway pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr, WHITTEN:

H.R.10698. A bill to provide that certain
land acquired for flood control purposes
which 1s no longer needed for such purposes
be disposed of as surplus property; to the
Committee on Public Works.

By Mr. CELLER (for himself, Mr.
FEIGHAN, Mr. RopiNo, Mr. RoGERS of
Colorado, Mr. DoONOHUE, Mr. EASTEN-
MEIER, Mr, ST. ONGE, Mr. EDWARDS of
California, Mr. HunNGATE, Mr. CoN-
YERS, Mr. Jacoes, Mr, EILEERG, Mr.
RYAN, Mr. WALDIE, Mr. MIgvA, Mr,
McCuLrocH, Mr., CaHimLL, Mr. Mac-
GRrEGOR, Mr. McCrLory, Mr. SMITH,
of New York, Mr. MEskILL, Mr, SAND-
MAN, Mr. RAILSBACK, Mr, BIESTER,
and Mr, Fi1sH) :

H.J. Res. 681. Joint resolution proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the
United States relating to the election of the
President and Vice President; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. CELLER (for himself, Mr.
Brooks, Mr. McCurLocH, and Mr,
COUGHLIN) :

H.J. Res. 682. Joint resolution proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the
United States relating to the election of the
President and Vice President; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FARBSTEIN:

H.J. Res. 683. Joint resolution to direct the
Federal Communications Commission to
study the ways in which commercial broad-
casters may be required to provide financial
support to nonprofit public educational
broadcasters; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. FRASER:

H.J. Res. 684. Joint resolution to designate
the stadium constructed in the District of
Columbia under authority of the District of
Columbia Stadium Act of 1957 as the
“Robert F. Kennedy Memorial Stadium®;
to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia,

By Mr. EUYKENDALL (for himself,
Mr. BroyH1ILL of North Carolina, Mr,
Epwarps of Alabama, Mr. COwWGER,
Mr. STUBBLEFIELD, Mr. BUCHANAN,
Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. ELEFPE) :

H.J. Res. 685. Joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States with respect to the offering of
prayer in public bulldings; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LUKENS:

H.J. Res. 686. Joint resolution proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the
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United States relating to the election of the
President and Vice President; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DEVINE (for himself, Mr. K1vg,
Mr. HunNT, Mr. KyL, Mr. WATEINS,
Mr. Crawncy, Mr. ROUDEBUSH, Mr,
LANDGREBE, Mr. GooDLING, Mr. Mag-
TIN, and Mr. COLLIER) :

H. Con. Res. 229. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress with re-
spect to the rotatlon of members of the
Armed Forces of the United States in their
assignments to serve in combat zones; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. NICHOLS:

H. Con. Res. 230. Concurrent resolution to
require France to pay its World War I debt;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. VANDER JAGT:

H, Con. Res. 231. Concurrent resolution,
support of gerontology centers; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. WHITEHURST:

H. Con. Res, 232, Concurrent resolution,
support of gerontology centers; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. RYAN (for himself, Mr. Ap-
DABBEO, Mr, ASHLEY, Mr. BArRING, Mr.
BingHAM, Mr. BLATNIK, Mr. BROWN
of California, Mr, BYRNE of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. BurToN of California,
Mr. ConYERS, Mr. CULVER, Mr. DIGGS,
Mr, DiNGgELL, Mr. DoNOHUE, Mr, Ep-
warDs of California, Mr, Gray, Mr.
HALPERN, Mrs. HanseNn of Washing-
ton, Mr. HATHAWAY, Mr, HAWKINS,
Mr. JoaNsoN of California, Mr, Eas-
TENMEIER, Mr. KocH, Mr. LEGGETT,
and Mr. MATSUNAGA) @

H. Res. 381. Resolution to express the sense
of the House regarding the shutdown of Job
Corps installations before congressional au-
thorization and appropriation actions; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. RYAN (for himself, Mr, MEEDS,
Mr. Mmxva, Mrs. Minx, Mr. MooR-
HEAD, Mr, N1x, Mr, OBEY, Mr. O'HARA,
Mr. O'NEmL of Massachusetts, Mr,
OTTINGER, Mr. PEPPER, Mr, PODELL,
Mr. Rm. M.'I.'. qussl Mr- Iwmi:ml
Mr. SCHEUER, Mr. TIERNAN, Mr. TUN-
NEY, and Mr. WYDLER) :

H. Res. 382, Resolution to express the sense
of the House regarding the shutdown of Job
Corps installations before congressional au-
thorization and appropriation actions; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. RYAN (for himself, Mrs. CHIs-
HoLM, and Mr, DENT) :

H. Res, 383. Resolution to express the sense
of the House regarding the shutdown of Job
Corps installations before congressional au-
thorization and appropriation actions; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADDABBO:

H.R.10699. A Dbill for the relief of Glo-

acchino Plala; Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr, BIAGGI:

H.R. 10700. A bill for the relief of Drs.
Ismael V. and Zenaida 8, David; to the Com=-
mittee on the Judiciary.

H.R.10701. A bill for the relief of Gian-
carlo and Carmela Lunardi; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

H.R.10702. A bill for the relief of Maria
Monteforte; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H.R. 10703. A bill for the relief of Ernesto
Pardo; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FLOWERS:

H.R. 10704. A bill for the relief of Samuel
R. Stephenson; to the- Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr, JOELSON:

H.R. 10705. A bill for the relief of Giluseppa

Cultera; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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By Mr. MADDEN:
H.R.10706. A bill for the relief of Danica
Sekulovic; to the Committee on the Judi-

clary.
By Mr. PODELL:
H.R. 10707. A bill for the rellef of Marie
Tawlil; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. PUCINSKI:

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

H.R. 10708. A bill for the rellef of Leonardo
Ognibene, Mrs. Grazia Ognibene, Giuseppe
Ognibene, and Domenico Ognlbene; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SMITH of New York:

H.R.10709. A bill for the rellef of Ahmed
Masood Ghouse, M.D.; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.
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PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII,

98. The SPEAKER presented a petition of
Henry Stoner, Madison, Wis., relative to the
establishment of a Subcommittee on Com-
puters and Automation, which was referred
to the Committee on Rules.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

ORREN BEATY: A JOB WELL DONE
HON. MORRIS K. UDALL

OF ARIZONA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, April 29, 1969

Mr. UDALL. Mr. Speaker, now that the
Senate has confirmed a new Federal Co-
chairman for the Four Corners Regional
Commission, I would like to take this op-
portunity to tell you about the outstand-
ing performance of Orren Beaty, Jr., the
first Federal Cochairman of the Four
Corners Regional Commission.

The Four Corners Regional Commis-
sion, established pursuant to the Public
Works and Economic Development Act
of 1965, is designed to stimulate economic
growth in a 92-county area within the
States of Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico,
and Utah. Its members are the Governors
of those four States and the Federal Co-
chairman. Orren Beaty was appointed by
President Johnson in August of 1967 at
the time the Commission was being or-
ganized.

The success of this Commission is de-
pendent upon the good will of the people
in the region and the close cooperation of
Federal, State, and local agencies. From
the day he took office and up to the very
last day of his term, Orren Beaty worked
to create and maintain these relation-
ships.

He consulted frequently with the Gov-
ernors and their staffs to gain their in-
terest in the program and to insure their
continued cooperation, and the Gover-
nors are working together with the recog-
nition that there are problems common
to all these States and that solutions may
be more readily obtainable on a regional
rather than on an individual State basis.

Through his extensive knowledge of
Federal Government agencies and per-
sonnel, Mr. Beaty was able to enlist the
support of the Federal agencies for this
program.

Important as all of this is, it tends to
obscure one very significant aspect of the
job he did. In an area which has been
traditionally hostile to government, espe-
cially the Federal Government, getting
the trust of the people who are to benefit
from the programs is crucial. Orren
Beaty traveled all over the region talk-
ing to people—explaining the program to
them and asking what they hoped to gain
through the Commission. He visited the
Indian tribal leaders, the farmers and
ranchers, the small towns, opening up
channels of communication between peo-
ple and their government which are
rarely available.

The Commission, under Orren Beaty’s
leadership, has already accomplished
much in its short history. All four States
now are actively pursuing comprehensive

statewide planning programs. One year
ago Arizona had no statewide planning
program and planning efforts in the
other States were generally in the form-
ative stages. The highway depari-
ments of the four States, working with
representatives of the Commission, are
now developing a regional highway plan
for the Four Corners areas. The Commis-
sion has also undertaken studies of the
vocational education needs of the area,
rail transportation facilities and re-
quirements, and manpower needs.

For the past 19 months Orren Beaty
has devoted his time and his consider-
able talents to the difficult task of dis-
covering ways of improving the economic
conditions of one of the most underde-
veloped areas of the Nation. The job is
far from complete, as he himself would
be the first to say, but, due to his efforts,
we have made a good beginning.

We thank him and we wish him well.

COMPUTATION OF RETIRED
MILITARY PAY

HON. JOHN G. TOWER

OF TEXAS
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Tuesday, April 29, 1969

Mr. TOWER. Mr. President, earlier
this session I introduced S. 364, a bill
which would return the computation of
retired military pay to the basis on
which it was figured before 1958. My bill
would allow the armed services of the
United States to honor a moral obliga-
tion which had become very close to a
contractual obligation as the result of
150 years’ use.

This matter of recomputation is of
vital importance and concern to the men
of the Armed Forces of the Nation who
have fulfilled their service duty and re-
tired. Every day these men contact my
office to ask about the progress of S. 364.
In order that Senators may share in their
expressions of concern, I ask unanimous
consent that the editorial, published in
the April issue of the National Associa-
tion for Uniformed Services Newsletter,
be printed in the Recorbp.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

REcoMPUTATION—HOTTEST Issue Facing 91sT
CONGRESS FOR SERVICE RETIREES

Recomputation or equalization of retired
pay—-call it what you will—is the hottest
item before the 91st Congress as far as Uni-
formed Service retirees are concerned.

Recomputation would reinstate the pre-
1958 system of basing retired pay on current
active duty pay scales, Ever since 1958, when
the system was switched peremptorily, a
serviceman who retires keeps getting the

same pay as long as he lives, except for
periodic cost-of-living adjustments.

As a sonsequence, a tremendous gap in re-
tired pay has grown over the past ten years
between retirees of the same grade and years
of service. In short, it has created a marked
inequality among peers—an inequality that
will widen substantially with the upcoming
pay increase and will continue to widen ad
infinitum unless Congress restores the tradi-
tional system of computing retired pay on
the basis of current active duty rates (re-
computation).

There are three major forms of recompu-
tation bills now pending before Congress:

The first form would let all retirees re-
compute their retired pay, beginning now
and continuing into the future. This is the
bill introduced by Senator Tower, among
others, and specifically supported by Presi-
dent Nixon during his campaign.

The second form would give the benefit to
those who were on active duty before re-
computation was killed in mid-1958.

The third form would apply only to those
who retired before mid-1958.

While there is merit to each of these three
forms of recomputation (and NAUS objects
to none, since each would benefit some por-
tion of our membership), nonetheless NAUS
strongly supports the first form listed above;
that is, the bill sponsored by Senator Tower,
and urges each NAUS member (and all Serv-
ice friends he can muster) to write to his
two senators and the congressman of his
district to let them know politely but clearly
that this is the legislation we want passed
because it's the fairest, and because it bene-
fits more than #9% of our membership,

We are fully aware of how much recompu-
tation would cost; but we do not believe that
all examples and comparisons are complete
or necessarily valid. For instance, it has been
stated that recomputation costs would be
more than 17 billion by the year 2000. As a
comparison of costs this figure alone is rather
useless, Were these costs also compared with
the expected government income tax reve-
nue in the year 2000; or the expected per-
sonal income rates in the year 2000; or the
projected national gross product figures for
the same year? When compared to a few of
these figures, the true story becomes more
realistic, and the cited retirement dollars are
relatively small.

Additionally, the 17 billion figure indicates
the dollars that will be paid to retirees. It
does not reflect the 20-25% of these dollars
that will be returned to the government in
the form of income tax or other federal reve-
nue programs.

Everyone seems to have a pet comparison
of his own, such as the one which alleges
that the projected cost of recomputation
would equal the cost of a new antimissile
system, Nobody except the retiree himself
seems to be alive to the individual inequities
involved and how they shape up in the
figures and facts. We suggest that defense
analysts and columnists turn their thoughts
to the foregoing and to these comparisons:
A major or lieutenant commander retired
prior to June 1958 with 22 years service has
been deprived of $17,000, plus interest, dur-
ing the past eleven years—enough to put a
couple of kids through college on an austere
basis and make a healthy down payment on
8 home. During that same time, a sergeant
major, master chief petty officer or chief
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