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WITHDRAWAL


Executive nomination withdrawn from


the Senate June 3, 1971:


C ol. William A . Willis, U S A FR , 25 8 -22-

7 7 20FV, from further consideration for ap-

pointment as an A ir Force R eserve brigadier


general. H is name was submitted along with


20 other nom inees for appointment to R e-

serve of the A ir Force general officer grades


on April 19, 1971 .


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES-Thursday, 

June 3, 1971


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Edward G . Latch, 

D .D ., offered the following prayer: 

He endured seeing Him who is invisible.


Hebrews 11: 27. 

0 G od and Father of us all, in these 

anxious moments and uncertain hours, 

we come to Thee with needs and longings 

only Thou canst help us meet. A s we 

live through these difficult days, grant 

unto us beliefs big enough, hearts honest 

enough, and spirits strong enough to 

make us equal to the demanding duties 

of this disturbing day. 

By Thy spirit help us to rise above all


that is narrow and petty and selfish


and with increased devotion may we


work together for the well being of our


N ation and the welfare of all mankind. 

To this end guide us in our thinking 

and govern us in our living, that at the  

close of the day we may rest in peace 

and arise in the morning with joy in our 

hearts. 

In the Master's name we pray. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The S PE A K E R . The C hair has


examined the Journal of the last day's


proceedings and announces to the House


his approval thereof.


Without objection, the Journal stands


approved.


There was no objection.


SCHEDULE OF HEAR INGS BY THE


JUD IC IARY SUBCOMMITTEE OF


TH E  C OMMITTEE  O N  TH E  D IS -

TRICT OF COLUMBIA


(Mr. HUNGATE asked and was given 

permission to address the H ouse for 1  

minute, and to revise and extend his


remarks.)


Mr. HUNGATE. Mr. Speaker, the Judi-

ciary Subcommittee of the C ommittee


on the D istrict of C olumbia will hold


hearings at 10 o'clock, Monday, June 21,


in the full committee room, on H.R. 5465,


a bill to authorize the conveyance to the


Columbia Hospital for Women of certain


parcels of land in the D istrict of Colum-

bia, and also on the same day on H .R .


7 4 05 , to ex tend the protection of the


mechanic's lien law of the D istrict of


Columbia to subcontractors beyond the


first tier.


A lso on Tuesday, June 22, at the same


place and hour, the committee will hold


hearings on H .R . 7717 , 7718 , 7719 and


7720, companion measures for exemp-

tion from taxation by the D istrict of


Columbia of certain property in the D is-
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trict owned by the Supreme Council­
Mother Council of the World-of the In­
spectors General Knights Commanders 
of the House of the Temple of Solomon 
of the Thirty-third Degree of the Ancient 
-and Accepted Scottish Rite of Free 
Masonry of the Southern Jurisdiction 
-of the United States of America. 

All Members who desire to present 
testimony will please contact the Clerk of 
the committee on or before June 17. 

THE TRAGIC PROBLEM OF DRUGS 
IN SOUTHEAST ASIA 

(Mr. ANDREWS of Alabama asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute, and to revise and ex­
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. ANDREWS of Alabama. Mr. 
Speaker, the President is withdrawing 
troops as rapicily as I guess he thinks he 
can from Vietnam, with a view of ulti­
mately getting them all out. 

I am supporting the President, even 
though I do not like the way he is prose­
cuting the war. I have said a dozen times 
in this Chamber we ought to give the 
North Vietnamese 30 days to get out of 
South Vietnam, or knock them out with 
our Air Force. 

But yesterday an expert witness who 
was testifying before our Subcommittee 
on Defense Appropriations told us that 
a young man could get hooked for life 
on that pure, uncut heroin they can buy 
as cheaply as they can Coca-Cola in 
South Vietnam. He said if he took it for 
just 1 week he would be hooked for life. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I hope that the See­
retary and the President will not send 
any more young draftees down to South 
Vietnam. Let them use the old, seasoned, 
Regular Army men who will not be as 
amenable to the vices that exist in South­
east Asia. 

COMMENDATION OF PRESIDENT 
NIXON 

(Mr. SISK asked and was given per­
mission to address the House for 1 minute 
and to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, from time to 
time I have been prone to criticize the 
President of the United States for some 
of the positions that he has taken. So it 
seems to me that when there is a time in 
which I can commend him, I should do 
so. I want to take this opportunity to 
commend him on his statements at his 
news conference last Tuesday night in 
conneetion with the police handling of 
the incidents in Washington during May. 
Frankly, I believe the President was ex­
actly right. 

I want to say that I am personally con­
cerned about the fuzzy thinking refiected 
by some members of the news media. The 
President has my full and complete sup­
port in his support of the local police and 
their handling of that situation. So, as I 
have said, I want to take this opportunity 
to commend him and hope that he con­
tinues to hold firm to that position. 

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON 
AGRICULTURE TO FILE A REPORT 
ON H.R. 8866, UNTil.. MIDNIGHT 
SATURDAY 
Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani­

mous consent that the Committee on 
Agriculture may have until midnight 
Saturday to file a report on the bill H.R. 
8866. 

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

There was no objection. 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 7109, AUTHORIZING AP­
PROPRIATIONS TO THE NATION­
AL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE AD­
MINISTRATION 
Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, by 

direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 438 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution as fol­
lows: 

H. RES. 438 
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. 
7109) to authorize appropriations to the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra­
tion for research and development, con­
struction of facilities, and research and pro­
gram management, and for other purposes. 
After general debate, which shall be con­
fined to the bill and shall continue not to 
exceed two hours, to be equally divided and 
controlled by the chairman and ranking 
minority members of the Committee on 
Science and Astronautics, the bill shall be 
read for amendment under the five-minute 
rule. At the conclusion of the consideration 
of the bill for amendments, 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 amend­
ments thereto to final passage without inter­
vening motion except one motion to recom­
mit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Texas is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 30 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from California (Mr. SMITH), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may require. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that a typographical error be corrected in 
House Resolution 438. On page 2, line 5, 
the word "amendment" is misspelled. It 
should be corrected. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

House Resolution 438 provides an open 
rule with 2 hours of general debate for 
consideration of H.R. 7109, the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration 
authorization bill. 

The purpose of H.R. 7109 is to au­
thorize appropriations for the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration 
for fiscal year 1972. 

The total authorization is $3,433,-
580,000. Estimated costs for the follow-

ing 5 years are: $3.7 billion for fiscal 
year 1973, $3.95 billion for fiscal year 
1974, $3.75 billion for fiscal year 1975, 
$3,71 billion for fiscal year 1976, and 
$3.68 billion for fiscal year 1977. 

The sum of $2,668,100,000 is author­
ized for research and development. This 
may be used for items which may be 
required for the performance of research 
and development contracts and for 
grants to nonprofit institutions of higher 
education, or to nonprofit organizations 
whose primary purpose is the conduct of 
scientific research, for purchase or con­
struction of additional research facilities. 

A total of $58,630,000 is authorized for 
construction of facilities. Of this amount, 
$6.5 million is for modernization of the 
40-by-80-foot wind tunnel at the Ames 
Researc_h Center; $17,530,000 is to mod­
ernize, expand, and make alterations and 
additions at the John F. Kennedy Space 
Center; $31.1 million is for major rehabil­
itation and modification of facilities at 
field installations and Government­
owned industrial plants engaged in 
NASA 3ictivities; $3.5 million is for facil­
ity planning and design. 

Also, $706,850,000 is authorized for re­
search and program management to pro­
vide funding for research in Government 
laboratories, management of programs, 
and other activities of the National Aero­
nautics and Space Administration. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of 
House Resolution 438 in order that H.R. 
7109 may be considered. 

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

The purpose of the bill is to authorize 
appropriations for the National Aero­
nautics and Space Administration for fis­
cal1972. 

Authorizations contained in the bill 
total $3,433,580,000, and are broken down 
into three main categories: 
Research and development__ $2, 668, 100, 000 
Construction of fac111ties____ 58, 630, 000 
Research and program man-

agement ---------------- 706,850,000 

Within the research and development 
the authorization for the last three 
Apollo fiights total $612,200,000. This 
covers space craft and booster rocket 
procurement as well as operations. 

Another major component of the total 
authorization is the skylab and the space 
shuttle programs, authorized at $745,-
275,000. This includes continued develop­
ment of our orbiting laboratory and a 
reusable space shuttle from the earth to 
the satellite and return. The first un­
manned launch of the Orbital Workshop 
is set for 1973. 

Space fiights, to other planets are au­
thorized in the amount of $311,500,000 
for fiscal 1972. This authorization in­
cludes o·ur Mariner unmanned flights to 
Venus and Mars which have been under­
way for several years, and our Viking 
program of unmanned fiights to Mars 
which will be able to land on the planet 
rather than merely fiy by as Mariner has 
done. The first landing is expected in 
1975. Also included in the authorization 
is funding for development of deep space 
flights to Jupiter, Saturn, Uranus, and 
Neptune, beginning about 1976. 
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The bill also contains an authorimtion 

of $67,620,000 for work on our nuclear 
powered rocket, Nerva. Much research 
and development work is underway and a 
number of research projects dealing with 
Nerva will be completed in fiscal 1972. 

The bill authorizes $58,630,000 for con­
struction at several NASA facilities, in­
cluding the J. F. Kennedy Space Center 
and Ames Research Center. 

Finally the bill authorizes $706,850,000 
primarily for the adminstrative expenses 
of NASA at its various installations 
throughout the country. Approximately 
$540,416,000 is earmarked for personnel 
costs. 

The bill has several items which have 
been increased over the authorizations 
requested by NASA. Major increases 
were: First, $47,500,000 for the Skylab 
projec-t, the orbiting workshop which will 
have it first, unmanned launch in 1975, 
second, $25,000,000 for the space shuttle, 
a reusable rocket to take men to and 
from the Skylab, and; third, $39,900,000 
for the Nerva nuclear rocket. 

The 5-year cost estimates projected by 
the committee for NASA are: 
~seal 1973----------------- $3,700,000,000 
Fiscal 1974----------------- 3,950,000,000 Fiscal 1975 _________________ 3,750,000,000 
Fiscal 1976----------------- 3,710,000,000 
Piscal 1977----------------- 3, 680,000,000 

Total authorizations contained in this 
bill for fiscal 1972 are $3,433,580,000, an 
increase over the NASA request of $162,-
230,000. 

There are no minority views but a series 
of additional views. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of the 
rule. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker, 
as the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas has explained, the resolution pro­
vides an open rule with 2 hours of debate. 

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
move the previous question on the res­
olution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 7960, AUTHORIZING AP­
PROPRIATIONS TO THE NATIONAL 
SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, by 

direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 452 and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution as fol­
lows: 

H. RES. 452 
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 Siate of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H.R. 
7960) to authorize appropriations for ac­
tivities of the National Science Foundation, 
and for other purposes. 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 chair­
man and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Science and Astronautics, the 
bill shall be read for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. At the conclusion of the 
consideration of the bill for amendment, the 
Committee shall rise and report the b111 to 

the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted, and the previous ques­
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
b111 and amendments thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except one mo­
tion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Texas is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. YOUNG of Tex,as. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 30 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from California <Mr. SMITH) 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 452 pro­
vides an open rule with 1 hour of general 
debate for consideration of H.R. 7960, 
the National Science Foundation author­
ization bill. 

The purpose of H.R. 7960 is to author­
ize appropriations to the National 
Science Foundation for fiscal year 1972 
in the amount of $622 million, which 
includes $3 million in excess foreign cur­
rencies. 

The sum of $246.1 million is author­
ized for scientific research project sup­
port; $9.3 is authorized for specialized 
research facilities and equipment; $136 
million is authorized for national and 
special research programs; $40.2 million 
is authorized for national research cen­
ters; $17.5 million is authorized for com­
puting activities in education and re­
search; $9.8 million is for science in­
formation activities; $4 million is for in­
ternational cooperative scientific activi­
ties; $1 million is for intergovernmental 
science programs; $28.8 million is for in­
stitutional support for science; $99.3 
million is for science education support; 
$2.7 million is for planrting and policy 
studies; $24.3 million is for program de­
velopment and management. 

In addition, $3 million in foreign cur­
rencies is authorized for the special for­
eign currency program, whic'h permits 
the Foundation to support meritorious 
research and science education projects, 
to provide for projects of scientific co­
operation between United States and 
foreign scientists, and to arrange for 
collecting, translating, abstracting and 
disseminating foreign scientific and 
technological information. These funds 
would be in foreign currencies deter­
mined to be in excess to the normal re­
quirements of the United States. 

The legislation outlines conditions 
under which institutions of higher edu­
cation shall deny or withdraw financial 
assistance from participants involved in 
acts of disruption to such institutions. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of 
House Resolution 452 in order that 
H.R. 7960 may be considered. 

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may use. 

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 452 pro­
vides for a 1-hour open ru1e for consid­
eration of H.R. 7960, the National Science 
Foundation authorization bill for fiscal 
year 1972. 

The purpose of the bill is to authorize 
appropriations totaling $622,000,000 for 
fiscal 1972 for the National Science 
Foundation, including $3,000,000 in ex­
cess foreign currencies held by the 
Treasury. 

The authorizations contained in the 

bill are the same as requested by the 
administration. 

The largest single authorization con­
tained in the bill is $246,100,000 for scien­
tific research support. Funds appro­
priated will be available for research 
grants in such areas of scientific research 
as atmospheric, earth, and biological 
sciences, oceanography, physics, chem­
istry, mathematics, and astronomy. Fun­
damental research projects receive sup­
port; individual grants average about 
$47,500. 

Authorizations for the national and 
special research programs total $136,000,-
000. This authorization funds such pro­
grams as the international biological 
program, the global atmospheric research 
program, the Arctic and Antarctic re­
search programs, and various oceano­
graphic re!earch efforts. 

Other major components of the bill are 
authorizations to support science educa­
tion, $99,300,000, support for our na­
tional research centers, $40,300,000, and 
for institutional support for science, 
$28,800,000. 

The bill also authorizes expenditure of 
up to $3,000,000 by the National Science 
Foundation to be incurred outside the 
United States. These funds, foreign cur­
rencies held by the United States, are 
used primarily to pay the costs of trans­
lations into English of significant foreign 
scientific papers and books. 

The committee report estimates the 
following 5-year cost estimate for the 
National Science Foundation: 

1973 ----------------------- $850,000,000 
1974 ----------------------- 1,000,000,000 
1975 ----------------------- 1,200,000,000 
1976 ----------------------- 1,500,000,000 
1977 ----------------------- 1,900,000,000 

This estimate is based upon a con­
tinuing Federal interest in fostering re­
search projects at approximately the 
same level in future years as in fiscal 
1972, and a growing need in several new 
fields for expanded research efforts, par­
ticularly in computer-assisted teaching 
and systems approaches to problem 
identification and solving. 

The bill was reported unanimously by 
voice vote. There are no minority views. 
The administration supports the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of the 
rule. 

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

Mr. SMITH of California. I am happy 
to yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. I want to commend the 
Rules Committee for this open rule. Hav­
ing said that, there is not very much to 
justify this bill otherwise, in my opinion. 
Here is a bill with $100 million more than 
was expended for a variety of question­
able purposes last year, and at a time 
in this country when we ought to be do­
ing something about the enormous, stag­
gering deficits. 

If there was any way in the world to 
beat this rule, I certainly would do it in 
order to send this bill back to the com­
mittee for a reduction rather than an in­
·crease of $100 million. I realize the 
futility of waging warfare on the rule, 
but it is sad when a committee brings 
this kind of a bill out with an increase of 
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over $100 milUon in view of the financial 
situation this counrty is in today. 

Mr. SMITH of California. I would say 
to the gentleman I am satisfied that 
there are a number in the Chamber who 
have felt the same way over the years, 
but I am satisfied that there is nothing 
else we can do about it. I thank the gen­
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. I thank my friend from 
California for yielding to me. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield to 
me? 

Mr. SMITH of California. I am happy 
to yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl­
vania. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. The 
question in on the authorization of $622 
million for the National Science Founda­
tion. Those funds are for an adequate 
budget to keep this country progressive 
in the many scientific fields in which we 
do need research. The National Science 
Foundation has taken over various kinds 
of research that are basic to our defense. 
They are not programmatic nor involve 
weaponry. The amendment of the major­
ity leader of the other body, Mr. MANs­
FIELD, shuts off much basic research in 
the Department of Defense. That has 
now been moved over into the National 
Science Foundation. I believe it is better 
that this kind of research be done on a 
much broader basis in the NSF. 

We are making important advances in 
science in so many fields. To deprive 
young people of science coming along, 
who are provided for this bill, of the 
opportunity to get their scientific educa­
tion, yes, and their higher degrees, by 
eliminating the funds in this bill, I 
believe, is a tragic mistake, not only for 
this generation, but for the next one. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, our Com­
mittee on Science and Astronautics has 
gone over this bill carefully line by line. 
For the first time, it has come up with 
legislation for an National Science Foun­
dation authorization on a line item basis. 
This is a much different approach than 
has been used previously, when general 
funds were authorized the National 
Science Foundation. I would like to com­
pliment Mr. William McElroy, who is the 
administra-tor and director of the Na­
tional Science Foundation, for his excel­
lent leadership. He has a fine background 
in science and medicine, having come 
from Johns Hopkins University. He is the 
type of man who has his feet on the 
ground. At the same time he has a for­
ward look in science research, tech­
nology and development. I had opposed 
the previous nominee of the executive on 
the basis of.his impracticality and theo­
retical approach. I have heartily and 
strongly endorsed Dr. McElroy and con­
tinue to do so because of his good work 
on the National Science Foundation 
team. We ought to be proud in this coun­
try that we are keeping pace in science, 
even though it is at the rate of the $622 
million level. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding and 
wish to commend him on bringing this 
resolution out. 

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I move the previous question on the res­
olution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the 

resolution. 
The question was taken, and the 

Speaker announced that the ayes ap­
peared to have it. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I object 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 Sergeant at Arms will notify ab­
sent Members, and the Clerk will call the 
roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 357, nays 4, not voting 72, as 
follows: 

Abbitt 
Abernethy 
Abourezk 
Abzug 
Adams 
Addabbo 
Alexander 
Anderson, 

Call!. 
Andrews, Ala. 
Andrews, 

N.Dak. 
Annunzio 
Archer 
Arends 
Ashley 
Asp in 
Aspinall 
Badillo 
Baker 
Barrett 
Begich 
Belcher 
Bell 
Bennett 
Bergland 
Betts 
Bevill 
Biaggi 
Biester 
Bingham 
Blackburn 
Blanton 
Blatnik 
Boland 
Bolling 
Bow 
Brademas 
Bras co 
Brinkley 
Brooks 
Broomfield 
Brotzman 
Brown, Mich. 
Brown, Ohio 
Broyhill, N.C. 
Broyhill, Va. 
Buchanan 
Burke, Fla. 
Burke, Mass. 
Burlison, Mo. 
Burton 
Byrne, Pa. 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Byron 
Cabell 
Caffery 
Camp 
Carey, N.Y. 
Carter 
Casey, Tex. 
Cederberg 
Chamberlain 
Chappell 
Clancy 
Clausen, 

Don H. 
Cleveland 
Collier 
Collins, ill. 
Collins, Tex. 
Colmer 
Conable 
Conte 
Corman 
Cotter 
Coughlin 

[Roll No. 116] 

YEA8-357 
Crane Heckler, Mass. 
Daniel, Va. Helstoski 
Daniels, N.J. Henderson 
Danielson Hicks, Mass. 
Davis, Ga. Hicks, Wash. 
Davis, S.C. Hillis 
Davis, Wis. Hogan 
de la Garza Horton 
Delaney Hosmer 
Dellenback Howard 
Dellums Hull 
Denholm Hungate 
Dennis Hunt 
Derwlnski Hutchinson 
Dickinson Johnson, Calif. 
Diggs Johnson, Pa. 
Dingell Jonas 
Donohue Jones, Ala. 
Dorn Jones, N.C. 
Dow Jones, Tenn. 
Dowdy Karth 
Drinan Kastenmeier 
Duncan Kazen 
duPont Keating 
Eckhardt Kee 
Edmondson Keith 
Edwards, Ala.. Kemp 
Edwards, Calif. King 
Eilberg Kluczynski 
Erlenborn Koch 
Esch Kuykendall 
Eshleman Kyl 
Evans, Colo. Kyros 
Fascell Landgrebe 
Findley Latta 
Fish Lennon 
Fisher Lent 
Flood Link 
Foley Lloyd 
Ford, Gerald R. Long, Md. 
Forsythe Lujan 
Fountain McCloskey 
Fraser McClure 
Frenzel McCollister 
Frey McCormack 
Fulton, Pa. McEwen 
Fulton, Tenn. McFall 
Fuqua McKAy 
Galifianakis McKevitt 
Garmatz McKinney 
Gaydos Macdonald, 
Gettys Mass. 
Gibbons Madden 
Gonzalez Mahon 
Goodling Mailliard 
Grasso Mann 
Green, Oreg. Martin 
Green, Pa. Mathias, Calif. 
Griffin Mathis, Ga. 
Griffiths Matsunaga 
Grover Mayne 
Gubser Mazzoli 
Gude Meeds 
Hagan Melcher 
Haley Michel 
Halpern Mikva 
Hamilton Miller, Calif. 
Hammer- Miller, Ohio 

schmidt Mills, Ark. 
Hanley Mills, Md. 
Hansen, Idaho Minish 
Hansen, Wash. Minshall 
Harrington Mitchell 
Harsha Mizell 
Hastings Montgomery 
Hawkins Moorhead 
Hechler, W.Va. Morgan 

Morse 
Mosher 
Moss 
Murphy, Til. 
Murphy, N.Y. 
Myers 
Natcher 
Nedzi 
Nelsen 
Nichols 
Nix 
Obey 
O'Hara 
O'Konski 
O'Neill 
Patten 
Pelly 
Pepper 
Perkins 
Pettis 
Peyser 
Pickle 
Pike 
Pirnie 
Poage 
Podell 
Poff 
Powell 
Preyer, N.O. 
Price, Dl. 
Price, Tex. 
Pryor, Ark. 
Pucinski 
Purcell 
Quie 
Quillen 
Railsback 
Randall 
Rarick 
Rees 
Reid, Dl. 
Reid, N.Y. 
Reuss 
Rhodes 
Riegle 

Ashbrook 
Gross 

Roberts 
Robinson, Va. 
Robison, N.Y. 
Rodino 
Roe 
Rogers 
Roncalio 
Rooney, Pa. 
Rosenthal 
Rostenkowski 
Roush 
Rousselot 
Roy 
Roybal 
Ruth 
StGermain 
Sandman 
Sarbanes 
Satterfield 
Saylor 
Scherle 
Scheuer 
Schnee bell 
Schwengel 
Scott 
Sebelius 
Seiberling 
Shriver 
Sisk 
Slack 
Smith, Call!. 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith, N.Y. 
Snyder 
Spence 
Springer 
Stafford 
Stanton, 

JamesV. 
Steed 
Steele 
Steiger, Ariz. 
Steiger, Wis. 
Stephens 
Stokes 

NAYS-4 
Hall 

Stubblefield 
Sullivan 
T alcott 
Taylor 
Teague, Calif. 
Terry 
Thompson, Ga. 
Thompson, N.J. 
Thomson, Wis. 
Thone 
Tiernan 
Udall 
Ullman 
VanDeerlln 
VanderJagt 
Vanik 
Veysey 
Vigorito 
Waggonner 
Wampler 
Ware 
Watts 
Whalley 
White 
Whitten 
Widnall 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson, 

Charles H. 
Wolff 
Wright 
Wyat t 
Wydler 
Wylie 
Wyman 
Yates 
Yatron 
Young, Fla. 
Young, Tex. 
Zablocki 
Zion 
Zwach 

Schmitz 

NOT VOTING-72 
Anderson, Ill. 
Anderson, 

Tenn. 
Baring 
Boggs 
Bray 
Burleson, Tex. 
Carney 
Celler 
Chisholm 
Clark 
Clawson, Del 
Clay 
Conyers 
Culver 
Dent 
Devine 
Downing 
Dulski 
Dwyer 
Edwards, La. 
Evins, Tenn. 
Flowers 
Flynt 
Ford, 

William D. 

Frelinghuysen 
Gallagher 
Giaimo 
Goldwater 
Gray 
Hanna 
Harvey 
Hathaway 
Hays 
Hebert 
Hollfleld 
!chord 
Jacobs 
Jarman 
Landrum 
Leggett 
Long, La. 
McClory 
McCulloch 
McDade 
McDonald, 

Mich. 
McMillan 
Metcalfe 
Mink 
Mollohan 

Monagan 
Passman 
Patman 
Rangel 
Rooney, N .Y. 
Runnels 
Ruppe 
Ryan 
Shipley 
Shoup 
Sikes 
Skubitz 
Staggers 
Stanton, 

J. William 
Stratton 
Stuckey 
Symington 
Teague, Tex. 
Waldie 
Whalen 
Whitehurst 
Wilson, Bob 
Winn 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Anderson of llllnois. 
Mr. Rooney of New York with Mr. Harvey. 
Mr. Dent with Mr. Sharp. 
Mr. Boggs with Mr. Bray. 
Mr. Stratton with Mr. Devine. 
Mr. Teague of Texas with Mr. Del Clawson. 
Mr. Burleson of Texas with Mr. McClory. 
Mr. Celler with Mr. McDonald of Michigan. 
Mr. Culver with Mr. Skubitz. 
Mr. Dulski with Mr. Frelinghuysen. 
Mr. Evins of Tennessee with Mr. Winn. 
Mr. Giaimo with Mr. Whalen. 
Mr. Gallagher with Mrs. Dwyer. 
Mr. Hays with Mr. Bob Wilson. 
Mr. Hathaway with Mr. William J. Stan­

ton. 
Mr. Anderson of Tennessee with Mr. Flow­

ens. 
Mr. Monagan with Mr. McDade. 
Mr. Passman with Mr. Gray. 
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Mr. Sikes with Mr. Goldwater. 
Mr. Shipley with Mr. Carney. 
Mr. Stuckey with Mr. Staggers. 
Mr. Holifield with Mr. !chord. 
Mr. Clark with Mr. Ruppe. 
Mr. Leggett with Mrs. Chisholm. 
Mr. Edwards of Louisiana with Mr. Baring. 
Mr. Flynt with Mr. Mollohan. 
Mr. William D. Ford with Mr. Rangel. 
Mrs. Mink with Mr. Metcalfe. 
Mr. Jacobs with Mr. Clay. 
Mr Jarman with Mr. Runnels. 
Mr: Hanna with Mr. Conyers. 
Mr. Downing with Mr. Whitehurst. 
Mr. Patman with Mr. Ryan. 
Mr. Waldie with Mr. Long of Louisiana. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

AUTHORIZING APPROPRIATIONS TO 
THE NATIONAL AERONAUTICS 
AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION 
Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I 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. 7109) to 
authorize appropriations to the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administrat-i.Lm 
for research and development, construc­
tion of facilities, and research and pro­
gram management, and for other pur­
poses. 

The SPEAKER. The question i3 on the 
motion ofiered by the gentleman from 
California. 

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. r/109, with 
Mr. WRIGHT 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 California <Mr. MILLER) 
will be recognized for 1 hour, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania <Mr. FuL­
TON) will be recognized for 1 hour. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California< Mr. MILLER). 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
distinguished gentleman from Califor­
nia yield to me at this point? 

Mr. MILLER of California. I yield to 
the gentleman from Texas. 

<By unanimous consent, Mr. RoB­
ERTS was allowed to speak out of order.) 

DEATH OF A GREAT AMERICAN 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, it is 
difficult to express the sadness and loss I 
feel at the tragic and untimely death this 
week of my good friend and courageous 
American, Audie Murphy. 

Though he was this Nation's most 
decorated soldier in World War II, all 
who came into contact with him were 
struck with his humility and concern for 
others. It was hard to picture this soft 
spoken, modest moo as the valiant in­
fantryman who climbed atop a burning 
tank destroyer loaded with explosives to 
hold ofi an advancing company of Ger­
man infantry with a machinegun. But 
that is the way Audie was, and I think 

that is the quality which made him so 
extraordinary. 

For his acts of heroism, Audie Murphy 
was awarded 24 decorations, including 
our Nation's highest-the Congressional 
Medal of Honor. He will be laid to rest in 
Arlington National Cemetery at 10 a.m. 
Monday, June 7, with the full military 
honors he so justly deserves. 

It was my privilege not only to repre­
sent his hometown, Farmersville, Tex. 
but also to work with Audie over the 
years in behalf of all of our veterans. Our 
country has lost a great American, and 
for those of us who knew and worked 
with him, the loss is doubly heavy. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, we come before you to­
day to present H.R. 7109, the authoriza­
tion legislation for the National Aero­
nautics and Space Administration for 
fiscal year 1972. 

The NASA request was for $3,271,350,-
000, which is $61,650,000 less than the 
fiscal year 1971 request. 

This request was broken down into 
three categories, as follows: 

Research and development, $2,517,-
700,000, construction facilities, $56,300,-
000, research and program management, 
$697,350,000. 

The committee's action, as reflected in 
the clean bill before you, was to increase 
the total authorization to $3,433,580,-
000-an increase of $162,230,000. 

The major increase, $150,400,000, falls 
entirely within the area of research and 
development, with a $9,500,000 increase 
for research and program management, 
and $2,330,000 for construction of facili­
ties. 

I should remind the committee that 
last year's request was the lowest space 
budget submitted to the Congress since 
fiscal year 1962, and this year's request 
is lower by $61,650,000. 

The amount requested is approximate­
ly $800 million less than the amount rec­
ommended as a minimum program by 
the President's space task group in Sep­
tember 1969. 

Knowing full well the impact on em­
ployment caused by the steadily declin­
ing space program from a peak appro­
priation of $5.25 billion in fiscal year 
1965, and the extensive costs usually 
associated with crash starts, the commit­
tee recommends an increase of about 5 
percent this year. 

This increase will provide NASA with 
funds in critical areas to insure the suc­
cess of pacing items of our future proj­
ects. Making these funds available at 
this time could materially reduce future 
costs. They will, in some areas, insure 
that a viable program is pursued. 

Now permit me to explain briefly the 
program !"equirements contained in this 
bill. 

The Apollo 15 mission is scheduled for 
July, and Apollo 16 is scheduled for next 
spring. 

These missions should surpass any 
previous missions in scientific importance 
and public interest. The two missions 
will utilize the lunar roving vehicle to 
move over even more rugged terrain than 

that encountered recently at Fra Mauro 
by the crew of Apollo 14. 

The Apollo program will end with Apol­
lo 17, now scheduled for December 1972. 

The Skylab program, which utilizes 
much of the hardware and technology 
previously developed in the At:ollo pro­
gram is in an advanced stage of develop­
ment. Its flight phase will begin early in 
1973 with the unmanned launch of the 
orbital workshop. 

This laboratory will be utilized to ap­
ply space for man's benefit and knowl­
edge while demonst··ating man's capa­
bility to live and work in space for ex­
tended periods. 

The space shuttle transportation sys­
tem, which was initiated 2 years ago as a 
study program, is continuing. The fiscal 
year 1972 request provides for the de­
tailed d£sign and development of the en­
gine and the design of the airframe. 

In the space science and applications 
are!t there has been an increased em­
phasis by NASA. The request is approxi­
mately $185 million above the funding 
level for fiscal year 1971. 

It includes increased funding in three 
exciting program areas: 

First, the Viking project, which is a 
Mars orbiter and lander. This program 
places special emphasis on factors rele­
vant to the existence of life on Mars. 

Second, the grand tour program, 
which, by a unique alinement of the out­
er planets, provides an opportunity to 
make a fly-by of these planets with a 
single spacecraft. 

Third, t.he space applications program, 
which encompasses a broad range of 
purposes, such as earth resources sur­
veys, meteorology, communications, 
earth physics, navigation, and other sim­
ilar programs to utilize space for man's 
benefit. 

Also scheduled is a Venus-Mercury 
fty-by, as well as two pioneer spacecraft 
to be launched to the vicinity of Jupiter 
in 1973 and 1974. 

On this past Sunday, NASA launched 
the second of two attempts to orbit mars 
this November. The first attempt, Mar­
iner 8, failed because of an electric mal­
function. We expect detailed television 
pictures to be sent back-if all continues 
well on this last launch to mars-cover­
ing the entire surface of the planet clos­
est to us. 

We also expect to fty our first earth 
resources satellite, the ERTS-A, in the 
spring of 1972. This experiment will 
provide information on how to utilize 
data from space to understand and man­
age our natural resources on earth. 

The committee approved the above 
items as submitted. 

Of course, our basic and applied re­
search programs and the aeronautical 
research programs will continue to sup­
ply the data needed to insure our future 
capability. 

These and other projects represent the 
continuation and fulfillment of major 
efforts begun in the 1960's. Their author­
ization will allow the completion of mamy 
of these jobs and will provide the base 
for the space program of the 1970's and 
beyond. 

As I have already pointed out, the pro­
gram is well below what the President's 
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space task group called a minimum ac­
ceptable program. It represents many 
compromises. It has many deletions and 
cutbacks from previous plans. 

The new programs will move more 
slowly, and efforts to reduce annual costs 
are evident throughout. 

There are, however, areas of import­
ance that reflect and support new deci­
sions for the 1970's. 

It provides significant effort in sci­
ence, exploration, technology, and prac­
tical space benefits for man on earth. 

It begins a program of upgrading aero­
nautical facilities to prevent further loss 
of our position in this field. 

Now let me explain briefly the major 
increases in authorization by the com­
mittee in the bill before you. 

The space flight operations item was 
increased $72,500,000 by the committee. 
This increase is to provide for: 

First, the development and flight prep­
aration for a partial rescue capability for 
Sky lab; 

Second, the evaluation of several mis­
sion possibilities for a second Skylab 
flight or for applications flights to pre­
vent a 3-year hiatus in manned space 
flights; 

Third, a more intensive effort in de­
veloping the pacing items for the space 
shuttle; namely, thermal protection and 
vehicle structures; 

Fourth, studies to explore the poten­
tial of the space shuttle to fly specific 
short-duration missions. 

The advanced missions item was in­
creased $8.5 million to provide more 
emphasis and planning to develop the 
best directions for future efforts in the 
1970's. 

The only authorization change recom­
mended in the space science and applica­
tions area by the committee is to in­
crease the sounding rocket and balloon 
research program by $2.5 million. 

These fruitful and economical probes 
have accomplished important scientific 
results, and this small addition will 
maintain the program at essentially the 
same level as fiscal year 1971. 

In the advanced research and tech­
nology area the NASA request was $51,-
375,000 below the fiscal year 1971 re­
quest. 

The committee believes that it is un­
wise to reduce this area from which our 
future capability must emerge. As a re­
sult, this portion of the R. & D. program 
was increased $64,900,000· 

Twenty-five million dollars was added 
to the aeronautical research and tech­
nology line item. 

Evidence has been accumulated both 
in the regular authorization hearings 
and in special hearings on aeronautics 
that unless major attention is given to 
correcting money deficiencies we will en­
counter an increasing risk of losing our 
strong worldwide aeronautical market. 

The new funds will be used to-
First, prevent us from falling behind 

our world competitors in aeronautics; 
Second, prevent further erosion of our 

store of technical and scientific knowl­
edge, physical plant, and skilled person­
nel; 

Third, improve safety of travel on our 
airways and around air terminals. 

Also we added $39,900,000 to the nu­
clear power and propulsion program. It 
is essential that the advanced nuclear 
rocket engine be funded at a viable level. 

The NASA request totaling $15 million 
for nuclear propulsion essentially consti­
tuted a holding action resolution in a 
two-thirds reduction of the contractor's 
workforce. 

The action by the committee allows 
the program to continue in an efficient 
and reasonable manner, although at a 
reduced rate from the original NASA 
plans. 

I would like now to conclude on one 
highly important issue which has con­
cerned the committee for the past sev­
eral years; that is, the effect on the fu­
ture occasioned by the rapid reduction 
of personnel in NASA. 

At the level allowed under this bill, 
the reduction will have reached a total of 
6,300 personnel since July 1967. 

The request called for a reduction of 
1,500 civil service positions; however, the 
committee recommended that this num­
ber be reduced to 1,000. Under the re­
quest, advanced research and technology 
would lose 533 positions. The committee 
action restores 500 of these positions, 
adding $4,500,000 to the research and 
program management account. 

Additionally, the committee has been 
concerned about the increasing average 
age of scientists and engineers in NASA's 
employ. This average age is increasing 
at the rate of eight-tenths of a year an­
nually, indicating a decline in the rate of 
young people entering the agency. 

The committee recommends an addi­
tional $1 million for nonpermanent posi­
tions to encourage high school and col­
lege students and faculty members to en­
ter the program through summer em­
ployment. 

I have highlighted the major items in 
this bill and I will be glad to answer any 
questions the committee may have. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of California. I am very 
glad to yield to the ranking Republican 
Member, the gentleman from Pennsyl­
vania. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to compliment 
the chairman on his excellent statement. 
The bill was reported out of the commit­
tee without a negative vote. I would like 
to congratulate the chairman on his lead­
ership and the members of the subcom­
mittee as well on their intensive work in 
going over the programs. They were 
brought to the House in excellent shape. 
Of course, there can always be the ques­
tion-Why do we go to the moon? Why 
are we in space? Do we not have enough 
problems at home? 

We in the United States must remain 
ahead in science, research, and tech­
nology. As the chairman has pointed out, 
there is no second place in the world. We 
are either a first-class nation competing 
with first-class nations or we drop back 
in science, research, and technology. 
That in-turn will affect industry, which 
affects the job situation, and which, of 
course, affects our U.S. economy and our 
defense posture. 

Again I would like to compliment the 
chairman and say that it was an excel­
lent statement, most enlightening and 
helpful. 

Mr. MILLER of California. I thank 
the gentleman very much. I would like 
to say that I recently returned from 
visiting the Air Exposition in Paris. 
While abroad I had the privilege of being 
in several of the major airports of the 
world. There we see 85 percent of the 
planes being utilized throughout the 
world with the American stamp on them. 
I can tell you that England, France, 
Italy, and other countries are working 
very hard, and the Lord help us if we 
ever lose our leadership in that field, not 
because ·of pride, but because of the 
change in the balance of payments that 
will come about when they cease to use 
85 percent of American planes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as I 
may use. 

We members of the House Science and 
Astronautics Committee have been work­
ing on NASA's budget for a good many 
years. We have been following the pro­
grams rather closely. We have been 
maintaining contact with the NASA and 
the Government officials as well as the 
Budget officials. We have also been 
maintaining close contact with the sci­
entific, research, and technological 
fields involved in exploring space. We 
make trips to the various NASA installa­
tions and contractors. We check and find 
out why things 1$0 right and why things 
go wrong. 

I wish to compliment all of our com­
mittee colleagues in the House. The 
members of the Committee on Science 
and Astronautics have taken the tre­
mendous responsibility of working on 
individual programs and becoming fa­
miliar with them. They are able to an­
swer questions that are asked not only 
on the House floor but also around the 
Capitol and on many trips in this coun­
try. 

We have to have this background in 
order to make a balanced judgment. We 
just do not accept everything that is 
presented to us either by NASA or by 
the Office of Management and Budget. 
We must put these programs in their 
order of priority, on their probability of 
success, and on achievement as against 
cost evaluation. 

It becomes a tremendously compli­
cated problem. It takes hours ·and hours 
of st·''dY. 

Some of us have been interested in this 
field for many years. 

I have been involved ever since I was 
on the National Board of Governors of 
the National Rocket Club. I have felt 
that it is a work of love. It is really not 
work at all; it is a field in which one can 
become so tremendously interested that it 
is consuming of one's time and energies. 
It is one of the most interesting experi­
ences to be at the edge of development. 
That must have been the case when 
Queen Isabella sent out Columbus and 
the explorers of the world who came to 
the Western Hemisphere to find what 
was there. 
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We on our committee are on the edge 
of exploration. It is our committee that 
has put in the words, ''Science, research, 
development, and exploration". This is 
the first time it has really been an ex­
pressed purpose of our Federal Govern­
ment simply to go to explore, to see 
what there might be there. 

To me that is a very daring concept. 
Others would rather stay at home. 

Might I point out that a greater bur­
den now falls on the National Aeronau­
tics and Space Administration. The rea­
son for the greater burden is that NASA 
has shared basic research in aeronautics 
and astronautics with the Department of 
Defense. Now because of the Mansfield 
amendment- sponsored by Senator 
MANSFIELD, the majority leader in the 
other body-the basic research that is 
not program-directed or weaponry-sys­
tem-directed in the Department of De­
fense goes over into the peaceful-type 
agencies. 

For example, under the National Sci­
ence Foundation we have had to increase 
the budget this year to $622 million. 

One might say, "JIM FuLTON, this 
NASA budget is increased this year." 
Yes; it is increased 5 percent. 

Why is there this increase by the 
Committee on Science and Astronautics 
of 5 percent for the coming fiscal year? 
It is very plain to be seen that there has 
been inflation at the rate of 5 or 6 per­
cent a year on the average. Second, 
there have been pay raises which have 
been granted generally to Government 
employees, and new fringe benefits, new 
pension rights. 

Of course, the employees of NASA and 
the contractors, because of collective 
bargaining, share in those increased 
gains. 

If we look at this budget of NASA for 
the fiscal year 1972 it is a very tight 
budget. In actuality NASA's spending 
power is less than for the current fiscal 
year 1971. 

We have made a real effort to hold 
this budget down to perform the duties 
that are necessary that have been laid 
out under the auspices of this House and 
the other body. The Congress has set the 
pace for research in this country. 

The Senate and the House of Repre­
sentatives of the United States, working 
in cooperation with the Executive, have 
taken the lead along with the Executive 
rather than following the Executive's 
leadership alone. I have been asked to ex­
plain an occurrence that has happened 
with the Mariner Mars flight, May 29, I 
would like to explain it at this time. 

The question was asked on the floor as 
to what really happened. My answer to 
that, which is rather technical, is that a 
small part, an integrated circuit, failed. 
It was apparently in a protective device, 
a diode, which malfunctioned. This fail­
ure of the integrated circuit was in the 
Centaur auto pilot and would cause the 
vehicle to tumble. 

Unless we can get the vehicle to stop 
tumbling, that would be the end of the 
test. So, of course, it has to be stabilized. 

Originally, the window to go to Mars 
had been scheduled through June 4 of 
this year. That means that Mars is in a 
position where we could launch from 
Earth at a minimal distance from Mars. 

You may say how far would it be to 
Mars at the optimum distance. Well, it 
would be 246,943,000 miles, and you have 
to do that with one push. There is no 
continuous power. There is just one sim­
pie push, and then the vehicle has to 
coast the full distance although it can be 
stabilized and redirected as they go. 

When will it reach Mars, somebody 
asked me. The present vehicle is Mariner 
9. Mariner 8 failed. It will reach Mars 
on Saturday, November 13, 1971. At 3 
o'clock this afternoon, Mariner 9 will be 
643,000 miles out, but, of course, it will 
still have some 246 million miles to go. 
Just think of hitting a small planet like 
Mars, which is the planet with the near­
est resemblance to earth that we have 
probably from the standpoint of tem­
perature and location within the solar 
system. We will circumnavigate the plan­
et probably in the equatorial zone, rang­
ing somewhat in the north and some­
what in the southern areas. Originally 
the mission included both Mariner 8 and 
9, with one operating around the one 
polar zone, and the second operating 
around the other polar zone-north and 
south. On Mars itself, we can see that 
there is a polar icecap on either end of 
the planet just like there is on earth. The 
amazing thing is that as spring advances 
on Mars, we can see a melting icecap 
with a ring, which some people think is 
green. Already we have seen some of the 
pictures from previous Mars flights that 
have been successful. I have been over 
at the Goddard Space Flight Center when 
the first pictures were coming in from 
Mars. We could see as the satellite passed 
over Mars the various declevities, the 
caps, and the cones and the crevices that 
were caused by objects hitting the planet 
Mars. 

It was like a trip to the moon. It was 
just as we saw on our TV when we sent 
back the pictures of the moon. 

Mr. Chairman, unless we learn how to 
live in this solar system of ours; unless 
we learn what the sun is emitting; un­
less we know what effect the moon and 
the sun have on the earth's climate; un­
less we are able to communicate world­
wide and spread education; we will fall 
far behind in promoting international 
'peace and understanding. 

Think of the fact that 10 years ago if 
you had sat here in this Chamber and 
had been told that you would have had 
worldwide communications you would 
not have believed it. Likewise, imagine 
if you had been told that there was a new 
telephone service open between New York 
and London with no minimum limit. 
Imagine paying only 2 cents a second. 
You could travel from New York to Lon­
don, call back and announce your safe 
arrival and pleasant journey. That would 
cost you but 20 cents. 

Mr. Chairman, when we move into the 
villages of India in an effort to imple­
ment an educational system, we will be 
teaching the people of 5,000 villages. We 
will be teaching them how to live and at 
the same time solving the problems of 
population explosion, agricultural pro­
duction lags, and teaching many of the 
other valuable lessons which we have 
learned in our s'pace program. 

In terms of technological benefits 
which are direct spinoffs from the space 

program, more than 10,000 total, iden­
tifiable benefits have been provided by 
our work in space. As an example, in 
the field of materials, ultra high strength 
aluminum foil developed for communi­
cation satellites is used for packaging 
quick-freeze dried food and sensitive 
pharmaceuticals. In transportation, 
automotive brake cylinders are built and 
tested under techniques and tested in 
the hydraulic system for the Saturn 
launch vehicle. In the field of energy and 
natural resources, thermal mapping and 
infrared photography from space have 
detected fires, crop disease, insects and 
insect migration. In urban affairs, aero­
space techniques have been applied to 
develop new and revolutionary methods 
for construction of low-cost housing. 
There are also heavy contributions to the 
fields of agriculture and forestry, geog­
raphy and geology, ecology and pollu­
tion control, water resources and marine 
species, and atmospheric sciences. The 
important point to realize is that the 
fields or areas which have benefited by 
space technology and space techniques 
are as varied and as numerous as the 
number of benefits themselves. 

Looking further at the field of meteor­
ology, we presently have in operation a 
meteorological satellite system that is 
producing 24-hour coverage on a rou­
tine basis of not only the weather, but 
the entire earth's climatic cycles. The in­
formation we receive from these satel­
lites is available to any nation on earth 
who desires irt. These satellites have 
saved thousands of lives and billions of 
dollars of property, savings that can be 
fully documented. As one example, our 
space meteorological weather system dis­
covered and tracked Hurricane Camille 
in 1969 as it moved along the coast of 
Louisiana and Mississippi. The satellite's 
precision tracking permitted the saving 
of approximately 20,000 to 50,000 Ameri­
can lives. 

Various studies into the cost savings 
we can expect from meteorological satel­
lite work have produced excellent fore­
casts. The mM Corp. concluded from a 
comprehensive analysis of the benefits of 
more accurate forecasting that if weath­
er could be predicted even 3 days in ad­
vance, man could save $60 billion a year. 
Even if this savings is highly optimistic, 
we must realize that the space program 
today costs but one-twentieth of that 
figure. And this estimated $60 billion is 
an annual return of work in merely one 
field. Furthermore, NASA's work today 
in this field is aimed at accurate weather 
forecasting not merely 3 days in advance, 
but 2 full weeks. 

There have also been significant ac­
complishments in the field of satellite 
communications. To the credit of NASA's 
achievements in satellite communica­
tions, today we have a profttmaking in­
ternational communication satellite net­
work tying together over 40 countries of 
the world looated on six continents. Since 
the advent of the communication satellite 
in 1963, we have seen an annual growth 
in telephone traffic of more than 20 
times, the introduction of international 
live television transmissions, and a de­
cline in the costs of international com­
munication by a factor of more than 25 
times. 



June 3, 1971 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· HOUSE 17861 

In the field of navigation, navigation 
satellites have been in continuous opera­
tion use by this country since 1960. 
The satellites were first put into use by 
the Navy, but, increasingly, are being 
employed by major deep-water operators. 
Navigation on the ocean and in the air is 
still a matter of a series of heading ad­
justments, which over the course of time. 
can amount to considerable loss of pro­
ductive money. In fact, a 1-percent sav­
ings in fuel and manpower costs due to 
navigational improvement would save 
the shipping industry $150 million per 
year. Our navigational satellite system 
has already demonstrated that it can 
make a significant contribution of meet­
ing the goal of reducing operating costs. 

In another area, our earth resources 
satellite systems are designated to play 
an ever-increasing role in providing the 
·entire world information on our global 
natural resources. The information these 
satellites can obtain in many cases could 
not be determined by any other means. 
Such geological surveys will be able to 
identify the location of minerals and oil, 
on land as well as under water, saving 
millions of dollars and long periods of 
exploration time. The prospector of to­
morrow will be a data specialist in an 
analysis center, not the lonely man in 
his jeep in a wasteland. 

With respect to still another field, as­
tronomy, the unmanned astronomical 
observatory satellites that this country 
has flown have had major impact on vir­
tually all present theories in astronomy 
as well as concepts of cosmology. The 
measurements made by these satellites-in 
the magnetic spectrum of space provide 
information that would never be able to 
be obtained from the earth because of 
the earth's intervening atmosphere. 
Many scientists feel that in terms of 
man's ability to investigate the stars and 
planets, the satellite-borne astronomical 
observatories are equivalent in impor­
tance to the discovery of the telescope. 

Much of our space work will also be 
concentrated on the area of advanced 
exploration. Work in this field Will in­
volve the comprehensive investigation of 
Mars in 1971, as well as all the outer 
planets before the end of the decade. 
Mars will be completely mapped by a 
photographic satellite. This will then be 
followed by a soft landing mission to 
Mars to analyze the atmospheric and 
surface composition and to investigate 
the possibility of extraterrestrial life. 
This information will permit further 
comparisons of the earth with still an­
other body of the solar system, thus en­
hancing our knowledge of the earth. 

Perhaps the most exciting effort will 
be to send two spacecraft to the very edge 
of our solar system. By taking advantage 
of an extremely rare lineup of the solar 
system's outer planets-a lineup which 
occurs only once in every 179 years­
NASA will be able to investigate Jupiter, 
Saturn, Uranus, Neptune, and Pluto. This 
program, the "Grand Tour Mission," of­
fers this country the opportunity to ex-
plore the furthermost reaches of our 
solar system. 

NASA has also made impressive con­
tributions to greater international coop­
eration. As the Congress is aware, the 
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National Aeronautics and Space Admin­
istration's international activities are 
based on the National Aeronautics and 
Space Act of 1958, which provides that 
U.S. space activities be conducted so that 
they contribute materially to cooperation 
with other nations and groups of nations. 
NASA's record over the past 12 years has 
been outstanding. NASA has entered into 
some 250 agreements for international 
space projects; orbited foreign satellites; 
:flown foreign experiments on its space­
craft; participated in more than 600 co­
operative scientific rocket soundings in 
sites from all corners of the world, and 
involved more than 50 foreign scientists 
in analysis of lunar surface samples. The 
results of this work can be measured in 
significant cost-savings and profound 
scientific benefits. 

This program of international cooper­
ation by NASA has also made major con­
tributions to international peace and un­
derstanding. One of the best examples 
is the cooperative space ventures now 
being discussed between NASA and the 
U.S.S.R. In recent meetings in Moscow 
between NASA and the U.S.S.R. Acad­
emy of Sciences, an agreement has been 
reached to provide for cooperation in the 
areas· of meteorological, environmental, 
earth resources, and lunar and planetary 
exploration satellite systems. And finally, 
one of the most dramatic .programs to 
date between the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. 
is for a docking between the Russian 
Soyuz manned spacecraft and a U.S. 
Apollo command and service module. 

It is interesting to look at our space 
program's impact on other fields such 
as education and general problem anal­
ysis. Since its beginning in 1958, the na­
tional space program has captured the 
imagination of our youth, as well as in­
spired the Nation's educational institu­
tions in stimulating interest in science 
and technology. Perhaps this is one of 
the most important byproducts of the 
space program. Specifically, new educa­
tional technologies are evolving. These 
include dialing into centrally located 
computers to retrieve information, pro­
gramed instruction, and educational tele­
vision. Additionally, studies of space, the 
universe, and the solar system now com­
prise about 25 percent of the space pro­
grams in a good many of our Nation's 
elementary schools. The study of space 
exploration now extends from Galileo to 
Apollo 14. In college, astrophysics, ad­
vanced propulsion, and aerospace medi­
cine are major fields of concentration. 
The spinoff from the space program has 
served as a tonic to the American edu­
cational system. 

In addition, part of this spinoff bene­
fit has been the ability of this Nation 
to rationally analyze and find solutions 
to overwhelmingly complex problems. 
The national space program represented 
a management approach to accomplish 
one of the most difficult problems ever 
posed. The Apollo program, in going to 
the moon, required a Government, indus­
try, and university team which involved 
organizing 400,000 people, hundreds of 
universities, and 20,000 separate indus­
trial companies for a common goal. 
These same management techniques are 
available to the country for use in solv-

ing our most pressing terrestrial prob­
lems. 

Obviously it is impossible to predict 
what our descendants centuries from 
now will say about this country's ex­
ploration of space. Perhaps, however, 
their thoughts will not be unlike ours as 
we look back to earlier centuries and 
the impact which the exploratory work 
of our ancestors had on our life today. 
AnYone familiar with history knows that 
you cannot predict what discovery or 
what knowledge is going to be important. 
We can think of Columbus and Marco 
Polo and Charles Darwin. In particular, 
we think of the exploratory work of the 
Beagle as it was sent out to map the 
waterways of South America and to find 
the location of certain specific islands. 
For some unknown reason, a naturalist, 
Charles Darwin, was chosen to partic­
ipate in the trip and from Darwin's 
"absurd" collection of rocks, plants, and 
animal life, our understanding of the 
world and everything in it was revolu­
tionized. This same type of research and 
discovery in the name of the space pro­
gram today plays a large role in leading 
men from ignorance towards greater 
comprehension. 

The point is as we aim for the un­
known and aim to solve the most difficult 
of problems, we often make discoveries 
of far greater consequence than antic­
ipated. We now see that the challenge 
of our space program is leading us to so 
many new technologies, techniques, and 
advances that the spinoffs from space 
alone will be worth many times the cost 
of the basic program itself. 

The purpose of our space program is 
not merely to launch missiles. Any Na­
tion knows that if you can control any 
strategic area completely or attain over­
whelming control of that strategic area, 
this Nation will have taken an essential 
step in controlling the world. 

Mr. Chairman, we cannot afford to be 
second for strategic purposes alone. I be­
lieve we have to give consideration right 
now to the fact that we must maintain 
our nuclear or atomic superiority. If this 
type of destructive power was ever sent 
into space to be launched back at the 
earth, the effect could be disastrous. 

Mr. Chairman, during the seventies 
we must maintain a sufficient amount of 
fissionable material. Furthermore, we 
must have it stored for peacetime pur­
poses. This material could destroy 3,000 
cities alone in this world. 

Think of what there could be done 
from outer space. A tremendously power­
ful weapon could be directed against any 
of the cities of the world. We in America 
have to wake up. We need a system to 
counter such a threat, and this is pre­
cisely why we are developing the 
NERVA, nuclear propulsion system. We 
need this NERV A rocket which will go 
three to five times faster than any other 
rocket. We need it to be able to pursue 
and intercept an incoming missile. We 
need the NERVA so that we do not have 
to wait for a weapon to fall on one of our 
cities. We now stand under the apple 
tree, waiting for the apples to fall, and 
attempting to catch them as they fall. 
It is too late, ladies and gentlemen, it is 
too late for this type of defense. 
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Research on the NERVA program is 
the kind of effort we need. We need that 
kind of system combined with a laser 
beam that will be able to counteract any 
kind of object or system that can be put 
into space. We then will assure our secu­
rity and our own safety. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I would 
say that unless we go through with the 
Apollo 15 16, and 17 missions, the last 
three whlch are scheduled, it would be 
foolishness. It would be equivalent to 
having an SST, with the prototype sitting 
on the field ready to go. But we do want 
Apollos 15, 16, and 17 to be scraped at 
this late a time. We have the crews all;d 
the installations; we have the communi­
cations support equipment; we have the 
supporting experiments now on the 
moon; and we have the sophisticated 
tracking network all around the world 
that we are maintaining. If we should 
postpone it, you can see that we would 
fall behind in this expertise. However, by 
keeping the crews and the facilities, both 
for manned flights and for deep space 
exploration a tremendous advantage 
would be s~rved. We have gone right to 
the final wire with this program. The 
equipment is built. We have developed a 
sophisticated moon roving device some­
what like a golf cart. In fact, the gentle­
man from California (Mr. MILLER) and 
I have seen this lunar rover and have 
been able to drive it. 

Unless we go ahead with the Apollo 
program we will be wasting money and 
effort which has already been expended. 
The cheapest and the best course of ac­
tion is to conclude the contracts which 
remain and to complete the missions as 
scheduled. 

I hope that the Members will support 
the Apollo program and this Nation's en­
tire space program, and I wish to thank 
the Chairman. 

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
the Manned Space Flight Subcommittee 
has compiled a record of comprehensive 
and informative hearings on the NASA 
authorization for the fiscal year 1972. 
Under the able direction of our dedicated 
and distinguished chairman, the gentle­
man from California (Mr. MILLER), the 
committee and the Manned Space Flight 
Subcommittee have reviewed in detail 
the national space program. The budget 
recommended to you today is a minimum 
budget. It is a budget that delays and 
defers programs which are in the na­
tional interest to move along at a faster 
pace. Three lunar exploration flights re­
main. Our ability to conduct lunar ex­
ploration is then at an end. A single sky­
lab earth orbital workshop, is being built 
to fly in 1973. That workshop will be re­
visited three times. Following these three 
flights to earth orbit in 1973 our manned 
space capability is grounded for the fore­
seeable future. The option does exist to 
fly a second skylab or to fly two near 
earth orbit mission with the last hard­
ware available for manned space flight. 

The recent success of the Soviets in 
manned space flight makes it clear that 
space is no longer simply a place for in­
vestigation but a place to control, com­
mand, and utilize. This year's budget in­
cludes funds to proceed with a low cost, 

earth-to-orbit space transportation sys­
tem, the space shuttle. It is clear, today, 
that the need for man and automated 
equipment to be taken to and from space 
in a routine and low-cost manner is es­
sential. Development of a low-cost space 
shuttle will assure our ability as a nation 
to compete and lead the continued 
growth in use of space for the benefit of 
this Nation and the world. 

Mr. Chairman, a detailed record of pro­
gram plans and accomplishments has 
been compiled for the NASA manned 
space flight centers and contractors. The 
Apollo program has successfully con­
cluded the lunar landing and safe return 
of astronauts on Apollo 11 and initiated 
a lunar exploration program with Apollo 
12, 13, and 14. Saturn I-B vehicle produc­
tion has been concluded and the remain­
Ulg seven vehicles transferred to the Sky­
lab program. Saturn V vehicles and 
spacecraft production has been essen­
tially completed during fiscal year 1971 
and production terminated. Of the six 
remaining Saturn V vehicles, three will 
be used for lunar exploration and one 
has been transferred to the skylab pro­
gram to be used to launch an orbital 
workshop in 1973. One will be maintained 
as a backup for the Skylab program and 
one complete vehicle will be placed in 
reserve. 

The following table summarizes the ac­
tions taken by the Committee on Manned 
Space Flight programs: 

[In thousands of dollars) 

Budget line item 

Fiscal r~~~ 
budget 

request 

Committee 
recommen­

dation 

Difference: 
budget re­
quest and 
committee 

recommen-
dation 

Apollo_______ ________ $612, 200 $612, 200 ------------
Space flight 

operations______ ___ 672, 775 745, 275 +$72, 500 
Advanced missions.... 1, 500 10, 000 +8, 500 

----------------------
Total R. & 0 _ __ 1, 286, 475 1, 367, 475 +81, 000 

================== 
Construction of 

facilities.__________ I 20, 000 1 22, 330 +2. 330 
Research and pro-

gram managemenL.==3=32=, 0=0=5 ==3=3=3,=00=5==+=1='=00=0 

Manned space 
flight totaL.. 1, 638,480 1, 722, 810 +84,330 

1 Plus $2.503.000 for rehabilitation and modification work 
under various locations. 

The committee has approved the fiscal 
year 1972 budget request with several 
changes--for manned space flight: 

APOLLO 

NASA requested $612,200,000 for con­
tinuation of the Apollo lunar exploration 
program in fiscal year 1972. 

The NASA budget proposed for Apollo 
for fiscal year 1972 is $302,200,000 less 
than fiscal year 1971. This budget ter­
minated Saturn V production with three 
lunar exploration flights remaining. 

It is the view of the committee that al­
though the proposed level of funding 
does not support an adequate manned 
space flight program in the 1970's, it is 
sufficient to support the llJna,r explora­
tion missions in fiscal year 1972. The 
committee, therefore, recommends $612,-
200,000 for the Apollo program in fiscal 
year 1972. 

SPACE FLIGHT OPERATIONS 

NASA requested $672,775,000 for space 
flight operations in fiscal year 1972. The 
committee recommends an increase of 
$72,500,000 for a total authorization of 
$745,275,000 for fiscal year 1972 for space 
.:tlight operations. 

The budget proposed for space flight 
operations for fiscal year 1972 is $230,-
075,000 more than for fiscal year 1971. 
This reflects increases in funding re­
quired to support the development and 
flight preparations for launch of Skylab 
in 1973 and three planned visits to Sky­
lab, utilizing three existing Saturn I-B 
vehicles. A second backup workshop is 
being fabricated so that if problems are 
encountered with the launch or flight of 
Skylab a second workshop will be avail­
able. This also includes funds for support 
of detailed definition and design study 
for a low cost, earth-to-orbit recoverable 
shuttle. 

The changeS' recommended by the 
committee in the space flight operations 
line item are as follows: 

SKYLAB 

NASA requested $535,400,000 for the 
Skylab portion of the space flight opera­
tions program. The committee recom­
mends an increase of $15 million for Sky­
lab for a rescue capability for the most 
probable mission failure situations. The 
approach calls for converting the next 
launch ready Skylab command and 
service module into a rescue carrier by 
removing stowage lockers and adding two 
additional crew couches. Minor modifica­
tions would be required to provide ex­
tra outlets for communications and en­
vironmental control. The command and 
service module would be launched with 
two crewmembers and return with five. 

An additional $15 million in fiscal year 
1972 would permit proceeding more 
promptly than possible under the present 
budget request with the fabrication of 
the kits to provide the rescue capability 
and the modifications necessary for in­
stallation of the kits into the command 
and service module. 

The Skylab program capitalizes on the 
capabilities and resources developed in 
the Apollo program to accomplish 
scientific, technological, and biomedical 
investigattons in space. Skylab has been 
initiated with the goal of achieving a 
series of steps leading toward the estab­
lishment of an operational capability in 
earth orbit. This operational capability 
will result in expanding the scientific 
knowledge of our earth and the surround­
ing universe. In addition, Skylab will 
build the foundation for future major 
steps in manned exploration beyond the 
earth-moon system. 

The program has proceeded through 
phases of initial study, conceptual study 
and preliminary design_ It is now enter­
ing the final phase of development and 
program operations. 

Skylab missions are based on the con­
cept of maximum utilization of existing 
hardware, and, in addition, the concepts 
of revisit, resupply, reuse and repair of 
equipment in earth orbit will be 
evaluated from an economic standpoint. 
For the eventuality that astronauts who 
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fly the long-duration Skylab missions in 
1973 may get into difficulty, a plan has 
been devised to rescue them using a con­
ventional three-man Apollo spacecraft 
modified to accommodate five persons. 

A major area of emphasis in Skylab is 
a group of observations of the earth's 
resources. Skylab efforts will add to and 
complement the knowledge gained in 
both ground-based research and auto­
mated satellites. In one significant 
activity in this area, the astronauts will 
use synchronous electric cameras with 
various film and filter combinations to 
record images in visible and infrared 
light to be used in the analysis of earth 
resources. These photographs-which 
will be brought to earth-and other 
sensing devices can contribute to our 
understanding of air and water pollution, 
weather conditions, ocean food, and 
other material resources, mineral re­
sources and reserves, flood control, and 
many other important aspects of our 
environment. This effort in suppo·rt of 
NASA's total applications program ranks 
high among our priorities. We intend to 
make every effort to broaden the scope 
of our activities in this area within the 
Skylab program to test equipment, ex­
periment with sensors, and obtain data 
when the load-carrying capabilities and 
operating characteristics of the Skylab 
make this the preferred method. 

A principal scientific effort in the pro­
gram is directed toward the use of a 
solar astronomy module for detailed 
studies of the sun, whose energy pro­
vides the driving force that controls our 
environment, not only on earth but 
throughout the solar system. Observa­
tions of the sun will be made in various 
parts of the spectrum. An astronomer­
astronaut will probably be a member of 
the crew on at least one of the missions 
to make on-the-scene decisions on the 
conduct of the research program and to 
direct instruments toward various areas 
of the sun as conditions change. 

Skylab will substantially augment the 
technology base for space activities pro­
jected for the late 1970's and beyond. The 
effects of prolonged weightlessness on 
man's well-being and performance will 
be investigated in depth and practical 
experience will be gained in long life 
systems operation. Habitability, medical, 
behavioral, and work effectiveness ex­
periments will be performed on missions 
of increasing duration. It is expected that 
a medically trained observer will be a 
member of the crew on one of these mis­
sions to conduct an intensive program of 
experiments in these areas. The reswts 
are expected to add to understanding of 
healthy human subjects, thus also con­
tributing to medical knowled2'e of value 
on earth. 

Biological experiments are also 
planned on the effect of zero gravity on 
living organisms and the effect of altera­
tion of the basic rhythms, such as the 
sequence of day and night at 24-hour 
intervals, which influence the life proc-
esses. 

Combined, the results of all of these 
activities in the Skylab program will give 

us important scientific and engineering 
data we cannot get any other way and 
permit us to establish effective and eco­
nomical approaches to future space op­
erations. 

SECOND SKYLAB-APPLICATIONS FLIGHTS 

Following Apollo 17 and Skylab, there 
is a gap in manned flight of over 3 years. 
The committee recommends the addition 
of $30 million to the budget for the pur­
pose of "fllling the gap" in manned space 
flight which would permit NASA to, first, 
evaluate the potential of either a second 
Skylab, or command and service module, 
only, flight and second, report back on 
a program providing high utility using 
existing vehicles. Several alternatives 
are to be evaluated. 

A second set of Skylab missions can be 
flown in 1974 with two manned visits of 
90 days each and using only backup flight 
modules and experimental hardware pro­
duced for Apollo and Skylab programs. 
The experience and knowledge gained 
from the initial Skylab should permit en­
hancement and redirection of a second 
Skylab to an orbital research facility. 
This would allow new investigations and 
observations which could not be accom­
plished on the initial Skylab, because of 
insufficient crew time. In addition to the 
expansion of experience that could be 
gained by repeating selected experiments, 
other specific new experiments have been 
identified that could be added to the pay­
load thereby greatly enhancing the value 
of a second Skylab. 

The current Skylab plan includes the 
capability to launch a backup workshop 
approximately 10 months after a go­
ahead decision. Previous budgetary con­
straints have necessitated planning for 
only partial checkout of the backup hard­
ware; however, fiscal year 1972 funding 
would permit a more cost effective com­
pletion of checkout. 

In addition, it would provide for ini­
tiating conversion of Apollo command 
and service module hardware to the Sky­
lab configuration, mission planning, sus­
taining ground-based scientific inves­
tigations and enhancement of experi-
ments. _ 

Following Apollo 17 and Skylab, with 
a gap in manned flight of over 3 years, 
two of the command and service mod­
ules and Saturn I-B launch vehicle ex­
cess to the current manned program 
could be effectively used to perform earth 
survey mission. The scientific iristru­
mentation module bay provisions in the 
service module and the operations ex­
perience gained in lunar orbit make it 
logical to consider earth survey missions 
with earth sensors integrated into the 
bay. A mission at 50-degree inclination 
and 150 nautical mile altitude would 
permit three separate, complete cover­
ages of continental United States in 15 
days. Integration of special cameras, a 
multispectral scanner and an infrared 
spectrometer into the scientific instru­
mentation m-odule bay in a manner 
which would yield earth survey data 
would be examined. Two missions would 
permit coverage with seasonal variation, 
extensive film return, and utilization of 

the crew for selective operation of the 
system. These missions would provide 
highly useful information and maintain 
the operating proficiency of the launch 
and mission teams. 

Fiscal year 19'72 funding would be used 
for program definition, development of 
experiments, and spacecraft modifica­
tions and checkout. 

NASA has trimmed its programs to 
the bone, to concentrate resources for 
the accomplishment of the reusable shut­
tle development. The time is opportune; 
the technology is at hand to direct the 
space program away from its missile­
oriented origins and to adopt the eco­
nomical operational techniques devel­
oped by the airline industry in the com­
petitive commercial marketplace. If per­
mitted to proceed along this line, space 
will become available to a greatly ex­
panded number of users for the simple 
reason that the risk of sending a payload 
into orbit will be no greater than ship­
ping a cargo by air, truck, or rail; and 
the cost will become more reasonable as 
the preparations for going into orbit 
approach those of commercial shipping. 
The major impact of the shuttle and 
the total space transportation system 
is expected to be in the cost of the pay­
loads. The extensive reliability provisions 
and proof -testing required in today's 
satellites is the major reason for their 
high cost. As these restrictions are re­
laxed, the preparation time and cost will 
taper off and traffic will increase. Not 
only will the shuttle carry its load and 
return to earth like a tractor trailer 
but the payloads themselves can b~ 
brought back to be repaired or modern­
ized as necessary. Nor does reusability 
stop there. The theme of reusability will 
be continued into the other elements of 
the space transportation system, such as 
the Tug, as resources become available 
for their development. The present 
budget is, therefore, greatly con­
strained in order to make this capabil­
ity achievable in today's financial en­
vironment. The plan is not, however 
without its drawbacks. Great as th~ 
promise is, the plan unfortunately puts 
NASA into an extended period of auster­
ity with respect to other manned space 
flight activity. There is an absolute gap 
of men in space from the windup of the 
skylab missions until shuttle hardware 
reaches readiness for the first shuttle 
orbital flights. This period lasts over 4 
years according to current planning. Any 
change in available funding could com­
press or extend the gap to some degree. 
NASA is particularly unhappy with this 
situation but can do nothing about it. 
They are convinced this is the best solu­
tion within present constraints. 

They do, however, have plans for use­
ful manned space flight activity that 
could be done during this gap, making 
use of residual Apollo hardware. The 
cost of these proposed missions is some­
what lessened because of the use of the 
Apollo equipment. This does not mean 
the cost would be low, because all would 
involve missions with modes of operation 
developed for Apollo. Missions such as 
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polar earth surveys could bring spectacu­
lar results of perhaps immediate and sig­
nificant benefits to us all. However, 
NASA does not propose to do them with­
in budget levels now projected for the 
Agency. NASA does, however, recom­
mend for consideration that additional 
funds be provided for these missions if 
the President and the Congress feel that 
the return from them warrants their 
cost. NASA makes this recommendation 
only as long as there is no impact upon 
achievement of the shuttle capability 
and the commencement of "airlines" 
type missions into space. 

SPACE SHUTTLE 

NASA requested $100 million for the 
space shuttle program for fiscal year 
1972. The committee recommends an in­
crease of $25 million for a total of $135 
million for the space shuttle portion of 
the space flight operations item. 

An additional $25 million in fiscal 
year 1972 will support a more intensive 
undertaking of the pacing vehicle devel­
opment tasks, the thermal protection, 
and vehicle structures. In the thermal 
protection area, ultimate refurbishment 
costs may be reduced by the develop­
ment of improved thermal protection 
materials including the basic insulation 
materials and protective coatings. The 
cost effectiveness of the current external 
insulation system could be enhanced by 
these development efforts. In the struc­
tures area, increased support would be 
utilized in developing composite mate­
rials such as graphite aluminum for the 
primary structure which could reduce 
the vehicle lift-off weight. Similar in­
tensified efforts can be applied to im­
proving beryllium fabrication techniques 
for application to both the primary and 
secondary structures. 

EXPERIMENT DEFINITION 

NASA requested $37,375,000 for orbi­
tal systems and experiments in the space 
flight operations line item for fiscal year 
1972. The committee recommends an in­
crease of $2,500,000 for experiment defi­
nition when the shuttle is used as a short 
duration laboratory returning to earth 
in 1 t:l 7 days. 

An additional $2,500,000 for experi­
ment definition in fiscal year 1972 would 
be used mainly in three areas: Earth ob­
servations; communications and naviga­
tion; and materials science and space 
manufacturing. Primarily, study efforts 
would explore the potential of the space 
shuttle to fly short duration laboratory 
missions carrying experiments. Other 
studies would be initiated to determine 
requirements for data sensors, proces­
sors, analysers, and display equipment. 
Increased laboratory and theoretical ~in­
vestigations would be made in all dis­
ciplines, directed toward maximum effi-
ciency in mission planning and the means 
for making observations utilizing the 
unique capabilities that man provides to 
a laboratory in space. 

Therefore, the committee recommends 
an increase of $72,500,000 in the four 
areas outlined for space flight operations 
for fiscal year 1972 for a total authoriza­
tion of $745,275,000. 

ADVANCED MXSSIONS 

For fiscal year 1972 NASA requested 
$1,500,000 for advanced mission studies. 
The committee recommends an increase 
of $8,500,000 for advanced missions for a 
total authorization of $10 million for fis­
cal year 1972. 

The committee notes that with the 
continuing decline m the manned space 
flight and total NASA programs that in­
tensive advanced planning and analysis 
is needed. More emphasis is needed on 
analyses and planning to develop the 
best directions for future e1Iort in the 
1970's. The increase of $8,500,000 in ad­
vanced missions programs would provide 
for: 

First. More detailed study of improved 
information retrieval and dissemination 
from future manned space systems; 

Second. Studies of orbital retrieval and 
orbital equipment reuse in the 1970's and 
1980's; 

Third. Planning for on-orbit large pay­
load handling; 

Fourth. Analysis of the potential for 
lunar resources utilization and lunar base 
operations; 

Fifth. Study of large equipment erec­
tion and handling in space; and 

Sixth. Study of the potential for in­
creased use of synchronous orbit mission 
and near-earth polar orbit missions. 

CONSTRUCTION OF FACILITIES 

For fiscal year 1972, NASA requested 
$20.0 million for modifications to existing 
facilities for the shuttle engine develop­
ment program. 

This project is required to modify and 
upgrade existing Government-owned 
facilities at seven di1Ierent locations to 
provide for research, development, evalu­
tion, and qualification of the shuttle en­
gines, auxiliary propulsion systems, and 
thermal protection systems. 

The project includes modifications to 
two existing test stands at the Mississippi 
test facility for sea level testing of the 
shuttle engine; procurement of long lead 
time procurement of materials eventu­
ally required to modify the existing alti­
tude test stand at the Arnold Engineering 
Development Center at Tullahoma, 
Tenn.; and modifications to existing 
thermal research and testing facilities at 
the Ames Research Center, the Langley 
Research Center and the Manned Space­
craft Center. 

The development of a reusable high 
pressure rocket engine for use in both 
the booster and the orbiter of the space 
shuttle is the pacing item in the pro­
gram. The development of adequate ther­
mal protection systems is also a demand­
ing problem requiring early resolution. 

Because of the long design and con­
struction lead times involved in the re­
quired modification work, the committee 
considers that this work should proceed 
without delay and accordingly recom­
mends approval of the project. 

The committee also reviewed the 
manned space flight portion of the proj­
ect included under "Various Locations" 
for general rehabilitation and modifica­
tions to existing physical plant. This work 

amounts to $2,503,000 for manned space 
flight of which $1,418,000 is specifically 
for projects involving the prevention, 
control, and abatement of pollution. Fif­
teen minor projects are involved at the 
three manned space flight centers and 
three Government-owned, contractor op­
erated plants. These projects represent 
a continuation of the program to reduce 
the large backlog of deferred mainte­
nance at NASA field centers initiated 3 
years ago at the suggestion of this com­
mittee. The committee recommends these 
proposed projects. 

The committee also considered one 
project which was not included in the 
NASA request--the general moderniza­
tion and expansion of the Visitors In­
formation Center at Cape Kennedy. We, 
on the committee, have been concerned 
for some time about the inadequacy of 
the existing facilities. 

Many of us have long considered that 
a more appropriate and modern complex 
should be available to the general public 
for informational and educational pur­
poses. Millions of people have visited this 
facility and it appears that with the 
opening of Walt Disney World in Orlando 
later this year, an additional600,000 per­
sons will visit the center annually. The 
subcommittee believes that improved 
facilities could contribute a great deal to 
a better public understanding and ap­
preciation of the space program. 

A master plan has been developed for 
the improved information complex. Based 
upon the plan an estimated $10 million 
will ultimately be required to modernize 
and expand the center. Of immediate and 
pressing need is the first phase which 
includes modernization of existing plant; 
the construction of a new Reception and 
Exhibit Building and a new Hall of His­
tory building; and the expansion of site 
utilities. The present center can accom­
moda:te up to 6,000 visitors per day. Phase 
I of the improvement plan will increase 
the capability to accommodate up to 
10,000 visitors daily. 

The committee recommends that the 
NASA construction of facilities request 
be increased by $2,330,000 to provide the 
necessary funds to implement Phase I of 
the master plan. 

SHUTI'LE FACILITIES 

The committee adopted a strong posi­
tion in last y:ear's legislative report con­
cerning the requirement for facilities in 
support of the space shuttle program. In 
essence the committee urged that NASA 
make maximum use of existing facilities 
to meet the shuttle needs, and that no 
new facilities should be considered until 
exhaustive studies have been made to de­
termine the capability of the present 
physical plant to meet the requirements. 

The cominittee considers that NASA 
has thus far abided by the committee 
views on this matter as evidenced by the 
recent decision to locate engine develop­
ment and testing activities at existing 
installations. 

The committee in the legislative report 
accompanying the fiscal year 1972 au­
thorization bill, has added a further com­
mittee view complimenting NASA on 
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their actions and requesting the agency 
to report back to the committee the re­
sults of the overall facilities study now 
underway, prior to any final decision as 
to the location of shuttle facilities. 

RESEARCH AND PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

NASA has requested $332,005,000 for 
the operation and maintenance of field 
activities falling under the jurisdiction 
of the Office of Manned Space Flight. The 
breakdown of this request is as follows: 

Million 
lte~edy Space Center _______________ $95.6 
~nned Spacecraft Center ___________ 106.3 
Marshall Space Flight Center ________ 130. 2 

The fiscal year 1972 request is $16.8 
million less than the fiscal year 1972 
budget operating level for manned space 
:flight field activities. 

Almost 70 percent of the total request 
for fiscal year 1972 is for personnel com­
pensation and benefits. It will support an 
end fiscal year permanent strength of 
11,986 personnel. 

The cost limitations imposed on NASA 
by last year's authorization act forced 
a reduction of 278 personnel more than 
originally planned at the manned space 
flight centers. 

The administration has directed a fur­
ther reduction of 1,500 personnel, or 5.1 
percent of the work force, in NASA dur­
ing fiscal year 1972. Of this amount 619 
positions will be eliminated at the 
manned space flight centers. NASA 
estimates that only 40 percent of this re­
duction can be brought about by normal 
attrition. The balance will have to be 
accomplished by reduction-in-force pro­
cedures. NASA also estimates that 32 per­
cent of the flscal year 1972 reduction will 
affect onboard scientists and engineers. 

Service support contract personnel will 
also be reduced in fiscal year 1972 by 
819 employees. Further reductions in all 
other functional categories of the re­
search and program management re­
quest below the fiscal year 1971 levels 
are planned. 

The committee also took into con­
sideration the effect of the drain of scien­
tists and engineers on the space program 
occasioned by the rapid decline in the 
annual funding for the Nation's space 
effort. Five yeaTs ago there were over 
420,000 people in civil service, industry, 
and the universities involved in space re­
search development and related activ­
ities. This figure will drop to around 
140,000 personnel by the end of fiscal year 
1971. 

Testimony receivet.. also indicates that 
young people entering the academic fields 
are no longer being attracted to thP. 
space program, because of the uncer­
tainty of the future of space. Other testi­
mony indicated that the average age of 
the scientist and engineer component of 
the NASA work force is increasing at the 
rate of eight-tenths of a year annually, 
indicating that the rate of young people 
entering the space program has declined 
to a considerable extent. Only 88 new 
college graduates were hired during the 
first half of fiscal year 1971, as compared 
to 271 hired during fiscal year 1970. It 
is quite apparent that further emphasis 

must be placed on increasing the input 
of new blood into the Nation's space 
activities. 

One means of encouraging more young 
people to enter the space progTam is 
through the summer employment of high 
school and college students as well as 
faculty members. This program has been 
in existence in NASA for many years and 
the projected level for fiscal year 1972 
is 2,300 positions, at an estimated cost 
of $5,437,000, NASA-wide. 

The committee considers that this 
program should be expanded and accord­
ingly recommends that the research 
and program management request be 
increased by $1 million for these pur­
poses. This will add 600 to 800 employees 
to the nonpermanent work force. 

Thus, the committee recommends that 
a total of $333,005,000 be authorized for 
research and program management for 
manned space :flight. 

Ca;reful examination of this budget 
will indicate that it does not fulflll the 
many opportunities that this Nation has 
in utilizing and exploring space. The 
President's space task group report rec­
ommended a much larger budget. Our re­
sources in people and facilities have 
declined to an extent that is not satis­
factory to a nation whose technological 
base is essential not only to our stand­
ard of living but also to our ability to 
compete in the world marketplace. 
! urge your support of the NASA au­
thorization as recommended by the 
committee. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in support of H.R. 7109, 
the fiscal year 1972 NASA authorization 
bill. This bill will authorize $3,433,580,-
000 for our Nation's space effort for the 
next fiscal year. 

I strongly favor the action of the Sci­
ence and Astronautics Committee and its 
members who have given so much study 
over the past 2 months. 

Space is with us to stay. It is not only 
with us for peacetime uses, nor in order 
for us to remain first in technology, but 
it is also with us for. our very security. 
Therefore, we should move ahead. 

We should proceed on a measured 
course with a balanced program of 
manned and unmanned space research 
and exploration. We can reduce by 90 
percent, the cost of earth orbit physics, 
astronomy and applications research by 
promptly going ahead with the space 
shuttle. Likewise the cost of planetary ex­
ploration, unmanned for the immediate 
future at least, also can be materially 
reduced. Our space applications effort 
must be bolstered and emphasized so that 
we may derive the maximum practical 
benefits to man from our space research. 
We must proceed post haste with our 
basic research in all fields but most im­
portant in the fields of advanced re­
search in liquid, solid, and nuclear space 
storable fuels. 

The NASA request for next year repre­
sents a very critically constrained budget. 
In fact the request as submitted by the 
President was the lowest budget received 
by the Congress for space since fiscal 
year 1962. 

Budgetary restrictions for fiscal years 
1971 and 1972 have forced a major 
reorientation of the space etrort. Two 
Apollo lunar landing missions have been 
canceled and practically all of the other 
major programs have been slipped any­
where from 6 to 12 months. Faced with 
a declining budget, NASA has been 
forced to make reductions and com­
promises to bring their budget far below 
what is needed from a purely scientific 
and technical standpoint, that would 
permit this Nation to continue its for­
ward progress in science and technology. 

Fiscal year 1972 marks the beginning 
of the end for much of the work started 
in the 1960's, which for the most part 
will be completed in the next 2 
or 3 years. The Apollo program will 
end with Apollo 17 in December 1972. 
Skylab will fly in 1973 with no successor 
currently planned. Our present earth 
resources and applications technology 
satellite programs will be completed by 
1974. The planetary program now under­
way runs through the launch of the Vik­
ing unmanned landing missions to Mars 
which will be launched in 1975 and land 
in 1976; these were postponed last year 
from 1973 for budgetary reasons. 

Thus, we are witnessing the tailing off 
to completion of work in progress for 
many years. By 1974 the number of 
NASA space launches per year will have 
declined from 26 in 1966 to eight. Like­
wise, after the Skylab missions in 1973, 
this Nation faces at least 4 years in 
which there will be no U.S. manned space 
fiight. 

I believe that the main question facing 
us in Congress is how far we should per­
mit the Nation's space endeavor to de- . 
cline. It may be that we have already 
gone too far. We have witnessed the 
dismantling of the greatest scientific and 
engineering force the world has ever 
known-the aerospace team. The cur­
rent estimate for industry employment 
on NASA work at the end of this year 
and next is 108,000-less than one-third 
of what it was at the peak of the space 
program. Likewise, the NASA in-house 
work force will have been reduced by 
almost 6,000 positions by the end of fiscal 
year 1972. 

Aside from the major impacts that 
these layotrs have had on the economy of 
this Nation, the more serious aspect is 
the erosion of our technological base and 
expertise. This country's space effort over 
the past decade has in fact constituted 
the U.S. science and technology program. 
To permit our technological capability 
to decline further would be pennywise 
and pound foolish. We must halt this 
downward trend, or lose our position of 
preeminence in space. 

It is for these reasons that the Com­
mittee on Science and Astronautics is 
recommending a 1972 space bill which 
is $162,230,000 more than contained in 
the President's budget. NASA's request 
was $3,271,350,000. We are recommend­
ing that new obligational authority in 
the amount of $3,433,850,000 be granted. 

At this point, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to include for the RECORD a sum­
mary chart of the committee's actions: 
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FISCAL YEAR 1972 

Program 

Research and development: 

NASA 
request 

II n millions of dollars) 

Committee 
action 

Committee 
recom-

mendation Purpose of additions 

Apollo ______________________________________________ ----- 612.2 
672.775 -----+72:5·-- 612.2 

Space flight operations _________ ------- __________ ____ ------_ 745. 275 15. 0 
30.0 
25.0 
2.5 

Skylab. 
Second Skylab-Applications flights. 
Shuttle. 
Experiment definitions. 

TotaL _________________________________________ -------- _______ ______ ___ ___________________________ 72. 5 
Advanced missions___ _____________ ____ ___ ___ ____ __________ 1. 5 +8. 5 10.0 8. 5 Studies for information retrieval, equipment retrieval, payload handling, 

large equipment erection and handling, orbit analysis and lunar 
resource and base utilization. 

Physics and Astronomy _____________________________ ------_ 110.3 +2.5 112.8 To increase support for: 
2.0 
• 5 

TotaL__________ ___________________ _______ ___ _____________ _______________________________________ 2. 5 

Lunar and planetary exploration ____________________________ _ 
Space applications ______ ______________ __________ ------ ____ _ 

Sounding rocket. 
Balloon research. 

Launch vehicle procurement_ __ _____ ___________ -------------
Aeronautical research and technology _______________________ _ 

311.5 
182.5 
146. 1 
110.0 +25.0 

311.5 
182.5 
146.1 
135.0 1.4 

7.0 
3.6 
5.7 
1.6 
3.5 
2.2 

Graduate research and study program. 
Experimental STOL transport and research airplane. 
Aerodynamics and vehicle systems. 
Propulsion. 
Operating systems. 
Materials and structures. 
Guidance, control and information systems. 

Total. __________________________________________ -------- _________________________________________ 25. 0 

75.105 - -------------
27.720 +39. 9 

Space research and technology _____________________________ _ 
Nuclear power and propulsion _____________________________ _ 

75. 105 
67.620 35.0 

3. 0 
1.9 

NERVA. 
Nuclear propuslion research and technology. 
Nuclear rocket development stations operations. 

TotaL ________ ___________ _______________________________ ___________________ ___________________ ___ 39. 9 

Tracking and data acquisition ______________________________ _ 
Technology utilization ________ ____________ ----- ______ ----- __ 

264.0 
4. 0 

264.0 
6.0 1.0 

. 3 

.225 

Applications engineering and NASA and non-NASA centers. 
Technology application team activities • 

• 20 
• 10 

Augment regional dissemination networks and resources • 
Technology and system studies • 
Computer software evaluation • 

• 10 
• 075 

Program evaluation and economic studies • 
Publications. 

fotaL___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ __ _ __ _ _ __ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 2. 0 

Subtotal R. & D-- ---------------- ----------------------- 2, 517.7 +150. 4 2, 668. 1 
========================= 

Construction of facilities: 
Ames research center. ________________ ____________ ____ ----- 6. 5 ------- ------- 6. 5 
John F. Kennedy Space Center_________ ___ ______ ________ ____ 15.2 +2. 33 17. 53 2.33 Space information and education center. 
Various locations______ _______________________ ____________ _ 31.1 --- --------- -- 31.1 
Facility planning and design________ ________________________ 3. 5 -------------- 3. 5 

----------------------------
Subtotal construction of facilities _____ _______ ___ _________ -- 56. 3 +2. 33 58. 630 

Research and program management_ ___________________________ _ 697. 350 +9. 5 706. 850 4. 5 
1.0 
4. 0 

Retain 500 personnel at OART centers. 
To increase temporary employment. 
To improve public affairs activity. 

TotaL __________________________________________ -----_------------------------------------------- 9. 5 

Grand totaL_______ __________________________ ___________ 3, 271. 350 162.230 3, 433.580 

We are recommending this course of 
action not only to stem the downward 
trend in our space effort, but also to bet­
ter aline the program with the known, 
hard space requirements for 1972 and 
to move the program closer toward the 
objectives contained in the President's 
space task group report. 

NASA had requested $3,689,400,000 for 
the fiscal year 1972 program. The Office 
of Management and Budget cut the pro­
gram $418,000,000, which would cause 
slippages in most major space projects. 

Likewise, the President's space task 
group recommended 2 years ago that the 
level of space spending for fiscal year 
1972 should be $4,050,000,000. NASA's re­
quest as submitted to the Congress is 
$89'8,000,000 below that level, and I do 
not believe that the objectives contained 
in the report can be met. Our action will 
partially overcome the shortfalls. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like now to 
cover some of the major elements in­
cluded in the bill before the House. 

MANNED SPACE FLIGHT 

Turning first to the area of manned 
space flight, NASA requested of the Of­
fice of Management and Budget $1,438,-
600,000 for fiscal year 1972. NASA came 
to the Congress with a request of $1,286,-
500,000 or $152,100,000 less than their re­
quest to the Office of Management and 
Budget. Only two operational programs 
using man in space remain: Apollo and 
Skylab. The Apollo program with its 
three remaining flights will be completed 
within 18 months. Our only pre­
cursor space station, Skylab, will be flown 
in 1973, with three visits to Skylab com­
pleted by the end of 1973. Unless the 
low-cost space shuttle program is ap­
proved in this budget, the United States 
will be out of the manned space flight 
business in 30 months. I need not tell 
this body the consequences of this situ­
ation to national well-being and national 
security. Even with the approval of the 
low-cost space shuttle an unacceptable 
gap in manned space activity will occur 
in the 1974-79 time period. 

With these crucial factors in mind I, 
along with my distinguished committee 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle, have 
made limited but significant changes to 
the bill before you. 

APOLLO 

With the cancellation of Apollo 18 and 
19 flights, only three Apollo lunar mis­
sions remain. Considering this, the com­
mittee did not change the request by 
NASA for the Apollo program in fiscal 
year 1972. I have been concerned for some 
time that full scientific benefit from the 
three remaining flights could not be ob­
tained; however, NASA has largely fol­
lowed the scheduling which I have recom­
mended in previous years and delayed the 
Apollo 17 mission by 5 months. We 
should, under these circumstances, re­
ceive maximum scientific return from 
the remaining Apollo lunar missions. 

SKY LAB 

Skylab will be launched in early 1973 
with an unmanned launch of the Orbital 
Workshop. The following day the first 
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of three extended visits will be made to 
the Workshop using Saturn IB vehicles to 
carry three astronauts on each trip. Over 
2,200 astronaut hours will be used in ex­
periment activities in Skylab. Astron­
omy, space physics, earth resources 
studies and experiments, bioscience and 
medical experiments, and manufactur­
ing and engineering technology demon­
strations will be accomplished. 

To assure that maximum safety is 
achieved we have added $15,000,000 to 
the Skylab request. This additional au­
thorization will allow conversion of one 
spacecraft so that a crew of two astro­
nauts can fly to the Skylab a~d return 
with a total of five astronauts. This 
limited resource capability, I feel, is 
essential to the program and can be 
provided at a modest cost. 

Also, I have been examining the long 
gap which will occur in manned space 
flight in the mid 1970's. My review in­
dicated that sufiicient hardware is avail­
able and sufiicient important experimen­
tation needed to evaluate two alterna­
tives. The first alternative is to fly a 
second backup Skylab in 1974-76 time 
period. A second alternative would be to 
use the remaining two Saturn m launch 
vehicles to conduct extended near-earth 
orbital missions in the 1974-76 time 
period. 

Based on these considerations we have 
added $30,000,000 to evaluate the poten­
tial of either a second Skylab or provide 
two Saturn m extended missions. 

In fact I have inquired in some detail 
into the inventory of excess hardware 
that could be used for future missions. 

Assuming successful Apollo and Sky­
lab missions, the Apollo Saturn launch 
vehicles and spacecraft which will re­
main after the Apollo 17 mission and the 
third manned visit to Skylab-A are: 
Four command and service modules-­
one complete Skylab backup space­
craft; two lunar modules--one com­
plete and parts for another; one Sky­
lab workshop, airlock and multiple 
docking adapter; two Saturn V launch 
vehicles; three complete Saturn m ve­
hicles; three additional s-m stages; and 
one Saturn m instrument unit. 

There are, in addition, backup articles 
for the Skylab experiments, including a 
complete Apollo telescope mount. In gen­
eral these are prototypes that could be 
refurbished as flight units. Fabrication 
of these components, as well as the back­
up workshop, is to be completed, but final 
checkout is not now planned. 

Flights are not currently planned for 
this hardware although there are anum­
ber of valuable potential applications. A 
number of unmanned missions have been 
considered, although they do not effec­
tively utilize the available systems nor do 
they serve to alleviate the hiatus in 
manned space flight. 

It would be possible to utilize all four 
command and service modules in in­
dependent missions with two or three of 
them dedicated to earth surveys, with 
the remainder in support of missions in­
volving international participation. An 
alternate possibility which has been 
given some consideration is a second 
Skylab with two 90-day manned mis-

sions and two independent earth ob­
servation missions flown at different sea­
sons. A third possibility would utilize the 
systems which are, or will be placed in 
storage, to conduct a second Skylab pro­
gram with three manned visits in addi­
tion to one independent earth orbital 
mission with, for instance, a payload of 
earth orbital sensors. 

Each of these possibilities should be 
considered in the light of cancellation of 
Apollo 18 and 19 and delay in initiation 
of Skylab-A. However, any additional 
missions would require funding begin­
ning in fiscal year 1972 and extending 
through fiscal year 1975. 

For this reason missions utilizing 
Apollo-Saturn residual hardware have 
not been proposed in the current en­
vironment of heavily constrained 
budgets. We should continue to examine 
the desirability and feasibility of these 
and other possible missions to develop 
more detailed estimates of resource re­
quirements. 

It should be pointed out that the two 
Saturn V launch vehicles which will be 
available after Skylab represent the only 
heavy lift capability that this country 
will have after the Apollo and Skylab 
programs. The Saturn V has the ability 
to put 300,000 pounds in earth orbit or 
100,000 pounds into synchronous orbit. 
Although there are no specific missions 
for these vehicles at the present time, 
there may be a need for either military 
or civilian heavy payload capability to 
react quickly to external influence. The 
heavy lift capability represented by these 
Saturn V launch vehicles is a national 
resource which should be carefully stud­
ied for possible use. 

SPACE SHUTTLE 

During this last year NASA has de­
voted $80,000,000 to Phase A-prelimi­
nary design-and phase B-design defi­
nition--studies of a low-cost space 
transportation system called the space 
shuttle. It is clear from studies made by 
NASA and by contractors that a space 
shuttle developed between now and 1979 
can reduce the cost of transportation to 
space by at least one-half when opera­
tional after 1979. More important it will 
allow flexible design of payloads, re­
trieval, maintenance or modification of 
satellites in orbit, again reducing pro­
gram costs. Because the shuttle can be 
used over and over again it can be a lab­
oratory, factory and earth or sky observ­
atory on short notice, low cost and with­
out modification simply by placing the 
needed equipment in its 15 feet by 60 
feet payload bay. 

NASA requested $100,000,000 for the 
space shuttle for fiscal year 1972. We rec­
ognized that the pacing development 
tasks were the thermal protection and 
vehicle structures work and added $25,-
000,000 for that effort. Both in terms of 
utilization of space and national secu­
rity the development of shuttle technol­
ogy and flight demonstration of the ve­
hicle is of major national importance. 
As further recognition of this, $2,500,000 
was added to provide for experiment defi­
nition in the area where the shuttle 
would be used as a short-term laboratory 
for up to 7 days in orbit. 

ADVANCED MISSIONS 

Our national space program has de­
clined in personnel, facilities, and pro­
grams for the past 5 years. Despite the 
achievement of the U.S. space effort this 
erosion of capability has brought this 
Nation close to the point of losing the 
value of the investment made in the 
1960's. To aid in reversing this erosion 
of a national asset, I proposed and was 
supported by my colleagues on the com­
mittee in adding $8,500,000 to the ad­
vanced missions studies program. As I 
have pointed out and as the Members 
of this body know, good advanced plan­
ning is essential to getting the most for 
our dollars in the space program. More 
effort and attention is essential in several 
specific areas: 

First, additional intensive study of 
information retrieval and dissemination 
from future manned space systems. 

Second, studies of orbital retrieval and 
orbital equipment reuse in the 1970's and 
1980's. 

Third, planning for on-orbit large pay-
load landing. 

Fourth, evaluation of the potential for 
lunar resources utilization and lunar base 
operations. 

Fifth, study of large equipment erec­
tion and handling in space. 

Sixth, study of the potential for in­
creased use of synchronous orbit and 
near-earth polar orbit missions. 

By placing more attention now on our 
opportunities and needs of the mid 1970's 
and early 1980's our return from space 
exploration and utilization can be 
increased. 

The programs and budget approved by 
your Committee for Manned Space Flight 
represents a program that will maintain, 
at the lowest levels, the necessary skilled 
personnel and resources to carry out a 
significant and worthwhile effort. I urge 
acceptance of the manned space flight 
program as recommended by the com­
mittee and included in the bill now 
before you. 

SPACE SCIENCE AND APPLICATIONS 

Now I would like to tum to NASA's un­
manned flight program, which is carried 
out under the supervision of the Office 
of Space Science and Applications. 

The space science and applications 
program is authorized at $752,900,000 for 
fiscal year 1972. This represents an in­
crease of $187,20Q,OOO over the level of 
funding for the current fiscal year. 

Starting with the physics and astron­
omy program, NASA uses a wide variety 
of techniques to explore our space en­
vironment, from the relatively simple 
and inexpensive balloon experiments and 
sounding rockets, to the large orbiting 
observatory spacecraft. 

Using this wide range of devices, NASA 
has been able to achieve a better under­
standing of the nature of the earth, the 
sun, the other planets of the solar sys­
tem, the universe beyond our solar sys­
tem, and the physical processes and in­
terrelationships involved. 

The orbiting solar observatory (080) 
project is designed to study sun spots, 
solar flares, and other phenomena that 
occur on the sun during the 11-year solar 
cycle. In order to understand and predict 
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the occurrence and intensity of solar 
radiation, it is necessary to observe the 
sun with instruments above the earth's 
absorbing and obscuring atmosphere. 

The sun is the source of all energy on 
the earth. Without the sun, there could 
be no life on earth. Therefore, study of 
the sun, its radiations, and the interac­
tions of those radiations with the earth's 
environment, particularly the atmos­
phere, provides the basic knowledge and 
understanding of the earth's ecosystem. 

Six OSO spacecraft have been launched 
to date, beginning in March 1962. There 
are four remaining OSO's in the pro­
gram which will be launched intermit­
tently through the mid 1970's. 

The orbiting astronomical observa­
tory COAO) project provides for the 
launch of three 4,400-pound stabilized 
spacecraft which carry telescopes of 
various sizes above the earth's atmos­
phere to view celestial objects in the 
ultraviolet region of the electromagnetic 
spectrum. The OA0-2 spacecraft which 
was launched in December 1968 contin­
ues to operate successfully and has made 
major contributions to the sciences of 
astronomy and astrophysics during the 
past 2¥2 years. 

Last November, the OAO-B spacecraft 
was lost due to a launch vehicle failure 
which did not allow the shroud around 
the spacecraft to jettison during the 
launch phase. OAO-B carried a 36-inch 
reflecting telescope which was designed 
to investigate fainter celestial objects in 
the ultraviolet range. 

The third and last spacecraft in this 
series, OAO-C, is scheduled for launch 
next year. It will carry a 36-inch Cas­
segrainian telescope constructed by 
Princeton University. 

A new project this year, the high en­
ergy astronomy observatory CHEAO) 
project is designed to observe our galaxie 
and the universe in a completely differ­
ent range of electromagnetic spectrum. 
It will carry X-ray and gamma-ray t-x.­
periments, and will survey the sky for 
cosmic radiation. It is expected that such 
phonomena as quasars and pulsars, lit­
tle understood today, will be the subject 
of study using this spacecraft. HEAO 
has been given the highest priority by 
the Space Science Board of the National 
Academy of Sciences as the next signifi­
cant stop in astronomy and astrophysics. 

Explorer satellites are also an impor­
tant aspect of the physics and astron­
omy program. These relatively small 
satellites are designed to accomplish 
particular scientific investigations. One 
of the most attractive features of the 
Explorer program is the fact that it has 
opened the door to many friendly coun­
tries abroad to cooperate with the United 
States in important scientific investiga­
tions in space. 

Finally. sounding rockets and balloons 
continue to be highly useful, yet inex­
pensive, devices for the conduct of phys­
ics and astronomy investigations at al­
titudes, and for missions, in which 
satellites are impracticable. Sounding 
rockets and balloons are also useful for 
testing instruments and experiments 
prior to their incorporation in satellites. 
This year, the Science and Astronautics 
Committee increased the NASA request 
for sounding rockets and balloons by $2.5 

million, in order to increase the level of 
effort to that of previous years, and to 
give greater emphasis to this important 
work. Accordingly, the physics and as­
tronomy program is authorized at the 
level of $112,800,000 for fiscal year 1972. 

Now, I would like to make a few re­
marks about the planetary exploration 
program. The authorization b111 being 
considered today would approve $311,-
500,000 for this program, the exact 
amount requested by the administra­
tion. 

The goal of planetary exploration is 
the acquisition of new and more detailed 
information and knowledge of the origin, 
evolution, and dynamics of our solar 
system. 

This program has achieved a high de­
gree of success beginning with the Mar­
iner 2 flyby of Venus in 1962. Venus was 
visited again by a Mariner spacecraft in 
1967. 

We have had three successful flybys 
of Mars, one in 1964 and two in 1969. 
Two Mariner spacecraft were scheduled 
for launch to Mars this year, each of 
which was designed to orbit the red 
planet for a minimum of 90 days. Un­
fortunately, due to a launch vehicle 
failure, the first of these two missions 
was lost last month. The second Mariner 
Mars Orbiter is on its way to Mars at 
the present time, and hopefully will be 
injected into orbit around the planet 
next November. 

Mariner 6 and 7 flew by Mars in 1969, 
passing within 2,000 miles of the Mar­
tian surface and completing the most 
ambitious and successful planetary re­
connaissance ever attempted. More than 
200 pictures of the planet were returned, 
and additional information was achieved 
regarding the south polar lee cap, which 
was found to be composed of carbon 
dioxide, and about 20 percent of the 
cratered surface of Mars has been 
studied in detail, made possible by the 
high resolution pictures received from 
the spacecraft. In addition, refined data 
on the composition, pressure, and tem­
perature of the Martian atmosphere 
were also received. 

The next Mariner spacecraft will be 
launched to the vicinity of Venus in 
1973. After taking pictures of Venus and 
gathering scientific information regard­
ing its atmosphere, the spacecraft will be 
accelerated by Venus' gravity and orbital 
velocity in the direction of Mercury, and 
thus the same Mariner spacecraft will be 
used to achieve our first look at Mercury, 
the closest planet to the sun. Television 
pictures in both the ultraviolet and visual 
range of the spectrum will be returned 
from Mercury. 

The most ambitious planetary mission 
of all will occur in 1975, when two Viking 
spacecraft will be launched and will soft 
land on the surface of Mars. Direct meas­
urements of the atmosphere and the sur­
face will be made by the Viking Lander. 
Special emphasis will be placed on ob­
taining biological, chemical, and environ­
mental data relevant to the possible ex­
istence of life on Mars, past, present, or 
future. 

As I have already indica ted, explora­
tion of the inner planets--Venus, Mer­
cury, and Mars--is well underway. Dur-

ing the decade of the 1970's, NASA in­
tends to extend the planetary exploration 
program to the outer solar system. In or­
der to develop a convincing theory on the 
origin and evolution of the solar system, 
it is necessary to get much more detailed 
information on the four giant outer plan­
ets-Jupiter, Saturn, Uranus, and Nep­
tune-as well as the tiny maverick planet,. 
Pluto, the most distant body in our solar 
system. Moreover, the giant outer planets 
have 29 moons, and there are thousands 
of comets and asteroids, all of which are 
of great scientific interest. · 

Due to a unique alinement of the outer 
planets which occurs in the late 1970's, it 
will be possible to investigate as many as 
three of them with a single spacecraft, 
utilizing the gravity-assist technique 
whereby the spacecraft swings by se­
lected planets in succession. In 1976 and 
1977, there will be opportunities to fly by 
Jupiter, Saturn, ·and Pluto; and, in 1979, 
a single spacecraft can investigate Jupi­
ter, Uranus, and Neptune. These missions 
are the so-called "grand tours." 

In order to accomplish the grand tour 
missions, development of a new space­
craft will be undertaken in the forth­
coming fiscal year. Because it will utilize 
a nuclear power source, this spacecraft 
has been named Thermoelectric Outer 
Planets Spacecraft (TOPS). 

In the meantime, two Jupiter flybys 
will be accomplished in 1972 and 1973 
with smaller vehicles called Pioneer-F 
and -G for our first look at this, the 
largest of the outer planets. These space­
craft will also fly through the asteroid 
belt, and hopefully return information 
on some of the thousands of asteroids 
which orbit the sun between Mars and 
Jupiter. 

Finally, a cooperative venture with 
West Germany has been undertaken to 
launch two Pioneer-type spacecraft to 
within three-tenths of an astronomical 
unit of the sun. This program, called 
Helios, is the largest international co­
operative project to date. This space­
craft will weigh about 560 pounds, carry 
more than 100 pounds of scientific in­
struments, and will provide our first op­
portunity to measure the intensity of 
solar radiation at the closest vantage 
point to the sun of any spacecraft 
launched to date. 

While the space flight missions de­
scribed so far have been, and will be, 
extremely exciting and rewarding from 
the standpoint of pure science, the pro­
gram which has received the strongest 
support from the Science and Astronau­
tics Committee over the years is the 
space applications program. This effort 
involves the launching of specialized 
spacecraft into near-earth orbit with the 
objective of achieving practical applica­
tions of space technology. NASA has re­
quested $182,500,000 for space applica­
tions, and the bill under consideration 
would authorize the full amount of the 
request. 

Let me begin by describing the earth 
resources survey project. This project 
consists of the design and development of 
two spacecraft called Earth Resources 
Technology Satellite <ERTS> scheduled 
for launch in 1972 and 1973. This project 
also is supported by experiments con-
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ducted in aircraft which are used to de­
velop and test remote sensing techniques, 
sensors, and data-handling systems for 
ultimate use in satellites. 

The survey of the surface of the earth 
from space is expected to have signifi­
cant applications for a variety of scien­
tific disciplines, including agriculture, 
forestry, oceanography, geology, hydrol­
ogy, geography, and cartography. It is 
too early to estimate precisely the eco­
nomic effects of an operational earth 
resources survey system, but there is gen­
eral agreement that the economic gains 
will be enormous. Ultimately, the value 
of surveying the earth's resources from 
space may far surpass the Nation's en­
tire investment in the space program, 
and we fully expect that the dividends 
from this effort will someday be meas­
ured in billions of dollars annually. 

As a result of the impressive work done 
by NASA in the development of com­
munications satellites which began in the 
early 1960's the world now has an effec­
tive, and profitable, operational space 
communications system. The COMSAT 
Corporation owes its very existence to 
the good work done by NASA during the 
early years of the past decade. 

NASA is continuing its research and 
development of advanced space com­
munications systems with a project 
called Applications Technology Satellites 
<ATS). This project provides the basic 
engineering and technological advances 
for future communications satellites. 
For example, ATS-F and G which are 
scheduled for launch in 1973 and 1975 
will test erectable parabolic antennas 30 
feet in diameter and which will have 
high-pointing accuracy. These space­
craft will be precursors to direct broad­
cast satellites of the future. 

Of special interest is an agreement be­
tween our Government and the Govern­
ment of India, under which ATS-F will 
be made available for an instructional 
television experiment to be run by the 
Indian Government for 1 year about the 
middle of this decade. Some 5,000 remote 
Indian villages will receive educational 
programs through the ATS-F satellite 
dealing with such matters as family 
planning, modern agricultural techni­
ques, and so forth. The Indian Govern­
ment will construct the necessary ground 
stations and plan the programing. 

One of the most successful NASA pro­
grams has been the development and 
launch of meteorological satellites. Ten 
experimental TIROS spacecraft have 
been launched by NASA without a sin­
gle failure, and an equal number of op­
erational versions of the TIROS satel­
lite have been successfully launched for 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) and its prede­
cessor agencies. Daily pictures of cloud 
cover are received from these satellites 
by receivers placed around the world, 
and weather predictions have been 
greatly enhanced by their use. 

Nimbus continues as NASA's experi­
mental meteorological satellite program. 
The purpose of the Nimbus program is to 
provide a stabilized test-bed for ad­
vanced meteorological sensing equip­
ment which will ultimately be used in 
the operational satellites launched for 
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NOAA. Temperature profiles, atmos­
pheric humidity, and wind measure­
ments will be acquired with these new 
sensors, and it is believed that within a 
few years we will be able to predict 
weather up to 2 weeks in advance using 
sensors now under development within 
NASA. 

A third meteorological satellite devel­
opment project which is designed to meet 
some of the future requirements of 
NOAA is the spacecraft known as the 
Synchronous Meteorological Satellite 
<SMS). This satellite will permit con­
tinuous observation of major weather 
systems routinely, thus enhancing our 
ability to predict and locate severe short­
lived storms, and to acquire important 
wind-field data of large areas much 
more rapidly than is possible with pres­
ent systems. · 

The SMS will be spin stabilized, and 
will contain imaging systems in both the 
infrared and the visible range of the 
spectrum so that both nighttime and 
daytime coverage will be possible. 

Two SMS Spacecraft will be launched, 
the first this year, and the second in 
1972. 

Design studies and development proj­
ects are also underway in the fields of 
air-traffic control satellites, geodetic 
satellites, and advanced earth observa­
tory satellites. Ail-in-all the space ap­
plications program is quite vigorous and 
varied, though not as aggressive as the 
Science and Astronautics Committee 
would desire. Because of the direct eco­
nomic potential of utilizing space tech­
nology for practical applications, the 
committee has taken the position, again 
this year, that a larger portion of the 
NASA budget should be devoted to space 
applications. In this regard, more than 
3 years ago the National Academy of 
Sciences strongly recommended that the 
budget for space applications should be 
at least doubled, and perhaps tripled. I 
am sure that I spea,k for other members 
of the Science and Astronautics Com­
mittee when I say that we concur; we be­
lieve that it would be in the national 
interest to increase support for projects 
which have practical applications of 
space technology. 

In order to support the :flight projects 
which I have described, NASA has re­
quested $146,100,000 for procurement of 
launch vehicles. The bill under consider­
ation authorizes the full amount of thil 
request. 

ADVANCED RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 

That part of the overall NASA program 
that seems to suffer first when budgets 
are being lowered is the advanced re­
search and technology program. I have 
always been a strong supporter of our 
efforts in the advanced research and 
technology area and feel that we are de­
priving our country of its future in space 
when we fail to adequately fund this im­
portant work. The budget submitted this 
year was $51,375,000 below the level for 
fiscal year 1971. I consider this repre­
hensible and indicative of short range 
planning on the part of NASA. In order 
to remedy this situation, the committee 
increased this program area of the budget 
by $64,900,000. This amount will im­
prove our capability; however, I do not 

consider it adequate to provide the lead­
ership in science and technology that 
should be characteristic of c1 country such 
as ours. I need only remind you that the 
Soviets are mindful of the importance 
of this type of research and they have 
consistently emphasized it in their pro­
grams. In aeronautical research and 
technology, it is reported that the proto­
type developments of Soviet aircraft have 
advanced design characteristics superior 
in many respects to U.S. designs. Our in­
ability to proceed with the SST and 
similar developments have all contrib­
uted to the loss of U.S. superiority in the 
aeronautical field. For these reasons, the 
committee recommends the following 
action: 

AERONAUTICAL RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 

NASA's budget request for aeronau­
tical research and technology was $110,-
000,000. To the amount requested, the 
committee has added $25,000,000 for a 
total authorization of $135,000,000. Dur­
ing past years the committee has con­
sistently called for and supported in­
creasing attention to aeronautics re­
search and development within NASA. 
Evaluation of testimony received both 
in the regular authorization hearings 
and in special hearings on aeronautics 
indicates that unless serious considera­
tion is given to correcting many deficien­
cies we will encounter increasing risks 
in: 

First, falling behind our world com­
petitors in more and more areas of aero­
nautics and aviation. 

Second, erosion of our store of tech­
nical and scientific knowledge, physical 
plant, and sk.illed people. 

Third, unsafe travel by air arising 
from traffic congestion on the airways 
and around air terminals. 

With these risks facing the Nation, 
the committee unanimously concluded 
that an increase of $25 million should be 
made in NASA's aeronautical research 
and technology line item. 'These addi­
tional funds would be allocated for in­
creased effort in attacking four major 
problem areas: 

First, noise abatement. 
Second, ftlling a number of urgent 

needs in our technological base ranging 
from basic research through flight de­
velopment. 

Third, airway and airport congestion. 
Fourth, short-haul transportation­

both short take off and landing and low 
population density areas. 

In order to implement these ideals, the 
first requirement is for people. The com­
mittee has bolstered the aeronautics 
research and graduate study program 
by adding $1,400,000. This is a continu­
ation of a program started in fiscal year 
1971 based on a previous recommenda­
tion of the Committee on Science and 
Astronautics. Its purpose is to help solve 
the problem of attracting .new, younger 
scientific and engineering men and 
women to the aeronautics research and 
development field. As presently being 
carried out, it is a program designed to 
spend $1,400,000 over a 3-year period. I 
strongly believe that there is substantial 
justification for carrying out this highly 
important work at the $1.4 million level 
originally authorized for fiscal year 1971 
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on an annual basis until significant 
progress has been made. The added 
funds would be used to expand the pro­
gram to more students and more schools. 
The basic plan is for the graduate stu­
denrt to spend 2 years in an accredited 
school and 1 year at a NASA center. 

Secondly, the committee feels that we 
must proceed more expeditiously on the 
experimental STOL transport research 
airplane. An increase of $7,000,000 from 
$15,000,000 to $22,000,000 is recom­
mended. This is a project to design, 
manufacture, develop, and test in :flight, 
two experimental aircraft whose pur­
pose is to advance the technology of 
short takeoff and landing CSTOL) ap­
plicable to civil aviation. The research 
aircraft will incorporate a propulsion 
system that is quiet by today's stand- · 
ards, operating with a 500-foot sideline 
effective perceived noise in decibels 
CEPN db) as low as approximately 95. 
It is intended that the program will be 
a joint enterprise between Government 
and industry. On the Government side 
it is planned that NASA, Department of 
Transportation, and the Federal Avia­
tion Agency will jointly direct the pro­
gram, with DOD participation to some 
degree, since there will be the potential 
of a military application of the tech­
nology. On the industry side it is in­
tended that the aricraft and engine 
companies, and the airlines, will par­
ticipate. I must emphasize that the joint 
enterprise would be formed only to 
develop the technology of STOL through 
the testing of experimental aircraft, 
leaving the involved companies free to 
compete as they conventionally do when 
the technology would be applied to pro­
totype aircraft in seeking market oppor­
tunities. Thus the joint enterprise is not 
a program wherein the Government 
would in any way underwrite a proto­
type development program by a segment 
of the industry. The justification for 
such a program rests on the results of a 
study recently completed jointly by 
NASA and the Department of Trans­
portation on Civil Aviation Research and 
Development. Conclusions were reached 
that the three most serious problems in 
civil aviation are: severe noise pollution, 
congestion of the airways and terminals, 
and the economics of low density, short­
haul air transportation. A STOL air­
craft with quiet engines directly alleviates 
the first two of these problems. Increas­
ing NASA's fiscal year 1972 budget re­
quest for the experimental STOL air­
craft from $15 million to $22 million 
would permit NASA to accelerate the 
attack on the noise abatement tech­
nology that will be required in order 
that the experimental aircraft can be 
configured with low noise engines early 
in its :flight program. This will permit 
earlier achievement of public confi­
dence that environmentally acceptable 
STOL vehicles are realistic. 

The committee has also increased the 
amount requested for aerodynamics and 
vehicle systems research. This will per­
mit a needed expansion of basic research 
and increased attention to problems re­
lated to the development of new air­
craft-civil and military, $2,000,000 
would be used in the areas of aerody-

namics, fluid mechanics, aeroelasticity 
and :flight dynamics. Specific work would 
include such tasks as: studies and wind 
tunnel tests relating to optimizing super­
sonic aircraft configuration for minimum 
sonic booms; greater range of models to 
deal with scaling problems in the 
transonic speed range which is of great 
importance to both civil and milita;y 
aircraft; expansion of spin research to 
develop an automatic spin prevention 
system applicable to all classes of air­
craft. 

An additional $1,600,000 would be used 
to study the major systems integration 
problems of high performance supersonic 
aircraft. These major systems problems­
propulsion system-airframe interaction 
in which flow distortions and shocks af­
fect engine operation, control system­
aerodynamic stability-would be studied 
by means of an expanded and accelerated 
YF-12 :flight test program. 

Of course one of the more pressing 
problems is in the area of propulsion. 
The committee is recommending an in­
crease of $5,700,000 to be divided between 
increased attention to noise abatement 
problems and other important areas of 
advanced components and systems. In 
the noise related activities additional 
funding would be used to increase efforts 
in basic noise research so as to increase 
our knowledge and provide a better un­
derstanding of the fundamental factors 
affecting the generation, propagation, 
and attenuation of aircraft noise. An in­
crease in noise research efforts will also 
provide an opportunity for broadening 
the technological base required for the 
development of low noise fans for quiet 
engines for both CTOL and V/STOL air­
craft. In the engine component related 
activities, we would increase the research 
efforts on advanced engine components 
and systems required for all classes of 
jet aircraft including small gas turbines 
for general aviation applications. The 
research would be focused on improving 
performance, reducing exhaust gas emis­
sions, investigating methods for devel­
oping low-cost small gas turbine engines, 
and providing increased safety and re­
liability. 

We need much more study in basic op­
erating systems. Accordingly, we are rec­
ommending an increase of $1,600,000 to 
be applied in four critical areas as fol­
lows: 

First, feasibility study of offshore air­
ports. This was an amendment offered in 
subcommittee by the gentleman from 
New York, Representative WYDLER. His 
interest is focused on offshore ocean and 
Long Island sound installations, not 
lakes, rivers, and streams. 

Second, inertial navigation technology 
forSTOL. 

Third, aircraft trailing vortex re­
search. 

Fourth, study ways to improve :flow of 
airfield traffic. 

The committee is also recommending 
additional funds in the amount of 
$2,200,000 for further research in guid­
ance, control, and information systems. 

These added funds would be applied 
to three main areas: Basic research, 
avionics technology, and digital elec­
tronics control systems. For basic re-

search additional work would be con­
centrated on design information for 
automated aircraft operations to reduce 
pilot workload. This is especially impor­
tant in connection with :flight paths re­
quired for noise reduction, increased 
traffic, and adverse weather. In avionics 
technology space-developed electronic 
concepts are being applied to avionic 
systems to increase economy and safety 
of aircraft operation. NASA will initiate 
the second phase of a program to replace 
modified Apollo equipment with ad­
vanced hardware. 

An additional $3,500,000 for materials 
and structures has also been recom­
mended which would be divided between 
three areas: Refractory metals and coat­
ings for noise suppression, application 
studies of composite materials, and non­
destructive evaluation studies for air­
craft structures. 

I have spoken at some great length 
about the need for an additional $25 
million in the aeronautical research and 
technology area. I feel that it is ex­
tremely important to the future of this 
Nation's position in world aviation to 
continue to move forward with a vigor­
ous program of aeronautical research. 

In all of the areas of advanced re­
search and technology the funding level 
as well as the NASA budget is below the 
recommended amount by the President's 
space task group report conducted in 
September 1969 which means that if 
these funds are not approved, we will 
not only fail to carry out an efficient 
program, but we will in effect fall seri­
ously behind in our aerospace work. I 
need not remind this committee that the 
balance-of-payment contribution to 
this country's lagging exports is approxi­
mately $4 billion per year by the aircraft 
industry alone. Surely this committee 
would see fit to supply these modest sums 
to maintain this healthy export item. 

NUCLEAR PROPULSION 

In the area of nuclear rocket develop­
ment the committee finds it is in the 
position of saving a program that has 
been highly successful and would pro­
vide this Nation with the needed propul­
sion capability for the next 20 years at 
least, to keep us foremost in space. This 
program was reduced by the administra­
tion as a money-saving gesture; however, 
in reality it would only result in a loss 
of the trained manpower teams that 
now exist and would place our country 
in its historical position of being second 
best in thrust capability. It seems to me 
that we should learn that power in space 
is the key to our future successful domi­
nance there. 

We have reviewed the needs, the capa­
bility, advantages, and disadvantages 
each year of the NERVA rocket. The 
hearings are filled with testimony on the 
reasons why we should proceed with 
this development. However, to review 
these arguments brie:tly, nuclear propul­
sion makes a large amount of propul­
sive energy available for a variety of mis­
sion possibilities. The advantages fall 
into several categories: First, extend the 
range of mission possibilities utilizing 
currently available first-stage boosters-­
Saturn V, second, make feasible some 
near-earth missions that would other-
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wise be impractical with chemical pro­
pulsion means-missions involving orbit 
plane changes over long time periods and 
large angles-and third, increase the 
probability of mission success because 
of simplicity of design and ruggedness. 

This development provides an upper 
stage capability having a thrust duration 
hours long-up to 10 hours is the design 
objective-rather than minutes which 
is a current limitation of chemical rock­
ets. Utilizing fully this large thrust capa­
bility, we can limit the number of upper 
stages required for a mission and we can 
transport much larger payloads. This 
capability thereby reduces the number of 
launches required to place large payloads 
into orbit. The NERVA engine then of­
fers a thruster which can do a variety of 
missions. Its propulsive force and long 
burn time should satisfy the space pro­
gram needs for many years ahead. 

This year's testimony highlights the 
cost savings that could be attained with 
the NERVA. For example, the estimated 
cost per pound in lunar orbit for the 
Apollo program is about $6,000. With a 
reusable NERV A making six reuses, this 
figure is lowered to $600-assuming shut­
tle payload cost in earth orbit of $100 per 
pound-and goes lower with subsequent 
reuse. 

Further, this program is about 50 per­
cent complete. The technology required 
to begin the stage design and construc­
tion has been proven. We should not 
stop at this time and lose the research 
work that has been performed to date, 
particularly since our past experience has 
shown that the nation~ program has 
been limited by our thrust capability. I 
believe th81t we would be remiss and that 
the country would suffer in the long run 
if we did not continue this development. 
This continuation prevents a crash pro­
gram development some time in the fu­
ture and it will give us experience in us­
ing this new technology at a lower cost 
regardiless of the direction our space pro­
gram takes in the future. I strongly urge 
the continuation of this work. 

Numerous comparisons of costs be­
tween nuclear and chemical rockets have 
been made. The substantial potential sav­
ings in space transportation costs relat­
ing to use of nuclear rockets in the sin­
gle-use-expendable-mode. Studies of 
reusable systems, such as those described 
in the space task group report, also re­
veal that significant potentiaD. savings 
could result from NERVA applications. 
For example, a reusable nuclear stage 
to transport a 119,000 pound payload 
from earth orbit to lunar orbit and re­
turn without payload would weigh about 
370,000 pounds, including 280,000 pounds 
of propellant. A hypothetical correspond­
ing chemical sta.ge would weigh about 
800,000 pounds, including about 700,000 
pounds of propellant. Because the nu­
clear stage requires less propellant than 
the chemical stage, a significant cost ben­
efit would result from the reduced re­
quirement to transport propellants to 
earth orbit. Over 10 missions, the sav­
ings would be about $400 million, as­
suming a cost of $100 per pound for 
earth-to-orbit transportation. If the 
costs of earth-to-orbit transportation are 
higher, the savings would be greater. In 

terms of total recurring costs, it is esti­
mated that chemical propulsion would be 
about 65 to 7 5 percent more costly than 
nuclear propulsion. 

NASA's budget request for the nuclear 
power and propulsion program for fiscal 
year 1972 is $27,720,000. This amount 
represents a substantial reduction from 
the $55,200,000 for fiscal year 1971 and 
the $55,269,000 program for fiscal year 
1970. 

Part of this program is the NERVA 
nuclear rocket engine. NASA should be 
permitted to proceed with development 
of the NERVA engine at a rate efficiently 
timed to the development of the space 
shuttle transportation system. To avoid 
loss of skilled people, inefficiency and in­
creased total program costs resulting 
from a stretch out, an increase in the nu­
clear propulsion program of $39,900,000 
is recommended-to be used only for this 
program. 

This action has been taken based 
upon the significant advance in propul­
sion capability represented by the 
NERVA system. The advantages of nu­
clear propulsion over the alternative 
chemical propulsion system are the high 
payload performance, propulsion effi­
ciency, and versatility. The NERVA sys­
tem will provide greater than twice the 
specific impulse-power--of the most 
advanced chemical rockets. This power 
will be required in missions involving 
high energy, long duration, and large 
payloads. 

In operation, the NERVA will be built 
into a reusable, long endurance nuclear 
stage as an integral part of a new capa­
bility for space transportation. The sys­
tem will be used for a great variety of 
purposes including moving men, space­
craft, and supplies between earth orbit 
and lunar orbit, between low earth orbit 
and geosynchronous orbit, unmanned 
missions to the nearby planets for re­
turning samples, and fast unmanned 
missions to the distant planets. 

In essence, the NERV A should increase 
payloads, reduce trip times and provide 
great reliability for the successful com­
pletion of missions. It is, in fact, this 
country's only program to develop a sig­
nificant advance in space propulsion ca­
pability in the next decade or two. 

In testimony before this Committee, 
NASA has emphasized that the $15 mil­
lion budget request for fiscal year 1972 
would commit the NERVA development 
program to a holding action and would 
result in a two-third's reduction in force 
by the contractor organizations. The 
$39,900,000 budget increase is required 
as a means by which to capitalize on the 
technology developed and permit con­
tinued work on components, fuel reactor, 
and engine systems in an integrated and 
efficiently phased manner. On this basis, 
it is estimated that the first development 
test of a NERVA design reactor can take 
place in 1973 with the test of the first 
complete developmental engine late in 
1974. It is further estimated that the 
NERVA engine could be available for its 
first flight test in the 1978-79 time pe­
riod and be operationally qualified in the 
very early 1980's. 

During the past 2 years, the nuclear 
propulsion program has largely been 

engaged in the design and development 
of a flight-rated NERVA engine. The 
achievements of the program have pro­
vided a sound technological foundation 
for the development of the advanced, 
high-performance propulsion system. 
Eighteen rocket reactors have been tested 
and two experimental engines have been 
operated. Over 14 hours of system oper­
ating experience has been accumulated, 
including more than 4 hours at or near 
design power. Fiscal year 1971 activity, 
in particular, resulted in a final baseline 
design for the engine. 

The increased funding would be used 
for the following tasks: 

Development of critical components, 
including the reactor shield, reflector, 
pressure vessel, and other associated 
components and subsystems. 

Fabrication of the first ground test 
reactor and engine. 

Initiation of experiments, instrumenta­
tion, and engine thrust structure designs. 

TRACKING AND DATA ACQUISITION 

This year the bill before you includes 
$264 million for tracking and data ac­
quisition, an essential program which 
needs little explanation. 

The tracking and data acquisition pro­
gram in NASA is one of the unsung 
heroes of our space program, and very 
little comes out in our reporting of this 
essential element of the space program. 
Rarely do we emphasize the vital neces­
sity to receive all of the intricate elec­
tronic signals that provide the essential 
data to tell us the value and performance 
of our space effort. Signals indicating the 
body functions, the necessary guidance 
changes and the quality of the essential 
life support elements of a spacecraft 
are given to us almost instantaneously 
and presented in a form whereby im­
mediate action can be taken by the 
trained controllers on the ground or in 
the spacecraft. The value of this essen­
tial work can never be overemphasized, 
and I am pleased to see that NASA in­
tends to pursue further automation of 
their systems. In time we will be able to 
observe all of the spacecraft and mission 
parameters and at the same time note 
the corrections and changes that are 
being incorporated from our previous set 
computer program. I am pleased to com­
mend NASA on the quality and compe­
t·ence of their tracking and data acquisi­
tion team. 

TECHNOLOGY UTILIZATION 

All of us are acutely aware of the 
valuable outputs that have resulted from 
the space program and that have been 
transferred to our commercial commu­
nity. A large portion of this activity with­
in NASA is carried out within the tech­
nology utilization program. Over the 
years the Congress has strongly sup­
ported the technology utilization pro­
gram. The committee has taken this posi­
tion because it firmly believes in the basic 
principle behind the technology utiliza­
tion effort: scientific, technological, and 
management knowledge developed with 
public funds and support should be made 
available to the public for its benefit as 
quickly and efficiently as possible. It is 
believed that this knowledge should be 
readily accessible to all potential users, 
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whether a major corporation, a small 
businessman, a school, or a private citi­
.zen. Among the specific objectives of the 
technology utilization program are: 

First, to increase the return on the na­
tional investment in aerospace R. & D. by 
encouraging additional uses of the 
knowledge gained. 

Second, to shorten the time gap be­
tween the discovery of new knowledge 
and its effective use in the marketplace. 

Third, to aid the movement of new 
knowledge across industry, scientific dis­
cipline and geographic boundaries. 

Fourth, to contribute to finding better 
ways of transferring technology from its 
points of origin to its points of potential 
use. 

During the past few years the tech­
nology utilization program has concen­
trated a good part of its effort in the 
medical area. This has included im­
proved instruments, diagnostic tech­
niques, surgical techniques and medical 
systems management. More recently 
there has been a turning toward work 
in public sector problems: water pollu­
tion, air pollution, crime, transportation, 
housing construction and rehabiliUiition, 
and mine safety. It is in large degree to 
support additional work in these areas 
that the committee strongly recommends 
an additional $2.000,000, for a total of 
$6,000,000. 

CONSTRUCTION OJ' J'ACn.ITIES 

The fiscal year 1972 construction pro­
gram is minimal. NASA requested $56,-
300,000 and the committee added one 
project to the request and is recommend­
ing that a total of $58,630,000 be author­
ized for facilities. 

The NASA request of $56.3 million com­
pares to $24.9 million appropriated in fis­
cal year 1971 and $50.1 million in fiscal 
year 1970. 

Major budget activities to be supported 
by the 1972 construction program in­
clude: Manned space flight, $20 million; 
scientific investigations in space, $15.2 
million; aeronautical research and tech­
nology, $6.5 million; and other activities, 
$16.93 million. 

Aside from rehabilitation and modifi­
cation work at all field centers amount­
ing to $10 million, and advance planning 
and design authorization for future con­
struction-$3.5 million-the total con­
sruction programs consists of only seven 
projects. These represent $45.13 million 
or about three-fourths of the total. 

The major projects involve the mod­
ernization of a large wind tunnel at the 
Ames Research Center in California­
$6.5 million; improvements to two launch 
areas at the Kennedy Space Center in 
Florida-$15.2 million; the first incre­
ment of facilities in support of the space 
shuttle to provide an engine test capa­
bility and thermal protection research 
facilities at six different locations-$20 
million; powerplant replacements at two 
tracking stations-$.6 million; and the 
relocation of the Application Technology 
Satellite Ground Support Station to a 
site to be selected in Western Europe­
$.5 million. 

There has been much debate and con­
troversy over the siting of facilities to 
support the shuttle program. I have in­
sisted that NASA use existing Federal 

facilities to the maximum extent possi­
ble to meet these needs. For 2 succes­
sive years the committee has taken a 
strong position in this regard, insisting 
that no new facilities be contemplated 
until exhaustive studies have been made 
to determine the capability of existing 
physical plant to meet the shuttle pro­
gram requirements. 

NASA is moving in this direction. The 
$20 million included in this year's con­
struction program for shuttle engine and 
thermal protection research and test fa­
cilities will be used to modify existing 
facilities at the Mississippi test facility, 
the Arnold Engineering Development 
Center in Tennessee, the Ames and Lang­
ley Research Centers, and the M~ed 
Spacecraft Center at Houston. These are 
urgent needs to conduct research on the 
"pacing" items for the shuttle program. 
I plan to continue to insist that existing 
facilities be used to meet future shuttle 
program needs. We must use what we 
have before any consideration is given to 
expanding our capital plant further. 

The program also includes $10 million 
as the third increment of a comprehen­
sive plan to upgrade the NASA physical 
plant, to enhance its broad usefulness, 
and to reduce the large backlog of defer­
red maintenance now facing the agency. 
The rehabilitation and modification 
package also includes $3 million for items 
involved in the prevention and control 
of air and water pollution at the NASA 
field centers. 

Also included in the fiscal year 1972 
construction program is $3.5 million to 
su.vport field installation master plan­
ning, special engineering studies, pre­
liminary engineering reports for future 
construction projects, and the design rund 
specification work for authorized con­
struction projects. 

As I mentioned previously, the com­
mittee added one project to the NASA 
request. This project will implement 
phase I of a plan to modelilize and ex­
pand the visitor's information center at 
the Kennedy Space Center. This project 
had originally been proposed by NASA 
but was eliminated in the budget review 
process by the Office of Management and 
Budget. 

I have long considered that the exist­
ing public information and education 
outlet at the Kennedy Space Center is 
inadequate not only to meet the existing 
visitor load, but to meet an anticipated 
increase of 600,000 additional visitors per 
year. I believe that an improved and ex­
panded facility could contribute a great 
deal to a better public understanding and 
appreciation of the space program. This 
work should be initiated without delay. 

RESEARCH AND PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

The NASA authorization request for 
research and program management for 
fiscal year 1972 totaled $697,350,000. Our 
committee is recommending an increa,se 
of $9.5 million, raising the level of the 
amount to be authorized to $706,850,000. 

This is the part of the annual bill that 
provides the civil service staff necessary 
for in-house research, and to plan, man­
age, and support the research and de­
velopment program. It also provides an 
operational capability to the laboratories 
and facilities such as logistic support--

travel, transportation, maintenance and 
operation of facilities-and technical and 
administrative support. 

The research and program manage­
ment account, although providing for the 
cost of operating and maintaining the 
NASA institutional base, is not an "over­
head" account per se. But rather it pays 
for the NASA people and institutional 
services which get NASA's work done. 

Over 70 percent of the research and 
program appropriation is used to pay 
salaries aand related benefits for civil 
service employees. The balance is needed 
for the other support necessary to 
operate and maintain the institutional 
base. 

NASA personnel, consisting of a large 
body of scientists, engineers, and tech­
nicians, plus a much smaller group of 
administrative personnel, together with 
the laboratories and specialized facilities, 
provide the Nation with a formidable 
capability to plan, manage, and support 
the research and development proiram. 

These are the people, who together 
with those in the universities, indus­
trial ·companies, and other government 
agencies, compose the complex team 
which has achieved some of man's most 
outstanding technological advances dur­
ing these past 12 years. 

Professional scientists and engineers 
comprise almost 45 percent of the NASA 
work force. Technicians make up an­
other 27 percent. The balance is made 
up of professional administrative and 
clerical personnel. 

However, the in-house capability of 
NASA is gradually being weakened by 
repeated cutbacks in personnel. The peak 
employment in NASA was reached in 
July 1967 when 34,126 personnel were on 
the rolls. The manning levels for the 
Agency will drop to 28,850 by the end of 
fiscal year 1972. 

'I'he original NASA authorization re­
quest had envisioned a reduction of 1,500 
additional personnel during fiscal year 
1972. The special analyses, budget of the 
United States indicates that by Execu­
tive order reductions in personnel are 
to be effected in four departments and 
agencies of the Federal Government. 
These were a 1.6-percent reduction in 
Department of Defense; a 3.0-percent re­
duction in the Health, Education, and 
Welfare Department; a 21-percent re­
duction in the Agency for International 
Development; and a 5-percent reduction 
in NASA. The persoiL."lel strengths of 
practically all other departments and 
agencies of the Federal Government re­
flect increases for fiscal year 1972 over 
the 197llevels. 

I have been very concerned over the 
critical erosion of our skilled scientists 
and engineers who are engaged in aero­
nautical and basic research. 

What is particularly disturbing to me 
is the mandatory cut of 500 scientists and 
engineers that will occur in the Office of 
Advanced Research and Technology. 
This is very imprudent. Research and 
development, especially in advanced 
basic and applied sciences, are the heart 
and soul of NASA's future. These are the 
sole source of the technologies that will 
be essential in the not too distant future 
to make possible the success of NASA's 
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other programs that are now budgeted 
and ongoing. Cutting the personnel of 
the Office of Advanced Research and 
Technology is analogous to giving medi­
cine to a patient that will cure a current 
disease but will eventually kill him. 

Let me give you a specific example. At 
Westinghouse Astronuclear Laboratory, 
where very important research is going 
on, 910 people are working on NERVA. 
The present budget level requested by 
the administration will force the reduc­
tion of that staff to 180. In effect, West­
inghouse, for all practical purposes, will 
have to forget about making any real 
progress. Furthermore, the overall 
NERVA program will have to be cut from 
2,500 people to 800. 

These people in Westinghouse and in 
NASA are uniquely gifted and talented 
scientists and engineers who will scatter 
to the four winds. At some future date 
when it becomes necessary, NASA will 
never be able to reassemble them, or 
others equally capable, without greatly 
increased costs and loss of time to the 
program. The intent of the committee is 
to keep the NERV A team as it is present­
ly constituted-which is already slimmed 
down-and maintain an even tempo of 
research and development to preserve 
the investment this country has already 
made in nuclear propulsion. 

It was for these reasons that I pro­
posed an amendment to add $4.5 million 
to the NASA request for research and 
program management to prevent a fur­
ther deterioration of that capability. 
This amendment will permit the reten­
tion of 500 personnel. My amendment 
carried and is now in the bill under con­
sideration. 

Likewise, of equal concern to me is 
the effect of the drain of scientists and 
engineers on our Nation's technical ca­
pability occasioned by the rapid decline 
in annual funding for the space pro­
gram. The committee heard testimony 
to the effect that young people entering 
academic pursuits are no longer being · 
attracted to the space program because 
of the uncertainty of the future of 
space. Also, statistics Show that the aver­
age age of the scientist and engineer in 
NASA is increasing at the rate of eight 
tenths of a year annually, indicating 
that the rate of young people entering 
the space program has declined consid­
erabiy. 

The inability of NASA, because of 
Governmentwide and often blindman 
power policies known to us all, to inject 
new and young blood into its research 
staff is a grave problem. The gradual 
rise in the average age of the scientific 
and development personnel has very 
threatening implications to the future. 
The young people are the innovators, the 
challengers of the status quo, of the set 
procedures, of traditional research ap­
proaches. These are the people coming 
out of the engineering and science 
schools of our universities that NASA 
needs and needs now. To me it is the 
height of illogic to exPect NASA's ad­
vanced research to continue to be where 
it is supposed to be-in the vanguard 
of science-5 or 10 years from now 
under the present circumstances. With­
out the young scientist and engineer, 
that just will not happen. 

I proposed an amendment which was 
adopted by the committee and is .now in 
the bill before you which adds $1 million 
to the research and program manage­
ment request to bolster the summer 
training program for young people. This 
will provide an additional 800 summer 
trainee positions for high school and 
college students. Hopefully this will en­
courage more young people to select 
space engineering and science as their 
careers. 

Another area that has concerned me 
for some time is the NASA public affairs 
effort. I do not believe that NASA has 
done a particularlY good job in convey­
ing to the general public the true story 
of space, particularly the benefits derived 
from this program. There has been too 
much emphasis placed on the spectacular 
aspects of the space effort and not 
enough on the practical benefits derived 
from our space endeavors. 

I believe that while public enthusiasm 
over space appears to have waned, there 
is still great interest in this Nation's 
space endeavors, particularly as they 
affect the individual and his well-being. 
I am sure that the American public will 
support the space program, but only if 
the true story of space and its related 
benefits are more effectivelY brought 
home. 

Our public affairs effort needs to be 
bolstered and reoriented so that the man 
on the street knows more about what 
our space effort means. The committee 
has adopted my amendment to add $4 
million to the NASA request for public 
affairs to strengthen the Agency's effort 
in explaining the practical benefits of the 
space program to the public. 

In my opinion the $706,850,000 included 
in this bill for research and program 
management is the minirimm necessary 
to maintain our institutional base and 
our space research capability. Any re­
ductions below this level will have a 
serious and far-reaching effect on our 
future stature as the leading nation of 
the space age. 

In conclusion, I would like to sum­
marize the action taken by me in 
committee. I added seven major amend­
ments providing for an increase in 
authorization of $123 million. 

With respect to the Office of Manned 
Space Flight Programs, my amendments 
proposed increases for the Skylab and 
space shuttle programs. I proposed an 
amendment to increase the Skylab pro­
gram funding from $535.4 million to 
$580.4 million-an increase of $45 mil­
lion. The amendment was to provide a 
second Skylab mission in addition to an 
astronaut rescue capability. The com­
mitee approved the full amount proposed. 

The space shuttle amendment, which 
I also proposed, was to provide an in­
crease in funding in order to support 
advanced research in critical system 
technology. The amendment recom­
mended an increase in the NASA request 
of $100 million to a new :figure of $130 
million-an addition of $30 million. The 
committee finally approved a reduced 
increase of $25 million, making the final 
space shuttle program funding for fiscal 
year 1972, $125 million. A further amend­
ment to the NASA budget which I recom-

mended added $8.5 million, bringing the 
NASA request of $1.5 million to a total 
of $10 million. The full proposed increase 
was approved by the committee. The 
money will provide for continued ad­
vanced planning and analysis related to 
future space missions. 

In the advanced research and tech­
nology areas, major discussion centered 
upon the amendment proposing an in­
crease fc:r the nuclear power and propul­
sion program. The budget amendment 
submitted by myself requested an in­
crease of $39.9 million. The original 
NASA request was $27.72 million, with 
the recommendation making the revised 
figure $67.62 million. The proposed in­
crease included adding $35 million for the 
NERVA program, bringing the NASA re­
quest of $9.9 million to $44.9 million; 
adding $3 million for nuclear propul­
sion research and technology, bringing 
the NASA request of $5 million to $8 
million; and adding $1.9 million to the 
nuclear rocket development station oper­
ation, bringing the NASA request of $0.1 
million to $2 million. The full amount. 
recommended in the amendment was 
approved by the committee. 

Two other amendments which I pro­
posed were also approved by the com­
mittee. One provided for a $2 million in­
crease in the area of technology utiliza­
tion. This raised the original amount of 
$4 million to $6 million. Work in this 
area provides for the transfer of space 
technology and techniques to the public 
sector. The second amendment provided 
for the retention of critical personnel at 
the Ames, Langley, and Lewis Centers. 
The amendment proposed adding $4.5 
million to the NASA request of $205,338 
million, bringing the new total to 
$209.838 million. 

Another of my amendments which was 
approved by the committee was to pro­
vide for an expanded summer training 
program for high school age students. All 
11 major NASA centers throughout this 
country will participate in this program. 
One million dollars were added to the 
NASA request of $332,005,000, maktng 
the new total $333,005,000. 

A final amendment concerned public 
affairs activities. The committee ap­
proved my $4 million amendment which 
will be used to permit NASA greater par­
ticipation in public affairs and to en­
hance the public's understanding of the 
agency. The original public affairs budg­
et was raised from $7,144,000 to $11,144,-
000 by the amendment. 

This, then, is the program included in 
the bill, H.R. 7109, now before us. It will 
support the conviction that the ground­
work for future, more diversified and 
productive activities must be laid al­
though in more modest aspects. • 

The fiscal year 1972 NASA authoriza­
tion bill outlines a national space 
program that will be continued at a slow, 
but steady pace at a moderate funding 
level. 

There are no crash programs included 
but rather wide ranging space goals fo; 
the 1970's. These goals are exploration 
the gathering of scientific knowledge and 
the practical applications of the lessons 
of space to life on earth. 

The $3,433,850,000 to be authorized for 
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the space program in fiscal year 1972 is 
less than 1% percent of the total na­
tional budget. It is not as much as 
should be provided, but it will move the 
Nation forward in space, but at a danger­
ously marginal pace. 

I recommend the passage of H.R. 7109 
as votec: out by the Committee on Science 
and Astronautics. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Chair­
man, I yield such time as he may con­
sume to the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. KARTH). 

Mr. KARTH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of H.R. 7109, the NASA au­
thorization bill for fiscal year 1972. 

As chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Space Science and Applications, I shall 
have some remarks about NASA's un­
manned space flight program. I would 
like to begin, however, by making some 
general comments about the national 
space program as a whole. 

Each year for the last 6 years, we have 
witnessed a decline in the space budget, 
from a high of more than $5 billion in 
fiscal year 1965 to the present level of 
funding, slightly more than $3 billion for 
the current fiscal year. Combined em­
ployment by Government and industry 
in support of the space program has de­
clined even more dramatically from a 
peak of approximately 420,000 persons in 
1967 to about 140,000 persons today. The 
resulting unemployment of thousands of 
highly trained scientists and engineers 
is a matter of great importance to the 
Nation as a whole, not to mention the 
personal hardships visited upon the in­
dividuals involved. The aerospace indus­
try is in a severe state of distress at the 
present time, partly because of the re­
duced level of funding of the space pro­
gram. 

It is noteworthy that this contraction 
.of the American effort in space has been 
accompanied by a significantly increased 
·effort by the Soviet Union. It is now es­
timated that the Soviet Union is current­
ly devoting the equivalent of more than 
$5 billion, perhaps as much as $6 billion 
annually in its space program. Thus, it 
appears that the Russians are investing 
.almost twice the resources in their space 
.effort, in absolute terms, as is the United 
States. When one considers the magni­
tude of their investment relative to the 
gross national product of the Soviet 
Union, which is approximately one-half 
of that of the United States, the relative 
importance the two nations place on 
space exploration is truly astonishing. 

The degree of emphasis by the United 
States and the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics can be illustrated in other 
ways. For example, during calendar year 
1970 the NASA launch rate was only 
about one-third of that of the Soviet 
Union. This constitutes almost a precise 
reversal of the relative launch rates of 
the two nations 5 or 6 years ago. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to make it clear 
that it is not my position either that we 
should undertake to turn the aerospace 
industry into a modern, high skill WPA, 
or that we should be guided in determin­
ing the appropriate level of effort for the 
-united States by what the Soviet Union 

undertakes to do in space. Rather, our 
national space program should be as­
sessed on its merits, on its contributions 
to the advancement of science and tech­
nol.ogy. and, most especially, on the basis 
of Its potential benefits to the quality of 
life on earth. 

I am convinced that the investment of 
public resources in the space program to 
date has been more than justified by the 
results. Accordingly, I regret that the 
proposed NASA budget for fiscal year 
1~72 must be described as austere, and 
Will preclude undertaking many meri­
torious experiments in space. Further­
more, I look forward to the day when the 
leaders of this wealthy Nation will again 
determine that it is in the best interests 
of our people, and all mankind to in­
crease its investment in this worthy pro­
gram. 

Turning now to the work of the Sub­
committee on Space Science and Appli­
cations which I have the honor to chair, 
the NASA budget request for fiscal year 
1972 represents an increase of approxi­
mately $187 million over the current fis­
cal year. This increase is largely attribu­
table to the funding requirements of the 
Viking project, the most ambitious plan­
etary exploration project ever under­
taken by NASA. 

Approved by Congress during the past 
2 years, Viking is designed to softland two 
complex instrumented devices on the sur­
face of Mars in 1976, the year of the U.S. 
bicentennial. The objectives of the proj­
ect are 1i? conduct biological, chemical, 
and physical observations and measure­
ments on the Martian surface in order to 
increase our understanding of the origin 
and .evolution of the solar system, with 
special emphasis on the possible existence 
of extraterrestrial life, past, present, or 
future. 

Th:e planetary exploration program 
als? mcludes a number of other projects. 
This year, two Mariner spacecraft were 
launched to Mars with the objective of 
orbiting the red planet for 90 days, and 
thereby achieving a very thorough re­
connaissance of the planet, mapping 
about 70 percent of its surface and ob­
servi?g seasonal changes and other dy­
namiC processes. Unfortunately, due to a 
launch vehicle failure, the first of these 
two missions was lost. The second Mari­
ner is now on its way to Mars. Its ex­
?ected arrival date is next November. It 
IS hoped that most of the data expected 
from both missions will be achieved by 
this single spacecraft. 

In 1973, NASA will launch a Mariner 
spacecraft to the vicinity of Venus where 
a number of scientific observations will be 
made, particularly of its atmosphere. 
Then, utilizing the gravity-assist tech­
nique, the same spacecraft will be accel­
erated on a trajectory to the vicinity of 
Mercury to provide our first closeup ob­
servations of the planet nearest to the 
Sun. Very little is now known about the 
physical characteristics of Mercury, and 
the 1973 mission is therefore of great 
scientific interest. 

A second major program of the Office 
of Space Science and Applications is the 
physics and astronomy program. Using a 
wide variety of devices and techniques 
this program seeks to explore our spac~ 

environment in order to understand its 
nature and the physical processes that 
shape it. The knowledge that is acquired 
will ultimately help in the solution of the 
many practical problems of men living on 
the surface of the Earth. 

Because the Sun is such an essential 
part of the ecological system here on 
Earth, a major portion of the physics and 
astronomy program is devoted to gather­
ing information and increasing our un­
derstanding of the dynamic processes of 
the Sun, and all aspects of the Sun-Earth 
relationship. It is well understood that 
the Sun is the source of all energy on 
Earth, and that without the sun·s radia­
tions, life could not exist on Earth. The 
z:ole of the Sun as a source of heat and 
light for photosynthesis is well under­
s~ood; it is the basis for all food produc­
tiOn. The Sun's radiations also are known 
to have a controlling influence on the dy­
~amics of our atmosphere, the hydrolog­
Ical cycle, the magnetosphere which 
surr~unds the Earth, and many other 
physic~l and chemical processes. Surely, 
e~endmg man'.s understanding of the 
uruque relationship between the Sun and 
our home planet is at once both scien­
tifically important and invested with 
practical consequences. It is not beyond 
the realm of possibility that this research 
will someday form the basis for man 
gaining a measure of control over the 
Earth's environment, and may even lead 
to the design of a radically new power 
source for use by men here on Earth. 

T.he major project for study of the Sun 
durmg the 11-year period of the solar 
activity cycle is the Orbiting Solar Ob­
servatory-OSO--project. Six OSO 
spacecraft have been launched since 1962 
which have discovered many phenomena 
that have laid the ground work for great­
ly enhanced understanding of solar proc­
esses. Four additional OSO's will be 
launched through the mid-1970's. 
· Astronomy is one of the oldest recog­
nized scientific disciplines. The study of 
the ~verse, its nature, and evolution, is 
recogmzed as one of the most demanding 
and rewarding of scientific endeavors. 
Now that men are able to place instru­
ments . above the Earth's absorbing and 
obscunng atmosphere, the science of as­
tronomy is making enormous strides. 

Astronomical observations are made 
from highfl.ying airplanes, with instru­
~ents carried aloft by balloons, by sound­
mg rocket experiments, and with satel­
lites which orbit the Earth. All these tools 
of the space age have contributed greatly 
to the advancement of the science of 
astronomy. 

The Orbiting Astronomical Observa­
tory-GAO-project has achieved only 
one success out of the three launch at­
tempts made to date. Yet, scientists as­
sure us that the one successful space­
craft has provided data which will oc­
?UPY astronomers for years to come, hav­
mg added a new dimension to the science 
of. astro.nomy by opening up a large 
wmdow m the electromagnetic spectrum 
that was unavailable during centuries of 
ground-based astronomy. It is expected 
that research and theoretical studies 
based upon the OAO data will provide 
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much deeper insights into the nature and 
evolution of the universe. The fourth and 
last of the OAO series will carry a 36-inch 
telescope aloft next year. 

Whereas the OAO experiments are in 
the ultraviolet range of the electromag­
netic spectrum, a new spacecraft, pro­
posed for the first time this year, called 
the High Energy Astronomical Observa­
tory-HEAO-will make observations 
in different regions of the spectrum, spe­
cifically in the X-ray and gamma ray 
portions. In addition, HEAO will measure 
cosmic ray fluxes. The National Academy 
of Sciences' summer study on scientific 
priorities in the space program rated 
HEAO the highest priority project in 
space astronomy. Such new discoveries 
as quasars, pulsars, and neutron stars, 
little understood today, will be the sub­
ject of intense investigation by HEAO 
and other devices launched into space. 

The relatively smaller, less complex, 
and less expensive spacecraft called Ex­
plorers continue to be used effectively 
both for initial discovery of scientific 
phenomena, and for development of ex­
periments. Many of the instruments ul­
timately flown on the large observatory 
class spacecraft have been tried first on 
Explorers. 

Explorers also have made it possible 
for NASA to engage in cooperative scien­
tific missions with other countries. A pat­
tern has been established whereby each 
cooperating foreign partner normally 
provides the spacecraft and much of the 
scientific payload, while NASA provides 
some of the experiments, the launch ve­
hicle, and tracking and data acquisition 
facilities. 

Finally, the so-called suborbital pro­
grams involve instruments flown aboard 
specially outfitted aircraft, launched with 
sounding rockets and carried aloft by 
balloons. 

Sounding rockets are indispensable 
devices since they constitute the primary 
means for measuring vertical profiles of 
the atmosphere and for obtaining other 
geophysical data at altitudes below 80 
miles where use of satellites is imprac­
ticable. They have been especially effec­
tive when used to complement physics 
and astronomy observations by satellites 
in the performance of coordinated 
investigations. 

Since the level of effort in sounding 
rockets has declined somewhat, and be­
cause the Science and Astronautics Com­
mittee is convinced of the value of both 
sounding rockets and balloon experi­
ments, a total of $2% million has been 
added to the administration's request of 
$19 million for these important activities. 

I would now like to turn my attention 
to the program which I consider to be po­
tentially the most beneficial and most 
economically productive of all NASA's 
endeavors-the Space Applications Pro­
gram. This view is shared by the vast ma­
jority of my colleagues on the Science 
and Astronautics Committee. 

Everyone knows that satellite systems 
have already revolutionized interconti-
nental communications in the short time 
since the first experimental communi­
cations satellites were launched about a 
decade ago. Progress has been so rapid 

that today a commercial system provides 
reliable, coot-effective communications to 
people around the globe: truly, an 
achievement impossible to conceive a few 
years ago. An international consortium 
including 79 nations has evolved, and 
agreements have been reached for the 
operation of an expanding global com­
munications system in the years to come. 
To get so many nations to agree on any­
thing is a remarkable, perhaps unprece­
dented, feat. This cooperative spirit 
alone demonstrates the capacity for good 
inherent in space activities. 

The science and technology of the 
space age have also placed within man's 
grasp the tools for understanding the 
physics of the earth's atmosphere, and 
for achieving improved, longer range 
predictions of the earth's weather. Ulti­
mately, meteorological satellite systems 
may provide the basis for weather modi­
fication and control. 

Again, the space program has provided 
an opportunity for the United States to 
cooperate with other nations in an inter­
national effort to study the dynamics of 
the atmosphere, and the international 
world weather program is the result. 
Among other activities, the global atmos­
pheric research program-GARP-is be­
ing planned to conduct a comprehensive 
program of research focused on acquiring 
a better scientific understanding of the 
earth's atmosphere to be incorporated in 
mathematical models. 

Perhaps the single most important of 
the applications satellite projects is the 
Earth Resources Technology Satellite­
ERTS. This committee has urged NASA 
to undertake development of an earth 
resources survey spacecraft for several 
years. It now appears that NASA finally 
has a minimal effort underway. Two 
ERTS spacecraft are scheduled for 
launch in 1972 and 1973. These research 
and development satellites are designed 
to determine the extent to which remote 
sensors in orbiting spacecraft can help 
mankind to manage the finite natural re­
sources available to him. 

With appropriate sensors in space we 
shall be able to inventory known re­
sources, locate undiscovered resources, 
and ultimately develop a global manage­
ment system. It will be possible to moni­
tor the health of the earth's vast stands 
of timber, to prospect for deposits of 
petroleum and minerals, to conduct 
periodic crop inventories, and to assist 
in the development of the ocean's re­
sources. The economic benefits to be 
derived from such a system have been 
estimated at billions of dollars annually. 
If ever a program could be justified on 
the basis of economic gains, it is the 
earth resources survey program. 

Cooperative programs have already 
been worked out by our Government with 
Brazil, Mexico, and Canada. There is 
every reason to believe that an opera­
tional earth resources program in the 
future will be of great value to the peo­
ples of nations around the globe, and will 
therefore lead to cooperative efforts on a 
much broader scale than heretofore. 

Advanced space applications systems 
are currently being studied and these 
will lead to more effective navigation and 

air traffic control systems in the future, 
direct television broadcasting, enhanced 
weather prediction, and even telephonic 
communications at a fraction of today's 
costs. 

As noted in the report which accom­
panies the bill under consideration, each 
year since the mid-1960's the Science and 
Astronautics Committee has strongly 
recommended greater emphasis be placed 
on space applications. Our committee be­
lieves that this program, more than any 
other, engenders public support for the 
space program as a whole, and that it 
deserves much greater emphasis and fi­
nancial support than it has received to 
date. 

Four years ago the National Academy 
of Sciences concluded that it was in the 
national interest to invest a minimum 
of $200 million, and perhaps as much as 
$300 million, in the space applications 
program annually. The members of our 
committee concurred in that recommen­
dation. Unfortunately, NASA has dem­
onstrated that it has rejected this con­
clusion by the most prestigious scientific 
b<;>dY in the United States. While the 
annual expenditure for applications will 
exceed $180 million in fiscal year 1972 
this amount represents only a tiny frac­
tion of the NASA budget of more than $3 
billion. We have put NASA on notice that 
a more vigorous space applications pro­
gram must be undertaken in order to re­
ceive the continued support of the Con­
gress and the American people. In the 
sense that the practical applications of 
space technology have been given low 
priority relative to scientific experiments 
and the expensive engineering projects 
associated with other programs, I believe 
the NASA program as a whole lacks bal­
ance. I would like to take this opportunity 
to recommend to the new Administrator 
of NASA, Dr. James Fletcher, that seri­
ous consideration be given to reorganiz­
ing the Space Agency to include a new 
office of applications to be headed by an 
associate administrator for applications. 
In this way, we may achieve a new direc­
tion for our space program with appro­
priate emphasis on practical applica­
tions. It is my intention to press for such 
a reorganization until it becomes a real­
ity. I am convinced that public support 
for the space effort as a whole will be 
greatly enhanced by the improved status 
of the applications program, and that 
consequently, the future prospects of the 
U.S. space program will be vastly im­
proved. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gen­
tleman from Ohio (Mr. MosHER) . 

Mr. MOSHER. Mr. Chairman, I Join 
in supporting the NASA authorization 
bill for fiscal year 1972, although with 
some personal reservations as to its em­
phasis. 

Especially, I want to call your favor­
able attention to one of the line items, 
the program called space applications, 
for which the administration requested 
and our committee approved the sum of 
$182.5 million. 

Every year since the mid-1960's our 
Subcommittee on Space Science and Ap­
plications has strongly recommended 
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greater emphasis on this program. We 
are beginning to make progress. 

But even now we have not reached the 
level of funding for space applications 
advocated by the National Academy of 
Sciences 5 years ago. Back in 1967, the 
academy recommended a NASA invest­
ment in those programs of from $200 
million to $300 million annually. The 
academy reiterated that view in its re­
cent report on Priorities for Space Re­
search, 1971-80, in which the working 
group on earth-oriented satellites called 
for a budget level of $235 million a year. 
That level of funding is more than $50 
million in excess of the amount in the 
bill before us. 

The objectives of our space applica­
tions effort are to: First, expand our 
knowledge of geophysical, oceanographic, 
atmospheric and space phenomena; 
second, conduct a broad program of re­
search and technical development ori­
ented toward the application of space 
techniques for the benefit of mankind; 
third, develop and test procedures, in­
struments, subsystems, spacecraft and 
interpretive techniques for the various 
applications; fourth, fulfill NASA's re­
sponsibilities under the Communications 
Satellite Act of 1962; fifth, develop and 
implement for the national oceanic and 
atmospheric administration the opera­
tional meteorological satellite system; 
sixth, cooperate with the user Govern­
ment agencies, such as the Departments 
of Agriculture, Commerce, Interior, and 
Navy through the Earth Resources 
Survey Program Review Committee to 
achieve practical benefits in earth re­
sources; seventh, cooperate with other 
Government agencies in space related ac­
tivities in the communications, naviga­
tion, and geodesy /earth physics disci­
plines; and eighth, cooperate to the ex­
tent possible with foreign countries in 
the gener-al advancement of space 
applications. 

Mr. Chairman, a most intriguing and 
potentially utilitarian component of 
space applications is this earth resources 
survey program. It involves, first, sur­
veys by aircraft, which have been under­
way since 1964; and second, more remote 
sensing of natural resources from space 
by means of satellites called ERTS­
Earth Resources Technology Satellites­
which are about to be flight tested. 

The ERTS program has tremendous 
appeal to people and agencies concerned 
with agriculture, forestry, geography, 
cartography, oceanography, hydrology, 
geology, and mineralogy. 

In this connection I will cite the co­
operative effort of just one of the many 
user agencies-that of the U.S. Geologi­
cal Survey. The USGA budget for its 
part of the earth resources survey pro­
gram in fiscal year 1972 is a little over 
$5 million, an increase of 274 percent 
from its 1971 budget for this program. 
Of course, the eager user agencies like 
the Geological Survey would not have 
anything to use unless we provide ade­
quate funding for the basic satellite 
program-that is, ERTS. 

It should be recognized, I think, that 
ERTS-A and B, now scheduled for 
launch in 1972 and 1973, will not do the 
entire job. They are primarily test and 

development spacecraft, each with a use­
ful life of a year or so. Also, I am aware 
that these first two ERTS will not carry 
sensors for use in oceanographic surveys. 
NASA has much work to do in future 
detailed design and in improved fabrica­
tion of these spacecraft in the years 
ahead. The fiscal 1972 budget provides a 
good start. 

It may be noted that the NASA au­
thorization bill which is before the other 
body has in it an item for space applica­
tions in the amount of $185 million, 
which is higher by $2.5 million that the 
figure in the House bill. The Senate Com­
mittee on Aeronautical and Space Sci­
ences increased the administration 
budget item by this amount, to be ap­
plied specifically to the ERTS aircraft 
and satellite survey program. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not today pro­
posing an amendment for an increase 
in the NASA budget. I am offering these 
facts as solid evidence of the soundness 
and paramount importance of one par­
ticular NASA program-Space Applica­
tions. 

Returning to the proposed NASA au­
thorization in general-which I already 
have said I support--! nevertheless think 
it is worth observing that the research 
and development budget seems to me too 
heavily weighted toward manned space 
:tlight--$1,367,475,000. The sum for 
manned space flight exceeds the com­
bined budgets for space science and 
applications-$752,900,000-and for ad­
vanced research and technology­
$547,725,000. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I look 
forward to the day when our automated 
unmanned flights, including planetary 
and space applications programs, will 
win a greater share of the overall NASA 
budget. 

And I should be pleased, too, to see a 
larger budget next year for aeronautical 
research. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen­
tleman from California <Mr. BELL). 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to take this opportunity to commend the 
leadership of the committee-both the 
chairman of the committee, the gentle­
man from California <Mr. MILLER), who 
has done an outstanding job in provid­
ing leadership, expertise and knowledge 
in the committee that very few chairmen 
have, and also the gentleman from Penn­
sylvania <Mr. FuLTON) for providing the 
leadership on the minority side, and in 
helping to prepare a very successful 
package in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of H.R. 
7109 to authorize appropriations for the 
National Aeronautics and Space Admin­
istration. 

This bill will allow us to continue 
space funding at the lowest possible level 
while guarding against short-sighted 
cuts which would certainly prove more 
costly in the long run. 

We hear a lot about priorities these 
days. 

And I am among those who have sup­
ported the very reordering we have 
witnessed. · 

But setting priorities-weighing the 
relative merit of competing national 

goals-does not mean, and should not 
mean, the complete elimination of 
worthwhile efforts in exchange for those 
thought more valuable-an all or nothing 
approach. 

Rather it means keeping our Nation's 
needs in perspective. 

Where technological spending is con­
cerned, it is clear that priorities have 
been changed. 

One glance at Los Angeles unemploy­
ment figures tell us that. 

What does this bill represent in the 
way of expenditures? 

The slight dollar increase over last 
year's level of appropriations does not 
even account for inflation. 

When compared to the 1965 peak year, 
this bill's funding level shows a 40-per­
cent cut. 

The same comparison in terms of jobs 
shows a 65-percent cut. 

And yet there are those who would 
have us cut still further. 

And there are some who would not be 
displeased if we stopped technology 
spending altogether. 

It is this antitechnology overkill that 
causes me greatest concern. 

The lengthy catalog of down-to-earth 
benefits which have accrued from our 
space spending is often overlooked. 

And yet this list is only a small hint of 
the benefits to all mankind which will 
result from the continuation of an or­
derly space program. 

It is ironic that the decade of the 
sixties was one of public approval of the 
late President Kennedy's dream. 

While in the seventies, when we are 
just beginning to realize the magnitude 
of space research benefits, the glow is 
off-appreciation has declined. 

It is rather like a Cinderella story in 
reverse. 

The projects to be authorized by this 
legislation have already been discussed 
in some detail by my colleagues, but I 
would like to make a few additional 
points. 

The Space Shuttle-which will prob­
ably receive more detailed discussion 
later today-is absolutely vital if we are 
to realize the value of space expenditures. 

The tremendous progress we can fore­
see in direct earth benefits-in com­
munications, environment, health, agri­
culture, natural resources-are all con­
tingent on a transportation workhorse 
which can allow us to reap those benefits 
at a cost we can atford. 

The Space Shuttle is nothing more 
than a tool, a means to the end of better­
ing the life of all mankind through the 
utilization of space technology. 

Also not to be overlooked is the pure 
fact of life that our Nation is not alone 
in space. 

Space cooperation among equals is a 
far better situation than one which 
would result if a Nation like Russia or 
China-whose attention to the human 
benefits of space is perhaps not so great 
as our own-were to gain unchallenged 
superiority in space 

The defense-related potential of space 
is not overlooked by other nations, and 
would be ignored by us only at our great­
est peril. 

Peaceful cooperation in space is pos-
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sible only with a strong space program 
of our own. 

The bill before you resulted from the 
most careful analysis by your Committee 
of each line contained therein. 

It is low enough to demonstrate rec­
ognition of other, perhaps more imme­
diately visible, priorities, and just high 
enough to maintain the bare essentials 
of a vitally important national effort. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge most strongly 
the approval of the Committee bill with­
out amendment. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Chair­
man, I yield such time as he may con­
sume to the gentleman from West Vir­
ginia (Mr. HECHLER) . 

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in support of the au­
thorization for the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration. 

The subcommittee on advanced re­
search and technology had jurisdiction 
over the advanced research and technol­
ogy and tracking data, acquisition and 
technology utilization. 

One of the areas of our subcommittee 
has put particular emphasis on is the 
development of the aeronautical strength 
of this Nation, which has sadly been 
neglected over the past decade. Only 
in recent years has increased emphasis 
been placed on the development of aero­
nautics. 

In addition to this, the subcommittee 
has voted a small increase from $4 mil­
lion to $6 million in the technology utili­
zation program. NASA which we feel has 
great potential in the transference of 
the knowledge derived and developed 
from the space program as applied to 
industry and the development of projects 
beneficial here on earth. 

I have been very disturbed as members 
of the committee have with the decline 
over the years in the amount of author­
ization and support for advanced re­
search and technology. 

It stands to reason that the well 
springs of the Nation's future strength 
depend on the extent of our investment 
in research today, in 1971. The present 
authorization actually is $78 million less 
than the amount authorized for the last 
fiscal year, which is a tremendous cut in 
the amount of the authorization for ad­
vanced research and technology. I would 
hope that this Committee could give sup­
port to the amount of the requested au­
thorization in the areas of advanced re­
search and technology, research and 
program management, tracking and data 
acquisition, and technology utilization. 

The Subcommittee on Advanced Re­
search and Technology has carefully re­
viewed that part of the NASA budget au­
thorization request for which it has 
jurisdiction. The full Committee subse­
quently examined our recommendations 
and approved them without change. 
That part of the NASA request which I 
will discuss was for $692,663,000-which 
was $78,582,000 less than the amount au­
thorized for fiscal year 1971. 

To the requested amount, the Subcom­
mittee recommended an increase of $71,-
400,000, which was then approved by the 
Full Committee. This increase brings the 
recommended authorization amount to 
$764,063,000 which is still less than the 

1971 authorization level. The total 
amount is recommended to be allocated 
as follows: 
Advanced research and tech­

nology-------------------- $277,725,000 
Construction o! faci11t1es_____ 6, 500,000 
Research and program manage-

ment -------------------- 209,838,000 
Tracking and data acquisition_ 264,000,000 
Technology uti11zation________ 6, 000, 000 

Total ---------------- 764,063,000 

First, I would like to make a few gen­
eral comments and then discuss the items 
which I have just mentioned. An impor­
tant question can be asked, "Why has 
the Committee recommended an increase 
of $71,400,000 over the NASA request?" 

First, as I mentioned a moment ago, 
even with the increase, the recommended 
authorization is below that of last year. 
But more importantly, there has been a 
steady drop in the Advanced Research 
and Technology area since 1968-and 
this drop greatly concerns our Commit­
tee. 

This area is the ori·ginal source for 
many of the applications which are de­
veloped subsequenlty for the benefit of 
man in the aeronautics, space, and other 
sectors of our society. The nature of the 
ideas coming from the investment in Ad­
vanced Research and Technology is that 
they are often not reflected in applica­
tions until 5 to 20 years later. So the 
point is very simple: A declining budget 
level in this area means that future ap­
plications will suffer and many major 
problems will go unsolved in years to 
come. It is with a deep concern for the 
future that the committee has recom­
mended an increase. 

One of the important increases in Ad­
vanced Research and Technology is $25 
million for aeronautical research and de­
velopment. This increase is based on the 
recognition by the committee that the 
serious nature of many problems in aero­
nautics and aviation urgently call for 
solutions. These are problems which af­
feet nearly every Member of the House 
and a great majority of the people in 
the United States. 

These problems have been documented 
in extensive hearings held by our Com­
mittee during the past several years and 
in our reports. Most recently-in April 
of this year-a Joint Department of 
Transportation-NASA Civil Aviation 
R. & D. Policy Study was issued. This 
study is based on nearly two years of in­
tensive work and it develops in detail 
how extremely serious aircraft noise and 
congestion problems have become. 

There is no doubt that many Members 
of the House have had numerous com­
plaints from their constituents about 
aviation problems-with aircraft noise 
probably being at the top of the list in the 
urban areas. But there are other prob­
lems: one of these is airways and airport 
congestion which increasingly carries the 
risk of high tragedy as aircraft size and 
passenger loads grow larger. 

Another problem in the thinly popu­
lated areas of our Nation is that declining 
rail service is cutting off numerous geo­
graphical regions from the mainstream 
of our economy. To supplement the auto­
mobile and bus, there is a distinct need 

for aircraft which can economically and 
safely provide service in such parts of the 
country. We need to insure that our na­
tional transportation system is really na­
tional-and that it will serve people who 
live in the small towns of America as well 
as it serves those who live in the large 
cities. 

In high population density areas, one 
way to attack both the noise and conges­
tion problems is through a new short 
haul system, separate as much as possible 
from the present long haul system. This 
system could help relieve congestion at 
existing airports especially those where 
there is high traffic density. A major con­
tender for this type of short haul system 
is an economically viable, safe, and low­
noise level short takeoff and landing air­
craft-commonly referred to as a STOL. 
A part of the recommended increase by 
the committee is directed at just such a 
system-with major emphasis upon the 
noise reduction and safety objectives. 

Related to aeronautics is still another 
critical major problem. There has been a 
steady erosion of advanced research and 
technology personnel. The reduced per­
sonnel levels, in combination with civil 
service regulations, have had the effect 
of increasing the average age of profes­
sional employees and making it extremely 
difficult to recruit younger individuals 
educated in disciplines related to aero­
nautics. 

This situation is closely tied to my ear­
lier point that advanced research pro­
grams are governed by leadtimes of 10 
to 15 years. These programs demand in­
novative minds and a steady inflow of 
individuals newly educated in the most 
recent disciplines. For this reason, the 
committee increased the research and 
program management area by $4% mil­
lion in order to permit the retention of 
500 personnel positions of 533 which 
would otherwise be lost under the budget 
request submitted by NASA. If the act is 
carried out, it will be virtually impossible 
to hire these badly needed younger peo­
ple. 

In another area, the committee in­
creased the technology utilization re­
quest by $2 million for a total of $6 mil­
lion. Over the years the committee has 
strongly supported the technology utili­
zation program. This is because it firmly 
believes in the basic principle behind the 
technology utilization effort: scientific, 
technological, and management knowl­
edge developed with public funds and 
support should be made available to the 
public for its benefit as quickly and effi­
ciently as possible. 

The committee believes that this 
knowledge should be readily accessible to 
all potential users, whether a major cor­
poration, a small businessman, a school, 
or a private citizen. Among the specific 
o_!>jectives of the technology utilization 
program are: 

First, increase the return on the na­
tional investment in aerospace R. & D. 
by encouraging additional uses of the 
knowledge gained. 

Second, shorten the time gap between 
the discovery of new knowledge and its 
effective use in the marketplace. 

Third, aid the movement of new 
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knowledge across industry, scientific dis­
cipline and geographic boundaries. 

Fourth, contribute to finding better 
ways of transferring technology from its 
points of origin to its points of potential 
use. 

During the past few years the tech­
nology utilization program has concen­
trated a good part of its effort in the 
medical area. This has resulted in im­
proved instruments, diagnostic t~h­
niques, surgical techniques, and medical 
systems management. More recently 
there has been a turning toward work in 
public sector problems: water pollut~on, 
air pollution, crime, transportation, 
housing construction and rehabilitation, 
and mine safety. 

Our review of the construction request 
of $6,500,000 for modernizing a w~d 
tunnel at the Ames Research Center m 
California shows that the request is 
soundly based-from both an opera­
tional and safety point of view. It is a 
facility unique in this Nation where full­
size and large-scale models of aircraft 
may be tested-with the objective of re­
ducing as much as possible more expen­
sive actual flight testing and finding out 
problems before aircraft get into the air. 

The tracking and data acquisition re­
quest of $264 million was carefully ex­
amined and found to be austerely based. 
These funds are used to operate, repair, 
and modernize the tracking network for 
all of NASA's space mission---manned 
and unmanned. 

In concluding, I urge your support for 
this authorization request. We are not 
merely authorizing money, we are au­
thorizing the means to solve critical 
problems now and in the future. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from Wash­
ington (Mr. PELLY). 

Mr. PELL Y. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of this authorizing legislation. 
At the outset I want to pay tribute to 
the chairman of our committee. One of 
the most rewarding experiences of my 
many years in this Congress has been my 
association with the gentleman from 
California <Mr. MILLER). He is a very 
inspiring individual, and I know all of us 
on the committee have considered it a 
great privilege to work with him. 

Then, too, I would like to say a word 
about the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who is the ranking Republican member 
of the committee <Mr. FuLTON). He is 
extremely well informed, and altogether 
I think this legislation has had very close 
and well-considered scrutiny. 

As a member of the Subcommittee on 
Advanced Research and Technology it 
has been my great privilege to be associ­
ated with the gentleman from West 
Virginia (Mr. HECHLER), and we have 
worked closely together. I think I can 
say for both of us that through the years 
we have been somewhat frustrated be­
cause of the fact that we did not feel 
enough emphasis was being given to 
various aspects of research. 

Members of the House know that I am 
cautious when it comes to spending Fed­
eral money. My record in considering 
budget increase requests shows that I 
believe that there must be an extremely 

important case for me to go along with 
it. 

It is with this record in mind that I 
wish to give you my views on H.R. 7109 
today. 

For me there are three guiding princi­
ples in considering requests for space 
and aeronautics projects: First, the proj­
ect must offer the promise of benefit to 
our Nation. Second, it must be in the 
direction of obtaining these benefits 
more efficiently and inexpensively as time 
goes on. Third, the project must offer a 
promise of solving major problems of 
acute concern to our citizens. 

In the manned space flight area one of 
the increases approved by our commit­
tee is for the space shuttle transporta­
tion system. There is no doubt in my 
mind that this is the keystone program 
in our future effort in space. It will pro­
vide a cost-effective way to carry large 
payloads into orbit. It meets a require­
ment which I mentioned earlier in that 
it will be low cost, reusable and highly 
reliable. 

It meets another of my stringent cri­
teria by providing benefits to our Nation. 
The capability to do this comes from its 
large, inexpensive cargo-carrying capa­
bility. Space applications satellites will 
no longer be severely restricted in size, 
weight, and the number of on-board ex­
periments. The result will be more capa­
bility for less money, whether it be a 
communications satellite, a weather 
satellite, an earth resources satellite or 
a navigation satellite. For these reasons, 
I am supporting an additional $25 million 
to be added to the $100 million budget 
request to provide for a more extensive 
effort on those key pacing items which 
must be developed before a space shuttle 
system can become a reality. 

Closely related to the comments I have 
been making are the reasons why I 
strongly support the space applications 
part of the NASA budget. From the work 
done with the money the Congress has 
authorized and appropriated over the 
years have come the means to revolu­
tionize communications and weather 
forecasting on a worldwide basis. We 
are at an early stage of accomplishing 
the same thing for navigation and traffic 
control of both aircraft and ships. Poten­
tially as important as these applications 
but yet to be realized are the benefits 
that we shall derive from the Earth Re­
sources Technology Satellite project. 
Each passing month reveals new possible 
applications and what we shall be able 
to accomplish with a large-scale opera­
tional system in years to come. These 
applications range from agriculture to 
mining, from forestry to the environ­
ment, and from hydrology to cartog­
raphy. 

In two other areas where the com­
mittee has recommended increases, I 
wish to add my unqualified support. The 
first of these is a $25-milllon increase in 
aeronautical research and technology. 
The second is a $2 million increase in 
the technology utilization program. 

Other Members will be talking today 
about a number of problems in aeronau­
tics and aviation and I do not intend to 
go over these in repetitious detail. But I 
do want to say this as strongly as I can 

put it, the problems in aviation today 
are not a matter of "crying wolf." The 
problems are real, overwhelming, and 
potentially disastrous. I urge the Con­
gress to provide the resources and 
guidance to the administration to at­
tack these problems. 

Having examined these problems in 
great detail over the past several years, 
the committee unanimously concluded 
that the increase of $25 million should 
be made in NASA's aeronautical research 
and technology line item-from $110 mil­
lion to $135 million. The major part of 
this increase would be allocated in three 
ways: First to more work in reducing 
aircraft noise, second to finding ways to 
relieve airway and airport congestion and 
third developing the technology which 
will make possible safe, reliable and eco­
nomically feasible short haul transporta­
tion both in urban and small town rural 
areas of the Nation. 

This increase meets my stringent 
criteria of providing benefits for the 
Nation and solving critical problems. 

Finally, each year the committee has 
expressed its strong support for the tech­
nology utilization program area. This is 
because we firmly believe that it provides 
an important way by which the results 
of space and aeronautical technology is 
made available for use in other sectors 
of our economy. 

Our recommended increase of $2 mil­
lion will permit a more extensive concen­
tration on transferring NASA technology 
to problems in the public sector: water 
pollution, air pollution, crime, transpor­
tation, housing construction and rehabil­
itation, and mine safety. There is not one 
section of the country which cannot but 
benefit by the infusion of the advanced 
technology resulting from NASA's work. 

For these reasons I urge you to support 
H.R. 7109 today. 

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Washington yield briefly? 

Mr. PELLY. I am happy to yield to my 
distinguished subcommittee chairman. 

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to commend the 
gentleman from Washington, the rank­
ing minority member of the Subcommit­
tee on Advanced Research and Technol­
ogy, particularly for the leadership which 
he has exercised in the development of 
aeronautics. He and I have worked very 
closely together on putting emphasis on 
aeronautics, and I think he deserves a 
great deal of the credit that has accrued 
to the committee for the development 
of aeronautics. 

Mr. PELL Y. Mr. Chairman, I believe 
any commendation in this direction 
should properly rest where it belongs, in 
the cooperation I have had from my sub­
committee chairman. It has been a great 
pleasure to me to work with the gentle­
man from West Virginia. He and I to­
gether, I know, have enjoyed the priv­
ilege we have ':lad of trying to point up 
more forcefully the needs of aeronautics. 

Mr. Mn.LER of California. Mr. Chair­
man, I yield such time as he may con­
sume to the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. DoWNING). 

Mr. DOWNING. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of H.R. 7109, the NASA au­
thorization bill for fiscal year 1972. 
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As the ranking member of the Sub­

committee on Space Science and Appli­
cations, I would like to congratulate our 
distinguished chairman, the gentleman 
from Minnesota, and associate myself 
with his remarks. 

The NASA unmanned space flight ef­
fort has been overshadowed by the 
manned program, both in terms of costs 
and public appeal. Still, some of the 
most remarkable scientific results have 
been achieved using automated devices, 
and in fact, the bulk of the scientific 
data produced by the NASA program to 
date has come from unmanned satellites 
and probes. 

The one activity in space which is cer­
tain to be confined to unmanned ex­
ploration for the foreseeable future is 
planetary exploration. Anticipating con­
strained NASA budgets in the forthcom­
ing decade, no one seriously suggests 
that we should undertake to send men 
to the planets in this century. 

The exploration of the planets is con­
sidered by our scientists to be one of the 
most fruitful of scientific endeavors, and 
has been given the highest priority by 
such prestigious organizations as the 
National Academy of Sciences. It is quite 
clear, too, that the Soviet Union places 
very high priority on planetary explora­
tion-higher, in fact, than we do. 

To date, the United States has made 
nine attempts to launch spacecraft to 
Venus and Mars. The Soviet program has 
been more ambitious. The best available 
information suggests that the Russians 
have deliberately bypassed only one 
launch window to Mars and Venus since 
1960. This is to say that compared to our 
nine attempted planetary missions, the 
Soviet Union is believed to have made 
about 24 launches to Mars and Venus 
thus far. 

The results of the American planetary 
effort to date have been much more pro­
ductive, however, since we have had five 
successful Mariner missions out of eight, 
and a ninth Mariner is on a trajectory to 
Mars at the present time, and we have 
every expectation that it will succeed in 
its mission to orbit the Red Planet. By 
contrast the Soviets have had only two 
successful missions to Venus. 

The objectives of planetary explora­
tion are to increase our understanding of 
the origin and evolution of the solar sys­
tem, the origin and evolution of life, and 
the dynamic processes that shape man's 
terrestrial environment. Important in­
formation has already been received 
from our missions to both Mars and 
Venus. In 1973, a Mariner spacecraft 
will be launched to the vicinity of Venus, 
and after making scientific measure­
ments, will be accelerated by Venus' 
gravity and orbital velocity on a trajec­
tory to Mercury. Using the so-called 
"gravity-assist" technique, this space­
craft will provide our first opportunity 
to observe Mercury, the closest planet to 
the sun. 

The highest priority objective in the 
study of the solar system is the search 
for evidence of extraterrestrial life. OUr 
current knowledge of the planets sug­
gests that the only place where life may 
possibly exist, may have existed in the 
past, or might evolve in the future is 
on the planet Mars. 

In pursuit of this type of information, 
the most ambitious planetary project 
ever undertaken by the United States is 
the Viking project. The purpose of Vik­
ing is to advance our knowledge of the 
physical, chemical, and biological prop­
erties of Mars and its atmosphere. These 
objectives will be accomplished by soft 
landing two spacecraft on the surface 
of Mars in 1976. 

Exploration of the so--called terrestrial 
planets-Mars, Venus, and Mercury­
has been underway for some years. 
A satisfactory theory of the origin and 
evolution of the solar system, however, 
must take into account the giant outer 
planets as well. Jupiter, Saturn, and Nep­
tune, as well as tiny Pluto, the most dis­
tant planet in our solar system, will be 
the subject of extensive studies in the 
future. 

Because of a unique alignment of the 
outer planets which will occur in the 
middle and late 1970's, it will be possible 
to make fly-by observations of as many 
as three of these mysterious bodies with 
a single spacecraft. 

Launch windows in 1976 and 1977 will 
provide opportunities for a single space­
craft to fly-by Jupiter, then to Saturn, 
and then on to Pluto. In 1979, fly-by 
missions will be possible to Jupiter, 
Uranus, and Neptune. These multiple 
planet swing-bys or "Grand Tours" will 
substantially reduce the cost of explora­
tion of this vast and unknown portion 
of the solar system. 

A new spacecraft is being designed to 
accomplish these "Grand Tour" missions. 
Since a radioisotope thermelectric gen­
erator-RTG-is being developed for 
this spacecraft, it has been named Ther­
moelectric Outer Planets Spacecraft­
TOPS. TOPS will provide a stabilized 
scan platform which will permit sensi­
tive measurements to be made of these 
major outer planets, as well as many of 
their satellites. From all of these bodies, 
the TOPS spacecraft is expected to re­
turn vital data on surface appearance, 
size, mass, density, temperature, and 
atmospheric composition. 

In short, Mr. Chairman, planetary ex­
ploration has been one of the most sci­
entifically productive efforts in the to­
tal NASA program. It has enhanced 
man's understanding of our solar system, 
having already substantially altered our 
assessment of both Mars and Venus. Sig­
nificant new discoveries are virtually 
guaranteed from future missions to in­
vestigate the remaining planets. 

In conclusion, I urge my colleagues to 
support the national space program. It 
constitutes the major scientific and tech­
nological effort of this country devoted 
solely to peaceful purposes, for the bene­
fit of men everywhere. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen­
tleman from Kansas (Mr. WINN). 

Mr. WINN. Mr. Chairman, NASA space 
missions, both manned and unmanned, 
reveal through data collected and trans­
mitted back to earth that our planet's 
environment is directly and vitally af-
fected by dynamic forces in space. Un­
derstanding of these forces is vital not 
only for dealing with problems of en­
vironmental pollution but in planning 
the management of earth's resources, 

particularly with respect to our agricul­
tural resources from farming. Scientific 
spacecraft now in orbit are gathering es­
sential data on the dynamics of the at­
mosphere; but much more needs to be 
known. To provide such data, NASA 
plans to send into orbit an Earth Re­
sources Technology Satellite-ERTS­
system in 1972. In addition to atmos­
pheric observations, the ERTS satellite 
will be capable of collecting and trans­
mitting data important for geologists, 
oceanographers, foresters, city planners, 
and especially farmers. 

Special infrared sensors and other 
equipment on the ERTS satellite will 
make it possible to identify untapped 
sources of fresh water; measurements 
and photos of snow and ice formations 
will provide knowledge for the prediction 
of water ruuoff locally and regionally 
around the globe. Such prediction will be 
a tremendous boost for the farmer, par­
ticularly in our Western States where 
large amounts of water are needed for 
irrigation; for it will enable optimum 
regulation of water levels in our reser­
voirs. In California, for example, the cost 
of water is about $15 per acre foot. In all 
the Western States of this Nation, water 
stored for irrigational purposes totals 
about 107 million acre feet or about $1.5 
billions annually. The more efficient utili­
zation of runoff which observations from 
ERTS should make possible will mean 
substantial savings nationally as well as 
internationally in money and water and 
is certain to result in increased and im­
proved agricultural productivity. 

Infrared sensors on the ERTS satellite 
will make it possible to identify the onset 
of disease or insect infestation in crops 
and take measures to control and elim­
inate such blights. A demonstration of 
the effectiveness of infrared sensors such 
as will be placed on ERTS, was under­
taken by NASA last year in cooperation 
with Purdue University. The sensors were 
carried aboard aircraft and from an alti­
tude of 3,000 feet, kept surveillance over 
com crops to identify the blight that has 
so drastically afflicted this Nation's com 
crops. The data from the airborne infra­
red sensors has enabled scientists to rate 
crops as healthy, mildly infested, or 
severely infested. The accuracy of such 
ratings was confirmed by ground inspec­
tion. A similar survey is planned for this 
summer and will cover 210 selected sites 
in Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Missouri, Iowa, 
Minnesota, Michigan, and Nebraska. But 
one infrared equipped satellite, such as 
the ERTS system, could far more quickly, 
efficiently, and economically survey most 
parts of the world from space, detect 
diseased crops and forests, and provide 
a variety of information of benefit to the 
farmer. 

The ERTS satellite also will be able to 
detect such phenomenon as locust clouds 
carried by the wind and provide the data 
necessary to predict the path of locust 
clouds in countries of Africa and Asia. 
Crop losses from locusts in these coun­
tries is extremely high. With the present 
methods used for spotting and control, 
the annual cost is about $15 million. 
But the present benefits are relatively 
little, in proportion to the effort and 
expenditure because of the difficulty in 
identifying the swarms well enough in 
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advance and communicating the findings 
in time. The ERTS satellite can provide 
accurate and rapid warning, thus making 
possible swift methods for control. 

Our weather satellites have enabled us 
to provide better weather data world­
wide; and such capability is most impor­
tant to the farmer. Indeed weather, 
indisputably the sovereign physical force, 
is one to which the farmer is totallY sub­
servient. Weather phenomena, whether 
rain, sleet, snow, balmy winds, drought, 
or hurricane, are caused by the move­
ment and interaction of masses of air in 
the atmosphere, described as a never­
ending series of battles between warring 
masses of air: high-pressure and low­
pressure masses, cold fronts and warm 
fronts. Observations from our weather 
satellites are bringing us closer to the 
time when we can predict these forays 
and forecast weather. What this will 
mean to the farmer is that he will know 
the optimum time and place for planting 
to produce the best yield; he will also 
know when to harvest. 

Knowledge of proper planting time is 
absolutely crucial in certain parts of the 
world, such as India, where planting 
depends upon the onset of the monsoon. 
Planting too early-before the rainy 
season starts-means a poor and stunted 
crop. The seeds will dry up. Planting too 
late als:> means an inferior crop, because 
plants will not have the full amount of 
rain during the growing season. 

ERTS, weather, our other scientific 
satellites offer a view of earth that will 
provide the data to enable not only the 
farmers of the world, but all of us to 
use this planet's resources more wisely for 
the benefit of all peoples and all nations. 

Project Apollo, our program of manned 
exploration of the moon, also holds 
promise for the farmer. For example, 
the Apollo 9 spacecraft was fitted with 
four cameras with special sensors. The 
hundreds of pictures of earth taken with 
these cameras from space provided 
images and data that revealed the con­
dition of a variety of plants and made 
it possible to differentiate between spe­
cies, estimate crop yields, and identify 
land use in certain regions. But when 
our astronauts reached the moon and 
brought back some of its substance, a 
most exciting discovery of great poten­
tial benefit to all the farmers of the world 
was made. 

NASA scientists in Houston found that 
plants grow three to four times faster 
in lunar soil than they do in the best 
soil to be found on Earth. This finding 
has been verified in experiments with 
hundreds of plants of all varieties. When 
the chemical makeup of the lunar soil 
is determined fully, including identifica­
tion of the trace elements, it may be pos­
sible to duplicate the lunar soil artificial­
ly and chemically for use by farmers. 
Agriculture experts predict that such 
material would revolutionize farming 
throughout the world. Large-scale pro­
duction of such artificial moondust 
could bring new hope to the overpopu­
lated barren parts of our world where 
today the inhabitants barely eke out a 
living from hostile, infertile soil. 

Mr. MILLER of California.. Mr. Chair­
man, I yield such time as he may use 

to the gentleman from Florida <Mr. 
FuQUA). 

Mr. FUQUA. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like today to speak especially to the 
manned space :flight programs which are 
included in the NASA authorization be­
fore you. It has been my privilege over 
the last few years to work with the able 
and distinguished chairman, the gentle­
man from California <Mr. MILLER) and 
with the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
TEAGUE), chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Manned Space Flight, in examining 
in exhaustive detail our national space 
program. I would like to touch on only 
three major items. First, the Apollo pro­
gram, second, the Skylab program-our 
first precursor space station-and third, 
a low-cost transportation system known 
as the space shuttle. 

In 18 months our Apollo lunar explora­
tion program will come to a close with 
the final :flight, Apollo 17, to the moon. 
The last three Apollo :flights will provide 
the largest scientific return of the entire 
Apollo program. Two additional flights 
that were originally planned have been 
eliminated. The hardware is ready. The 
schedules are set and we are now un­
dertaking the greatest program of sci­
entitle exploration in the history of man. 

The budget for Apollo in fiscal year 
1972 is $302,200,000 less than fiscal year 
1971. The committee has recommended 
that this reduced budget be funded in 
full so that the Apollo program may be 
successfully completed with a maximum 
return on the investment. I believe that 
the completion of the Apollo program on 
the scheduled plan will provide this Na­
tion not only with the scientific informa­
tion from the moon but also with the 
essential technology that is required to 
help maintain our Nation as a leader in 
technology in the early 1970's. Even with 
the follow-on Skylab program for 1973, 
however, the current manned space flight 
programs in NASA do not provide the 
technological impetus necessary through 
the 1970's to maintain that competitive 
technological edge so essential to our 
Nation. 

The · Skylab program which I men­
tioned will be conducted in 1973 and 
will include a Saturn V to launch an un­
manned workshop into near-earth orbit 
which will then be visited during the year 
three times by three astronauts on each 
visit. NASA requested $535,400,000 for the 
Skylab program which is part of the 
space flight operations line item in this 
bill. To provide additional safety in this 
program the committee has added $15 
million to the Skylab program for a 
rescue capability for the most probable 
uission failure situations. This would 
provide for converting one command and 
service module into a rescue carrier so 
that two astronauts could :fly to the Sky­
lab and return with the three additional 
astronauts or a total of five astronauts 
from earth orbit. The Skylab is a pre­
cursor space station. It will provide the 
basic information necessary so that in 
the late 1970's and early 1980's this Na­
tion may be able to use space on a routine 
basis as a place not only for scientific 
experimentation but also for utilitarian 
applications. 

Prior to the development of a low-cost 

transportation system there will be a gap 
of 5 to 7 years in the manned space flight 
program. Your committee has included 
an additional $30 million in this budget 
to examine the possibility of flying a sec­
ond Skylab with existing hardware or 
flying two Saturn m vehicles modified 
for earth orbital applications and scien­
tific experimentation. These vehicles, 
either the Skylab or the Saturn m vehi­
cles, could be flown in the 1974-78 time 
period. The moneys added by your com­
mittee will allow a thorough examination 
of the advantages and effectiveness of 
these missions utilizing the hardware 
which is now in storage. This addition to 
the program will do much to assure that 
all of the feasible opportunities for 
manned space flight are adequately ex­
amined. 

Turning now to the space shuttle, 
NASA requested $100,000,000 for the 
space shuttle program for fiscal year 
1972. The phase B design definition stud­
ies on a low-cost transportation system 
will be completed during this summer. 
Additional phase A studies examining 
other alternative space shuttle configu­
rations will also be completed at the same 
time. The committee has added $25 mil­
lion to the space shuttle program for 
purposes of providing additional develop­
ment work in the areas of thermal 
protection and airframe fabrication 
techniques. It is the view of the commit­
tee that these moneys spent early in the 
program will improve the operational ef­
ficiency of the space shuttle and provide 
early information on the technologically 
most difficult portions of the shuttle pro­
gram. The committee also added $2.5 mil­
lion for experiment definition in the 
shuttle program. The intent of these 
funds would be to provide additional 
funds for experiment definition in 
earth observation, communications, nav­
igation and materials science and 
space manufacturing. The intent of 
these funds would be largely devoted 
to increasing the ability of the space 
shuttle to fly short duration labora­
tory missions carrYing experiment sys­
tems for use in orbits tailored to specific 
requirements. These flights would be self­
contained and would use the shuttle as a 
laboratory for up to 7 days. By oper­
ating in this mode the shuttle would pro­
vide additional information after the 
completion of the Skylab program from 
which to design a space station for the 
early 1980's. 

The development of a low-cost trans­
portation system to space is feasible. 
Second, the studies indicate that once 
the shuttle becomes operational it should 
reduce by one-half the costs of opera­
tions in space. It is important to note 
that the largest savings will likely come 
from the payloads placed on the shuttle. 
The availability of a low-cost transpor­
tation system with its large payload bay 
will allow a major reduction in the so­
phistication of our spaceborne payloads. 
In addition to this, the shuttle will pro­
vide our first real capability to repair in 
orbit or refurbish on the ground satellites 
currently in use and contemplated during 
the 1970's. Instead of being in the posi­
tion of launching the vehicle and then 
having to follow it with many more ve-
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hicles over a period of years it should be 
:possible to repair and maintain anum­
ber of our satellites either in orbit or by 
returning them to the ground and again 
placing them in orbit. 

Your committee has made other rela­
tively minor changes to the manned 
space flight portion of the fiscal year 
1972 budget. I will not go into detail on 
those changes but I would like to point 
-out that your committee and the Sub-
-committee on Manned Space Flight have 
made an exhaustive review of the bill be­
fore you today. We have visited key con­
tractors and held hearings on every ma­
jor aspect of the program. The testimony 
and information obtained on the manned 
space flight programs compromise over 
1,100 pages of information on this bud­
get. Based on this exhaustive review, I 
recommend your support of the fiscal 
year 1972 NASA authorization bill. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen­
tleman from Texas (Mr. PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
as a member of the Science and Astro­
nautics Committee, I urge my colleagues 
to give the NASA authorizations bill their 
wholehearted support. 

After much thought and deliberation, 
the committee, under the able leadership 
of its distinguished chairman (Mr. MIL­
LER) and its distinguished ranking min­
ority member (Mr. FULTON), has recom­
mended that $3,433,580,000 be allocated 
to NASA programs for the 1972 fiscal 
year. In terms of broad categories, this 
$3.4 billion will be distributed as follows: 
Resea.reb. and development __ $2,668, 100,000 
Construction of facil:ities___ 58,630,000 
Research and program man-

agement ---------------- 706,850,000 

If authorized and appropriS~ted, these 
sums will enable the National Aeronau- · 
tics and Space Administration to proceed 
with the national space program. 

In the interests of brevity, I will not 
attempt to highlight the most significant 
components of the three NASA general 
program categories; this has already 
been accomplished by the report of the 
committee and amplified by the remarks 
of the committee chairman and other 
distinguished committee members. By the 
same token, I would refer the attention 
of my colleagues to the additional state­
ments appended to the body of the com­
mittee report. There will be found my 
views on particular facets of the space 
program including the space shuttle, the 
NERVA transportation system, the sky 
lab missions, and the practical benefits 
from aerospace activities. 

I would, however, Mr. Chairman, like 
to place the space program in a general 
perspective so that those of my col­
leagues who are less than well acquainted 
with the program's fundamentals can ob­
tain a better understanding of the need 
for the NASA authorization this body is 
voting upon today. 

In 196"1 the space program of the last 
decade was inaugurated when President 
Kennedy, in his second state of the 
Union address, declared that-

This Nation should commit itself to achiev­
ing the goal, before this decade is out, of 

landing man on the moon a.nd returning 
him safely to earth. 

When this goal was enunciated there 
were those who thought its attainment 
within the decade a technological impos­
sibility. As we well know, however, in 
July of 1969, the critics were silenced by 
the moon walks of Astronauts Neil A 
Armstrong and Edwin E. Aldrin, Jr., and 
the successes of Apollo 11. 

With the goal of the 1960's achieved, 
President Nixon, in March of last year, 
outlined three new purposes for the na­
tional space program. The President de­
clared that the program should be dedi­
cated to: Pushing back the frontiers of 
the unknown through space exploration; 
broadening the base of scientific knowl­
edge; and, maximizing the practical ben­
efits of aerospace activities. 

I believe these three goals are worthy 
of the sustained efforts of this Nation. 
And if the successes of the space pro­
gram in the 1960s are any guide, then 
the extent to which these goals are 
achieved will be determined by the 
strength of our commitments and the 
dedication of our efforts. Thus it is of 
prime importance that Congress con­
tinue to authorize and appropriate the 
funds needed by NASA to carry on the 
space program. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen­
tleman from Florida <Mr. FREY). 

Mr. FREY. Mr. Chairman, first I 
would like to say that it has been a privi­
lege to serve on this committee. The 
chairman, the gentleman from Califor­
nia <Mr. MILLER), and the ranking mem­
ber, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
<Mr. FULTON), as well as the chairman 
of my subcommittee, the gentleman from 
Texas <Mr. TEAGUE), have provided dedi­
cated and progressive leadership. 

Mr. Chairman, there are several points 
I want to touch upon. The gentleman 
from California <Mr. BELL) and the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. FuQuA) 
have previously discussed the space shut­
tle. However, I think additional com­
ments are warranted as in my opinion 
the space shuttle is the key t<> our space 
program, without it-we do not have any 
future in space. 

We have heard many times on the 
floor of the House criticism of the space 
program. The question has been asked 
time and time again what is it going to 
do for us here on earth. We're only bring­
ing rocks back from the moon. Without 
going into the arguments on either side, 
I think we can say that the space shut­
tle answers all of the criticisms which 
have been leveled against the space pro­
gram. To begin with the shuttle will pro­
vide tremendous savings on our invest­
ments. Instead of launching a vehicle 
and then throwing it away as we do today 
we will have a vehicle which can be 
used up to 300 times. It not only will re­
duce the transportation costs of the space 
launch vehicles but the cost of manu­
facturing the satellites by about 50 per­
cent. 

It is estimated that by using the shut­
tle all but two of our launch vehicles 
can be replaced. From 1978 to 1990 we 
will save approximately 10 percent a 

year on our investment by using the 
shuttle instead of our present inventory 
of rockets. The shuttle will be near earth 
orbit where it will be able to ccnduct 
earth-oriented experiments such as com­
munications, weather, and ecology. 

There will be no question of who the 
shuttle benefits and where the benefit 
will be. It will be right here on Earth. I 
understand the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. PEYSER) at the proper time 
is going to offer an amendment to delete 
approximately $300 million from the 
NASA appropriation, with the purpose 
to postpone Apollo 16 and Apollo 17. 
Frankly, the cost of the basic hardware 
for Apollo 16 and 17, has already been 
spent. It is my understanding that if we 
postpone Apollo 16 or Apollo 17, we would 
save 175 million dollars. But isn't this 
foolish after spending over 21 billion on 
Apollo to stop. 

One other point that I hope the House 
will consider is that such a postpone­
ment in the long run will end up costing 
us more money. And what about the peo­
ple in the program. You can't store 
people. We're already at the breaking 
point. We must maintain the facilities 
and we must maintain the crews needed 
to man the flights. 

Mr. Chairman, we are forced with a 
situation where we have built and paid 
for vehicles ahd have the crews trained 
and ready to fiy. 

Not to let them fiy just does not make 
sense. I hope the amendment proposed 
to be offered by the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. PEYSER) will be defeated. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, 
I thank the gentleman from Florida for 
his very excellent statement. 

I might also say that we certainly 
appreciate the work of the gentleman 
on our committee, as we do the work 
of the other members who serve on the 
committee. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Chair­
man, I yield such time as he may con­
sume to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
CASEY). 

Mr. CASEY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I thank the chairman of the Committee 
on Science and Astronautics for yielding 
this time to me. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to state that in 
these days, when the interest of the pub­
lic is waning in the space program, and 
when many people feel that we have done 
all that we can or should do in the space 
program, it takes dedication and hard 
work on the part of this great commit­
tee-which I once had the pleasure of 
serving upon-to generate interest and 
to keep our great space program going. 

I would further say, Mr. Chairman, 
that just because some of the theatrics 
are out of the program-for instance, it 
is true that Alan Shepard probably 
holds the world's record for the long­
est golf ball driven by man, and 
this caught the imagination of the 
public, but that is not worth the 
billions of dollars we put into it; 
and it is true seeing the lunar land­
ings live on television 'also caught the 
imagination of the public-that some­
how or other in this regard they think 
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that, well, we have done enough. But 
this great committee knows that this is 
just the beginning. 

I want every Member of this House to 
realize that this program is going to con­
tribute and has contributed more to some 
of the very problems that the Members 
are interested in than they can visualize. 

Again, I also know that the gentleman 
from New York is going to try to delete 
$300 million from this program, and put 
this money in some other program. In 
that connection, I will just say to the 
gentleman that, if he were successful in 
deleting the $300 million, it would not 
mean that that $300 million would be 
placed where he wants it. 

I would also point out to the gentleman 
that I have never seen this Congress, 
present or past, fail to do something, if 
it wants to, because of lack of money. 
If enough of us want to do something in 
the field that the gentleman is interested 
in then we will do it, and he does not 
need to try and clip this program in or­
der to try to accomplish it. Everything 
stands on its own merit. 

The gentleman from Iowa-he is not 
here, and I will repeat it when the gentle­
man comes back-he always calls this a 
"moondoggling" program, and I want to 
beat him to the punch a little on that. 
And I would point out to the gentleman 
from Iowa that this program is going to 
help the State of Iowa, if they are still 
growing corn out there, and I understand 
they are on the farms in the State of 
Iowa-but this is going to help the State 
of Iowa through the detection of blight, 
weather forecasting, and in all phases of 
some of our own earth resources. 

When we talk about the earth re­
sources we are talking about farming, we 
are talking about natural resources, we 
are talking about oceanography, you 
name it, and it is all covered in the space 
program. The space program just was 
dragged into it because of all the things 
that were developed in the space pro­
gram. 

So I want to tell the Members of this 
House that when you start chipping a way 
on this that you are chipping on some of 
the developments of technology that are 
going to help you with the programs you 
want to accomplish. 

I want to commend the committee on 
bringing out a great bill under pressure, 
with very mild public support. The pub­
lic just has not been informed and just 
has not grasped the real situation. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge that we give this 
committee a good strong vote and sup­
port the very great work that they have 
done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CASEY) has consumed 4 
minutes. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as I 
might use. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to con­
gratulate the gentleman from Texas on 
his most excellent statement. As a mat­
ter of fact, this is one of the best state­
ments I have heard in my career in the 
Congress on the balance between fund­
ing programs. Taking money out of one 
program does not automatically put it 
over into another. Any Congress worth 

its salt certainly would provide for the 
Nation's needs in the way of money when 
it votes for programs. I congratulate this 
House for doing that every time. I do 
want to congratulate doubly the gentle­
man from Texas because he hit the very 
kernel of the problem that we on this 
Committee on Science and Astronautics, 
on which he served as a member have 
been studying for months. It is not 
simply the launching and the use of the 
manned facilities around the world. It 
is not construction. To cancel at this 
late point in time when we are going to 
make the greatest scientific advances 
ever in these last three fiights, when we 
are just coming to the fruition and the 
flower of the program, then to cut off 
this work is certainly not the way to do 
it. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from Penn­
sylvania (Mr. COUGHLIN) . 

Mr. COUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of the pending bill for the 
purpose of directing attention to a wealth 
of benefits accruing from America's space 
program which are unplanned, generally 
unexpected, and which indeed are extra­
curricular dividends over and above the 
official objectives of space exploration of 
the moon, the planets, and the solar sys­
tem. 

Chances are, gentlemen, that the 
packaged steak your wife bought at the 
market this week is wrapped in the same 
type of transparent polyester film--one 
two-thousandths of an inch thick­
used for America's giant balloon satel­
lites. 

And that high-strength aluminum foil 
that protects our freezer-dried foods and 
other perishables probably is the same as 
that used on communications satellites. 

The new walking chair that enables a 
crippled child to cross rough terrain is 
redesigned from the six-legged vehicle 
proposed for unmanned exploration of 
the moon. 

And a new automatic traffic sentinel 
that spots you--or me--on the freeway, 
notes that you are speeding and takes a 
picture of you, and your license plate-­
this, like it or not, also came from aero­
space technology. 

These and scores of other new develop­
ments are fallout returns from this Na­
tion's aerospace accomplishments. The 
practical benefits from our investment in 
space technology are legion. Many are 
mentioned in a report issued last Decem­
ber by our committee, entitled "For the 
Benefit of All Mankind"-House Report 
No. 91-1673. 

I would like to mention a few more 
examples, as evidence that our space 
program-in addition to its great basic 
achievements in the enlargement of hu­
man knowledge of the universe in which 
our planet earth travels-also has tan­
gible spinoff dividends to the general 
public down here on earth. 

For instance, selected fire departments 
across the country soon will be testing 
new fire protective outfits developed from 
work done by NASA. Similar garments 
were developed by the crew equipment 
branch at the Manned Spacecraft Cen­
ter in Houston for use by NASA rescue 

crews. In response to a request from the 
International Association of Firefighters, 
a prototype of the new protective outfit 
was built and displayed at a symposium 
of the firefighters group in January. 

Doctors can watch a movie of the beat­
ing of a patient's diseased heart-iden­
tifying dead spots or scar tissue in the 
heart wall, and other malfunctions­
with a computer method devised by a 
NASA team at Stanford University. The 
system, which is still under development, 
would improve on current complex diag­
nostic methods by providing a simple 
means of viewing the heart in action. 
Figuratively, it allows doctors to "walk 
around" the isolated beating heart, 
viewing it from any desired angle. They 
also can stop the display at any desired 
point of heart expansion or contraction 
and can play the picture back and forth 
for many cycles. 

The search for new oil and gas de­
posits is being effectively aided by tech­
nology directly resulting from the space 
program. According to the chief execu­
tive of the United Geophysical Corp., the 
following advances in petroleum explora­
tion are resulting from space technology: 

High-quality color photographs of in­
accessible areas of the earth, taken by 
spacecraft, have provided valuable help 
in locating potential petroleum areas. 

Side-looking radar, developed for mili­
tary reconnaissance and refined in the 
space program, has provided high-reso­
lution imagery of surface terrain. 

Airborne multispectral scanners, de­
veloped in the space program, provide 
thermal infrared imagery of terrain 
which permits identification of different 
types of rock, including oil producing 
outcrop pings. 

And, magnetometer experiments de­
ployed on the moon by Apollo astronauts, 
are contributing to knowledge about the 
continental drift theory which is of di­
rect interest to petroleum geologists. 

I could go on. But I would rather refer 
you back to the committee study I men­
tioned, published as House Report 91-
1673, which all Members have received. 
It cites 90 examples other than those I 
have mentioned today. This is space 
technology payoff, here and now, on 
earth. It is another compelling reason 
for approval of the bill before us, H.R. 
7109. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Chair­
man, I yield such time as he may require 
to the gentleman from New York <Mr. 
ScHEUER) who has some questions. 

Mr. SCHEUER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the distinguished chairman of the Com­
mittee on Science and Astronautics for 
yielding for several questions which I 
would like to address to our distinguished 
colleague, the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. KARTH). 

Before I do so I should like to express 
my astonishment at the remarks made 
by the gentlem.an from Texas a few mo­
ments ago to the effect that Congress 
generally finds the money to do the 
things we want to do. It is not my inten­
tion here today to attack the NASA pro­
gram or to say that we ought to take all 
these funds and put them elsewhere. But 
it seems to me that in funding all of 
these programs we should take into con-
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sideration the fact that we are not doing 
a good many things that we would like to 
do. 

I do not think there is a single Mem­
ber of the Congress who enjoys the fact 
that we have millions and millions of 
hungry people in this country, that we 
do not have school breakfast programs, 
that we do not have school lunch pro­
grams for kids who desperately need 
those programs, that there are millions of 
kids in our schools who are half asleep 
in the morning, because the last square 
meal they had was the school lunch the 
day before. 

I do not think that most Members of 
this body are happy about the fact that 
a program that has met with universal 
approbation, the Headstart program, 1s 
not applied to the 4 million kids in this 
country who ought to have it, but, in­
stead, only to 270,000 kids-nowhere 
near the 10 percent of the kids who ought 
to have it. 

One could go on and on with the edu­
cation programs, the manpower train­
ing programs, the slum clearance pro­
grams, and the health and hospital con­
struction programs that we are not fund­
ing because we do not have the money. 
I think it is a very great mistake in con­
sidering the funding of any program to 
say that that funding can be considered 
in a vacuum without reference to the 
multiple needs of a pluralistic society. 

Mr. MILLER of California. I yielded 
to the gentleman to ask questions and 
not to make a speech. 

Mr. SCHEUER. Thank you, Mr. Chair­
man. 

I would like to ask you some questions 
about the earth resources satellite, which 
all of us are very interested in, and which 
many of us believe holds out great hope 
for improvement in many aspects of our 
society here on earth. May I ask you first, 
gpecifically in the area of drug control, 
which is of such concern to every single 
Member of this body, this question: We 
have a half dozen nations on this earth 
which are growing poppies. Poppy cul­
ture ends up as heroin in my district, 
your district, urban, suburban, and rural 
districts across the country. Many of 
these countries would like to do a better 
job in controlling the poppy culture. The 
poppy is of a very bright color, clearly 
visible. I wonder if the earth resources 
satellite program would contemplate a 
continuing program of high-altitude 
satellite photographic surveillance or 
other surveillance of areas of the world 
where poppies are being grown in order 
to inform our Government, in order to 
inform those governments, and in order 
to inform interested United Nations or­
ganizations such as the United Nations 
Narcotic Control Board and the United 
Nations Special Fund for Drug Abuse 
Control, exactly where poppies are be­
ing grown on a day-to-day and a week­
to-week basis, so the U.N. or the local 
police can take effective action. 

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

Mr. SCHEUER. I am happy to yield 
to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. KARTH. Mr. Chairman, I am not 
sure that I can answer specifically and 
directly to the point the question the 

gentleman raises, but let me just say this, 
that at the present time we will fly the 
earth resources satellite in 1972 and 1973. 
We are developing sensors, for example, 
that can distinguish sick crops from 
healthy crops, sick trees from healthy 
trees, and I would judge we could prob­
ably develop that capability, if our Gov­
ernment insisted that we do it, or if, for 
example, we are requested to do so by a 
foreign nation. We look very favorably 
toward cooperation with other countries, 
particularly in these application fields. 

While I do not know the specific an­
swer to your question, I would think that 
with the kind of capability we already 
have and the technology that we are 
today developing, we could probably do 
precisely what the gentleman is asking 
whether or not we are able to do at this 
time. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCHEUER. I am happy to yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. I think 
the gentleman has made an excellent 
point. The earth resources technology 
satellite would be developed for the 
benefit of all mankind. 

It is going to depend upon the resolu­
tion of the cameras involved. For ex­
ample, with space devices we have al­
ready tracked a truck between Balti­
more and Washington in traffic. 

We will get a resolution where we have 
been able to follow from space the prog­
ress of corn blight. 

We have been able to detect forest 
fire's start. 

We have been able to calculate the 
water content of snow cover, for ex­
pected drainage later. 

We are approaching what the gentle­
man is coming to. He is looking ahead 
to a forward-looking program and to 
what can happen in the future if we 
will simply have the energy, the willing­
ness, and the patience to progress. 

We are moving in that direction tre­
mendously fast. 

Mr. SCHEUER. I appreciate that in­
formation very much. 

I should like to follow this up with my 
colleague from Minnesota. 

Both my colleague from Pennsylvania 
and my colleague from Minnesota have 
mentioned the surveillance being done 
on crop diseases and crop blight, pre­
sumably as to forest management, and 
presumably surveillance of air and water 
pollution. 

Is there any way in which this ex­
tremely valuable information which is 
being collected can be made available 
on an hourly or daily basis to the cities, 
so that this can be plugged into their 
environmental quality control programs 
for air pollution, water pollution, forest 
management, or snow removal, for ex­
ample? 

It seems to me that we ought to be 
thinking of this now. If my colleague 
from Pennsylvania is rightr-and I am 
sure he is-that this information is in 
the process of being prepared, we ought 
to be thinking now of delivery systems 
to make it available on some kind of a 
computer storage basis to the cities, so 
that it can be applied and used by them. 

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

Mr. SCHEUER. I yield to the gentle­
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. KARTH. I should like to respond 
by saying that once NASA has developed 
the technology then, of course, it will be 
up to one of the other agencies-at least, 
this is the present plan-the Department 
of the Interior, the Department of Agri­
culture, or the Department of Defense, 
to distribute it. 

Mr. SCHEUER. And certainly the De­
partment of Housing and Urban Re­
newal. 

Mr. KARTH. It will be up to them to 
amass this information and distribute it 
to the various areas to which the gentle­
man feels it ought to be distributed. 

I personally do not favor that system. 
I personally feel the agency which de­
velops the system and understands the 
technology involved, ought to amass all 
the information and feed it to those who 
find it useful, no matter where they be, 
whether it be a municipality, a State, or 
even a fire department, for example. 

I am not sure exactly what the plan 
is going to be. I am not sure the plan has 
developed to a national policy. I do feel 
it would be better if the developing 
agency had full control and was able to 
disseminate the information. 

That information will be available, and 
that technology can be developed. 
There is no reason why it cannot be dis­
seminated. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield be­
fore leaving that point? 

Mr. SCHEUER. I yield to the gentle­
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. The 
gentleman is going down the same ave­
nue as those of us on our committee who 
have a progressive outlook. We are look­
ing ahead to reach these same goals. 

On the matter of technology utiliza­
tion, there was $4 million requested by 
the administration. It was my amend­
ment that increased it by $2 million up 
to $6 million. This committee by its unan­
imous action has upped by one-third 
the administration's requested figure of 
$4 million. 

We have in colleges, universities, and 
foundations methods of getting out the 
information. For example, I serve on the 
board of the school of Engineering of 
the University of Pittsburgh. We have 
there what we call a space building. We 
have the same faculties at various uni­
versities in connection with their science 
departments, engineering departments, 
and research and development depart­
ments. 

The average person or a businessman 
can go there and ask for technical re­
ports. We have a regular system of tech­
nical briefs being put out by NASA, just 
as does the Army has and the other mili­
tary services have. 

We are moving into that field strongly. 
I am very glad that you bring this POint 
up, because I would have it move faster. 
For example, the technology application 
has been moving in the direction of de­
veloping cooperative programs with 
other agencies such as the Air Pollution 
Control Administration, the Water 
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Pollution Control Administration, and 
the Environmental Protection Agency, as 
well as the Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration, and the Social Rehabili­
tation Administration of the Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare, the 
Small Business Administration, and 
many others. We are looking into liaison 
on that. We have been progressing in the 
direction that the gentleman wants to 
go. Again, I compliment the gentleman 
for his excellent work in this field. 

Mr. SCHEUER. Thank you very much. 
Mr. Chairman, I have one last question 
to address to Mr. KARTH. There is prob­
ably no single problem which is more 
vexing from the point of view of cities 
than the overwhelming problem of solid 
waste and human waste disposal. It is 
estimated that the average person ac­
counts for about 5 or 6 pounds of solid 
waste a day, which is expected to reach 
a total of about 10 pounds of solid waste 
by the middle or the end of the decade. 
Is there any technology that we have 
learned with regard to recycling, and so 
forth, in the manned satellite program, 
that can be applied to the human waste 
disposal problem of cities? If there is 
something to be learned, how is this new 
knowledge being applied to urban prob­
lems? How can cities look for relief from 
the terrific knowledge that you have de­
veloped? 

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

Mr. SCHEUER. Yes, I am glad to yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. KARTH. The answer to the ques­
tion is the technology in those very nar­
row perimeters has already been devel­
oped as the result of the Apollo program. 
I would be inaccurate if I allowed you to 
believe that it would be an inexpensive 
process to apply it in terms of the mag­
nitude you are talking about. You are 
talking about new sewage disposal sys­
tems, for example, in major cities. How­
ever, the technology for doing it is here. 
All it takes is money to apply it. 

Mr. SCHEUER. What other means of 
disposing of human wastes is there? 
Maybe new technology is available that 
would be of help. 

Mr. KARTH. I do not know of any 
new technology of the character that 
you describe, but the technology that you 
asked the question about has already 
been developed, although obviously it is 
still on a very small scale. NASA does not 
have the responsibility for extrapolating 
this and carrying it on to the point 
where the municipalities of this country 
can apply it to their own pollution prob­
lems. That will come under another 
agency such as HUD, for example. 
Whether HUD has chosen to take that 
technology and utilize it for the purpose 
suggested by the gentleman from New 
York, I do not know. I doubt it, however, 
and I wish that they would, because the 
technology is there. It cost substantial 
sums of money to develop it, and it might 
well answer one of the major problems 
of this country. I just wish they would 
get on with the job. 

Mr. SCHEUER. I thank my colleague 
and very frankly I would say that I have 
been very much encouraged by the an­
swers that I received here, and, as a 

matter of fact, they have changed my 
point of view. My original deep concern 
with the problem of the cities and their 
reallocation of funds, and the problem 
of disposing of wastes in the cities is one 
which has given me a great deal of dif­
ficulty in voting for this funding in the 
past, but I am encouraged that you are 
coming up with new answers to old 
problems. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Will the 
!lentleman yield to me for one moment 
while he is holding the floor? 

Mr. SCHEUER. I am glad to yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. MILLER of California. I want to 
exoress m.v appreciation for your asking 
these questions. We just wish that more 
of our colleagues, particularly those 
from the big cities, would get into this 
and not just say let us go o:tr and spend 
t.his money in t._l}e ghettos or someplace 
else. NASA has not solved all of the 
problems, but it certainly is attempting 
to. 

Mr. SCHEUER. I appreciate that 
statement very much, and I would like 
to say, as I told Mr. KARTH of Minnesota, 
that I had a commitment to vote against 
this funding, because of being on the 
record in prior years in terms of a reallo­
cation of these funds, but I am convinced 
now that there is enough hope and a 
significant contribution may be made to­
ward the cities, so that I intend now to 
vote for the funding. I thank you very 
much. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen­
tleman from Oklahoma <Mr. CAMP) . 

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Chairman, I, too, 
would like to compliment the chairman 
of the full committee and the ranking 
Republican member for the dedicated 
services and time that they have given 
to their job on this particular commit­
tee. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to add my sup­
port to H.R. 7109, the NASA authoriza­
tion bill for :fiscal year 1972. This bill will 
permit the authorization of $3,433,580,-
000, for our national space program for 
the coming :fiscal year. The Science and 
Astronautics Committee, in drawing up 
this bill, has based its :final recommenda­
tion upon some 2,500 pages of testimony 
delivered by more than 26 expert wit­
nesses, in addition to information gath­
ered by :field trips taken by members and 
staff. And as a participating member of 
the Science and Astronautics Committee, 
I strongly favor the action taken by the 
committee and its members who have 
dedicated so much time to the considera­
tion of this bill. 

As I have listened to the many argu­
ments pro and con for the U.S. participa­
tion in space, I feel that there has been 
very little attention paid to one of the 
most significant aspects of our work in 
space-the economic benefits. We should 
realize that more than $44 billion has 
been spent on space since the program's 
initiation in 1958. More meaningfully, 
this money has been spent in one of the 
most labor-intensive sectors of the entire 
economy; a sector in which the ratio of 
manpower costs to material costs is on 
the order of 9 to 1. 

But the true economic impact of this 

Nation's space program is the nature in 
which the salaries received by the aero­
space community were recirculated into 
the rest of the economy. Studies have 
shown that the annual economic multi­
plier for the salary dollar is a factor of 
approximately seven. Accordingly, since 
no less than 90 percent of the NASA costs 
have been allocated for salaries, the 
value to the economy of our space pro­
gram has been over $3 billion. 

We can see another aspect of economic 
growth from our space effort in the re­
gional impact of space facilities. Em­
ployment levels, standards of living, edu­
cational opportunities, and industrial de­
velopment have been multiplied many 
times with the establishment of such 
facilities as the Mississippi test facility, 
the Slidell Computer facility and the 
centers at Cape Kennedy, Houston, and 
Huntsville. The demands of the space 
program for highly skilled and highly 
qualified personnel have clearly exceeded 
available talent pools and, therefore, 
have had to be met by training and a 
general upgrading of skill levels. The 
individuals who have received this train­
ing have undeniably benefited from the 
demands imposed upon them by working 
within the aerospace environment. The 
increment of skill which has been added 
to the inventory of the individual worker 
represents a distinct contribution of per­
manent value. 

There is also another aspect of the 
economic benefits of the space program 
which this country has enjoyed. This re­
lates to the fact that the economy of 
any nation is tied directly to its degree 
of technological and scientific develop­
ment. Very simply, the number and the 
magnitude of the problems with which 
present-day society is faced deny conven­
tional solution. But with the application 
of science and technology, we can an­
ticipate sound and logical solutions to 
even our most pressing problems. Look 
for example at England since World War 
n. By virtually any standard-commer­
cial, industrial, financial-England is 
suffering a major decline. And by the 
same token, England is an example of 
a nation which set a high priority on wel­
farism at the expense of promoting in­
dustry, research, and development. 

In contrast, during the identical pe­
riod, Japan and Germany have become 
two of the world's strongest and most 
prosperous nations. Their products and 
their accomplishments rival the finest of 
this country. Here on the other hand are 
two examples of nations that have cared 
for their people through an emphasis on 
science, technology, and an advanced 
industrial complex. This emphasis has, 
in turn, provided the sustaining econom­
ic growth by which schools have been 
built, hospitals and clinics funded, and 
higher standards of living offered to the 
general population. 

In the United States our economy has 
flourished in the past two decades for the 
very reason of our concentration upan 
scientific research and development, the 
bulk of which is represented by this coun­
try's space effort. It is quite apparent that 
we must now take all measures neces­
sary to assure that our economy contin­
ues to grow as it has in recent years. It 
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is only through this advance in pro­
ductivity, based upon the knowledge de­
rived from science and technology, that 
we can create the wealth to address the 
most pressing problems of our times. 
There is no question that we should do 
more to meet the needs of man on earth. 
There i.s also no question that the heart 
of the problem lies in a strong and sus­
tained economic pattern of growth-a 
pattern to which our space effort makes 
a vital contribution. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to termi­
nate my remarks with a statement that 
was made in 1932 by a great Oklahoman 
and a great American. Will Rogers, on 
the 5th day of June 1932, made this 
statement: 

Any experiment that has been made in the 
air is not a waste of time or money. Our 
defense, offense, and all have got to come 
from the air. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I find this 
an overly generous authorization for the 
National Aeronautics and Space Admin­
istration. 

By adding $162.2 million to the NASA 
budget request, the authorizing com­
mittee is attempting to underwrite a very 
ambitious space program. I believe this 
is not the time to do so. 

In particular, I regard it as unwise 
to authorize $125 million for the space 
shuttle and $39.9 million-more than 
twice the amount requested-for the 
NERVA nuclear rocket engine. Nor do I 
see any need for a $500,000 outlay for 
a feasibility study of offshore airports. 

The committee proposes to authorize 
$3.4 billion for NASA in the coming fis­
cal year, and gives the following esti­
mates for NASA budgets in the subse­
quent 5 fiscal years: $3.7 billion, $3.95 
billion, $3.75 billion, $3.71 billion, and 
$3.68 billion. 

Yet a Rand Corp. report for the Air 
Force last year said: 

Shuttle development would require a peak 
civilian space budget in excess of $7.0 billion 
in 1975, about double the present level. 

The report also notes that while shut­
tle proponents envision a long-term sav­
ing of $2.8 billion through its use, total 
NASA program costs "for a variety of 
plans range from about $75 billion to 
about $140 billion-1975 to 1990-and 
any program uncertainties could cancel 
these savings or make them appear small 
by the time they are predicted to be 
realized.'' 

Further, it appears that heavy use of 
the space shuttle by the Air Force i.s the 
only foreseeable way to realize the sav­
ings projected through shuttle use. Sci­
ence magazine for March 12 carried an 
article entitled "Space Shuttle: A Giant 
Step for NASA and the Military?" and 
in it declared: 

Although the shuttle is promoted almost 
exclusively as a civilian system of space 
transportation, '!;he Air Force expects to use 
it as frequently as NASA. DOD would deliver 
its own sate111tes into orbit and conduct its 
own classified manned missions in space for 
as long as 30 days. 

Mr. Chairman, the committee report is 
silent on military applications of the 
space shuttle, and for that reason I find 
the proposed expenditure for develop-

ment of the shuttle more than a little 
disturbing. 

At a time when we are running deficit 
budgets, when dollars for needed pro­
grams are scarce, I do not see how we 
can justify expansion of the shuttle, 
rocket engine, and other space programs. 
To me it is a case of ftying to the things 
we know not of, rather than carefully 
allocating our scarce resources to deal 
first with the problems we do know of. 

Mr. KEMP. Mr. Chairman, part of our 
national investment in space has been 
spent for education. Education, of 
course, is not the primary mission or 
goal of the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration; but under the 
1958 legislation by which NASA was 
established, the space agency is directed 
to increase the national scientific and 
technical capability for the advancement 
of space exploration. Certainly one way 
of increasing that capability-and per­
haps the best way-is by education and 
aiding educational institutions. And in 
response to the congressional directive, 
NASA has contributed to or developed a 
variety of educational programs and 
services. Some of the valuable work at 
the college and university levels has had 
to be curtailed because of budgetary re­
strictions; however, important work is 
continuing in the development and 
preparation of space-science materials 
for elementary and secondary schools to 
assist in updating classroom instruction 
and student participation, spacemo­
biles-traveling science classrooms­
educational publications, a speakers bu­
reau, motion picture production, exhibits 
for display at home and abroad, and ra­
dio and television programs-NASA also 
has undertaken a study for adult educa­
tion in space. All of these are important 
means for supplementing general educa­
tion in science and increasing public un­
derstanding of and appreciation for the 
goals and concepts of our national space 
effort. 

NASA's involvement in education is 
consistent with our historic heritage; for 
the concept of education, the best edu­
cation, for all the people, was funda­
mental to the leaders of the American 
revolution who founded this democracy. 
Thomas Jefferson, that remarkable 
genius who drafted the Declaration of 
Independence, wrote to one of his fel­
low legislators in 1786 concerning legis­
lation then under consideration: 

I think by far the most important blll 
in our whole code is for the diffusion of 
knowledge among people. No other sure foun­
dation can be devised for the preservation 
of freedom and happiness ... Preach, my 
dear sir, a crusade against ignorance; estab­
lish and improve the law for educating the 
common people. Let our countrymen know 
. . . that the tax which will be paid for this 
purpose 1s not more than a thousandth part 
of what w111 be paid to kings, priests and 
nobles who will rise among us 1f we leave 
the people in ignorance. 

Now, in this second decade of the space 
age, surely the hazard of ignorance is 
for greater than it was in 1786. A look at 
the world scene underscores the fact 
that the true road to emancipation for 
nations as well as for individuals is edu­
cation. This means education that is rele-

vant to our era, to the problems that 
face us, to the advancements in science 
.and technology that h:ave propelled us 
into space, and the explosive accumula­
tion of knowledge that has resulted. Such 
education-education for the now gener­
ation as well as for future generations­
provides a new kind of literacy: scientific 
literacy. For, as the distinguished edu­
cator, Dr. J1ames B. Conant has pointed 
out: 

Whether we l!l.ke it or not, we are all im­
mersed in an age in which the products of 
scientific inquiries confront us at every turn. 
We may hate them, shudder at the thought of 
them, embrace them when they bring re­
lief from pain or snareh from death a per­
son we love, but the one thing no one can do 
is banish them. 

Under our democratic system, we are 
called upon to make important decisions 
on questions in which science is involved. 
Some of these now are political issues 
such as environmental pollution, the use 
of food additives, the expansion of nu­
clear power and future programs and 
funding for the exploration of space. 
Only a public that is scientifically lit­
erate can respond to these questions in­
telligently. In the less than 13 years since 
its establishment, NASA has made an 
important contribution to the advance­
ment of such scientific literacy among 
the citizens of our Nation. 

Dr. Lee DuBridge, former science ad­
viser to President Nixon, foresaw this 
contribution to education by NASA in 
1959, when NASA had been in existence 
less thlan a year. He said then: 

One hundred years from now the new 
kind of knowledge attained in space research 
will surely have paid untold, unforeseen, and 
unexpected dividends. Already the dawning 
of the space age had impelled Americans to 
seek to improve their schools. That alone may 
be worth the cost of all our space rockets. 

Rich though our Nation is in all re­
sources, it no longer can afford to waste 
its human resources by offering less than 
the best in education to all our citizens. 
The conquest of space achieved thus far 
could not have been accomplished with­
out the educated manpower to design and 
plan the program. Our future on earth 
and our advances in space makes it 
imper·ative that our advances in educa­
tion continue through NASA's programs 
as well as through other funding through 
the Congress and supported by the 
administration. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair­
man, the committee's recommendation 
for the funding for our Nation's space 
flight program deserves the enthusiastic 
support of this body. 

The resources going in the space effort 
in the past few years have been at the 
very minimuni required for a proper pur­
suit of the worthwhile goals. 

The Science and Astronautics Com­
mittee has taken commendable steps to 
provide modest increases in several of 
the NASA programs. The improvements 
in funding will accelerate the realization 
of this scientific work and will hasten the 
benefits which will accrue to those of us 
who remain earthbound. 

There is hardly a phase of human ac­
tivity which has not realized improve­
ment as a result of the research and de-
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velopment effort which has accompanied 
the Nation's space program. 

Communications, weather control, 
medical and biological sciences, naviga­
tion improvements, and everyday activi­
ties, such as cooking and camping have 
been only a few of the beneficiaries of 
space research. 

The most visible aspect of the space 
program-man's exploration of outer 
space-is only a small part of the im­
mense and immediate value the people of 
out Nation realize from the investment 
in this endeavor. 

I want to commend the chairman and 
the committee for the considerable ef­
fort they have made in studying the 
NASA program and bringing to this 
House a proposal which will improve and 
enhance our Nation's efforts to realize 
its best return from this investment. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. Chairman, as 
a member of the Subcommittee on Space 
Science and Applications, I would like to 
associate myself with the remarks of our 
distinguished chairman, the gentleman 
fTom Minnesota, under whose leadership 
the work of the subcommittee was car­
ried out again this year in a most thor­
ough conscientious, and thoughtful 
manner. I might add that the delibera­
tions of our subcommittee have always 
been characterized by a completely non­
partisan attitude by all the members. 

Since you have heard other Members 
describe the various elements of the na­
tional space program in some detail, I 
should like to emphasize the increasingly 
important role which our space effort 
has come to play in the nation's interna­
tional relationships. From my stand­
point, no aspect of the space program 
has more importance. The prospect of 
cooperating in space, and thereby estab­
lishing patterns which could lead to re­
duced tensions among the nations of the 
Earth, is certainly appealing. 

Space is intrinsically international. 
Orbiting satellites know no national 
boundaries, and the scientific under­
standing which has been generated by 
activities in space has contributed to the 
common intellectual heritage of man­
kind. These new tools of the space age-­
rockets, satellites, probes, modern in­
strumentation of all types--have made 
it possible for us to build upon the scien­
tific foundations of the past. 

Recognizing the international charac­
ter of space exploration, Congress wisely 
provided in the Space Act of 1958 that 
American activities in space should be 
conducted so as to contribute materially 
to cooperation with other nations and 
groups of nations. I believe we can all 
be proud of America's record during the 
past decade. We have conducted our 
space program openly, before the eyes of 
the world. We have shared our triumphs 
with men everywhere, and made no at-
tempt to conceal our failures. More im­
portantly, we have invited other nations, 
as well as individual foreign scientists, 
to participate in our program. 

NASA has entered into some 250 agree­
ments for international space projects 
to date. We have furnished the launch 
vehicles for 16 foreign satellite missions, 
and agreements exist to launch an addi­
tional 15 in the future. These satellites, 
in all instances, have been conceived, 

built, and funded abroad. There is never 
an exchange of funds; there is no give­
away or foreign aid aspect to these co­
operative ventures in space. 

One of the most impressive cooperative 
projects is one entered into with West 
Germany. This project, called Helios, 
provides for the design and development 
by West Germany of two probes to be 
launched to within 45 million kilometers 
of the sun. The Helios probes will fty 
closer to the sun than any spacecraft to 
date, and should contribute importantly 
to our understanding of solar physics. 
Typical o! most such agreements, West 
Germany will design and manufacture 
the two spacecraft, and provide the bulk 
of the scientific payload. NASA will pro­
vide two Titan-Centaur launch vehicles. 
West Germany's investment in the Hellos 
project is expected to be in the neighbor­
hood of $100 million. 

While Heliosis an illustration of a co­
operative venture well suited to an ad­
vanced nation, such as West Germany, 
NASA's international program also in· 
eludes many developing nations, as well. 
One of the most exciting projects of this 
type involves an experiment in the broad­
casting of instructional television via 
satellite, to some 5,000 remote !~dian 
villages. The experiment will be made 
possible under an agreement with the 
Indian Government whereby NASA's 
AT~F satellite, to be launched in 1973 
will be made available to India for 1 yea~ 
of educational broadcasting devoted to 
such programs as family planning, mod­
ern agricultural techniques, and national 
integration. 

The United States-India experiment 
in instructional television by satellite will 
be closely watched by other developing 
countries, and the experiment should 
provide a valuable precedent for the 
proper use of direct broadcasting capa­
bilities from space. 

Foreign scientists have also been given 
many opportunities to fty their instru­
ments aboard American spacecraft. 
These are selected strictly on the basis 
of merit an~, like foreign satellites, they 
are underwntten financially abroad. 

More than 600 cooperative scientific 
sounding rockets have been launched 
f~o~ sites around the world, thereby 
g~vmg the smallest nations an opportu­
nity t : participate in our space effort. 

Broad participation by foreign scien­
tists L~s also been made possible in the 
analysis of the lunar samples brought 
back by Apollo astronauts. More than 250 
foreign scientists have helped in the 
analysis of those samples. 

Applications satellites have also pro­
vided a new avenue for international 
cooperation. The world now has an 
effective, and profitable, operational 
space communications system in which 
79 nations participate under the so-called 
INTELSAT agreement. Transoceanic 
communication capabilities have been 
greatly advanced since this international 
consortium began operations. 

Moreover, direct daily reception of 
data from U.S. meteorological satellites 
occurs in 50 nations around the world by 
virtue of the automatic picture trans­
mission equipment aboard our space­
craft. Relatively simple and inexpensive 
grounc equipment makes it possible for 

any nation that chooses to make a small 
investment in inexpensive ground equip­
ment to read-out timely weather data 
from our meteorological satellites. 

In the field of earth resources survey 
by satellites, NASA has undertaken co­
operative projects with Brazil, Canada, 
and Mexico which are designed to ac­
quaint their scientists and government 
officials with the potential of remote 
sensing from orbit. Many believe that 
surveying the earth's resources from 
space i3 the most promising means by 
which space technology can help to 
accelerate development of the emerging 
natbn.:; by improving their ability to 
exploit and manage their resources. 

The widespread interest in the Earth 
Resources Survey Program is indicated 
by the fact that representatives of 53 
countries and international organiza­
tions attended a workshop on Earth Re­
sources Survey Systems held last month 
in Ann Arbor, Mich. 

What about the future? 
In the 1970's there will be opportunities 

for international cooperation on a sig­
nificantly larger scale. The nations of the 
free world have been invited to join with 
us in America's post-Apollo program. 
Negotiations have been held for more 
than a year with our friends abroad. 
There are many difficulties to be over­
come, but we remain hopeful that a 
meaningful cooperative arrangement can 
be worked out. 

With respect to the Soviet Union, the 
only other major spacefaring Nation in 
the world, the relationships between our 
two nations have been characterized by 
competition rather than collaboration. 
This has been so because accomplish­
ments in space tend to reflect the state 
of a nation's technology, and tech­
nology has political and security con­
sequences in the modern world. 

There have been recent developments 
between the United States and the Soviet 
Union, however, that are encouraging. 
Both sides have begun to realize, so it 
seems, that we all live on a tiny planet 
in a vast universe which both nations 
wish to explore; and that important new 
knowledge of that planet which we share, 
and the universe, can be gained for the 
benefit of all men. 

In the fall of 1970 the Soviets agreed to 
our proposal to study the possible design 
of future manned spacecraft of the two 
countries so as to permit rendezous and 
docking. The safety of American astro­
nauts and Soviet cosmonauts may some­
day depend upon a satisfactory agree­
ment on this matter. 

Subsequently, in January of this year, 
an American delegation met with Soviet 
leaders in Moscow to consider a wider 
range of future cooperation. A prelimi­
nary agreement was reached bearing on 
possible future joint consideration of the 
objectives and results of space research, 
improvement of existing weather data 
exchanges, techniques for studying the 
natural environment using space and 
conventional means, the expanded ex­
change of data on space biology and 
medicine, and the exchange of lunar 
samples. 

It is impossible to tell, Mr. Chairman, 
what the future might hold. But the po-
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tential of more meaningful international 
cooperation in space is so great, the pos­
sible results are so attractive, that it is 
clearly worthy of our best efforts. 

I want to conclude by commending 
NASA for its excellent record of the past, 
and extend my best wishes for future suc­
cess. 

Mr. KOCH. Mr. Chairman, as we con­
sider the $3.43 billion NASA authoriza­
tion, I would like to remind our col­
leagues of another monetary matter 
which came before this House just last 
month: the second supplemental appro­
priation bill. 

The NASA authorization is $162 mil­
lion above the amount requested by the 
administration; the total is $23 million 
greater than the amount provided by 
the Congress in 1971. Included in this 
$3.43 billion request is $4 million for 
NASA "public relations." 

Let us compare this unrestrained gen­
erosity with the treatment given to four 
vital programs under the second supple­
mental bill. 
LEAD-BASED PAINT POISONING PREVENTION ACT 

The $5 million needed to implement 
this act--Public Law 91-695--was not 
included in the House version of the 
supplemental. Although the Senate 
added these funds, the House conferees 
obtained their deletion. This money 
would have helped the 400,000 children 
in the United States who are amicted 
with this pr"eventable disease, which 
causes irreversible brain damage and 
sometimes death. 

TITLE IV OF THE OLDER AMERICANS ACT 

Funds to continue the nutritional pilot 
programs for the elderly were not in­
cluded in the House bill. The Senate 
added $1.7 million, but again the House 
conferees prevailed in having it deleted. 
This money would have maintained the 
18 existing projects for 1 more year, 
until a permanent program could be es­
tablished. The two demonstration pro­
grams in New York City, one at the Hud­
son Guild and the other at the Henry 
Street Settlement House, serve 4,700 
meals per month, and provide recrea­
tional activities, social services, referral 
assistance, and nutrition information to 
elderly citizens. Now this vital program 
for the elderly is in danger of extinction. 

SECTION 235 AND SECTION 236 FUNDS 

Our efforts to add $25 million for each 
()f these sections were defeated on the 
House floor. The funds included for these 
programs by the Senate were deleted by 
the House conferees. National Associa­
tion of Home Builders President John 
Stastny explained the need for these 
funds to the House Appropriations Sub­
committee, stating. 

We understand there will be an antici­
pated, unfunded backlog in the beginning of 
fiscal 1972 of close to $300 million for the 
236 program and close to $100 million for the 
235 program. 

New York City alone needs $12 million 
to complete the 17,500 housing units un­
der construction, for which it was prom­
ised $30 million in 236 funds in fiscal year 
1971; to date the city has only received 
$18 million from the Federal Govern­
ment. 

COMPREHENSIVE ALCOHOL ABUSE AND ALCOHOL­

ISM PREVENTION, TREATMENT AND REHABILI­
TATION 

The Conte amendment, to add $10 
million to the supplemental bill, was de­
feated by the House. The $20 million 
added by the Senate was deleted by the 
conferees. These funds would have 
helped treat the 300,000 alcoholics in 
New York City, less than 2 percent of 
whom are reached by existing programs. 

Although $30 million was authorized 
for this program-which was enacted 
last year-for fiscal year 1971, no money 
has yet been appropriated, so the pro­
gram remains mere words on paper. In 
anticipation of adequate funding, the 
New York Bureau of Alcoholism Service 
developed a plan for comprehensive 
treatment of alcoholics which would op­
erate through six hospital-based treat­
ment centers. If the supplemental money 
had been approved, the first center could 
have opened this summer. Now, opening 
will be delayed at least until 1972. 

The total amount added the supple­
mental by the Senate for these four pro­
grams is less than $77 million. Somehow, 
2 weeks ago the House could not tol­
erate adding $77 million, but today an 
"authorization overrun" of more than 
twice that amount causes little objection. 

The $3.43 billion authorization for 
NASA represents a 5 percent increase 
over last year's authorization, an in­
crease, we are told, made necessary by 
inflation. Yet, in April, when many of 
my colleagues and I tried to add $728 
million to the Office of Education bill to 
compensate for this same 5 percent in­
flation, we were defeated. 

If this bill, with its increased amount 
for space exploration, it will show to the 
public how twisted the priorities of the 
House are. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I have no further requests 
for time. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Chair­
man, I have no further requests for time. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
unanimous consent for permission tore­
vise and extend the remarks that I made 
today. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali­
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I make the same request on 
behalf of all of the Members. I ask unan­
imous consent that all Members may re­
vise and extend their remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted by tne Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States oj 
America in Congress assembled, That there 
is hereby authorized to be appropriated to 
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin­
istration: 

(a) For "Research and development", for 
the following programs: 

{1) Apollo, $612,200,000; 

• 

(2) Space flight operations, $745,275,000; 
(3) Advanced missions, $10,000,000; 
(4) Physics and astronomy, $112,800,000; 
(5) Lunar and planetary exploration, $311,-

500,000; 
(6) Space applications, $182,500,000; 
(7) Launch vehicle procurement, $146,100.-

000; 
(8) Aeronautical research and technology, 

$135,000,000; 
(9) Space research and technology, $75,· 

105,000; 
(10) Nuclear power and propulsion, $67,-

620,000; 
(11) Tracking and data acquisition, $264,-

000,000; 
(12) Technology utilization, $6,000,000. 
(b) Flor "Construction of facilities," in­

cluding land acquisitions, as follows: 
(1) Ames Research Center, Moffet Field, 

California, $6,500,000; 
(2) John F. Kennedy Space Center, NASA, 

Kennedy Space Center, Florida, $17,530,000; 
(3) Various locations, $31,100,000; 
( 4) Facility planning and design not other­

wise provided for, $3,500,000. 
(c) For "Research and program manage­

ment," $706,850,000. 
(d) Appropriations fVr "Research and de­

velopment" may be used (1) for any items 
of a capital nature (other than acquisition 
of land) which may be required for the per­
formance of research and development con­
tracts, and (2) for grants to nonprofit insti­
tutions of higher education, or to nonprofit 
organizations whose primary purpose is the 
conduct of scientific research, for purchase 
or construction of additional research facili­
ties; and title to such facilities shall be 
vested in the United States unless the Ad­
ministrator determines that the national pro­
gram of aeronautical and space activities 
will best be served by vesting title in any 
such grantee institution or organization. 
Each such grant shall be made under such 
conditions as the Administrator shall deter­
mine to be required to insure that the United 
States will receive therefrom benefit adequate 
to justify the making of that grant. None of 
the funds appropriated for "Research and 
development" pursuant to this Act may be 
used for construction of any major fac1lity, 
the estimated cost of which, including collat­
eral equipment, exceeds $250,000, unless the 
Administrator or his designee has notified 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
and the President of the Senate and the 
Committee on Science and Astronautics of 
the House of Representatives and the Com­
mittee on Aeronautical and Space Sciences of 
the Senate of the nature, location, and esti­
mated cost of such facility. 

(e) When so specified in an appropriation 
Act, (1) any amount appropriated for "Re­
search and development" or for "Construc­
tion of facilities" may remain available 
without fiscal year limitation, and (2) main­
tenance and operation of facilities, and sup­
port services contracts may be entered into 
under the "Research and program manage­
ment" appropriation for periods not in excess 
of twelve months beginning at any time 
during the fiscal year. 

(f) Appropriations made pursuant to sub­
section 1(c) may be used, but not to exceed 
$35,000, .for scientific consultations or extra­
ordinary expenses upon the approval or au­
thority of the Administrator and his deter­
mination shall be final and conclusive upon 
the accounting officers of the Government. 

(g) No part of the funds appropriated 
pursuant to subsection l(c) for maintenance, 
repairs, alterations, and minor construction 
shall be used for the construction of any 
new facility the estimated cost of which, 
including collateral equipment, exceeds 
$100,000. 

(h) No part of the funds appropriated 
pursuant to subsection (a) of this section 
may be used for grants to any nonprofit 
institution of higher learning unless the 
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Administrator or his designee determines at 
the time of the grant that recruiting per­
sonnel of any of the Armed Forces of the 
United States are not being barred from the 
premises or property of such institution ex­
cept that this subsection shall not apply if 
the Administrator or his designee determines 
that the grant is a continuation or renewal 
of a previous grant to such institution which 
is likely to make a significant contribution 
to the aeronautical and space activities of 
the United States. The Secretary of Defense 
shall furnish to the Administrator or his 
designee within sixty days after the date of 
enactment of this Act and each January 30 
and June 30 thereafter the names of any 
nonprofit institutions of higher learning 
which the Secretary of Defense determines 
on the date of each such report are barring 
such recruiting personnel from premises or 
property of any such institution. 

SEc. 2. Authorization is hereby granted 
whereby any of the amounts prescribed in 
paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of sub­
section 1(b) may, in the discretion of 
the Administrator of the National Aero­
nautics and Space Administration, be 
varied upward of 5 per centum to meet un­
usual cost variations, but the total cost of 
all work authorized under such paragraphs 
shall not exceed the total of the amounts 
specified in such paragraphs. 

SEc. 3. Not to exceed one-half of 1 per 
centum of the funds appropriated pursuant 
to subsection 1 (a) hereof may be transferred 
to the "Construction of faclllties" appropria­
tion, and, when so transferred, together with 
$10,000,COO of the funds appropri!lited pur­
suant to subsection 1(b) hereof (other than 
funds appropriated pursuant to paragraph 
(4) of such subsection) shall be available 
for expenditure to construct, expand, or mod­
ify laboratories and other installations at any 
location (including locations specified in sub­
section 1 (b) ) , if ( 1) the Administrator de­
termines such action to be necessary because 
of changes in the national program of aero­
nautical and space activities or new scientific 
or engineering developments, and (2) he de­
termines that deferral of such a~tion until 
the enactment of the next authorization Act 
would be inconsistent with the interest of 
the Nation in aeronautical and space activi­
ties. The funds so made av&il!!ible may be 
expended to acquire, construct, convert, re­
habilitate, or install permanent or temporary 
public works including land acquisition, site 
preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 
equipment. No portion of such sums may be 
obligated for expenditure or expended to con­
struct, expand, or modify laboratories and 
other installations unless (A) a period of 
thirty days has passed after the Adminis­
trator or his designee has transmitted to 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
and to the President of the Senate and to 
the Committee on Science and Astronautics 
of the House of Representatives and to the 
Committee on Aeronautical and Space Sci­
ences of the senate a written report con­
taining a full and complete statement con­
cerning ( 1) the nature of such construction, 
expansion, or modification, (2) the cost 
thereof including the cost of any rool estate 
action pertaining thereto, and (3) the reason 
why such construction, expansion, or modi­
fication is necessary in the national interest, 
or (B) each such committee before the ex­
piration of such period has transmitted to 
the Administrator written notice to the e1Iect 
that such committee has no objection to 
the proposed action. 

SEC. 4. Notwithstanding any other provi­
sion of this Act--

( 1) no amount appropriated pursuant to 
this Act may be used for any program deleted 
by t'he Congress from requests as originally 
made to either the House Committee on 
Science and Astronautics or the Senate Com­
mittee on Aeronautical and Space Sciences, 

(2) no amount appropriated pursuant to 
this Act may be used for any program in 
excess of the amount actually authorized 

for that particular program by sections 1 (a) 
and 1 (c) , and 

(3) no amount appropriated pursuant to 
this Act may be used for any program which 
has not been presented to or requested of 
either such committee, 
unless (A) a period of thirty days has passed 
after the receipt by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the President 
of the Senate and each such committee of 
notice given by the Administrator or his 
designee containing a full and complete 
statement of the action proposed to be 
taken and the facts and circumstances relied 
upon in support of such proposed action, 
or (B) each such committee before the ex­
piration of such period has transmitted to 
the Administrator written notice to the 
e1Iect that such committee has no objection 
to the proposed action. 

SEc. 5. It is the sense of the Congress that 
it is in the national interest that considera­
tion be given to geographical distribution of 
Federal research funds whenever feasible, 
and that the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration should explore ways and 
means of distributing its research and de­
velopment funds whenever feasible. 

SEc. 6. (a) If an institution of higher 
education determines, after affording notice 
and opportunity for hearing to an individual 
attending, or employed by, such institution, 
that such individual has been convicted by 
any court of record of any crime which was 
committed after the date of enactment of 
this Act and which involved the use of (or 
assistance to others in the use of) force, 
disruption, or the seizure of property under 
control of any institution of higher education 
to prevent officials or students in such in­
stitution from engaging in their duties or 
pursuing their studies, and that such crime 
was of a serious nature and contributed to 
a substantial disruption of the administra­
tion of the institution with respect to which 
such crime was committed, then the in­
stitution which such individual attends, or 
is employed by, shall deny for a period of 
two years any further payment to, or for 
the direct benefit of, such individual under 
any of the programs authorized by the Na­
tional Aeronautics and Space Act of 1958, 
the funds for which ~e authorized pursuant 
to this Act. If an institution denies an in­
dividual assistance under the authority of 
the preceding sentence of this subsection, 
then any institution which such individual 
subsequently attends shall deny for the 
remainder of the two-year period any further 
payment to, or for the direct benefit of, such 
individual under any of the programs au­
thorized by the National Aeronautics and 
Space Act of 1958, the funds for which are 
authorized pursuant to this Act. 

(b) If an institution of higher education 
determines, after affording notice and oppor­
tunity for hearing to an individual attend­
ing, or employed by, such institution, tbat 
such individual has Willfully refused to obey 
a. lawful regulation or order of such institu­
tion after the date of enactment of this Act, 
and that such refusal was of a serious na­
ture and contributed to a substantial dis­
ruption of the administration of such in­
stitution, then such institution shall deny, 
for a period of two years, any further pay­
ment to, or for the direct benefit of such 
individual under any of the progra~s au­
thorized by the National Aeronautics and 
Space Act of 1958, the funds fo·r which are 
authorized pursuant to this Act. 

(c) ( 1) Nothing in this Act shall be con­
strued to prohibit any institution of higher 
education from refu&ing to award, continue, 
or extend any financial assistance under any 
such Act to any individu.al because of any 
misconduct which in its judgment bears ad­
versely on his fitness for such assistance. 

(2) Nothing in this section shall be con­
strued as limiting or prejudicing the rights 
and prerogatives of any institution of higher 
education to institute and ca,rry out an inde-

pendent, disciplinary proceeding pursuant to 
existing authority, practice, and law. 

(3) Nothing in this section shall be con­
strued to limit the freedom of any student 
to verbal expression of individu.al views or 
opinions. 

SEc. 7. Section 206 of the National Aero­
nautics and Space Act of 1958 (42 U.S.C. 
2476), is amended as follows: (1) subsection 
(a) is hereby repealed, and (2) subsections 
(b), (c), and (d) are renumbered as sub­
sections (a), (b). and (c), respectively. 

SEc. 8. This Act may be cited as the "Na­
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra­
tion Authorization Act, 1972". 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania <during 
the reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unan­
imous consent that the bill be consid­
ered as rea.d, printed in the RECORD, and 
open to amendment at any point. 

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

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MIKVA 

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

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MIKvA: At page 

2, lines 5 and 6, delete "$135,000,000;" and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: "$134,-
500,000; provided that none of the funds 
provided for in this section shall be used to 
finance research With respect to the con­
struction of airports in lakes or their tribu­
taries." 

Mr. MIKVA. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
offer an amendment to section 1 (8) of 
the bill now before us. That section calls 
for an authorization of $135 million for 
aeronautical research and technology. 
On page 144 of the committee report, the 
committee states that $500,000 of those 
funds are to be used for a feasibility 
study of offshore airports, "to establish 
the technical feasibility and economic 
practicality" of such airports. The 
amendment offered by my colleague from 
Dlinois <Mr. CoLLIER) and myself would 
delete that $500,000 authorization, and 
would provide that no funds authorized 
under this section shall be used to fi­
nance research with respect to the con­
struction of offshore airports. 

Mr. Chairman, this is no brave new 
idea which warrants a half a million 
dollar teclmical feasibility study. I rec­
ognize that for many Members, this may 
be the first time they have considered 
the prospect of building airports in rivers 
and lakes. However, those of us from the 
Lake Michigan and Lake Erie areas have 
been dealing with this for some time. 
Both Chicago and Cleveland have ex­
pressed interest in constructing addi­
tional major airp0rts in Lake Michigan 
and Lake Erie, respectively, and a good 
deal of ink has been spilled on the sub­
ject. In the case of Chicago, there have 
been a number of feasibility studies, in­
cluding three by professional consult-
ants. All they have told us is that our 
engineers are technologically capable of 
constructing an airport in the middle of 
Lake Michigan. They do not begin to deal 
with the equally important questions of 
whether we ought to do so. I suppose we 
are technologically capable of turning 
downtown Washington into a cow pas­
ture, we could pave in the whole lake 
without technological difficulties. 

My point, Mr. Chairman, is that this 
authorization asks the wrong question. 
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It ignores grave questi.ms as to the en­
vironmental and ecol..>gical impact of 
building an airport in a body of water. It 
ignores the air safety problems which 
have been raised by the Air Line Pilots 
Association and the Professional Air 
Traffic Controllers Association; concerns 
which have led both those groups to op­
pose construction of an airport in Lake 
Michigan. It ignores the likely effects on 
development of nearby shorelines. There 
are a lot of people in Chicago who are 
less than enthusiastic about seeing Lake 
Michigan's natural shoreline beaches 
and parkland replace with the glitter­
ing tinsel of rent-a-car lots, fast-food 
eateries, motels, and airfreight ware­
houses. 

These kinds of questions, involving 
human needs and goals, require at least 
as much attention as questions of en­
gineering feasibility. I am not opposed 
to progress. But I am opposed to a defini­
tion of progress which says that because 
we can produce billion dollar technolog­
ical wonders, we necessarily ought to. 

Let me give you some idea of what we 
have learned during the past few years' 
study of the desirability of constructing 
an airport in Lake Michigan. The studies 
commissioned by the city of Chicago 
contemplate a major airport 8 miles off 
shore, covering 11,000 acres of lake. The 
idea is to build 16 miles of circular dike, 
and then to pump the water out from 
the center. More than 50 million cubic 
yards of sand and rockfill would be 
carted in and dumped in the hole, and 
the airport built on top of the fill. The 
walls of the dike would rise about 70-
feet high at the end of the runways. 
Access from the shore would be by cause­
way or by tunnel, or both. At least some 
tunneling would be necessary to a void 
interfering with navigability for ships 
and boats. It is estimated that a tunnel 
would cost roughly $20 million per mile. 
In addition, it would be necessary to ex­
tend the various utilities from the shore 
out to the airport-gaslines, electricity, 
water, and fuel for the planes. 

By the time all this is finished, it is 
estimated that the dikeport, or whatever 
you want to call it, would cost $2¥.4 
billion. This compares with an estimated 
$1% billion for a comparable landsite. 
A billion dollar premium is a rather sub­
stantial one, justifiable only if additional 
considerations were overwhelming. Far 
from it, there are drawbacks and dangers 
at every turn. 

For starters, consider air safety. The 
Air Line Pilots Association warns of the 
dangers posed by icing. The constant 
spray and moisture from the surrounding 
water will cause icing problems in the 
cold months, not only for airplanes, but 
for runways and for safety and naviga­
tional equipment. 

Visibility will be reduced, as compared 
with a landsite, due to more frequent 
fog and haze. The bowl-like depression 
of the dikeport makes lingering fog even 
more likely. 

Radar altimetry required for low 
visibility approaches may not function 
properly over calm water such as is often 
associated with fog. 

Wind velocity will be ordinarily higher 
than would be true at a landsite. An 
additional problem is posed by the pro-

tective dike, whose height would diminish lakes is not merely economic. There is 
the winds within the airport. Conse- more than bricks and mortar at stake. 
quently, when the plane crosses over the Yet the authorization in this bill com­
wall, it suddenly encounters a strong pletely ignores these other considera-
wind shear. tions. 

Finally, and perhaps the greatest I understand the interest of some of 
safety risk of all, is the vulnerability my colleagues in finding new alterna­
of the entire structure to damage to the tives for commercial development, tore­
protective dike. What happens if an air- lieve the excessive development already 
plane or a ship strikes the dike, causing imposed on our urban areas. There is 
a leak? simply no land left in many areas to 

The list of environmental hazards is build new airports. The temptation is 
even longer. What will be done with the understandable. I share those concerns, 
considerable amounts of waste material but I submit that technical feasibility 
produced by an operation of this size? studies which deal only with engineering 
The studies done in Chicago have offered needs and cost-benefit analyses are not 
to resolve this problem by assuring us what is needed nor what is appropriate. 
that no wastes will be discharged into If the notion of offshore airports is 
the lake. Rather, everything will be piped deserving of exploration, let us do so in 
through waste treatment plants. This is a framework which is more receptive to 
admirable, but it means adding consid- participation by all the interests which 
erably to the construction and mainte- . would be affected-environmental, air 
nance cost. safety, regional planning, as well as eco-

Provision must also be made f?r run- nomic and technical. I suggest that pub­
off and seepage. Such water Will un- lie congressional hearings would provide 
doubtedly carry pollution from the oil, such a framework and would represent 
kerosene, and carbon particles which a far more useful ~nd valuable first step 
will accumulate on the runways. than the authorization now before us. 
. There is the risk of massive oil.spills, That money could perhaps be better used 
m th~ event of a. break or .a leak m the for development of high-speed, rapid rail 
~uel lmes supplymg the auport. In an transportation systems, for I have a feel­
ll_lland ~ody of wat~r such as a lake or ing that when the hearings on dikeports 
nver, this could be di~trous. . are done, the alternative of regional 

Another problem with regard to Inland land-based airports which serve various 
bodies of water or even a bay or a cities and communities by a network of 
sound, is the interference with circula- rapid transit will seem much more 
tion in the area around the airPOrt. The attractive. 
capacity of. a body of water to assimi- Mr. WYDLER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
late wastes Is dependent not only on the gentleman yield? 
to~a~ volume of w~ter. but also on the Mr. MIKVA. I will be glad to yield to 
rmxmg effec~ provided by cur~ents. ~n- the gentleman from New York. 
terference w~th the na~ural Circulat~on Mr. WYDLER. Mr. Chairman, as the 
could result m stagnation of . a portion House has heard from the reading of this 
of t~e .lake or bay, destroymg water amendment, the purpose of the amend­
quality m that area. ment offered by the gentleman from Dli-

. We mus~ also _not overloo~ the unp~e- nois (Mr. MIKVA) is to strike out the sum 
diCtab~e ~Isruptlon of .marme. ?lantllfe of $500,000 from the authorization, 
and wildlife-of the entrre ~ensitive ecol- which money was earmarked for a study 
ogy of the waterway-'Yhich would !e- by the National Aeronautics and Space 
suit from s~ch. a massiv~ constf1:1ctwn Administration on the feasibility of the 
and the contmumg operation of miles ?f building of wet ports, or jet airports in 
roadway, runway, auto traffic, and air the water areas of the United States of 
traffic. America 

Finally, there are the intangible costs Th · ntl f Ill. · h · 
in terms of loss of esthetic beauty. This e ge eman rom mois as c.Ir-
applies not only to the lake, but to the culatE:d a. letter ~ the H?use which 
shoreline as well. The related commer- explams l_lls opposi tiOI_l to this proposal, 
cial development of the adjacent shore and that Is on the basis tha:t the gentl~­
area would overtake the construction of ~an does. not want a wet Jet port bwlt 
the dikeport in terms of the magnitude of m the Chicago area. 
the disruption. Hotels, motels, car rental I have some good news and so?le. bad 
lots, train and bus terminals, supportive ne~s ~or the gentleman fr~m Illmms at 
services of all kinds, warehouses to han- thiS time .. The good news Is that I can 
die increasing airfreight, and on and on. suppo;t his amendment, but the ba.d 

The impact on recreational uses of news 1S the r.eason that I can su?port h1s 
the lake or river, as well as of the shore amendment Is that I have bee~ mformed 
areas, would be tragic. that the Fed~ral Gov~rnment mtends ~o 

And all in the name of what? So that undertake.this study many event, and IS 
more airPOrts can handle more air traf- ready to sign a contract to make such a 
fie so more people and property can be stu~y by the Department of Transpor­
moved more places at more rapid rates. tat10n. 
Is it too much to ask that before we get Just to inform the House on the facts 
on that merry-go-round we pause and as they relate to my proposal, and as I 
ask why? That was the lesson of the know them, this Federal study is going 
SST. Once set in motion, these projects to be undertaken by the FAA, and the 
have a way of taking on a life of their Department of Transportation, on the 
own. If questions are not asked at the feasibility of wet ports in the New York 
outset, it may be too late. area. In other words, it will be a com-

Progress is not worth the price if it bination study of the feasibility of build­
makes life less livable. The costs of com- ing such a wet port in or around the 
mercia! exploitation of our rivers and Long Island Sound area of New York, or 
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in the Atlantic Ocean off the southern 
coast of Long Island. 

Quite frankly, I can also tell the gen­
tleman from Illinois that it was my orig­
inal hope that the proposed NASA 
study would prefer that very area, be­
cause it is the area of most concern to 
myself, but I think it is indicative of the 
wet port problems and possibilities 
thr<mghout the Nation. 

I have also studied the work plans and 
the proposals of the DOT study and 
these proposals as set forth by the DOT 
are almost identical with the proposals 
that our committee has put forth and 
which are now before the Congress. So 
we would be in the position here today 
of authorizing a duplicate study if we 
were to allow this particular item to go 
through in the budget. 

So having agreed to withdraw this 
proposal, I just want to make it clear to 
the gentleman that there was nothing 
in the proposal, so far as this Member is 
concerned, that was going to interfere 
with the local jurisdiction or options in 
any way, shape, or form. The purpose of 
my proposal was merely to determine 
once and for all whether it was feasible 
to build wet ports or whether it was not 
feasible to build wet ports. The study 
was supposed to determine that and 
bring it to a conclusion for the people 
of this Nation. 

So I am glad to tell the gentleman 
that I can support his amendment at 
this time and under these circumstances. 

Mr. MIKVA. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for his comments. 

We, in the Chicago area, have had 
several feasibility studies. We were con­
cerned that this was not only a dupli­
cation of efforts already made, but also 
an attempt to superimpose some Federal 
judgment on local judgments which I 
think are going the other way. That is 
why my colleague, the gentleman from 
Dlinois <Mr. CoLLIER) and I proposed 
the amendment. 

I hope in the light of what the gentle­
man has said that opposition to the 
amendment will be withdrawn and that 
the amendment can be adopted because, 
as it has been pointed out by the gen­
tleman from New York, this would be 
completely duplicative of what the De­
partment of Transportation has already 
authorized. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MIKVA. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Chairman, as ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Science and 
Astronautics, I can advise the gentle­
man, after having consulted with him 
about his amendment under the cir­
cumstances, we have no objection to the 
amendment passing. 

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MIKVA. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr. 

Chairman, we have no objection to the 
gentleman's amendment. 

Mr. MIKVA. Mr. Chairman, at this 
point I accept the good news as over­
weighing the bad and thank the gentle­
men for their kind consideration. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is the gentleman 

from Dlinois (Mr. CoLLIER) seeking rec­
ognition? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAmMAN. The gentleman will 
state the parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, on the amendment that we 
have just been discussing, it was stated 
that there would be no objection on 
either side of the aisle. Has there been 
any action taken on that amendment? 

The CHAffiMAN. No, there has not 
been any action taken on the amend­
ment. 

The Chair would advise the gentleman 
that the Chair is trying to determine 
whether or not the gentleman from illi­
nois (Mr. CoLLIER) desires to speak on 
the amendment. 

Mr. COLLIER. Yes, I do, Mr. Chair­
man, and I would ask a parliamentary 
inquiry-the fact that they have not 
voiced any objection still leaves it open 
for discussion inasmuch as they have 
not accepted the amendment; is that 
correct? 

The CHAmMAN. The amendment 
must be voted upon by the members of 
the committee, the Chair would advise 
the gentleman from illinois. 

Mr. COLLIER. I understand that, Mr. 
Chairman, but am I correct in my under­
standing that neither have they agreed 
to accept the amendment at this point, 
but merely have suggested they do not 
object to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would 
have to advise the gentleman from Illi­
nois that the determination would be up 
to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union as to whether 
to accept or to reject this amendment or 
any other amendment. 

Does the gentleman from illinois (Mr. 
CoLLIER) seek recognition on the amend­
ment? 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, a further parliamentary in­
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, when it is stated by both sides 
of the aisle that there is no objection, it 
would seem to me that the obvious effect 
of that is that the amendment is agreed 
to and it is acceptable to both sides. Of 
course, as the Chairman pointed out, it 
has to be passed on by the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. COLLIER. But, Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment is not yet actually agreed to 
and it is still under consideration. 

Mr. KLUCZYNSKI. Mr. Chairman, I 
make the point of order that a quorum is 
not present. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair will count. 
One hundred Members are present, a 

quorum. 
Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I move 

adoption of the amendment. 
The CHAffiMAN. The Chair states 

that any Member desiring recognition to 
discuss the amendment will be recog­
nized. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I am unable to dis­
cover from reading this report just how 
much is proposed to be authorized for 
spending under the terms of this bill. 
Can someone give me the total? 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. If the 
gentleman will yield, I shall be glad to 
answer the question. On page 1 of the 
report it is stated that the authoriza­
tion is $3,433,580,000. 

Mr. GROSS. What do the figures on 
page 2 mean? 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. There 
is no page 2. 

Mr. GROSS. Call it whatever you 
want. There is a page 3. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Those 
are specific programs on page 3. The 
gentleman will notice that the figure of 
$2,668,100,000 appears on the first line in 
the table on page 1. That is research and 
development. If the gentleman will turn 
to page 3, he will find the total for re­
search and development at the bottom 
of that page, $2,668,100,000. 

Mr. GROSS. So it is approximately $3.5 
billion, is that correct? 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. It is 
$3,443,000,000. 

Mr. GROSS. All right. How does that 
compare with last year's authorization? 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. That is 
5 percent more than last year's authori­
zation. 

Mr. GROSS. And why? 
Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. The 

reason is that there has been a 5-percent 
annual increase in inflation. As the gen­
tleman, who is a member of the Post 
Office and Civil Service Committee, 
~ows, there have been required increases 
for Federal Government employees in 
various categories such as salaries as well 
as fringe benefits and pension fund in­
creases. So we had to provide the in­
creases in the authorization for NASA. 

Mr. GROSS. Does this $3% billion have · 
the approval of the Bureau of the 
Budget? 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. The Bu­
reau of the Budget, now Office of Man­
agement and Budget, originally sent up 
a bill that was 5 percent less than this 
figure. So the Office of Management and 
Budget did not approve the $3,443,580,-
000 as such. But within the framework of 
inflation, it is just the same figure in pur­
chasing power. 

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

Mr. GROSS. I am glad to yield to the 
gentleman from North Carolina, a mem­
ber of the House Appropriations Com­
mittee which will have to provide the 
money. 

Mr. JONAS. On the question of man­
datory increases for employees, I think 
the RECORD should show that the Budget 
proposed a reduction of 1,500 employees, 
and this bill authorizes an increase of 500 
employees above the number requested 
in the budget. That accounts for a sub­
stantial part of the increase. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. We on 
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my amendment restored 500 office of ad­
vanced research and technology em­
ployees of the 1,500 NASA personnel pro­
posed to be cut by the Office of Manage­
ment and Budget. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. GROSS. Certainly. 
Mr. JONAS. The information that we 

have in the Appropriations Committee 
is that additional positions, over and 
above the budget, provided in this bill 
will be 93 at Ames, 26 ftight positions, 
184 positions at Langley, and 197 posi­
tions at Lewis. The Budget contemplated 
a reduction of 1,500 employees. 

Mr. GROSS. I thank the gentleman for 
the pertinent information he has pro­
vided. 

Mr. JONAS. While I am on my feet, 
may I say, in case the record is not clear, 
that this bill is $162 million above the 
budget. 

Mr. GROSS. It is $162 million above 
the budget? 

Mr. JONAS. Yes; $162,230,000 above 
the budget, to be exact. 

Mr. GROSS. I wonder, Mr. Chairman, 
if there is any awareness on the part of 
the committee that in the first 10 months 
of this fiscal year the Federal Govern­
ment piled up a deficit of $21,600,000,000? 
Is there any awareness on the part of 
this committee that somewhere, some­
body is going to have to cut some of 
expenditures instead of increasing them 
by 5 percent? 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield fur­
ther? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. The dif­
ference between us occurs at the figure 
we start with. On page 150 of the com­
mittee report you will find the following 
language: 

The additional money will allow OART to 
retain 500 positions of the 533 it will 
otherwise lose. 

So the figures the gentleman from 
North oarolina referred to personnel 
increases for Ames Research Center, 
Flight Research Center, Langley Re­
search Center, Lewis Research Center­
as being pluses really represent the res­
toration of positions that otherwise 
would be lost. 

Mr. GROSS. That is what he said; 
they were pluses. I am beginning to 
think there are some people who have 
been moonstruck around here. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. No­
body is moonstruck. I gave the explana­
tion. We have restored 500 of the 1,500 
positions the Office of Budget and Man­
agement had recommended be cut. 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
amendment. Since obviously there is no 
objection to it from either side, I take 
this time to suggest that I am unalter­
ably opposed to any further study being 
made of an in-lake airport in Chicago. 
We have studied and restudied it to 
death. 

There has been a study made by the 
American Institute of Planners. There is 
an in-depth study which is available, 

and I gather known to the committee, 
by a private engineering firm in Chicago 
as to the feasibility of an in-lake airport 
in Chicago. 

It has been said that there is no need 
to hurry this project because we will not 
be needing a third airport in Chicago for 
the next 10 or 15 years. 

I want the Members to know, as the 
Representative of the district in which 
O'Hare International Airport is lo­
cated-the busiest airport in the world­
that it will not wait 10 or 15 years. The 
folly of hanging on to the hope of an in­
lake airport for the city of Chicago to 
me is preposterous. 

The Governor of illinois has estab­
lished a commission which is presently 
studying possible sites for an airport. We 
have had before us a plan that would 
provide a third airport in what is now a 
farm area some 35 or 36 miles from 
downtown Chicago, where sensibly the 
airport would precede the establishment 
of residential areas. Hence there could 
be the kind of planning that was not 
done at the time O'Hare International 
Airport became a commercial airport, 
having been transformed from what was 
previously a military air facility. 

I am sorry to hear that the FAA has 
approved this type of study. I believe the 
time has come when we should get along 
with what must be done; that is, to find 
a suitable site, a site that would be avail­
able at a dollar figure much less than 
the projections of future cost for an in­
lake airport. We should be moving for­
ward with what has to be done because 
there is presently court action pending, 
and there will be additional litigation. 

Permit me to remind the House that 
the 928th Tactical Airlift Unit occupies 
an area adjacent to the busiest airport 
in the world, and the Chicago Airport 
authority is presently seeking the trans­
fer of the 928th Unit to a different part 
of the reservation so that they can an­
nex the adjacent property for further 
airport expansion. 

I can assure the Members today if that 
happens the communities in the area 
will pool their resources, and there will 
be further litigation. 

I believe the time has come when we 
should put an end to these costly rep­
etitious studies. We have made an in­
depth analysis of every aspect of the 
proposed in-lake airport. We need a 
third airport. We need it desperately. 

As I pointed out before, this sort of 
thing could be taken care of in advance, 
and we would not be faced with the 
problems that the constituents of my dis­
trict now are tolerating, because , there 
was little preplanning in the case of 
O'Hare International Airport. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLLIER. I am glad to yield to the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. MilLER of California. I have 
great sympathy for the gentleman and 
the problems of O'Hare International 
Airport. I have experienced some of the 
things that have happened there, but 
may I call his attention to the fact that 
this is not directed singly at O'Hare or 
at the city of Chicago. This is for the 
whole United States. Some of us would 

perhaps like to think of a time when we 
will not fall into the type of trouble that 
you got into on this matter. 

Mr. COLLIER. Let me say to the 
chairman that I understood this was a 
broad program for the entire country, 
but possessing the same qualitity of 
provinciality as is characteristic of most 
of my colleagues. I am directing my 
remarks to the manner in which this pro­
gram affects my district and my con­
stituency. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. COLLIER. I am happy to yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. BELL. Unless I completely misun­
derstand the parliamentary procedure, 
the amendment that the gentleman is 
speaking for has already been agreed to 
by both sides of the aisle, and I am won­
dering why we cannot go ahead. 

Mr. COLLIER. I made it very clear at 
the outset of my remarks I understood 
the parliamentary situation, but I also 
explained that it will probably be the 
only opportunity I will have to voice my 
opposition on this ftoor to the use of any 
funds for a purpose which has been ade­
quately explored and can only delay the 
inevitable at the inconvenience and ag­
gravation of my constituents. 

Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of the pending amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to support 
the amendment to H.R. 7109, the Na­
tional Aeronautics and Space Admin­
istration Authorization Act, 1972, which 
provides that certain funds shall not be 
used to finance research with respect 
to the construction of offshore airports. 

Most of the Members are aware of the 
fact that Chicago's Mayor Daley feels 
that Chicago needs a third major air­
port and he remains certain that the lo­
cation of it should be in Lake Michigan. 

I am convinced that the mayor is 
wrong on this issue. There is mounting 
evidence that a lakefront airport study 
cannot guarantee that there will be no 
further lake pollution. 

Entirely apart from pollution, com­
mercial pilots have been insisting that a 
lake airport would be more hazardous 
than one located on land. The lake breeds 
local weather conditions that are far 
more dangerous than those found over 
land. 

These perils to safe flying would be 
present regardless of whether the planes 
were landed by human pilots or sophisti­
cated electronic equipment. 

I am convinced that a lake airport 
would cause pollution-it would disturb 
the prevailing water currents-ulti­
mately it would mean a highly commer­
cialized lakefront area. All of these 
things, I think, outweigh the handiness 
of a lake airport. 

I believe Mayor Daley would be well 
advised to give up the enormously costly 
lake airport concept, and instead agree 
to a land site. 

In my opinion, any new airport should 
be located away from the city and there 
should be new mass transportation serv­
ices between the airport and Chicago. It 
does not make sense to me to continue 
overcrowding Chicago's airspace and de­
stroy its Iakefront. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I support 
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this amendment and urge Members to 
adopt their proposal. 

Mr. GERALD R. FORD. Mr. Chair­
man, I move to strike the requisite num­
ber of words. 

Mr. Chairman, earlier today I was on 
the :floor when the gentleman from Dli­
nois <Mr. Mm:vA) offered his amendment, 
and he engaged in a colloquy with the 
gentleman from New York <Mr. WYDLER) 
on the subject matter just discussed by 
the gentleman from Illinois <Mr. CoL­
LIER) and the gentleman from Illinois 
<Mr. DERWINSKI). Let me say that anum­
ber of other States border Lake Michi­
gan in addition to the State of Illinois. 
I think that the record should· be clear 
at this point before any recommendation 
based on any report involving an air­
port in Lake Michigan is approved, that 
other States besides the State of Illinois 
will have something to say about it. We 
will, of course, await any report, rec­
ommendation, et cetera, but in the final 
analysis, Mr. Chairman, there are other 
States that have an interest in maintain­
ing the integrity of Lake Michigan. 

Of course, we must be consulted, and 
we must have our voice heard at the time 
that any recommendation is made for an 
airport in Lake Michigan that will pri­
marily serve the city of Chicago. 

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GERALD R. FORD. I am glad to 
yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to assure the gentle­
man from Michigan, the distinguished 
minority leader, that neither NASA nor 
this committee is involved in any site se­
lection of airports. This is not a line item 
in the budget, it is merely suggested in 
the committee report, and we accept the 
amendment to strike it out. It simply 
provides for a general feasibility study 
to include an examination of the concept 
throughout the Nation, but under the 
circumstances, the committee will accept, 
and as I understand it, the other side 
also accepts the amendment to strike out 
these funds for the feasibility study. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle­
man from Illinois <Mr. MIKVA). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Chairman, I move to strike the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I had an amendment 

that had to do with the personnel man­
agement problems. I have been particu­
larly interested in that field. 

The question has come up as to the 
number of permanent employees NASA 
has had on board during the last 3 years 
and what the strength will be in 1972. 

The number of personnel positions in 
fiscal year 1970 was 32,576. That number 
included 31,350 permanent positions and 
1,226 nonpermanent positions. 

In this fiscal year, 1971, that total has 
been reduced from 32,576 to 30,908. Out 
of those positions there were 29,850 per­
manent and 1,058 temporary positions. 

For the coming fiscal year, 1972, the 
Office of Management and Budget trans­
mitted to our committee legislation to 
reduce personnel to 29,309 in NASA from 
30,908 strength for the current fiscal year 
of 1971. 

Then, because of my feeling that we 
were falling behind, and as the chair­
man of the committee cited a few mo­
ments ago, we noted that the average 
age is increasing in NASA and, therefore, 
we need a program to attract more 
younger people. 

So, in the Office of Advanced Research 
and Technology where there was a total 
reduction of 533 positions proposed. My 
amendment put 500 of those positions 
back. 

The gentleman from North Carolina 
<Mr. JoNAS) pointed out on page 150 of 
the committee report concerning the pro­
grams at Ames Research Center, the 
Flight Research Center, the Langley Re­
search Center, and the Lewis Research 
Center. The facts that he pointed out are 
correct. But overall it represents a cut. 

The question comes up on the non­
permanent employees. 

Mr. Chairman, the visitor information 
centers at NASA installations are really 
insufficient. If any of you have been down 
to a launch at Cape Kennedy, you would 
feel you were in a cattle barn or cattle 
pen. So, I put in $4 million to help on 
those centers. 

Likewise, in order to help the young 
people I have put in additional funds for 
more nonpermanent positions for sum­
mer employment. So, the number of per­
manent and nonpermanent employees is 
just as I have said, if you will look at 
pages 150 and 151 of the committee re..­
port you will find it spread out in de­
tail. 

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

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. I would 
be glad to yield to the gentleman from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. JONAS. I think what the gentle­
man from Pennsylvania has just finished 
saying completely confirms what I said in 
answer to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. I said 
it just before each of you start-ed. I 
started at one point and you started at 
another, and your figures are correct as 
well as those which I have cited. 

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. I would 
be glad to yield to the gentleman from 
West Virginia. 

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. I 
would like to call attention of the gen­
tleman from North Carolina and the 
gentleman in the well to page 135 of the 
report of the committee and the table 
which appears at the top of that page 
which indicates that even with the com­
mittee rooommendation there is a decline 
of 1,000 in personnel for NASA, rather 
than an increase as the gentleman from 
North Carolina has indicated. 

<By unanimous consent, Mr. FuLToN of 
Pennsylvania was allowed to proceed for 
2 additional minutes.) 

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. If the 
gentleman will yield further, I would 
simply add that the action of the com­
mittee, all it does is make a decrease of 
1,000 in NASA personnel rather than 
1,500 as contemplated. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. That is 
correct. The increase is 500. 

Mr. JONAS. I think we are correct in 

our understanding, and what I intended 
to say-and I will have to read the en­
tire record to see if I said what I meant 
to say-is that the budget contemplated 
a reduction of 1,500 jobs, and that the 
committee's action has increased the 
number of jobs by 500. What the gentle­
man is saying now is that you restored 
500 of the 1,500 jobs proposed to be re­
duced. 

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. That 
is correct. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. JONAS. And I listed the places at 

which the increases occurred. 
Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. In addi­

tion to that fact, we have an indefinite 
amount at the NASA reception centers 
which we have asked them to make 
plans to improve the conditions so that 
when visitors arrive at the facilities they 
can be taken care of. Also we can pos­
sibly get more public acceptance for the 
programs, and for the good these pro­
grams are doing for the general public. 
We feel this should be done. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, if the gen­
tleman will yield further, so you are 
going to cut your cake in huger slices, 
you are still spending more money than 
you did last year. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. There 
is no doubt of that, because of the in­
flation factor of 5 percent, this bill is up 
in the amount of the rise in inilation. 
However, it does not take into considera­
tion the infiation that may occur in the 
next year. Actually last year there is a 
deficit of 1 percent, because the rise in 
inflation for that year was almost 6 per­
cent. So when we take into account the 
5-percent inflation factor for last year, 
we will still not be taking into account 
the possible 5-percent increase for the 
coming year if infiation continues at its 
present rate. It is not so much the dollar 
amount as it is the purchasing power of 
the dollar. And this, of course, has the 
new pay raise in it. I hope the members 
of the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service understand that all of the sal­
aries are going up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen­
tleman from Pennsylvania has again ex­
pired. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PEYSER 

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

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PEYSER: Page 1, 

llne (7) strike out "$612,200,000," and insert 
in lieu thereof, "$312,200,000." 

Mr. PEYSER. Mr. Chairman, for the 
past several years I have watched with 
fascination and admiration the astound­
ing success and accomplishments of our 
space program. I believe the United 
States should continue to play a leader­
ship role in the exploration of space. The 
Apollo missions have yielded much in 
the way of new scientific discoveries and 
advancements in technology. I believe 
the space lab program that is planned 
in the future will also yield much in this 
direction. 

In July of this year we are planning 
another manned space shot to the moon 
that will vastly increase our knowledge 
in these areas. As I have reviewed the 
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budget requests for the NASA program, 
alll.d the gains that will presumably be 
made through the Apollo 15 moonshot, 
I have serious doubts in my mind as to 
the wisdom in the light of present-day 
circumstances in our country to continue 
with two additional manned moonshots; 
namely, Apollo 16 and Apollo 17. 

I feel it will take us years to be able 
to assimilate the knowledge that has 
been gained through the previous moon­
shots, and particularly the knowledge 
that will be gained from Apollo 15. 

We have done much talking and 
thinking in this Congress dealing with 
priorities. It is for this reason that I am 
recommending an amendment to reduce 
the NASA authorization by $300 million. 
This $300 million would come from the 
Apollo 16 and 17 moonshots. 

We are now faced nationally with a 
pressing need to develop new and better 
methods of mass transportation. The 
problems of urban mass transit are over­
whelming. It includes everything from 
obsolete and unsafe equipment now in 
use to inadequate funding authority 
under the Urban Mass Transit Act. I 
would like to urge that the savings real­
ized by the termination of these two 
shots could be directed in the area of 
mass transportation. 

I do support the moving ahead in the 
space program of other missions, such 
as I mentioned previously, the space lab. 

There are those who may argue that 
the cancellation of the Apollo 16 and 
Apollo 17 would be wasteful because we 
have already incurred the expense of de­
veloping the hardware for those fiights. 

First of all, there is no reason why this 
equipment cannot be placed in standby 
storage and, second, we in the United 
States are constantly seeking ways to im­
prove international relations and to bring 
about peace and closer harmony among 
all nations. 

I would like to suggest that we mrake 
our surplus Apollo hardware available for 
an international space mission to the 
moon with the other countries that want 
to join us in contributing to the actual 
cost involved in these fiights, and we will 
have already contributed the cost of the 
hardware. 

Once again, let me state I offer this 
amendment as no criticism of the space 
program but merely as a way of evaluat­
ing whether we are to proceed in the last 
two missions of the Apollo program. 

Mr. FUQUA. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York to reduce or to limit the 
Apollo 16 and Apollo 17 fiights. 

The fiscal year 1972 budget request in­
cludes $612.2 million for Apollo and 
$535.4 million for Skylab. This budget is 
based on our current plan to launch 
Apollo 15 in July 1971, Apollo 16 in March 
1972, Apollo 17 in December 1972 and the 
initial Skylab mission in April 1973. The 
April 1973 dSJte for Skylab was estab­
lished to provide for a reasonable flow of 
operations at KSC in the phase-over 
from Apollo to Skylab operations. Con­
sistent with these launch schedule deci­
sions, we have adjusted our Sky lab hard­
ware delivery schedule planning. If a de-
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cision were made at this point to delete 
Apollo missions, it woul1i not be possible 
to accelerate the Skylab schedule more 
than 2 or 3 months at the most, provid­
ing for the initial Skylab mission in Jan­
uary 1973. 

The fiscal year 1972 budget estimate of 
$612.2 million for Apollo provides for re­
quirements unique to the Apollo program 
and for operational and supporting ac­
tivities common to Skyla;b and Apollo. 
The Skylab estimate of $535.4 million 
covers requirements specifically identi­
fied as Sky-lab program requirements on 
the assumption that the common re­
quirements will be covered by Apollo. 

If the Apollo 16 and 17 missions were 
canceled, it would be necessary to main­
tain the operational capability for Sat­
urn V launch vehicle and the command 
and service module which is currently 
sustained in the Apollo program. It is 
our estimate that under these circum­
stances, a net reduction of not more than 
$100 million in fiscal year 1972 funding 
could be made. This reduction would be 
accomplished by: first, terminating those 
activities specifically relating to lunar 
missions such as the lunar science ef­
forts, lunar module support at Grum­
man and KSC, and lunar mission plan­
ning and training activities; and second, 
phasing down activities planned to sup­
port Apollo missions but also required to 
support Skylab such as Saturn V and 
CSM checkout and :flight support, mis­
sion control, and launch operations. 

A reduction of $300 million in Apollo 
would require not only the cancella­
tion of Apollo 16 and 17 but also the ter­
mination or a major readjustment in the 
Sky lab project. 

Mr. Chairman, I include an excerpt 
from National Academy of Sciences 
"Priorities for Space Research 1971-1980: 

1. Completion of all remaining Apollo mis­
sions through Apollo 19 (since this study 
Apollo 15 and Apollo 19 have been canceled) 
should take highest priority in the space pro­
gram. The Apollo program has m:1.de a good 
start. The richness of scientific data obtained 
has provided important constraints for re­
defining old questions and for asking signifi­
cant new ones, but a better sampling program 
and a broader geophysical net are needed to 
resolve those questions. As only eight land­
ings wlll have been made, if all remaining 
missions are completed successfully, the loss 
o! any missions will seriously degrade the 
baseline for future lunar and other planetary 
exploration-especially the later missions 
with longer stay-times and extravehicular 
work and with more complete instrument 
packages. Several factors make it seem 1m­
probable to us that Apollo can be interrupted 
and successfully restarted later. To abbreviate 
further, or to postpone, a program so fruit­
ful, so well conceived, and with so much 
promise for resolving fundamental questions 
would, in our opinion, be irresponsible. 

As the gentleman mentioned, it would 
be fine for providing international co­
operation. But this is not particularly 
appealing to foreign countries because 
they are interested in the post Apollo 
programs and the space shuttle program. 
They plan to put their money into those 
programs. 

Furthermore, the gentleman has no 
idea that we can make a commitment 
here today. As has already been pointed 
out, if this money is eliminated, it will 

not be used for programs that he feels it 
should be used for such as mass transit, 
drugs or some of the other programs re­
gardless of the merits of those programs. 

We have already purchased the hard­
ware and the equipment is ready to fiy 
these missions and the :flight training 
has already begun. If the decision was 
made at this time to delete these further 
Apollo missions, it would not be possible 
to accelerate the Skylab program more 
than possibly 2 or 3 months to fill the 
vacuum that would be left in the manned 
sPace fiight program. 

It is necessary that NASA retain the 
operational capacity to launch the Sat­
urn vehicle, particularly the command 
and service module which will be used 
in the Skylab program. Here we would 
have a gap and a layoff at the Kennedy 
Space Center as well as at the Grum­
man plant in New York of several thou­
sands of people who need to be retained 
in order that we keep the launch capa­
bility in tact. These people must remain 
as proficient as possible for safety. 

The only result or savings that would 
occur would probably be less than $100 
million. Plus, when the Skylab comes 
along, we would have start up costs again 
in order to have these launch crews and 
the other tracking and data necessary for 
the support of the Skylab program. 

I do not think it would be wise to 
adopt the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York. It would only 
cost more money in the long run to close 
out these two fiights. 

I should also point out that two fiights 
have already been closed out. These are 
very essential fiights. 

I have information that I would like to 
quote from the National Academy of Sci­
ences. 

They say: 
To abbreviate further, or to postpone, a 

program so fruitful, so well conceived, and 
with so much promise for resolving funda­
mental questions would, in our opinion, be 
irresponsible. 

This is from the National Academy of 
Sciences-the academic and scientific 
community all over the country is very 
much interested in this program. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FUQUA. I am happy to yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. I would 
like to congratulate the gentleman on his 
excellent and well thought out state­
ment. Furthermore, I would like to make 
this statement. Congressman "Tiger" 
TEAGUE of Texas, the senior member of 
the majority on the Manned Space Flight 
Subcommittee, and I have discussed the 
risk to astronauts as a result of postpone­
ments. We have had that as a factor in 
our judgments. We have found that the 
safety risk to astronauts as a result of 
postponements of 1 week or several weeks 
goes up astronomically, really geomet­
rically, if we do not continue according 
to plan. 

Second, if we take into consideration 
the factors of the obsolescence of mate­
rial in the various components, fittings 
and bolts, there is a tremendous loss of 
capability. For example, there are 5,500,-
000 parts which have to function perfect­
ly on each one of these Apollo :flights. 
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There is a great loss in reliability in this 
respect as a result of postponements. I 
say that for both Congressman TEAGUE 
and myself in appealing for our astro­
nauts and their safety. 

Likewise we should consider the bene­
fits being desired from the Apollo pro­
gram. 

Sixteen major experiments were set 
up on the surface of the moon. These 
experiments were designed to advance 
man's understanding of the environment 
in which the planet Earth exists. The ob­
jectives of the experiments were to seek 
the Earth's origin. 

As an example of the experiments set 
up, the laser reflector experiment en­
ables scientists to improve knowledge of 
the earth-moon distance to a precision 
of 15 to 30 centimeters. This experiment 
is vital to the understanding of earth­
quakes on the surface of the earth. An­
other experiment is the helium measure­
ment experiment designed to compare 
the amount of helium in the solar wind 
with the helium contained in the moon 
surface material. This information will 
improve the understanding of the evolu­
tion of the sun throughout history. 

Advanced photographic technology 
pioneered under the Apollo program is 
now used to pinpoint sources of air and 
water pollution precisely and quickly. 

The TV cameras developed for Apollo 
are used to monitor complicated indus­
trial processes. Sensors used to record 
the bodily functions of our astronauts 
are now used in the intensive care units 
of our hospitals. 

The materials developed for the space 
suits used by the astronauts are now be­
ing used for recreational and emergency 
clothing and sleepwear. 

Certain of the foods developed for the 
astronauts are now marketed commer­
cially as a recommended dietary supple­
ment. 

These examples represent only a hand­
ful of the total number of directly iden­
tifiable spinoffs from the Apollo program. 

Man as the astronaut has shown that 
no machine has yet been produced with 
the intelligence, experience, judgment, 
and physical mobility of man. Man has 
clearly demonstrated himself to be the 
most highly sophisticated data-sensing, 
data-gathering, and da~a-processing de­
vice in existence. Furthermore, man with 
his proven ability to discriminate and 
assess has provided a significantly higher 
rate of essential and meaningful data 
than any unmanned space-borne mis­
sions. 

One of the most fundamental exam­
ples of man's contributions in this Na­
tion's exploration of the moon was the 
saving of the Apollo 14 mission by the 
astronaut team. The entire fate of this 
$400 million mission hinged on the abil­
ity of man to overcome faulty mecha-
nisms and touchdown in safety. As an 
unmanned remote control mission, 
Apollo 14 would have failed. 

In terms of the crew's other accom­
plishments, the geographical area cov­
ered, the scientific instruments set up, 
the experiments performed, no robot 
will be able to duplicate before the tum 
of the century. 

Man has demonstrated himself as a 
highly effective space experimenter. His 
value is that he is motivated, he is goal-

oriented. When he is impeded he creates, 
evaluates, and pursues an alternative. 
Finally, man is creative and innovative, 
a capability which even the most com­
plex of equipment is unable to challenge. 

One of the most significant benefits of 
the Apollo program has been the reputa­
tion this country has gained from the 
accomplishment of our moon program. 
The United States now has the reputa­
tion as the foremost leader in the field 
of advanced research and technology. 
This reputation is now directed into an 
increased cooperation with the nations 
throughout the world in the pursuit of 
advanced scientific and technological 
programs. Our Apollo program has also 
contributed significantly to a greater 
peace throughout the world and an in­
creased understanding among peoples. 
Two of the events which are best recol­
lected in our Apollo program are the 
Christmas 1968 flight of Apollo 8 around 
the moon and the July 1969 Apollo 11 
landing on the surface of the moon. Both 
these times there was a tremendous up­
lift of the human spirit throughout the 
world. For one brief moment the people 
of the earth did not think in terms of 
nationality or race. Rather men thought 
in terms of men like themselves being 
able to acc.omplish this marvelous feat. 
People were brought together as they 
had not been brought together for dec­
ades. 

Mr. FUQUA. The gentleman is correct. 
Mr. WYDLER. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. FUQUA. I yield to the gentleman 

from New York. 
Mr. WYDLER. I thaiL.t the gentleman 

for yielding. I know the amendment of­
fered by the gentleman from New York 
is well meant. His concern with mass 
transit needs is an important matter that 
deserves the attention of the Congress. 
But I think it must be clear to all of us 
the fact that we might cut out money 
from the authorization does not mean 
that mass transit would get more than 
what it would otherwise get from the 
Congress. 

The point is that we on the committee 
have greatly reduced the number of 
Apollo flights. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the gen­
tleman from Florida has expired. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. FuQUA was 
allowed to proceed for 2 additional min­
utes.) 

Mr. WYDLER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. FUQUA. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. WYDLER. The point is now, if we 
do not have these two Apollo flights, 
the manned space flight program of the 
United States of America will come to 
an end. So we had better consider that 
when we vote on the amendment. I urge 
that it be defeated. 

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

Mr. FUQUA. I am happy to yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PEYSER. Certainly nothing in the 
amendment would affect the safety of 
the astronauts, for whom I have as high 
a regard as anyone in the Congress. How­
ever, looking at the reports from NASA 
as to what is to be gained scientifically 
in shots 16 and 17, this is where I ques-

tion the value of what would really hap­
pen. Apollo 15, according to the report 
that I have, and Apollo 16 are basically 
going to be performing the same func­
tion. At this time I question the wisdom 
of continuing that kind of program. 

Mr. FUQUA. I would like to point out 
to the gentleman from New York that 
the National Academy of Science and 
the scientific community all over the 
country have urged very strongly that 
we do not eliminate any further flights. 

Furthermore, as to the safety of our 
astronauts, I think we are at a minimum 
launch schedule now where our launch 
crews can remain alerted and on their 
toes, so to speak. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen­
tleman from Florida has again expired. 

(Upon request of Mr. GRoss, and by 
unanimous consent, Mr. FuQUA was al­
lowed to proceed for 1 additional min­
ute.) 

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

Mr. FUQUA. I am happy to yield to my 
friend from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. The argument that is be­
ing made in behalf of these two addi­
tiona! Apollo flights sounds to me like 
a rerun of the SST, and the same old 
scarecrows have been telling us that the 
world is going to come to an end if we do 
not make two more flights in addition to 
the one in July to the moon. I do not 
buy it at all. 

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

Mr. FUQUA. I yield to the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. PELLY. May I ask the gentleman 
from Iowa if he was not referring to the 
British-French SST in his remarks? 

Mr. FUQUA. I would like to point out 
to the gentleman from New York that 
in order to realize the maximum on the 
investment we made in this program, 
these additional flights will assure us of 
maximum utilization of our resources. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen­
tleman has again expired. 

Mr. PRICE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Texas is recognized. 

Mr. PRICE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the gentleman's 
amendment, and I would like to bring to 
his attention some of the things that are 
going to be done. 

The last three Apollo missions are the 
most sophisticated and comprehensive of 
the entire series. A whole new array of ex­
ploration procedures and instrumental 
concepts open new opportunities for re­
search on the moon to scientists from all 
over the world. A total of 62 surface and 
orbital experiments will be conducted on 
the Apollo 15 to 17 missions. Of these, 
18 will be new experiments. In addition, 
three new photographic tasks will be 
conducted frcm lunar orbit, and these 
tasks will be performed on each m~ssion. 
Changes in the LM and lu"1ar su:·face 
hardware will allow the astronauts to 
remain on the lunar surface for up to 66 
hours; the landed scientific payload will 
be doubled to approximately 1,000 
pounds; and the range and efficiency of 
surface operations will be increased 
through improved suit mobility, im-
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proved life support system, and a lunar 
roving vehicle. 

Findings from the widely separated 
landings can then be tied together and 
fitted into a total picture of the moon. 

Apollo 15 and 17 missions will each 
deliver small, self-powered subsatellites 
to lunar orbit. The subsatellites will mon­
itor the variation of magnetic fields and 
interplanetary-charged particle streams 
in the vicinity of the moon to determine 
the electrical body properties of the 
moon and infer intemal physical charac­
teristics. The sub-satellites are equipped 
with transponders which will pro­
vide for refinement and extension of mass 
concentration and mass deficiency data. 

Of particular interest in the latter mis­
sions is the increased surface mobility 
which will be provided to the astronauts 
by the lunar roving vehicle. 

A new experiment to be employed dur­
ing this mission will be the heat flow 
experiment which will be placed in holes 
drilled about 10 feet into the surface. The 
measurement of heat flow from the inte­
rior of the moon is a fundamental geo­
physical measurement needed to inter­
pret the present internal constitution of 
the moon as well as its history and evo­
lution. This experiment was originally 
scheduled on Apollo 13. In addition, an­
other passive seismometer and magne­
tometer, both of which will provide in­
formation about the interior of the 
moon, along with several instruments 
that analyze the lunar atmosphere will 
be deployed to continue the establish­
ment of an instrument network on the 
moon. 

A lunar sounder and lunar seismic pro­
filing experiment will be flown on Apollo 
17. Data analysis from the Apollo 12 seis­
mometer implies that moonquakes are 
analogous to earthquakes generated by 
slippage, but they always appear to slip 
in the same direction. This is very likely 
caused by a source of strain accumulat­
ing within the moon and being released 
by the additional tidal forces that occur 
at the time of close earth-moon proxim­
ity. At present, scientists can only spec­
ulate as to the source of strain. Further 
data from the lunar seismic profiling ex­
periment may provide a clearer insight 
into this phenomenon. 

Since Apollo 16 and 17 are planned as 
the last opportunities in this decade for 
manned exploration of th~ moon by this 
country, it is important for the Nation 
to obtain the greatest possible scientific 
returns from these flights. This resched­
uling of Apollo launches increases the in­
terval between missions and a delicate 
balance must be maintained between the 
launch intervals and the scientific re­
turns from these flights. Operational ef­
ficiency and safety are directly related 
and depend on a launch rate sufficient to 
maintain an effective level of competence 
in the Apollo team. The new Apollo 
schedule maintains this delicate balance 
while allowing the scientific returns to 
be expanded. 

By way of conclusion I should now like 
to ask the gentleman a question. We have 
spent $164 million on this Apollo pro­
gram equipment. This equipment is ready 
to fly. What are we going to do with it, 
after we have built it? We have spent 75 
percent of the money allocated for the 

spacecraft. On the Saturn V, all the 
money is spent; $186 million. What are 
we going to do with these vehicles? Shall 
we put them in the Smithsonian Insti­
tution? 

This equipment is ready to go. Even 
the operations money is partially spent. 
The savings on this would be minimum. 

Mr. PEYSER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield to answer? 

Mr. PRICE of Texas. I yield to the gen­
tleman from New York. 

Mr. PEYSER. I believe the equipment 
we presently have, the hardware, for 
Apollo 16 and 17, can be stored. There is 
an improvement, I believe, on the past 
storage. 

Mr. PRICE of Texas. What are we 
going to do with the equipment and the 
men who are trained and standing by 
down at the cape? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen­
tleman from Texas has expired. 

<On request of Mr. PEYSER, and by 
unanimous consent, Mr. PRICE of Texas 
was allowed to proceed for 2 additional 
minutes.) 

I would like to see the space program 
move forward, but what I would like to 
have clarified is the experiments that you 
indicated. Which one of those is involved 
in Apollo 15, which I do support the 
launch being carried out on, and those of 
Apollo 16. The listing I have shows prac­
tically all of the same experiments on 
15 and 16, and it is not until you get to 
Apollo No. 17 that they start talking 
about sounding the signals which are 
bounced off the moon's surface. So I am 
wondering if that can be clarified also. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE of Texas. Yes, I yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Many 
of the experiments are of the same type, 
but the answer is that the moon is one­
sixth of the size of the earth. If you 
pick up the elephant's tail, that is not 
the elephant. We have to study the moon 
in great depth. 

The second point is that we have had 
so many promising leads on the core ma­
terial of the moon. The core is the sub­
stance which has been drilled out of 
the moon's surface. When this material 
comes in contact with staphylococcus 
germs, which are the greatest killers on 
earth, the material has a strong anti­
biotic effect. We may be able in the fu­
ture to stop a great deal of our bacteria 
growth here on earth through the use 
of antibiotics from the moon. This dis­
covery is indicative of many of the things 
we are learning. The question then is if 
we cut Apollo's 16 and 17, as the propo­
nents' amendment ·says, we have no 
back-up whatsoever for Apollo 15. We 
would have eliminated all further Apollo 
flights. 

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

Mr. PRICE of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. FREY. I want to associate myself 
with the remarks of the gentleman, and 
also point out several additional things. 
To begin with, we have a gap in our 
manned space flight program of 4 to 8 
years. If we were to cancel Apollo's 16 
and 17, we would be virtually eliminating 

our manned space program. The cost of 
ever starting up again would be phe­
nomenal. 

Second, the gentleman from New York 
said he was very much interested in the 
Skylab program. Some of the money he 
proposes to cut is directed toward the 
Skylab program and to keep the team 
intact. If you cut this money, we will be 
at the point where we will be canceling 
Skylab. I know you do not want to do 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has expired. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. PRICE of 
Texas was allowed to proceed for 2 ad­
ditional minutes.) 

Mr. PRICE of Texas. I yield further 
to the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. FREY. I would like to make one 
last point. The gentleman from New 
York is talking about storing equipment. 
This is possible, and we have looked 
into the cost. The storage costs are con­
siderable when you talk of storing this 
kind of equipment. 

It also costs a great deal to put it into 
storage and then to remove it from stor­
age at some future time, so we are not 
saving much money by this proposal. 

But what concerns me is not so much 
the matter of storage of mechanical ve­
hicles. I am concemed about the people 
involved, the human resources. We have 
a space program which has been cut 
from 440,000 down to 144,000 people. 
These people are being stretched to the 
breaking point and in my area in Florida 
I know there are personnel problems, 
morale problems. If we keep stretching it 
out, I feel we will be jeopardizing the 
well-being of the entire space program 
as well as the very lives of our astro­
nauts. I therefore vehemently oppose this 
amendment. 

Mr. PRICE of Texas. Mr. Chairman. 
finally I would like to state that all the 
flight hardware has been developed and 
built and is essentially ready to launch. 
If we stop this program now, we will save 
at most $75 to $100 million, but you will 
have $1 billion worth of hardware and 
human resources which will have been 
scrapped. 

Mr. KARTH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to this amendment for sev­
eral reasons. First of all, let me say, I 
think the answer to the gentleman's in­
quiry about the similaTity of experi­
ments should be to indicate that the 
similarity of experiments are proposed 
by NASA on purpose and not by accident. 
The reason for that, of course, is be­
cause Apollo 15, 16, and 17 will be land­
ing at different locations. It is impor­
tant to conduct some identical experi­
ments in different locations on the sur­
face to see whether you get the same 
identical results or get a different result. 
That is why the intended purpose is not 
valid. It is extremely important that 
some identical experiments are, in fact, 
carried on two of the three remaining 
flights. 

Now, let me say, Mr. Chairman, in 
addition to that, I think it is fashionable 
today to try to find some place to cut the 
budget and be able to go back home and 
say that you have saved some of the hard 
eamed taxpayers' dollars. I think this is 
particularly true because the space pro-
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gram is the least well understood pro­
gram by the public and it is therefore, 
a favorite target. 

It is also true, and I agree with my col­
leagues from New York who say that we 
need more housing, that we need more 
hospitals, that we need efficient mass 
transportation systems, that we need 
more efficient pollution control systems 
and devices and more adequate health 
care, and probably a lot more. However, 
I want to say this, we will never get those 
things by cutting the heart out of thiS 
Nation's primary scientific and tech­
nological advancement program. In fact, 
if you want to guarantee that you will 
never have those things, you just cut out 
the scientific and technological pro­
grams and in my judgment at least-and 
I think most professionals agree with 
it-the most significant of these is the 
space program. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I think our col­
leagues ought to understand well that 
there has never been a nation in the his­
tory of human life, to my knowledge at 
least that has educated its young, fed, 
hous~d, and clothed its people unless it 
has spent a lot of money on scientific and 
technological advancement. 

I have found that the two are insepa­
rable; that is, economic development on 
the one hand and scientific and tech­
nological development on the other. You 
cannot have one without having a great 
deal of the other also. 

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

Mr. KARTH. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. PEYSER. One point I want to 
make is the fact that we simply are not 
trying to save the taxpayers much on 
this by picking on the space program. 
What I am trying to do is to remove 
money from this program, $300 million, 
out of a recommended authorization of 
$3,400 million. I am trying to bring that 
money back into another area, with $300 
million still left in the Apollo program 
which is sufficient to continue the carry­
over of the personnel involved. 

Mr. KARTH. I appreciate the sincer­
ity of the gentleman's statement, but I 
do not agree with the gentleman. First 
of all. the gentleman's arithmetic is 
wrong. 'l"he gentleman has indicated his 
support of the so-called Skylab program, 
but about $150 million of his amendment 
would have to come from the Skylab 
program. The best estimates I have and 
our studies in the committee have in­
dicated, that the cost associated with 
completing flights 16 and 17 is about $150 
million. The other $150 million contained 
in the gentleman's amendment has to 
come out of the Skylab program that 
he indicates he supports. I do not sav it 
would do irreparable harm to the Sky-
lab program, but it would have a seri­
ous adverse effect on it. 

Mr. PEYSER. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield further, I might say 
that it is not out of the Skylab program. 

Mr KARTH. I want to assure the gen­
tleman from New York that my informa­
tion comes from the studies of the com­
mittee and by the agency itself and it is 
estimated that $150 million is required to 
complete Apollo 16 and 17. If your 

amendment would delete $300 million, 
then $150 million will have to come out 
of the Sky lab program. 

Mr. Chairman, let me conclude by stat­
ing that this program is the heart and 
soul, if you will, of your Nation's space 
program. There have been many nations 
in the world, including countries on the 
African, the Asiatic and the South Amer­
ican Continents where they have done 
little or no scientific and technological 
advancement. 

As a result, 80 percent of their people 
are ill housed. 

Not only do they not have mass trans­
portation, they have little if any trans­
portation at all. 

While 95 percent of our people are 
literate, 95 percent of theirs are not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Minnesota has expired. 

<By unanimous consent, Mr. KARTH 
was allowed to proceed for 1 additional 
minute.) 

Mr. KARTH. While 85 or 90 percent 
of our people have a reasonable and ac­
ceptable diet, 85 or 90 percent of their 
people have not. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I am saying let us 
not destroy the goose that laid the golden 
egg. Let us not cut off our noses to spite 
our face. 

This is a very important program. It 
is the heart and the guts and the .soul, 
if I may use that expression, of this 
country's scientific and technological ad­
vancement. Mr. Chairman, I recommend 
that the amendment be defeated. 

Mr. SEIDERLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words, and I rise in o'pposition to the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to commend the 
gentleman from New York <Mr. PEYSER) 
for raising a very important question, 
and for making a very valuable sug­
gestion. I think the concept, for the 
future, of making our manned space 
program part of an international pro­
gram, is a very, very worthwhile sug­
gestion, but I think that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York 
is ill timed, and that the gentleman has 
chosen the wrong target. You cannot 
solve this problem of priorities with a 
shotgun. You need a rifle. 

The chairman of the Science and 
Astronautics Committee would un­
doubtedly testify that no one has been 
more vociferous than I have, as a mem­
ber of the committee, on the question 
of priorities, and the question of whether, 
in the light of our grave national prob­
lems, we can afford to spend money on 
some of the programs that are in this 
budget. 

But I support the budget as reported 
out by the committee. It was a unan­
imous report. I still have some grave 
misgivings on certain proposals adopted: 
Whether as a matter of priority, for ex­
ample, we should spend up to almost $1 
billion in making an exploration of the 
outer planets. But we made a very serious 
and a very thorough examination of this. 
We had a very thorough discussion of it. 
I think that the committee is generally 
satisfied that we are on the right track. 
However, I think we certainly should 
scrutinize this program and one or two 
others very carefully again next year. 

I am also very well aware of the prob­
lems of the cities. I have made changing 
our national priorities one of my prin­
cipal concerns in Congress. And of course 
I sympathize with the feelings of the 
gentleman from Iowa. I voted against the 
SST as a matter of priorities. But if we 
are going to move ahead, and if we are 
going to have a manned space program 
and a skylab, this amendment is not 
going to save any money at all. It is 
going to cost more money in the end. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York <Mr. PEYSER) even 
though I share the gentleman's concern 
about changing our priorities, and about 
promoting an international manned 
space program. 

Mr. BlAGG!. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. PEY­
SER) which would cut $300 million from 
the appropriations for the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration. 

I as much as anyone enjoy the thrill 
every American feels when we send men 
out into space to explore its unknown 
wonders. Space exploration certainly has 
its place in our research endeavors. How­
ever, I do not enjoy seeing the faltering 
transportation systems we have here on 
earth. Nor do I enjoy seeing little chil­
dren destroy their lives through heroin 
addiction. 

Over 10 years ago, President Kennedy 
announced a national commitment to put 
a man on the moon. The money was al­
located and the goal sought was won. 
President Nixon too has announced na­
tional goals ranging from the conquest 
of cancer to improving the quality of life 
in America. Just 2 days ago on national 
television he announced another goal­
a commitment to erradicate the drug 
abuse epidemic in our land. 

How, I ask you, Mr. Chairman, can 
the President expect to accomplish these 
goals if he does not allocate our scarce 
tax dollars to pay for them? It is there­
fore up to us here in Congress to cut 
the fat from those programs whose use­
fulness is less in light of the !leeds of 
other more urgent programs. 

This amendment will not kill the space 
program. It will merely slow it dcwn to a 
more reasoned pace consistent with our 
national priorities. It will postpone Apol­
lo 16 and 17 so that the ~unds allocated 
can be used for improving our mass 
transit systems or setting up a drug ad­
dict rehabilitation program of curing 
cancer. 

These goals are important-far more 
important than our space exploration 
effort at this time. Our cities are choked 
with gas fumes and too many cars, be­
cause we have not developed a viable 
mass transit system both within and be­
tween urban centers. Our children are 
turning on with drugs in ever increasing 
numbers, because we do not have the 
money to set up education and rehabili­
tation programs. And cancer continues 
to take its toll in lives every day, un­
abated by a cure that is only a few mil­
lion dollars away. 

I sincerely hope that the majority of 
my colleagues will vote in favor of this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
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the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. PEYSER). 

The question was taken, and the Chair­
man announced that the noes appeared 
to have it. 

Mr. PEYSER. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 
So the amendment was rejected. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. ABZUG 

Mrs. ABZUG. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mrs. ABzua: On 

page 1, line 8, strike "$745,275,000" and in­
sert "$620,275,000." 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, did the previous amendment 
deal with any portion of this money? 

The previous amendment set the over­
all amount. Is any portion of the money 
covered by this amendment? 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair will state 
in response to the parliamentary inquiry 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
the previous amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. PEYSER), 
upon which the committee just voted, 
and which was rejected, referred to line 
7 of page 1. The amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
ABzuG) refers to line 8 on page 1, "Space 
:flight operations." 

Mrs. ABZUG. It is only as to line 8, 
page 1; that is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of­
fered by the gentlewoman from New 
York <Mrs. AszuG) applies only to line 
8 of page 1. 

Mrs. ABZUG. Mr. Chairman, I agree 
with the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
PEYSER) that the NASA authorization 
bill represents much that is wrong with 
this country and epitomizes the faulty 
system of priorities that is tearing this 
country apart. 

We will be voting on a $3 Y:z billion bill 
for space programs which is $162 mil­
lion more than even the administration 
requested. There is included in this pack­
age authorization $745 million for space 
flight operations, consisting of a space 
shuttle system and a sky station. 

The $125 million expenditure for the 
space shuttle system cannot be justified 
on economic grounds. Furthermore, the 
whole argument and discussion of the 
committee here today indicates that the 
committee is moving in the direction of 
phasing out the manned space program. 

For what is a space shuttle program 
but a vehicle by which to increase ex­
travagant manned space programs. 

I find it very interesting, listening to 
the arguments by the various members of 
the committee, but it is really ludicrous 
to suggest that because one quarrels with 
the nature of the space program and the 
allocation of our funds that we are not in 
favor of scientific and technological de­
velopment. 

I would like to see a great deal of our 
money and energy utilized to find a sci­
entific and technological way to wipe out 
disease, provide better shelter, eliminate 
hunger, a~d educate our young. On April 

7, we decided that $728 million was too 
large an investment to ma.ke to insure 
the proper educational development of 
our Nation's young. How can we today, in 
good conscience, authorize $745 million 
for an extravagant and apparently eco­
nomically impractical space project? 

Apparently, the Rand Corp. report 
indicated that the shuttle will only be 
cost effective if we fund a very expanded 
space program. Today, we are only ask­
ing for $125 million. The Rand Corp. 
and others have estimated that the pro­
gram will cost a minimum of $12 billion 
as a starter, and if we fund the more ex­
travagant program we must be prepared 
to commit at least $75 billion. 

I think the Congress should oppose this 
bill before we find ourselves in the same 
position we found ourselves in on the 
production of the SST and the same posi­
tion we found ourselves in on the Apollo 
:flights which has been discussed. 

It seems to me that one issue here that 
has not been made clear by the commit­
tee, which is about to commit this Con­
gress and the people of this country to 
tremendous billions of dollars of expendi­
tures is-why should we want to spend 
money for a shuttle system when we are 
talking about lowering the effort for 
manned space activities? 

There is no question about the fact 
that this country through the program 
being funded here today will go on to 
make progress with respect to space and 
the utilization of light weight instru­
mental flights without man. I am not 
addressing myself to that subject because 
we do not need a shuttle system for that. 
A shuttle system should only be consid­
ered for a situation in which you visual­
ize heavy traffic and a heavy payload but 
the costs of utilizing existing manned 
launch for this purpose would be prohib­
itive. 

I object to much in this space program. 
But I have tried very hard to listen to 
the argumentation presented by those 
on the committee for the last several 
hours to see if there can be any justifi­
cation whatsoever for our making an­
other extravagant expenditure of billions 
of dollars in the space shuttle. 

As a matter of fact, you have argued, 
I think, effectively against the inclu­
sion of the space shuttle. 

I am not only addressing myself to the 
$125 million but to the billions of dollars 
that are going to come after this when 
you all holler, "It is too late, we have 
already put the money in and we might 
as well go on with it." 

Mr. Chairman, I would urge all the 
Members of the Congress to vote to delete 
this expenditure of the $125 million and 
to support the amendment that I have 
offered. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Rand Corp., which the gentle­
woman mentioned, is in my district at 
Santa Monica. I can say right here that 
the Rand Corp. report is not official. The 
facts in that report are not agreed to by 
NASA; they are not agreed to by the Air 
Force. The general report to which she 
has referred is an independent report 
made by individuals in Rand, but it is 
not accepted as authentic or reliable. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong support 
of the space shuttle. 

As I pointed out earlier today, the 
maintenance of an orderly program in 
space is vital to our Nation's present and 
future interests. 

And if we are to continue in space, a 
less costly launch system is essential. 

We must replace the present "Throw 
the can away" type of expendable chemi­
cal boosters with a reusable transporta­
tion vehicle. 

The shuttle will not be another space­
craft. 

It will be a space transporter. 
We are embarking into the age of space 

transportation. 
The shuttle will itself carry spacecraft 

and men into orbit, returning to earth 
for another payload. 

This reusable feature will allow a ten­
fold reduction in payload launch costs. 
from $1,000 per pound to $100. 

Other cost savings will result from the 
ability to repair or retrieve orbiting satel­
lites-instead of sacrificing an entire 
mission simply because of a minor de­
fect. 

The long leadtime required for devel­
opment of the shuttle demands that we 
begin now. 

We cannot afford to wake up a decade 
hence facing the reality of an obsolete 
and overly expensive space capability. 

We cannot afford to lose the returns 
on our space investments whose value 
here on earth will be immeasurable. 

And we cannot afford the risk of being 
second rate, in an ever smaller world-a 
world containing other nations which 
would surely achieve by our default an 
overwhelming superiority in space. 

If we fail to approve the shuttle now. 
a future change of heart would be an 
empty gesture. 

We would have lost our opportunity. 
To cripple the space program now, to 

discard the chance to reap the benefits 
of space technology would be tragically 
shortsighted. 

To ignore the very real military poten­
tial would be disastrous. 

Mr. Chairman, the space shuttle is a 
necessary program. 

It is a cost effective program. 
I urge that it be approved by my col­

leagues. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentle­
woman from New York (Mrs. AszuG). 

The amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules, the 

Committee rises. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the Chair, 
Mr. WRIGHT, Chairman of the Commit­
tee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union, reported that that Commit­
tee, having had under consideration the 
bill (H.R. 7109) to authorize appropria­
tions to the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration for research and 
development, construction of facilities, 
and research and program management, 
and for other purposes, pursuant to 
House Resolution 438, he reportea the 
bill back to the House with an amend-
ment adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole. 

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

The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 
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the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

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. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap­
peared to have it. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I object 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 Sergeant at Arms will notify ab­
sent Members, and the Clerk will call 
the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were--yeas 303, nays 64, not voting 66, 
as follows: 

Abbitt 
Adams 
Addabbo 
Alexander 
Anderson, 

Calif. 
Andrews, Ala. 
Andrews, 

N.Dak. 
Archer 
Arends 
Ashley 
Aspinall 
Baker 
Baring 
Barrett 
Begich 
Belcher 
Bell 
Bennett 
Bergland 
Betts 
Bevill 
Biaggi 
Biester 
Blackburn 
Blanton 
Blatnik 
Boland 
Bolling 
Bow 
Brademas 
Brasco 
Brinkley 
Brooks 
Broomfield 
Brotzman 
Brown, Mich. 
Brown, Ohio 
Broyhill, Va. 
Buchanan 
Burke, Fla. 
Burke, Mass. 
Burton 
Byrne, Pa. 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Byron 
Cabell 
Caffery 
Camp 
Carter 
Casey, Tex. 
Cederberg 
C~ller 
Chamberlain 
Chappell 
Clausen, 

Don H. 
Cleveland 
Collins, Tex. 
Colmer 
Conable 
Conte 
Corman 
Cotter 
Coughlin 
Crane 
Daniel, Va. 
Daniels, N.J. 
Danielson 
Davis, Ga. 
Davis, S.C. 
Davis, Wis. 

[Roll No. 117) 

YEAs-303 
de la Garza Howard 
Delaney Hull 
Denholm Hunt 
Dennis Jacobs 
Derwinski Johnson, Calif. 
Dickinson Johnson, Pa. 
Dingell Jones, Ala. 
Donohue Jones, N.C. 
Dorn Jones, Tenn. 
Dowdy Karth 
Downing Kastenmeier 
Drinan Kazen 
Duncan Keating 
duPont Kee 
Eckhardt King 
Edmondson Kl uczynski 
Edwards, Ala. Kuykendall 
Edwards, Calif. Kyros 
Esch Landrum 
Eshleman Lent 
Evans, Colo. Link 
Fascell Lloyd 
Fish Long, Md. 
Fisher Lujan 
Flood McCloskey 
Foley McClure 
Ford, Gerald R. McCormack 
Ford, McEwen 

William D. McFall 
Forsythe McKay 
Fountain McKevitt 
Frey McKinney 
Fulton, Pa. Macdonald, 
Fulton, Tenn. Mass. 
Fuqua Madden 
Galifianakis Mailliard 
Garmatz Mann 
Gaydos Martin 
Gettys Mathias, Calif. 
Gibbons Matsunaga 
G onzalez Meeds 
Grasso Michel 
Gray Miller. Calif. 
Greon, Oreg. Mills, Ark. 
Griffin Mills, Md. 
Griffiths Minshall 
Grover Montgomery 
Gubser Moorhead 
Gude Morgan 
Hagan Morse 
Haley Mosher 
Hall Moss 
Hamilton Murphy, Til. 
Hammer- Murphy, N.Y. 

schmidt Natcher 
Hanley Nedzi 
Hansen, Idaho Nichols 
Hansen. Wash. O'Hara 
Harrington O'Neill 
Earsha Patten 
Hastings Pelly 
Hathaway Pepper 
Hawkins Perkins 
Hechler, W.Va. Pettis 
Heckler, Mass. Peyser 
Rclstoski Pickle 
Hicks, Mass. Pike 
Hicks, Wash. Pirnie 
Hillis Poage 
Hogan Podell 
Holifield Poff 
Horton Powell 
Hosmer Preyer, N.C. 

Price, Ill. 
Price, Tex. 
Pryor, Ark. 
Pucinski 
Quie 
Rangel 
Rarick 
Rees 
Reid, Ill. 
Reid, N.Y. 
Reuss 
Rhodes 
Roberts 
Robinson, Va. 
Robison, N.Y. 
Rodino 
Roe 
Rogers 
Roncalio 
Rooney, Pa. 
Rostenkowski 
Roush 
Rousselot 
Roybal 
StGermain 
Sandman 
Sarbanes 
Satterfield 
Scherle 
Scheuer 
Schmitz 

Abernethy 
Abourezk 
Abzug 
Asp in 
Badillo 
Bingham 
Broyhill, N.C. 
Burlison, Mo. 
Carey, N.Y. 
Chisholm 
Clancy 
Clay 
Collier 
Dell en back 
Dellums 
Dow 
Eilberg 
Findley 
Fraser 
Frenzel 
Goodling 
Green, Pa. 

Schwengel Van Deerlin 
Scott Vander Jagt 
Sebelius Vanik 
Seiberling Veysey 
Shriver Vigorito 
Sisk Waggonner 
Smith, Calif. Wampler 
Smith, Iowa Ware 
Smith, N.Y. Watts 
Springer Whalley 
Stafford White 
Stanton, Whitten 

James V. Widnall 
Steed Wiggins 
Steele Williams 
Steiger, Ariz. Wilson, Bob 
Steiger, Wis. Wilson, 
Stephens Charles H. 
Stubblefield Winn 
Sullivan Wolff 
Talcott Wright 
Taylor Wydler 
Teague, Calif. Wylie 
Terry Wyman 
Thompson, Ga. Yates 
Thompson, N.J. Yatron 
Thomson, Wis. Young, Fla. 
Thone Young, Tex. 
Tiernan Zablocki 
Udall Zion 
Ullman 

NAYB-64 
Gross 
Halpern 
Henderson 
Hungate 
Hutchinson 
Jonas 
Keith 
Koch 
Kyl 
Landgrebe 
Latta 
Lennon 
McCollister 
Mayne 
Mazzoli 
Melcher 
Mikva 
Miller, Ohio 
Minish 
Mitchell 
Mizell 
Mollohan 

Myers 
Nelsen 
Nix 
Obey 
O'Konski 
Railsback 
Randall 
Riegle 
Rosenthal 
Roy 
Ruth 
Ryan 
Saylor 
Schnee bell 
Skubitz 
Slack 
Snyder 
Stokes 
Wyatt 
Zwach 

NOT VOTING-66 

Anderson, Til. 
Anderson, 

Tenn. 
Annunzio 
Ashbrook 
Boggs 
Bray 
Burleson, Tex. 
Carney 
Clark 
Clawson, Del 
Collins, Dl. 
Conyers 
Culver 
Dent 
Devine 
Diggs 
Dulski 
Dwyer 
Edwards, La. 
Erlenborn 
Evins, Tenn. 
Flowers 

Flynt 
Frel inghuysen 
Gallagher 
Giaimo 
Goldwater 
Hanna 
Harvey 
Hays 

-Hebert 
I chord 
Jarman 
Kemp 
Leggett 
Long, La. 
McClory 
McCulloch 
McDade 
McDonald, 

Mich. 
McMillan 
Mahon 
Mathis, Ga. 
Metcalfe 

Mink 
Monagan 
Passman 
Patman 
Purcell 
Quillen 
Rooney, N.Y. 
Runnels 
Ruppe 
Shipley 
Shoup 
Sikes 
Spence 
Staggers 
Stanton, 

J. William 
Stratton 
Stuckey 
Symington 
Teague, Tex. 
Waldie 
Whalen 
Whitehurst 

So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mrs. Dwyer for, with Mr. McDonald against. 
Mr. Goldwater for, with Mr. Shoup a.ga.lnst. 
Mr. Annunzio for, with Mr. Conyers 

against. 
Mr. Ha.ys for, with Mr. Quillen against. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Boggs with Mr. Anderson of llllnois. 
Mr. Teague of Texas with Mr. McClory. 
Mr. Dent with Mr. Frelinghuysen. 
Mr. Rooney of New York with Mr. Kemp. 
Mr. Evins of Tennessee with Mr. Harvey. 
Mr. Giaimo with Mr. J. William Stanton. 
Mr. Monagan with Mr. McDade. 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Del Clawson. 
Mr. Leggett with Mr. Diggs. 

Mr. Stratton with Mr. Devine. 
Mr. Sikes with 'Mr. Bray. 
Mr. Shipley with Mr. Erlenborn. 
Mr. Anderson of Tennessee with Mr. 

Whalen. 
Mr. Burleson of Texas with Mr. White-

hurst. 
Mr. Clark with Mr. Ruppe. 
Mr. Culver with Mr. Spence. 
Mr. Mathis of Georgia with Mr. Ashbrook. 
Mr. Purcell with Mr. !chord. 
Mr. Flynt with Mr. Edwards of Louisiana. 
Mr. Dulski with Mr. Flower. 
Mr. Runnels with Mr. Patman. 
Mr. Passman with Mr. Mahon. 
Mr. McMillan with Mr. Stuckey. 
Mr. Symington with Mr. Collins of Illinois. 
Mr. Hanna. with Mr. Metcalfe. 
Mr. Staggers with Mr. Gallagher. 
Mr. Long of Louisiana with Mrs. Mink. 
Mr. Waldie with Mr. Carney. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MilLER of California. Mr. Speak­

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days in 
which to extend their remarks in the 
RECORD in connection with the bill just 
passed. 

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

There was no objection. 

ELECTION TO COMMITI'EE ON SCI­
ENCE AND ASTRONAUTICS 

Mr. Mll..LS of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, 
I offer a privileged resolution <H. Res. 
461) and ask for its immediate consider­
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution as fol­
lows: 

H. REs. 461 
Resolved, That Mendel J. Davis, of South 

Carolina, be, and he is hereby, elected a 
member of the standing committee of the 
House of Representatives on Science and 
Astronautics. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

ADJOURNMENT TO 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan­
imous consent that when the House ad­
journs today it adjourn to meet at 10 
o'clock tomorrow morning. 

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

There was no objection. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

<Mr. GERALD R. FORD asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.> 

Mr. GERALD R. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
I take this time to ask the distinguished 
majority whip the program for the rest 
of today, if any, and the program for 
tomorrow. 

Mr. O'NEILL: Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 
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Mr. GERALD R. FORD. I yield to the 

gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. O'NEILL. With the conclusion of 

consideration of the biLl just passed, that 
ends the legislation for today. At the 
request of the chairman H.R. 7960 will 
put over until Monday next. 

For Friday there is scheduled to be 
considered the legislative branch appro­
priation bill for fiscal year 1972. That 
will complete the week. 

Mr. GERALD R. FORD. As I under­
stand it, that is the only bill up tomor­
row, and we expect to move on it with 
dispatch? 

Mr. O'NEILL. The gentleman is cor­
rect. 

Mr. MILLS of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GERALD R. FORD. I yield to the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. MILLS of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, 
I take this opportunity to advise the 
membership that if the Committee on 
Rules hears us next week and grants 
the rule which we will ask on H.R. 1, 
which is the welfare and social security 
amendments of 1971-after consultation 
with the Speaker, the majority leader, 
the gentleman from Michigan <Mr. 
GERALD R. FORD), and the gentleman, 
and others-we hope to bring that bill to 
the House fioor on Wednesday, June 16, 
and to complete debate and considera­
tion of the bill for final passage on June 
17, which will be Thursday. 

I make this announcement because 
many Members have asked me about it. 

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

Mr. GERALD R. FORD. I yield to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. Apparently that means 
the gentleman is going to seek another 
closed rule on the bill and conclude the 
debate on it in one day, or something 
like that? 

Mr. MILLS of Arkansas. There will be 
2 days of debate. 

Mr. GROSS. Two days of debate, and 
then you vote it up or down. 

Mr. MILLS of Arkansas. Well, the bill 
amends every title of the Social Security 
Act in some form, I think. It amends the 
Internal Revenue Code, so that amend­
ments to both the Social Security Act 
and the Internal Revenue Code would, 
under an open rule, be germane. 

Mr. GROSS. Would that be bad if 
there were some amendments to it? 

Mr. MILLS of Arkansas. I am sure my 
friend would agree with me that he would 
want to pass the bill before the 4th of 
July. 

Mr. GROSS. I do not know why, 

PROBLEM OF DRUG ADDICTION 
AMONG MILITARY SERVICEMEN 
(Mr. WRIGHT asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, in his 
press conference TUesday night, Presi­
dent Nixon spoke at some length on the 
problem of drug addiction, particularly 
as it is reaching epidemic proportions 
among nilitary servicemen. 

The President referred to this menace 

as a "problem of the highest priority" 
and promised to "give it the highest 
priority attention at all levels." He called 
for a "national offensive" including a 
"program of treating the addicts." 

The President reported that he would 
be meeting today with the Secretary of 
Defense, the three service Secretaries, 
and the three heads of the armed serv­
ices to discuss Federal activities in this 
regard. 

Surely an excellent place to start in 
providing meaningful treatment for the 
pitiful victims of narcotics, many of 
them returning to civilian life from the 
armed services, would be to expand the 
Fort Worth Public Health Service Hos­
pital and open its facilities and its treat­
ment for use by the Veterans' Adminis­
tration in treating veterans who have 
become hooked on hard drugs. Surely the 
country owes these men a chance to be 
rehabilitated. 

As the gentleman from Florida <Mr. 
RoGERS) and I have pointed out several 
times on the House fioor, the Fort Worth 
facility is the only such institution with 
a capacity for this type of treatment 
which the Public Health Service operates 
anywhere west of the Mississippi. It is 
one of only two in the United States. 

The idea of developing a broad net­
work of locally based community clinics 
to treat this horrible addiction is still 
only an idea. As we have heretofore doc­
umented, the community-based clinics 
do not exist. The need is now. It is ur­
gent and it is growing. 

In face of the enormity of this prob­
lem, and in light of the President's own 
words, it would seem both cruelly ironic 
and hypocritical to close out this facility 
at this time, as recommended earlier by 
the Public Health Service. 

If we are to translate words into deeds, 
we need not only this full facility and 
it expanded, but several more of its type 
throughout the country. 

NEW AMERICAN POLICY FOR 
VIETNAM 

<Mr. HANLEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re­
marks and include extraneous matter.) 

Mr. HANLEY. Mr. Speaker, in the fall 
of 1969, President Nixon outlined a new 
American policy for Vietnam. It involved 
the withdrawal of American troops on 
a gradual basis, the strengthening of the 
armed forces of South Vietnam, and a 
renewed effort to negotiate an end to the 
war. 

In a speech on the fioor of the House 
on November 24, 1969, I indicated my 
support for the President's policy. At that 
time, I said: 

The President's pollcy of disengagement, 
of reduction in the American presence, is 
designed precisely to permit the South Viet­
namese people to take their destiny into their 
own hands. It should be clear to everyone 
that our policy has changed and we are on 
the road to withdrawal. Certainly, the leaders 
of South Vietnam, and those who aspire to 
that leadership, realize that the days of de­
pendence on and subservience to the Amer­
icans are coming to an end. 

On December 1, 1969, I participated in 
the debate on a hastily drawn resolution, 

reported by the Foreign Affairs Commit­
tee without any hearings and brought to 
the fioor under a closed rule which pre­
vented amendments. The language of the 
resolution was vague, and I felt it was 
necessary to explain my vote. I said: 

I feel that the central consideration in 
the President's program is his intention to 
withdraw American troops in an orderly and 
gradual manner and to turn the war and 
the future of Vietnam back into the hands 
of the Vietnamese people. This is not even 
mentioned in this Resolution pending before 
us today. It should be the central theme so 
that no one can mistake our understanding 
of U.S. policy. The President has stated that 
he is taking America out of the war in Viet­
nam, and this is the policy I endorse. It is 
regrettable that it is not clearly expressed in 
the Resolution. 

Also the Resolution should not be inter­
preted as advance approval for future deci­
sions on Vietnam. In all probabllity, I will 
be voting to approve the Resolution on final 
passage, and I do not want my vote inter­
preted as anything but support for the an­
nounced intention of the U.S. to conducrt; an 
orderly withdrawal from Vietn81In. Only if 
future decisions implement this policy can 
House Resolution 613 be considered as an 
endorsement of those decisions. 

During a Hous'e speech on June 17, 
1970, in which I discussed my thoughts 
on the spring invasion of Cambodia, I 
again repeated my support for the policy 
of gradual withdrawal of American 
troops. At that time, I raised a question 
about the Cambodian invasion. I said: 

I am concerned that the invasion of 
Cambodia. may mean that the U.S. is now 
basing its decisions in pursuit of this policy 
on the events taking place in Ca.mbodla., and 
not on the degree of progress in South Viet­
nam itself. I hope that this is not the case. 

Since the initial invasion of Cambodia 
in the spring of 1970, the armed forces 
of South Vietnam have participated in 
several military operations within Cam­
bodia against Communist forces threat­
ening the Government of Cambodia. 
Most recently, units of the South Viet­
namese army engaged in an extensive, 
but short-lived operation in Laos against 
the major staging areas along the Ho Chi 
Minh Trail. 

I wrote a letter to Secretary Laird on 
March 9, 1971, raising a number of ques­
tions about these South Vietnamese op­
erations and their relationship to what 
I believe to be the policy of U.S. with­
drawal from the war. The Defense 
Department responded by saying that: 

The principal purpose of the activities was 
to impede the infiltration of Communist 
weapons and ammunition to South Vietnam. 

The Department further informed me 
that: 

The rate of U.S. troop withdrawals from 
Vietnam is a. function of several factors. 
Paramount among these is the possibility of 
success a.t the Peace Talks in Paris. If prog­
ress is not possible there, the influencing 
factors become North Vietnamese and Viet 
Cong intentions and capabilities, the devel­
opment of technical capabilities in the 
ARVN, and the concurrent improvement of 
ARVN leadership a.t all levels. 

I had felt all along, since the fall of 
1969, that the withdrawal of American 
forces from Vietnam was an irreversible 
process. I felt that the United States 
was going to withdraw its troops and 
wind down our participation in the war. 



17900 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE June 3, 1971 

While I realized that we were going to do 
this on a gradual basis, I also believed 
that it would be irreversible and would 
culminate eventually in total withdrawal 
and total disengagement. 

Recent statements by the President, 
and the remarks of the Defense Depart­
ment quoted above, now cast serious 
doubts on these beliefs of mine. 

Before proceeding further with this 
line of thought, I want to point out my 
support for the actions the President has 
taken up to the present time. I believe 
that the speed and the scale of U.S. with­
drawal from Vietnam are commendable. 
When Mr. Nixon assumed office, there 
were 550,000 men in Vietnam. This fig­
ure has been cut roughly in half since 
that time. 

During 1968, combat deaths of Ameri­
cans averaged 278 each week. During 
1969, the average dropped to 180. In 1970, 
the average dropped even further to 80. 
Weekly American deaths in Vietnam 
continue to decline, and this fact is a 
measure of the U.S. disengagement from 
the war. It is also an indication that the 
armed forces of South Vietnam are 
shouldering more and .more of the bur­
den of the fighting. 

For these reasons, I think it important 
to reaffirm, lest anyone misunderstand 
my intentions, that the President has 
done a good job in implementing the 
policy of gradual withdrawal from South 
Vietnam. 

Praising the President for the steps he 
has taken does not make the doubts go 
away that this praiseworthy process is 
not really irreversible. I think the Presi­
dent has to make this clear. I believe that 
he must tell the American people that 
the war, as far as we are concerned, is 
going to be over at this or that point. And 
then, I think he has to stick to it. 

At this point, Mr. Speaker, before con­
cluding, I should like to include the text 
of a letter I have written to the President, 
respectfully outlining my views and mak­
ing some suggestions: 

The PRESIDENT, 
The White House, 
Washington, D.C. 

JuNE 2, 1971. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Respectfully, I want 
to share with you again my comments, ob­
servations, and suggestions regarding United 
States policy toward the war in Vietnam. 

Undoubtedly, you are aware of the Con­
gressional sentiment in favor of legislating 
a date for the end of U.S. participation in 
the war 1n Vietnam. At this time, I want to 
indicate to you my intention to oppose leg­
islation which would have Congress ending 
the war by cutting off appropriations to sup­
port it. I know that you would veto such a 
measure approved by Congress, and I believe 
that passage of the measure, combined with 
your veto, would only serve to more deeply 
divide, confuse and inflame the American 
people. 

I want you to know that I have supported 
your policy of gradual but irreversible with­
drawal and disengagement from the time 
you first announced it. I would be less than 
frank, however, if I did not bring to your 
personal attention my deep anxiety that lr­
reversibtlity may no longer be a key element 
in our withdrawal policy. My personal feel­
ing, respectfully submitted, is that disen­
gagement should be irreversible. 

In other words, I am urging you, as the 
Chief Executive and the Commander in 
Chief, to set a date for the withdrawal of 
all American forces from Indochina. 

With regard to the American prisoners, I 
agree with you that their release into our 
hands should be the onZy condition holding 
up the final departure of the Americans from 
military activities in Indochina. 

It is my thought that your public an­
nouncement of a withdrl!IWa.l date, or series 
of d'S.tes, would strengthen your hand at the 
peace table and would force the North Viet­
namese to actively discuss the prisoner issue. 
I would also think that you would make it 
clear that while the date has been an­
nounced, its implementation would depend 
on progress on the prisoner issue. 

Within the period of time between the 
date of announcement 'S.lld the withdrawal 
date, you could outline a series of other 
dates which would mark the extent Oi! prog­
ress on the prisoner issue, and perha.ps other 
feSJtures like a ceaseflre. 

I believe thalt if you set a date, the imple­
mentation of which is contingent on prog­
ress on the prisoner issue, you will be able 
to show the American people that you ir­
reversibly intend to end the war, and the 
ondy problem remaining is the refusal of 
North Vietnam to release American prison­
ers. I know, Mr. President, that the Ameri­
can people will support you to the fullest. 

We have served the interests of the South 
Vtietna.mese people and their governmeruts for 
a long time. We have s81Crifl.ced many lives, 
much treasure, and untold suffering. We have 
wrought havoc on some 40,000 m111tary per­
sonnel who have become addicted to drugs 1n 
Indochina. These 81Cts are stark testimony to 
the price we have paid, we have done our 
parrt;. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
comment on the fate of the South Viet­
namese people and their present gov­
ernment. In the beginning, we Americans 
justified our presence there on the basis 
that we were helping them defend them­
selves and to determine their own fu­
ture. We have been in Vietnam since 
1962. In 1969, the President announced 
that the end was coming. Enough lives 
have been lost, enough bodies have been 
maimed, enough treasure has been ex­
pended. Always and ultimately, it has 
rested with South Vietnam to say what 
would happen. Let them now say it, on 
their own, without American interfer­
ence and without American support. The 
time has come to end American partici­
pation in this war. If the other parties 
choose also to end their participation, 
this is much to be desired. If they choose 
to fight on, it is their business. It will 
have a sobering effect on the leadership 
of South Vietnam to realize that the end 
of American participation is really and 
irreversibly coming. 

My only concern now is that the Amer­
ican prisoners be returned safely, and the 
remaining troops and support personnel 
be returned safely. We have done our 
part. Let it end. 

ADEQUATE NUTRITION ACT OF 1971 
(Mrs. ABZUG asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re­
marks and include extraneous matter.) 

Mrs. ABZUG. Mr. Speaker, on April 
16, 1971, the Department of Agriculture 
issued revised regulations for the food 
stamp program. At that time I was 
shocked to learn that 350,000 of our Na­
tion's poor, now participating in the pro­
gram, will loose their eligibility. Further­
more, 1, 750,000 persons will see their 

benefits reduced-food stamps will cost 
significanty more for them. 

The consequences of these n:ew regula­
tions will be especially tragic in light of 
the depressed state or our economy. They 
come at a time when statistics indicate 
that we should be expanding the cover­
age and b:enefits of the program, rather 
than cutting them back. Later figures in­
dicate that the number of Americans 
with incomes below the OEO poverty 
level has increased 1.1 million to 5.7 mil­
lion persons in 1971. 

Moreover, these new food stamp reg­
ulations make a mockery of our supposed 
national commitment to eradicate wide­
spread and totally unnecessary hunger 
and malnutrition among our Nation's 
poor. Mr. Speaker, the total inadequacy 
of these proposed regulations has con­
vinced me of the need for a comprehen­
sive reform of the Food Stamp Act of 
1964. I am today ther:efore introducing 
the Adequate Nutrition Act of 1971. This 
legislation has already been introduced 
in the Senate by Mr. McGoVERN and I 
believe it will insure at long last that all 
Americans have the benefit of an ade­
quate diet. Several important items need 
to be mentioned with regard to this leg­
islation. First, thE:: proposed bill sets a 
firm date for finally eliminating hunger 
in this country July 1, 1972 second, it 
would provide an adequate and I stress 
the word "adequate" diet under the food 
stamp program. 

Most importantly, the new legislation 
would eliminate the redtape which is 
currently strangling the food stamp pro­
gram in this country. Finally it would 
also permit the elderly in our Nation to 
meet together at mealtime--which 
would be both a nutritional and social 
boon to the aged citizens in our country. 

I am appending to my remarks a state­
ment by Arthur Schiff, director of the 
New York City food stamp program 
which describes the imminent disaster 
which will befall hundreds of thousands 
of New York City residents if these pro­
posed regulations are allowed to stand. 
The administration and this Nation have 
a long way to go to live up to its promise 
to end poverty in America. We can begin 
to fulfill the true intent or our commit­
ment by giving this legislation our seri­
ous consideration. 

The statement follows: 
TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR SCHIFF 

It is unfortunate that the United States 
Department of Agriculture's new food stamp 
program regulations require me to appear to­
day to appeal for compassion and justice on 
behalf of New York City's poor people. 

In rapid succession New York City's wel­
fare poor have been dealt two staggering 
blows: First, by the State Legislature which 
cut welfare grants by ten percent (10%) to 
all AFDC and General Assistance cases caus­
ing the state for the first time to meet only 
90% of need. And now, second, by the USDA 
whose proposed tables on stamp purcha.se re­
quirements, bonus allocation and "national­
ization" of eligibility standards will increase 
the cost of food stamps for 292,227 Public 
Assistance cases and in addition reduce 
the stamp bonus for 239,016 of those cases. 

Let me say at the outset, the etiect of 
these proposed new tables following on the 
heels of the reduction in grants will be to 
decimate, and that is not too strong a word, 
the food stamp program in New York City. 

The Federal government was aware o! the 
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consequences of the new purchase require­
ment and bonus t81bles. These tables will re­
sult in a sharp reduction of the amount of 
Federal money needed to finance the food 
stamp program in New York City next year. 
The money will flow t o ot her parts of the Na­
tion and we will be left unable to fill the 
needs of mal-nourished people in New York 
City. We, of course, don 't begrudge more 
mon ey going to feed the hungry in ot her 
parts of the Nation. But we ask a simple 
question, why must it come out of the 
mouths of the children of New York City? 

I should add, I plead not only on behalf of 
New York, but of all those urban areas in 
the northeast and west whose food stamp 
programs are being cut back. We have not 
yet had time to analyze the impact of these 
changes in other areas, but they appear to 
be considerable. 

In the first six months of New York City's 
program (which began on September 1, 1970) 
more than two thirds of the Public Assist­
ance h ouseholds regularly purchased food 
stamps. More than 40,000 non-welfare house­
holds were enrolled in the program by the 
end of the six month period. When adjust­
ment is made for the first few months of the 
program when the special half price purchase 
to new participants was in effect, nearly 
six million dollars a month in bonus money 
was being paid out to participants. As of to­
day more than 850,000 persons from nearly 
300,000 households regularly benefit from the 
Food Stamp Program in New York City. 

The first setback to the food stamp pro­
gram will occur tomorrow when all AFDC and 
General Assist ance cases receive their first 
reduced Public Assistance checks. What had 
been cut by ten percent is the pre-added al­
lowance, which is the amount of money 
clients receive exclusive of rent. In the case 
of a family of four, the cut is from $231 a 

month to $208 a month; the difference being 
almost exactly the food stamp bonus they 
receive, $24 a month. Thus a program de­
signed to increase purchasing power for food 
is now used as a cover for reducing benefits. 
Families who never used food stamps must 
now use them to reach the dollar level they 
were at before the cuts. Famllies who did 
use food stamps suffer a definite loss of dol ­
lars with which to live and buy food. 

The United States Department of Agricul­
ture, helpfully and quickly recognized the 
affect of the grant reductions and author­
ized us to immediately implement a new 
st amp purchase table reflecting the decreased 
grants. The new table will , for example, re­
duce a Public Assistance four person fam­
ily's purchase requirement from $82 a month 
to $76 a month thereby increasing t he bonus 
from $24 to $30. This table will be imple­
mented by the middle of May. It certainly 
doesn't make up for the cuts, but it's a help­
ful step for which we are grateful. 

How ironic it is, that the table now pro­
posed by USDA for implementation in Sep­
t ember makes vast numbers of Public Assist­
ance clients not only worse off than they are 
with the ten percent cutback, but worse off 
than they were before the cut took place! 

Having had their grants reduced, Public 
Assistance clients will soon have to pay more 
to purchase food stamps and receive in re­
turn a smaller bonus. At $231 a month a 
Public Assistance family of four spent 35.5 % 
of it's allowance to buy stamps, and 40 % did 
not participate. At $208 a month with the 
cutback they will be forced to spend 36.5 % 
to buy stamps. How many will buy stamps? 

At $208 a month under the proposed ta­
bles, the 82 % of the clients with rent ~n ex­
cess of $83 will be spending 39.9 % or 42.8% 
or 45.7 % of their Public Assistance allow­
ances to buy stamps-and the topper is that 

Household 

Public 
assistance 
allowance 

Stamp 

1 PERSON (DAB) t 
Present program ___ __________________ • ______ • ___ ______ __ _____ _______ ------ - - --
Program 5/71 (State legislative cuts) __________________ __ ______________ ______ - -- - -
United States Department of Agriculture tables (9/71): 

Net income: 
$120_- ---------------------- - ------- -- - -- -- - ----------------------- - ­
$130_- ------------------------------------------ ------- - ------------ ­
$140_----- ----------------------------- ---- ---- - --- - ----------------­
$150_- ------------------------ ----------- - -- - ----------------------- -

1 PERSON (GENERAL ASSISTANCE) Present program _________________________________ - ----- -- __ _____ ________ ___ __ _ 
Program 5/7 1 (State legislative cuts) ________________________ _____ __ _ . __________ _ _ 
United States Department of Agriculture tables (9/71): 

Net income: · 
$120_- --------------- - --- - ------ - ----- -- ------- -- --------- - --- -- ---- ­
$130_------ ----------------------- - -.- - -------- - --- - ·-- ------- -- ---- ­
$140_- ----------------------------- - ------ - - - --------- - --------- - - -- ­
$150_- --------------------------- - ------ - - - ---------- - ------ ---- -- - -

2 PERSON • 
Present program ______ ________ ______________________ ______ ___ ___ _ - -- -------- __ 
Program 5{71 (State legislative cuts) ___________ _________ - --- - - --- - ___ ___ - - - - - - ---
United States Department of Agriculture tables (9/71): 

Net income: 
$190 __ - - -------- --------- - -------------- -- ---- --- --- - -- --- ---- -- -- --­
$210_ -- --------- -- -------------- - ----- - ---- - - --- ---- -- ---- - - -- -------

3 PERSON 
Present program ___________________________ ---- - - - - -- --- -- ------- _____ _______ _ 
Program 5/71 tState legislative cuts) ______________ --- - --- - _____ ___________ ______ _ 
United States Department of Agriculture tables (9/71): 

Net income: 
$250 __ ------- - ------------------ --- - ------- ------- -- -- ------- - - - ----­
$270-- - - - ---- - -- ------- - ------ -- -------- - ---- ---- - - -- - -- - ---- - - --- -- ­
$290_--- ----------------------- - -------- - -- - ----- - ---- - --- -- ------- --

4 PERSON 
Present program ____________ _____ ___ ___ - --- - - - - ____ __ __ ---- - - - - ____ __ ---- - --- -
Program 5{71 (State legislative cuts) _____ . ___ _____ ____ -- - - ---- ----- - __ - -- - - _____ _ 
United States Department of Agriculture tables (9{71): 

Net income: 
$290 _____ ____ -- - ------.--- - - -- -- - -- - - --- - - ----- - - -------------- - ----- -
$310_------------------------------------- ---- --- -- - -- -- --- - ------- -­
$330 .. -- - --- - ------- - ----------- - - - ----- -- ---- ----- -- -- - - - - ------ - - --

1 The federally aided categories : Old-age assistance, aid to the disabled, aid to the blind. 
CXVII----'1126-Part 14 

Rent 

$84 -- - -- ---- -----
84 - - ------ -- ----

84 $36 
84 70 
84 103 
84 136 

84 - -------- ---- -
76 -------- ----- -

76 71 
76 104 
76 140 
76 171 

134 - ------ - -- - - --
121 -- --- ----- ----

121 
121 

109 
176 

176 - -- -- - - - - -----
161 - -- -- ----- - - --

161 
161 
161 

139 
203 
270 

231 -- - - ------- - --
208 ---------- -- - -

208 83 
208 132 
208 203 

purchase 

$18 
18 

22 
24 
25 
26 

18 
18 

22 
24 
25 
26 

36 
36 

48 
54 

66 
64 

70 
76 
79 

82 
76 

83 
89 
95 

their bonus stamps will be reduced from $30 
to $25 to $19 to $13 (depending on their net 
monthly income.) How many will buy 
st amps? 

One problem is obviously the proposed ta­
ble. But there is another problem, possibly 
even more crucial. Presently, USDA allows 
the City to set a single purchase price for 
stamps for all cases on Public Assistance; 
one set price for each household size. All 
single person households paid $18 for $28 in 
st amps, four persons paid $82 for $106, 6 per­
sons paid $112 for $144. They changed the 
purchase price, but not the method when 
they issued us the new tables effective in 
May adjusting for the cuts in the Public As­
sistance allowances. 

Now we are told that we calculate net in­
comes for each Public Assistance case. In 
other words include the total Public Assist­
ance grant, making adjustments in shelter 
costs when appropriat e, in calculating the 
purchase requirement and therefore the 
bonus to which each family is entitled. 

What this means is that families with no 
more money to spend on food have to pay 
m ore for stamps if their rent is high. In New 
York City we give clients the exact amount 
of rent they pay, with Rent Control deter­
mining the amount of rent most clients will 
pay and with the housing shortage in New 
York, clients have almost no cont rol over the 
rent they pay. A family of four that pays $100 
in rent a month gets $308; if they pay $150 
they get $358. Both families have $208 a 
month to spend for everything else: food, 
clothing, furnishings, transportation, and in­
cidental expenses. Now please turn to the 
attached charts (Public Assistance allow­
ances, rents, purchase requirements, and 
bonus benefits) to see the disasterous effect 
of this method of calculating purchase re­
quirements. 

Percent 
of PA Number Percent 

Bonus allowance of cases of cases 

$10 21.4 -~-- - ------------------ --- --
10 21.4 ------------------------- ---

10 26. 2 18,300 15 
8 28.6 45, 140 37 
7 29.8 21, 960 18 
6 31.0 8, 540 7 

10 21.4 ------- ---------------- -- -- -
10 23.7 --------------------- ------ -

10 28. 9 13, 860 42 
8 31.6 3, 300 10 
7 32.9 900 3 
6 34.2 330 1 

20 26.9 --------- --- - -------- -- - ----
20 29.8 --------- - ----- ---- ----- - - --

12 39. 7 30, 609 38 
6 44.6 2, 416 3 

18 36. 9 - - ----- -- ------- - ------ -- -- -
20 39.8 - - ------- ------ - - - - - -- -- -- --

18 43.5 17, 667 26 
12 47. 2 2, 718 4 
9 49.1 1, 359 2 

24 35. 5 -- --- - --------- --- - ---- - - - --
30 36.5 - ------ -- - - ------------- ----

25 39.9 32, 940 60 
19 42. 8 10,431 19 
13 45. 7 1, 647 3 
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Household 

5 PERSON 
Present program _._._ .... __ . ___ .. _ .... _._._._ ..... _._. ___ ______ ..... ___ ____ . __ 
Program 5{71 (State legislative cuts>---------- - ------------- - - - -----------------­
United States Department of Agriculture tables (9{71): 

Net income: 
$330_------ -------------------------------- - ------------------------­
$360 _-- ------------------------------ - ------- - ---------------------- ­
$390_-- ---------------------------------------- - ---------------------

6 PERSON 
Present program ________ ______ _______ .. _________ ________ ____________________ . _ 
Program 5{71 (State legislative cuts) . _________ ____ . ___ ._. _. _______ . _____________ _ 
United States Department of Agriculture tables (9/11): 

Net income : 
$390.--- - -------- -- ------------------------ - ------- - ----------------­
$420_---- ------------ - --------------------- - ------ -- ------- - --------­
$450 _---- ------------- - --------------- - ------------------------- ----­
$480.------- - ------------------------------ - - --- -------------------- -

7 PERSON 
Present program ___ _ .... _____________________ __ . . ____ . _______________________ _ 
Program 5/71 (State legislative cuts) ________ . ____ . ____________ ._. ____ . ________ . __ 
United States Department of Ag:iculture tables September 1971: 

Net income: 
$390 --- - -- - --------------- - - - --------------- - -------------- - ---- -- -­
$420. --- -· ------------ ---------- -------------- - ---------------------­
$450 •. ----- - ------------ -- ---- --------------------------------------­
$480. -- - ------------ - ------------------------ - -------------- - -- - ----­
$510. -- - --------------- - -------------- - - ---- --- ---------------------­
$540_- ------ - - -- --------------------- - ------------ ---- - - ----------- - -

8 PERSON 
Present program. __ _ --- --- ------ ________ --------- - - . ___ ___ ------ ____________ _ _ 
Program 5/11 (State legislative cuts) __________ .. ___ . ___ • __ . __ _ . __ ___ • _____ ____ __ _ 
United States Department of Agriculture tables (9{71): 

Net income: 
$420--- -- --- - -- -- --------------------- --- ----- - --- - ---- -- ---------- --
$450 ___ __ _ - - - ---- ----- - - - - - --- - ------------- --- --------- - --- - ------- -
$480 _____ ----- - - - - -- ---------- - ----------- - - - - - ----- - --------------- -
$510.- - ------ - ------------------------------ - ------- - - - ------------- ­
$540-- - - - - - -- -- ---- - -------- - ------- - ------------- - - - - - ----- - -------­
$570.----- - -------- -- ----------------- --- --- -- -- --- ------- - - - ----- - - -$600 (ineligible) _____ __ ._. __________________ _ . . ___ ___ ___ . _____________ _ 

9 PERSON 
Present program. __ __ . ___ .. ________ .. __ . _______ __ _____ ____ ___ -- -- -- • • ___ _____ _ 
Program 5{71 (State legislative cuts) _____ . ____ __ _ ._._. _______ . __________________ _ 
United States Department of Agriculture tables (9/11): 

Net income: 
$450.------ - -- - ------------------------ - - - - - --- - - - ------------------ ­
$480_------- ----------------------- - - - ------------- - - - -------------- ­
$510. ---- - ----------------- - --------- - - - - - --------------------------­
$540_------- - - --- - --------------------------------------------------­
$570 __ --- - ------- - - - .:.------------ - --- - - - - - -- - - --------------------­
$600_--- ------- - ------------------------- - ----------------------- - -- ­
$630.------------------------------------------ - -------------------- ­
$654.------ - -- - --------- -------------- -- -- -- ., - - - - ---- - --------------

10 PERSON 
Present program __ . _ ... __ .. _._._ . ______________ ______________________________ _ 
Program 5/71 (State legislative cuts) ___________ ---- ------------------------------
United States Department of Agriculture tables (9 /71) : 

Net income: 
$480.---- ---- -- - ----------------------- - --- -- - - - ----- - - - --- - ------- - ­
$510.------ - ------- - -------------------- - - - ------- -- ------- - ------ -- -
$540 ______ __ ______ --------- - -------------- - - - ----- -- -------------- - --
$570_ - ---- - ----- --- ------- --------- - ------- - -- - - -- - -----------------­
$600. ----- ·- ----.---. : --------------------- - ------ -- ----------- - ---- ­
$630.------------- --------------------- - - - - - ----------------------- ---
$660 ____ -------- ·- ---------------- -- ------- -- ------------------------
$690.------- ----------------------------- -- -- - -- - - - -----------------­
$707---- --- - ---- -- ------------- ------ - -- - -------- -- --------------- - -

Public 
assistance 
allowance Rent 

$284 --------------
256 ------------- -

256 $74 
256 105 
256 191 

329 --------------
296 --------------

296 94 
296 124 
296 220 
296 320 

374 --- - --------- -
337 - ------- - --- - -

337 53 
337 83 
337 113 
337 143 
337 240 
337 340 

419 - --- ------- - --
378 - ---- - - -- --- --

378 42 
378 72 
378 102 
378 132 
378 162 
378 265 
378 365 

464 ------------- -
419 --------- -----

149 31 
419 61 
419 91 
419 121 
419 151 
419 185 
419 286 
419 365 

511 ------------- -
460 --------------

460 20 
460 50 
460 80 
460 110 
460 140 
460 170 
460 207 
460 307 
460 364 

Stamp 
purchase 

$96 
94 

96 
105 
114 

112 
106 

115 
124 
133 
139 

124 
114 

116 
125 
134 
143 
152 
155 

134 
124 

126 
135 
144 
153 
162 
171 
171 

142 
134 

135 
144 
153 
162 
171 
180 
187 

150 
138 

144 
153 
162 
171 
180 
189 
198 
203 

Briefly we estimate that the cases below 
will pay more for the same or a smaller 
bonus: 

[In percent] 
1 person DAB_______________ __________ 77 
1 person GA------------- - ------------ 56 
2 persons_____________________________ 41 
3 persons---------- - ------------------ 32 
4 persons---------- - ------------------ 82 
5 persons------- - ----------- ---------- 88 
6 persons_____________________________ 74 

will spend more and get less. ~ased on the 
current Non-Public Assistance enrollment, 
18,594 households are losers in the food stamp 
program. In fact 8% of the households in 
sizes one through four will be ineligible for 
food stamps. That's 8 % of the total Non­
Public Assistance enrollment; actually 10.4 % 
of household sizes one through four. 

7 persons_____________________________ 85 
8 persons-------- - ---------- ---------- 98 
9 persons- ------- ------ -- - ------------ 96 
10 persons------------- - -------------- 99 

Remember that these people have less 
money as a. result of the cuts and are now be­
ing asked to spend more to get a. smaller 
bonus. And the only difference is the rent 
they pay, which makes no difference in 
amount of money they have to spend. This is 
an irrational policy and self-defeating if the 
objective of the food stamp program is to get 
people to eat better. 

Now let's briefly turn to the Non-Public 
Assistance household; the next two tables 
(Tables I and II) tell it succinctly. Of the 
Non-Public Assistance households, 44.3% 

We have not calculated it, but a propor­
tion of Public Assistance cases, those with 
exempt income from employment and pay­
ing high rents, as well as a percent of the 
working poor on General Assistance, will also 
become ineligible. Even some fully budgeted 
Public Assistance cases will become ineligible 
(see household sizes 9 and 10 on Public As­
sistance charts.) 

TABLE I.- DISTRIBUTION OF NONPUBLIC ASSISTANCE 
HOUSEHOLDS BY NET MONTHLY INCOME 

Net monthly 
income 

$0 to $19 ________ 572 
$20 to $29__ _____ 278 
$30 to $39 • • _ _ ___ 498 
$40 to $49_______ 630 

Household size 

149 
91 
91 

116 

90 
24 
14 
39 

4 

39 - ------ -
0 -- - ---- -

14 - -- - - -- -
14 -- - -----

Bonus 

$30 
32 

32 
23 
14 

32 
38 

33 
24 
15 
9 

38 
48 

48 
39 
30 
21 
12 
9 

46 
56 

54 
45 
36 
27 
18 
9 
9 

54 
62 

61 
52 
43 
34 
25 
16 
11 

62 
74 

68 
59 
50 
41 
32 
23 
14 
9 

Net monthly 
income 

Percent 
of PA 

allowance 
Number 
of cases 

Percent 
of cases 

33. 8 ---- - -----------------------
36.7 --------- - -------·---------- -

37.5 
41.0 
44. 5 

19, 656 
9, 477 
1, 755 

56 
27 
5 

34. 0 --- -------------------------
35. 8 - - --------------------------

38. 9 9, 360 . 40 
41. 9 12, 168 52 
44.9 468 2 
47. 0 - - --------------------------

33.2 - - ----------------------- - --
33. 8 - ------------------------ - --

34. 4 1, 395 10 
37. 1 3, 208 23 
39. 8 4, 603 33 
42. 4 2, 092 15 
45. 1 558 4 
46.0 --------------------------- -

31.9 - - --- -------- - -------- - --- --
32.8 -- --- --------------- - ------ -

33.3 769 9 
35. 7 1, 282 16 
38. 1 2, 821 33 
40. 5 2, 308 27 
42. 9 1, 026 12 
45.2 171 2 
45. 2 - ---- ---------------- - ----- -

30.6 - -- ------ -- -----------------
32.0 - - - -- - ---------- --- ------- --

32.3 
34.4 
36.5 
38.7 
40. 8 
43.0 
44.6 

(I neligible) 

90 
540 
855 

1, 080 
1, 080 

540 
135 

2 
12 
19 
24 
24 
12 
3 

29. 4 ---------- - ------ -- ----- --- -
30.0 -- - --------- - --- - -----------

31.3 
33.3 
35.2 
37. 2 
39.1 
41.4 
43.0 
44. 1 

(Inel igible) 

27 
216 
486 
702 
675 
297 
243 

27 

Household size 

2 4 

1 
8 

18 
26 
25 
11 
9 
) 

$50 to $59___ ___ _ 997 132 52 14 ---- · ... 
$60to$69_ _____ _ 938 157 24 24 10 
$70to$79 _______ 1, 305 175 76 39 0 
$80 to $89 __ ____ _ 1, 334 149 76 14 10 
$90to$99 ___ ____ 1, 217 299 76 24 24 
$100to$109 __ ___ 1, 041 299 104 24 10 
$110 to $119. _ _ _ _ 1, 099 339 104 63 36 
$120 to $129 _____ 11, 143 421 90 111 49 
$130 to $139. _ _ _ _ 1 850 314 90 87 24 
$140 to $149 _____ 806 1414 120 39 10 
$150 to $169 ___ __ 1, 158 828 286 72 36 
$170to$189 _____ 1J92 11,067 427 237 59 
$190 to $209 _____________ 1943 375 285 108 
$210 to $229 _____________ 1794 275 261 59 
$230 to $249 _____________ 1 1, 489 585 396 143 
$250 to $269 ____ _________________ 1 702 348 167 
$270 to $289___________ __________ 1 547 383 216 
$290 to $309 ____ _________________ 1 560 473 252 
$310 to $329·---------------------------- 1 396 167 
$330 to $359 _____________________________ 1 811 552 
$360 to $389. ----- ____________ ---------- _ I 662 I 669 
$390 to $419·------------------------------------ 1 812 $420 to $449. __ _ __ __ ____ ______ __ ____ __ ____ __ ____ _ 1 73 

TotaL ___ _ 14, 658 8, 267 4,736 4, 830 3, 486 
14, 74915, 84911, 809 11, 809 1 1, 554 
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Household size 

10 

$0 to $29________ 23 19 18 ---------- - - - ---
$30 to $59 ______ _ 0 0 0 --- ---------- - --
$60 to $69 _______ 0 0 0 ------------ - ---
$70 to $79 _______ 0 0 0 ------------ - ---
$80 to $89 ___ ____ 10 10 0 ----------------
$90 to $99 . _ _____ 0 0 0 _________ __ ___ _ _ 

$100 to $109 _____ 32 0 0 ----------- - --- -
$110 to $119_____ 10 0 0 ----------------
$120 to $129 __ ___ 10 0 0 ----------------
$130 to $139 _____ 0 0 18 - --------- - -- - - -
$140to$149 ____ _ 0 0 8 
$150 to $169 _____ 428 19 --------------- -
$170 to $189 ____ _ 66 19 

8 9 
- - - -- -- -

$190 to $209 ____ _ 33 10 ° 0 
----- - - -

$210 to $229 ____ _ 23 49 ~ ~ ======== 
$230 to $249 __ __ _ 66 30 8 0 
$250 to $269__ ___ 75 40 27 0 ======== 
$270 to $289_____ 55 19 27 0 7 
$290 to $309_____ 98 100 43 0 7 
$310 to $329_____ 131 30 35 9 7 
$330 to $359___ __ 229 118 54 26 0 
$360 to $389 _____ 383 148 61 26 7 
$390 to $419 __ ___ 1 350 137 79 51 14 
$420 to $449_____ 1 272 217 79 26 23 
$450to$479 ___ __ 1501 1217 195 42 7 
$480to$509 ____ _ 1108 1137 1113 168 36 
$510 to $539 . .. ---- - - -- -- I 247 I 69 I 51 I 7 
$540 tO $569 .•• -- ----- - -- I 30 I 96 I 102 136 
$570 tO $599 .. . --- ---- ----- - -- - -- I 69 I 43 I 36 
$500 and over_ ____ ___ _____ _______ _______ _ 151 1 65 

TotaL- -- - 2, 903 1, 596 924 504 252 
I 1, 231 I 631 I 443 I 315 I 144 

I Households hurt by increased purchase price. 

TABLE fl.- PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF NONPUBLIC 
ASSISTANCE HOUSEHOLDS BY NET MONTHLY INCOME 

Net monthly 
income 

Household size 

4 

$0 to $19 __ __ ___ _ 3.9 1.8 1.9 0.8 --------
$20 to $29________ 1. 9 1.1 . 5 0 _______ _ 
$30 to $39________ 3.4 1.1 . 3 .3 _______ _ 
$40 to $49_______ _ 4.3 1.4 .8 .3 _______ _ 
$50 to $59________ 6. 8 1. 6 1.1 . 3 ·-·--·--
$60to$69. _______ 6. 4 1.9 . 5 .5 0.3 
$70to$79 _______ _ 8.9 2.1 1.6 .8 0 
$80to$89 _______ 9.1 1.8 1.6 .3 .3 
$90to$99________ 8.3 3.6 1.6 .5 .7 
$100to$109_____ 7. 1 3.6 2. 2 .5 .3 
$110to$119_____ 7. 5 4.1 2. 2 1.3 1.0 
$120 to $129_____ 1 7. 8 5. 1 1. 9 2. 3 1. 4 
$130to$139 _____ _ 15. 8 1 3. 8 1.9 1.8 .7 
$140to$149 _____ 15.5 1 5. 0 2.5 . 8 .3 
$150to$159 •..... 17. 9 110. 0 6. 0 1.5 1.0 
$170to$189 ____ _ 15.4 112.9 9. 0 4.9 1.7 
$190 to $209 ________ ____ _ 1 11.4 7. 9 5. 9 3. 1 
$210 to $229__ __ ________ _ 1 9. 6 5. 8 5. 4 1. 7 
$230to$249 .... . ........ 118.0 12. 3 8.2 4.1 
$250 to $269 ____________ __ _______ 1 14.8 7. 2 4. 8 

$270 to $289 . .. --- -- - - -- -- ----·-· 1 11. 5 7. 9 6. 2 
$290 to $309 . __ -----· _ ______ __ __ _ 1 11. 8 9. 8 7. 2 

~~~~ ~~ U~= ========= ==== ========== == == = I \~: ~ 4. 8 $360 to $389 ... - -- ------ - ------------ . 1 13 7 ~ 1~J 
~~g ~~ ~:~~ = = = = ====== ===== === ====== ==== == ======= I ?~:~ 

TotaL .• • • 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 

$0 to $29 ____ ___ _ 
$30 to $59 . . .. . . . 
$60 to $69 ______ _ 
$70 to $79 ______ _ 
$80 to $89 __ ____ _ 
$90 to $99 ______ _ 
$100 to $109 ___ . _ 
$110 to $119 __ __ _ 
$120 to $129 __ . . . 
$130 to $139 .... . 
$140 to $149 . .. . . 
$150 to $169 .... . 
$170 to $189 .. . . . 
$190 to $209 . ___ _ 
$210 to $229 ____ _ 
$230 to $249 .... . 
$250 to $269 .. . . . 
$270 to $289 ___ . . 
$290 to $309 .. . .. 
$310 to $329 ___ . _ 
$330 to $359. __ •• 
$360 to $389 __ • _. 
$390 to $419 ___ _ _ 
$420 to $449 . .. .. 
$450 to $479 ____ _ 

I 32. 4 I 70. 7 I 38. 1 I 38. 7 I 44. 6 

0.9 
.0 
.0 
.0 
.4 
• 0 

1.3 
.4 
.4 
• 0 
. 0 

1.7 
2. 6 
1.3 
.9 

2. 6 
3. 0 
2.2 
3.9 
5. 2 
9.1 

15.2 
113. 9 
I 10. 8 
I 19.9 

Household size 

1. 2 
.0 
• 0 
.0 
. 6 
. 0 
. 0 
. 0 
.0 
.0 
.0 

1.2 
1.2 
. 6 

3. 1 
1.9 
2. 5 
1.2 
6. 2 
1.9 
7. 4 
9. 3 
8.6 

13.6 
·13. 6 

10 

1. 9 ------ - - - ------ ­
.0 -------···-····· 
• 0 -- - -------- - -- -­
.0 ··----- ----·-· - · 
. 0 ------··-······­
. 0 ----- ----- ---- -­
. 0 ·-·-··---···· · ·· 
. 0 - --·- ·········· · 
. 0 ··--------------

1. 9 -- · ----------- - ­
.9 ----- ·· ····-···-
. 9 1.7 ··-····· 
. 0 . 0 ....... . 
. 9 .0 -----·-· 
. 9 . 0 ···-- - --
.9 .0 ---····· 

2.8 .0 ------ ·· 
2. 8 . 0 2. 9 
4. 7 . 0 2. 9 
3. 8 1. 7 2. 9 
5. 7 5.1 . 0 
6. 6 5.1 2. 9 
8. 5 10.2 5. 7 
8. 5 5.1 8. 6 

I 10.4 8. 5 2. 9 

Household size 

8 

SEC. 2. The Food Stamp Act of 1964, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 2011-2025), is amended 

10 as follows: 
Definitions 

$480 to $509. __ __ 14.3 18.6 112.3 113.6 14.3 
$510 to $539. __ .. _ .. __ . __ 115.4 17.5 110.2 12.9 
$540 to $569 ___ ___ ____ ___ 11.9 110.4 120.3 114.3 
$570 to $599 ..•..... . ........... • 17.5 18.5 14.3 
$600 and over. ....... . - ------------·· · ··- 110.2 125.7 

Totat_ __ ___ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
148.9 139.5 148.7 62.8 57.2 

l Househo~ ds hurt by increased purchase price. 

What can we conclude from all this: First, 
participation will go way down for Public 
Assistance cases. There is no way most clients 
will be able to afford to buy stamps, by 
common agreement, when the cost of stamps 
goes above 30 % of the money available for 
all purposes exclusive of rent. For most of 
the Public Assistance cases the purchase price 
exceeds 30 % of their Public Assistance al­
lowance. 

This will mean a dramatic drop in par­
ticipation and consequently, a drastic reduc­
tion in the amount the federal government 
will have to spend on bonus payments in 
New York City. How much we cannot ex­
actly tell, but current bonus payments of 
$6 million a month should be reduced by 
at least two-thirds. 

Second, for Public Assistance cases, rent, 
not just income available for food, becomes 
the factor in how much you pay for stamps. 
There is no point in commenting on this 
again. It is absurd to penalize families for 
paying high rents. It simply does not change 
the facts of life for these people. A family of 
four has $208 to live on whether their rent 
is $74 or $20 a month. 

Third, Non-Public Assistance cases wlll de­
crease as higher purchase requirements and 
a reduced bonus become apparent. This, of 
course, means that people not on welfare, 
often because they don't want welfare even 
though they are eligible-! mean the elder­
ly and the working poor-wlll not participate. 
Of the cases now eligible, 10.4 % will be­
come ineligible. Some cases who would have 
been eligible will not be eligible. 

What does the end of the food stamp pro­
gram mean for all the Public Assistance and 
Non-Public Assistance people no longer able 
to participate in the stamp program? Will 
they miss it? I'll cite two facts and let the 
Committee draw its own conclusions: First, 
as the chart on the following page (Cost of 
Food Index) shows, since 1967, New York 
City has experienced the greatest increase in 
food prices of any urban area in the United 
States. 

Second, because indexes sometimes don't 
tell the whole story, according to the Bu­
reau of Labor Statistics, lower budget for a 
four person family, (Spring 1970) the cost 
of food in New York City is higher than any 
other area of the country, with the exception 
of Anchorage, Alaska and Honolulu, Hawaii; 
two cities that have been given their own 
food stamp tables, a consideration that 
might be given to New York City. 

This Committee must do something tore­
store equity in purchasing stamps and bonus 
benefits for New York City and other urban 
areas or stand idly by and watch the food 
stamp program go down the drain. For New 
York City's poor it won't be a new exper­
ience: They've had medicaid and welfare 
cuts to pave the way. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill I am introducing 
is as follows: 

H.R. 8883 
A bill to amend the Food Stamp Act of 1964 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That this 
Act may be cited as the "Adequate Nutrition 
Act of 1971". 

( 1) Section 3 is amended by adding at the 
end thereof the following new definitions: 

"(n) The term 'operating agency' means 
any State agency, the Secretary, or any pub­
lic agency or private nonprofit organization 
administering any program pursuant to sec­
tion 10(g) of this Act. 

" ( o) The term 'political subdivision' 
means any county, city, township, or other 
unit of general local government respon­
sible for administering public assistance pro­
grams within a State." 

Eligible households 
(2) Section 5 is amended by striking out 

subsection (c) and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

"(c) The Secretary shall require every in­
dividual who is a member of a household 
that is participating in the food stamp pro­
gram, other than an individual described 
by clause (1), (2), (3) , (4), (5), or (6) of 
subsection (d) of this section, to register for 
employment with the local public employ­
ment office or, when impractical, at such 
other appropriate office as shall be desig­
nated in regulations issued by the Secretary 
of Labor. If the Secretary finds that any 
such individual has failed to register for 
employment without good cause, the con­
tinued eligibility of the household (of which 
such individual is a member) to participate 
in the food stamp program shall not be 
affected, but the value of the coupon allot­
ment, determined under section 7(a) of 
this Act, authorized to be issued to such 
household shall be reduced by an amount 
which bears the same ratio to the amount 
determined by subtracting from that au­
thorized allotment the amount charged 
therefor pursuant to section 7(b) of this Act 
as the number of such unregistered in di­
viduals in such household bears to the total 
number of individuals in such household. 
Before any such reduction is made, the in­
dividual concerned shall be afforded reason­
able notice and opportunity for a fair hear­
ing held in the same manner and subject to 
the same conditions as a hearing under sec­
tion 10(e ) (4) of this Act. A reduction in 
the food stamp allotment of any household 
under this subsection shall continue so long 
as such individual fails or refuses to register 
for employment as provided herein. 

" (d ) An individual shall not be required to 
regist er pursuant to subsection (c) of this 
section if such individual is--

" ( 1) 111, incapacitated, disabled, or over 
sixty years of age; 

"(2) a mother or other relative of an in­
dividual under the age of eighteen who is 
caring for such individual; 

" (3) an individual under the age of eight­
een: 

" (4) an individual eighteen years old or 
over who is a student regularly attending a 
school, college, or university, or the equiva­
lent thereof, or regularly attending a course 
of vocational or technical training designed 
to,prepare him for gainful employment; 

(5) an individual whose presence in the 
home on a substantially continuous basis is 
required because of the illness or incapacity 
of another member of the household· or 

" (6) an individual eighteen years 'old or 
over and is employed at least thirty hours 
per week or earns at least $48 per week. 

" (e ) If the Secretary of Labor finds that 
any individual registered under subsection 
(c) of t his section has refused, without good 
cause , to accept suit able employment in 
which such individual is able to engage and 
that such employment was offered through 
t he public employment offices of the State, 
or was otherwise offered by an employer and 
the offer of such employer was a bona fide 
offer of employment, the eligib11ity of the 
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household (of which such individual is a 
member) to participate in the food stamp 
program shall not be affected, but the value 
of the coupon allotment authorized to be 
issued to such household shall be reduced 
in accordance with the method set forth in 
subsection (c) above. Before any such reduc­
tion is made, the individual concerned shall 
be afforded reasonable notice and opportu­
nity for a fair hearing held in the same 
m anner and subject to the same conditions 
as a hearing under section 10(e) (4) of this 
Act. A reduction in the food stamp allot­
ment of any household under this subsection 
shall continue so long as such individual 
fails or refuses to accept employment as 
provided by this section. 

"(f) (1) In determining whether any em­
ployment is suitable for an individual for 
purposes of subsection (e) of this section, 
the Secretary of Labor shall consider the 
degree of risk to such individual's health and 
safety, his physical fitness for the work, his 
prior training and experience, the length of 
his unemployment, his realistic prospects for 
obt a ining work based on his potential, and 
the distance of the available work from his 
residence. 

"(2) In no event shall any employment be 
considered suitable for an individual if any 
one of the following conditions applies­

" (A) the position offered is vacant as a 
direct result of a .strike, lockout, or other 
labor dispute; 

" (B) the wages for such job are payable at 
a r ate less than the highest of the following: 

"( i) the State or local minimum wage; 
" ( ii) $1.60 per hour or the minimum hourly 

rate which is or would be applicable to the 
job under the Fair Labor Standards Act of 
1938 if section 6 (a) ( 1) of such Act, as 
amended, applied to the job, whichever is 
higher; or 

" ( iii) the prevailing rate of pay in the 
same labor market area for persons employed 
in similar work in the locality; or 

"(C) the hours and other terms and con­
ditions of the work offered are contrary to 
or less favorable than those prescribed by 
Federal, State, or local law or are substan­
tially less favorable to the individual than 
those prevailing for similar work In the 
locality." 
Value of the Coupon Allotment and Charges 

To Be Made 
(3) (A) Subsection (a) of section 7 is 

amended by adding at the end thereof the 
following: "In determining the amount nec­
essary to purchase a nutritionally adequate 
diet for any household, the Secretary shall 
take into consideration such relevant factors 
as he deems appropriate but may not con­
sider the availability or expected availability 
of appropriations to carry out this Act. In 
no event shall the amount determined by the 
Secretary to be necessary to purchase a nu­
tritionally adequate diet for any household 
be less than the amount which the Agricul­
tural Research Service of the United States 
Department of Agriculture determines to be 
necessary to permit a household of com­
parable size to purchase the kinds and 
amounts of food specified in the low-cost 
food plan described by such Service and pub­
lished in the 'Family Economics Review'." 

(B) Subsection (b) of section 7is amended 
by striking all after "Provided further," and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
"That, notwithstanding any other provision 
of this Act, a household may, if it so elects, 
purchase any amount of coupons less than 
the full coupon allotment it is entitled to 
purchase. The e.mount charged any house­
hold for any portion of a coupon a.llotment 
less than the full coupon allotment shall be 
an amount which bears the same ratio to 
the amount which would have been charged 
such household for the full coupon a.llotment 
as such portion of the full coupon allotment 
bear3 the full coupon allotment such house­
hold was entitled to purchase. The Secretary 

shall prescribe general guidelines and mini­
mum requirements with respect to the qual­
ity of certification and issuance services to 
be provided by State agencies to eligible 
households, including, but not limited to, 
matters relating to the places, times, and 
frequency of coupon issuance services in po­
litical subdivisions approved for participa­
tion in the food stamp program. Such general 
guidelines and minimum requirements shall 
include at least the following provisions: (i) 
that the issuance of coupons shall take place 
no less often than once per week, and ( i1) 
that any household may purchase its entire 
month coupon allotment at any time of is­
suance for that month or may elect to pur­
chase any portion of its monthly allotment 
having a face value of three-quarters, one­
half, or one-quarter at any time of issuance 
for that month and thereafter m ay purchase 
the proportionate remainder of that allot­
ment which has not previously been pur­
chased for that month." 

Administration 
(4) (A) Subsections (b) and (c) of section 

10 are amended to read as follows: 
"(b) Subject to the following conditions, 

the operating agency shall assume respon­
sibility for the certification of applicant 
households and for the issuance of coupons. 
Applicant households shall be certified for 
eligibility solely on the basis of a. simplified 
statement, conforming to standards pre­
scribed by the Secretary, and such statement 
shall be acted upon and eligibility certified 
within seven days following the date upon 
which the statement is initially filed. The 
Secretary shall, however, provide for adequate 
and effective methods of verification of t he 
eligib111ty of recipients subsequent to certi­
fication through the use of sampling and 
other scientific techniques. If a household, 
certified as eligible in any political subdi­
vision to participate in the food stamp pro­
gram or a program of distribution of federal­
ly donated foods moves to another political 
subdivision in which either program is op­
erating, the household shall remain eligi.ble 
to participate in such program in such other 
political subdivision for a period of sixty days 
from the date of such move without regard 
to compliance with any requirement of the 
new political subdivision. 

" (c) In the certification of applicant 
households for either the food stamp pro­
gram or a program of distribution of fed­
erally donated foods there shall be no dis­
crimination against any household by reason 
of race, religious creed, national origin, or 
political beliefs." 

(B) Subsection (e) of section 10 is amend­
ed to read as follows: 

" (c) The State agency of each State shall 
submit for approval a plan of operation 
specifying the manner in which such State 
intends to conduct such program. Such plan 
of operation shall provide, among such other 
provisions as may by regulation be required, 
the following: (1) for the use of the eligi­
bility standards promulgated by the Secre­
tary under section 5 of this Act and the certi­
fication procedures specified in subsection 
(b) of this section; (2) safeguards which 
restrict the use of disclosure of information 
obtained from applicant households to per­
sons directly connected with the administra­
tion or enforcement of the provisions of this 
Act or the regulations issued pUl'Suant to 
this Act; (3) that the State agency shall 
undertake effective action to inform low­
income households concerning the availabil­
ity and benefits of the food stamp program 
and encourage the participation of all eli­
gible households; (4) for the granting of a 
fair hearing and a prompt determination 
thereafter to any household aggrieved by 
the action of a State agency under any pro­
vision of its plan of operation as it affects 
the participation of $Uch household in the 
food stamp program; and (8) for the sub­
mission of such reports and other informa-

tion as may from time to time be required. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
the State agency shall, in conjunction with 
the appropriate Federal agency, institute 
procedures under which any household par­
ticipating in the food stamp program shall 
be entitled, if it so elects, to have the charges, 
if any, for its coupon allotment deducted 
from any grant or payment such household 
may be entitled to receive under the Social 
Security Act and have its coupon allotment 
distributed to it with such grant or pay­
ment. The State agency shall arrange for the 
issuance of coupons to eligible households 
and for the collection of sums required from 
eligible households .as payment therefor 
through the facilities of United States post 
offices directly or by mail, or in such other 
manner convenient to participating house­
holds as shall best insure their participa­
tion." 

(C) Subsections (g) and (h) of section 10 
are amended to read as follows: 

"(g) (1) By April 1, 1972, if a food stamp 
program is not being operated by the State 
agency in every political subdivis,ion of any 
State, the Governor of the State shall have 
the right directly to administer the food 
stamp program in any such subdivision in 
which the program is not being operated. If 
the Governor should fail so to act by May 1, 
1972, the Secretary shall directly administer 
the food stamp program in a.ny such sub­
division through any appropriate Federal, 
State, or county agency or through any 
public agency or private nonprofit organiza­
tion approved by the Secretary, and such 
program shall be in operation by no later 
than June 30, 1972. 

"(2) If, one hundred and eighty days after 
a food stamp program b.as begun to operate 
in a. political subdivision in a.ny State, a 
three-month period should occur in the 
course of which the number of persons 
participating in that program is less than 
50 per centum of the number of persons in 
that subdivision who are from households 
whose annual income is below the poverty 
level as determined by the Secretary in 
consultation with the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare (which number 
shall be determined annually on the basis 
of the most recent available data from the 
Secretary of Commerce, the Governor of 
the State in which such subdivision is 
located shall have the right directly to ad­
minister the food stamp program in such 
subdivision. It the Governor refuses to exer­
cise his right or fails to do so within thirty 
days of being notified of said rlght by the 
Secretary, the Secretary shall directly ad­
minister such program in such subdivision 
or administer such program through any ap­
propriate Federal, State, or county agency or 
through any public agency or private non­
profit organization approved by the Secre­
tary. If the Governor accepts administra­
tion of the program and participation does 
not increase to 66 per centum within one 
hundred and eighty days then the Secretary 
shall directly administer the program in 
such subdivision or administer such pro­
gram through any appropriate Federal, State, 
or county agency or through any public 
agency or private nonprofit orga.ni:llation 
approved by the Secretary. When the Secre­
tary administers a. food stamp program 
through a public agency or private non­
profit organization, he shall require the 
public agency or private nonprofit organ­
ization to observe all the appropriate pro­
visions of this Act and regulations issued 
pursuant thereto. 

"(h) Members of an eligible household 
who are sixty years or over or a.n elderly per­
son and his spouse may use coupons issued 
to them to purchase meals prepared for and 
served to them in any location other than 
a resident institution or boarding house by 
a political subdivision or a private nonprofit 
organ ization which is operated in a. manner 
ccn3istent with the purposes of this Act and 



June 3, 1971 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE 17905 
is recognized as a tax-exempt organiZation 
by the Internal Revenue Service. Meals 
served pur3uant to this subsection shall be 
deemed 'food' for the purpose of this Act." 

Cooperation With State Agencies 
(5) Subsection (b) of section 15 is 

amended to read a3 follows: 
"(b) The Secretary is authorized to pay to 

each State agency an amount equal to 75 per 
centum of the sum of: (1) the direct salary, 
travel, and travel-related cost (including 
such fringe benefits as are normally paid) of 
personnel including the immediate supervi­
sors of such personnel, for such time as they 
are employed in taking the action required 
under the provisions of subsections 10(a) 
and lO(c) (3) and (4) of this Act and in 
making certification determinations for 
households other than those which consist 
solely of recipients of public assistance. In 
addition, the Secretary shall pay an operating 
agency in a State 50 per centum of the cost 
of issuing coupons to eligible households and 
of collecting the sums required from eligible 
households as payment therefor and shall 
pay 100 per centum of such costs if the num­
ber of persons participating in the food 
stamp program administered by such agency 
is equivalent to or greater than 66 per cen­
tum of the number of persons in the political 
subdivision covered by that program who are 
from households whose annual income is be­
low the poverty level as established by the 
Secretary pursuant to section 10(g) (2) of 
this Act. In the event that a public agency or 
private nonprofit organization is authorized 
to administer the food stamp program in any 
area in accordance with the provisions of 
section lO(g) of this Act or that such an 
agency or organization undertakes activities 
pursuant to section 10 (a) , the Secretary is 
authorized and directed to reimburse such 
agency or organization for all of the costs it 
incurs in carrying out such program or ac­
tivities." 

Appropriations 
(6) Section 16 is amended to read as fol­

lows: 
"SEc. 16. To carry out the provisions of this 

Act, there is hereby authorized to be appro­
priated not in excess of $2,500,000,000 for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1972, and not in 
excess of $3,500,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years ending June 30, 1973, and June 30, 1974. 
Sums appropriated under this section shall, 
notwithstanding the provisions of any other 
law, continue to remain available for the pur­
poses of this Act until expended. Such por­
tion of any such appropriation as may be 
required to pay for the value of the coupon 
allotments issued to eligible households 
which is in excess of the charges paid by such 
households for such allotment shall be trans­
ferred to and made a part of the separate ac­
count created under section 7(d) of this Act. 
If the Secretary determines that any of the 
funds in such account are no longer required 
to carry out the provisions of this Act, such 
portion of such funds shall be paid into the 
miscellaneous receipts of the Treasury. With 
funds appropriated under this section, the 
Secretary 'is authorized to conduct, or con­
tract with public agencies or private non­
profit organizations to conduct research, 
demonstration, or evaluation projects de­
signed to test or assist in the development 
of new approaches or methods to achieve the 
purposes of this Act." 

AIR COLLISION AVOIDANCE 
SYSTEM NEEDED 

<Mr. ROGERS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re­
marks.) 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the Fed­
eral Aviation Administration and the 
domestic commercial airline industry are 

failing to meet their responsibilities for 
safety to the public. 

I say this because in 1967 we were ad­
vised in our committee by the FAA Ad­
ministrator, then Gen. William F. Mc­
Kee, that they had placed top priority 
on developing a collision a voidance 
system. 

We have had more than 4,000 near 
misses annually and we have also had 
some collisions in midair. We now have 
a developed system, one of which was 
developed by one company in my own 
district, the Bendix Corp., and other 
companies have now developed a tested 
crash avoidance system. But they have 
not been placed on airplanes and the 
FAA has not yet demanded it. I think 
they are negligent in not seeing that 
the public is protected by crash avoid­
ance systems that are now feasible and 
have been tested. 

In his testimony before the House In­
terstate and Foreign Commerce Commit­
tee on July 4, 1967, General McKee ad­
vised the committee that intensive work 
was underway on a collision avoidance 
system by private industry. Mr. Speaker, 
this intensive effort to which General 
McKee referred has produced a proven 
collision a voidance system, and the state 
of the art now makes possible the instal­
lation of this system in commercial air­
liners as well as the implementatio.:l of 
the necessary ground stations. 

Yet, I have seen no action by the FAA 
or the domestic airline industry to im­
plement a collision avoidance system. 

On a recent trip through my district, 
I had occasion to tour the avionics di­
vision plant of Bendix Corp., in Fort 
Lauderdale during which I had an op­
portunity to discuss the progress that 
has been made in developing an etiective 
collision a voidance system. 

Bendix has perfected a system which 
it calls ''IMAGE": intruder monitoring 
and guidance equipment and it is ready 
to be marketed. I understand other com­
panies also have perfected similar de­
vices which can work interchangeably 
with the Bendix system. 

I am aware that installation of colli­
sion a voidance systems on the approxi­
mately 2,000 commercial aircraft will not 
prevent collisions between commercial 
aircraft and general aviation aircraft, 
but I believe it is a beginning, and I am 
assured that private industry will con­
tinue intensive work on a less expensive 
system which can be installed on general 
aviation aircraft, and which will be com­
patible with the systems now available 
for commercial aviation. 

I am also aware that these systems will 
cost between $30,000 and $50,000 per 
airliner and that the FAA probably 
will have to spend approximately 
$50 million for the necessary ground sys­
tem, but in light of the more than 4,000 
near misses which occur annually in 
aviation in this Nation, I do not believe 
the airline industry or the FAA can or 
should delay implementation of the sys­
tem, nor should passenger safety be 
sacrificed by delay. 

Must we have 5,000 or 10,000 near 
misses before the FAA and the airline 
industry act? Or, do we have to have 
one or more mid -air collisions claiming 
hundreds of lives before we get responsi­
ble action for passenger safety? 

We now have a collision a voidance 
system, and I urge the commercial air­
line industry and the FAA to take the 
appropriate responsible action to imple­
ment utilization of this equipment now. 

PANAMANIAN TREATY NEGOTIA­
TION SLOGAN: SOVEREIGNTY OR 
DEATH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle­
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. FLOOD) is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, as all Mem­
bers of the Congress know the Panama 
Canal is one of the great strategic cross­
roads of the world. Isthmian newspapers 
report extensively on developments in 
both the United States and Panama. 
In contrast, U.S. newspapers give very 
little coverage to events on the Isthmus 
unless it is unusually dramatic. The re­
sult is that the people of that a.rea are 
far better informed on Panama Canal 
matters than the people of our country. 
Also in Panama, the Spanish language 
press gives much news not covered in the 
English language press. Only those who 
read both can understand Isthmian mat­
ters in depth; and that is what I have 
tried to do. 

Since the recent visit of Robert B. An­
derson, chief negotiator for renewed 
Panama Canal treaty negotiations, the 
present revoluationary military govern­
ment of Panama has been reorganized to 
include more pro-Communists in high­
est positions. This has been followed by 
an almost daily battle-cry for full sov­
ereignty over the Canal Zone under the 
slogan "Sovereignty or Death." Unfor­
tunately, high officials of our Govern­
ment never publicly reply to the unreas­
onable and unrealistic demands of Pana­
manian leaders until the situation be­
comes critical, as occurred in January 
1964 when Red-led mobs attacked the 
Canal Zone requiring the use of our 
Armed Forces to protect the lives of our 
citizens and the canal. 

The latest information from Panama 
in the form of a page .1 newsstory of an 
Isthmian newspaper should leave no 
doubt as to what is transpiring. 

I quote it as part of my remarks and 
urge that it be read by all Members 
of the Congress, especially by members 
of committees with cognizance over 
Panama Canal policy questions: 
(From the Panama American, May 20, 1971 J 
"SOVEREIGNTY OR DEATH" BECOMING NEW 

BY-WORD IN PANAMA 

(By Ray Horton) 
PANAMA.-The phrase "sovereignty or 

death" has become a new by-word in 
Panama. It is written on storefronts, brick 
walls and even buses. It is an almost daily 
press headline. 

And With the approach of new talks be­
tween Panama and the United States over 
the future of the Panama Canal, the phrase 
has become a slogan for leaders of Panama's. 
"revolutionary" government. 

A three-man Panamanian negotiating team 
is scheduled to leave for Washington later 
this month, or early next month, to reopen 
the talks. 

Panamanian strongman Brig. Gen. Omar 
Torrijos, chief of the country's 6,000-man 
National Guard, told a cheering May Day 
crowd in a northern port city: 
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''I want you to have full assurance that 

Gen. Torrijos will not sell out the country. 
You can rest assured that the nation's sov­
ereignty is not up for negotiation-it is a 
birthright of the people. 

"You can be sure that you will find the 
government and Gen. Torrijos in these nego­
tiations on their feet or dead-but never on 
their knees". 

The Panamanian government goes into the 
new negotiations hoping to achieve sover­
eignty over the U.S. controlled Panama Canal 
Zone--a strip of land five miles on either 
side of the 50-mile long interoceanic canal. 

Official sources have told UPI that Pana­
ma's three-man team of negotiators is not 
seeking control over the actual lever-pulling 
operation of the freshwater lock canal or 
the defense of the canal. 

Instead, these government sources say, 
Panama wants jurisdiction over the Canal 
Zone which is now administered by a White 
House-appointed governor, who by tradition, 
is a major general in the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers. 

Three relatively young former cabinet 
ministers will do the negotiating in Wash­
ington with the Chief U.S. negotiator, Robert 
B. Anderson, Secretary of Treasury during 
President Eisenhower's second administra­
tion. 

Anderson is experienced in Canal nego­
tiations. He was appointed by President 
Johnson to negotiate a new treaty with 
Panama in 1964. 

Panama's ambassador to the United States, 
Jose Antonio de la Ossa, 39, heads the 
Panamanian team which includes Fernando 
Manfredo Jr., 37, who stepped down as min­
ister of commerce and industry in April, and 
Carlos A. Lopez Guevara, 42, who was for­
eign minister in 1969. 

De la Ossa was general manager of First 
National City Bank of New York in Panama 
before joining the government as minis.ter 
of finance in 1969. 

Lopez Guevara, a leading lawyer, is a grad­
u ate of Harvard Universit y and Manfredo, 
who was the nation's youngest cabinet mem­
ber, did graduate work at Harvard and the 
Wharton School of Finance at the University 
of Pennsylvania. 

All three negotiators were brought into 
government service by Torrijos after he took 
power in October, 1968. Torrijos led his troops 
in a coup d'etat against President Arnulfo 
Arias on the 11th day of the latter's new 
term. 

President Nixon agreed to begin new treaty 
negotiations with the Torrijos government 
last October, a month after Panama formally 
rejected the three 1967 draft treaties nego­
tiated during the Johnson Admlni&tratlon. 

Those treaties, dealing separately with the 
existing canal, the defense of the canal, and 
the construction of a new, level canal, were 
the result of negotiations that began shortly 
after anti-American rioting in January, 1964. 

But the draft treaties, which were leaked 
to the public, met congressional opposition 
in the United States as well as opposition 
from the Torrijos government. 

The 1903 treaty governing the canal has 
been amended twice, in 1936 and in 1955. The 
amendments generally gave Panama limited 
economic concessions such as the increase 
of the annuity the United States pays to 
Panama (from $430,000 to $1.93-million) and 
the elimination of unequal work standards 
for Panamanians and U.S. citizens in the 
Canal Zone. 

But neither revision touched the basic pro­
vision of the 1903 contention which gave 
the United States the power to "act as if it 
were sovereign" in the Canal Zone "in per­
pet-uity". 

This is the disputed section of the 1903 
treaty in the eyes of the Torrijos govern­
ment. 

"It simply doesn't follow that for the 
United States to operate a canal it hes to set 

up a state within a state", one Pana.me.nian 
diplomat told UP!. 

The Canal Zone is a self-contained com­
munity of about 55,000 residents who have 
their own schools, police, courts, and hos­
pitals. 

The same diplomat argued: "Our position 
has noth·ing to do with the ditch itself. 
We're only interested in the 10-mile Wide ter­
ritory. You have an almost sovereign so­
cialist state there. That is a real company 
town and the United States is the landlord. 
It owns all the housing and even some of the 
furniture. It has its own police and courts, 
runs its own schools, has duty-free auto­
mobiles which it buys in Pana.rna, and has 
most of the benefits of a sovereign state. And 
this is all going on in our country". 

Panama is expected to seek control of all 
activities in the Canal Zone that are not re­
lated directly to the operation and defense 
of the canal. 

Foreign Minister Juan Antonio Tack deliv­
ered a note to the U.S. Embassy in April pro­
testing the presence of commercial interests 
in the Canal Zone which permits the opera­
tion of clubs, recreation centers and restau­
rants for its 15,000 employees and their fam­
ilies. Seventy-five per cent of those employees 
are Panamanians. 

More than $29-million worth of merchan­
dise such as food, clothing, and house-wares 
were sold to Canal Zone residents in 1969, ac­
cording to the 1970 annual report of the 
Panama Canal Company. 

TAKE PRIDE IN AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GoNZALEZ) . Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Ohio 
<Mr. MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, to­
day we should take note of America's 
great accomplishments and in so doing 
renew our faith and confidence in our­
selves as individuals and as a nation. 

According to Joseph Kane's publica­
tion of "Famous First Facts," the first 
adding machine which was ' 'absolutely 
accurate at all times" was invented by 
Dorr Eugene Felt of Chicago, Ill. The 
model was constructed in November 1884, 
in Chicago. A patent was applied for in 
March 1887 and issued on October 11, 
1887. Felt entered into partnership with 
Robert Tarrant on November 28, 1887. 
This firm was later incorporated on Jan­
uary 25, 1889, as the Felt & Tarrant Co. 
Up to 1902 this machine was the only 
multiple-order key-driven calculator on 
the market. 

ACTION NOW TO RESTORE A SOUND 
DOLLAR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle­
man from Wisconsin <Mr. REuss) is 
recognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. REUSS. Mr. Speaker, I have to­
day introduced, for appropriate refer­
ence, a sense of Congress concurrent 
resolution calling on the executive to 
close the gold window, to let the dollar 
:float until equilibrium parity is reached 
and maintained, and to compensate 
countries which play the game against 
any resulting exchange loss. 

The full text of the concurrent resolu­
tion follows: 

H. RES. 328 
Resolved by the House of Representatives 

(the Senate Concurring), That it is the sense 
of the Congress that, in the event that an 

international monetary conference is not 
promptly convened, the Executive Branch 
should: 

(1) terminate its option, under the Articles 
of Agreement of the International Monetary 
Fund, to purchase dollars held by foreign 
official institutions with gold; 

(2) following the precedent of the Federal 
Republic of Germany, Canada, and the 
Netherlands, permit the dollar to float until 
any disequilibrium has been removed, and 
then support the dollar by exchange opera­
tions; 

(3) entertain claims for compensation for 
any resulting loss to those foreign official 
dollar-holders, in the a.mount of their dollar 
holdings as of June 1, 1971, who (a) co­
operate in allowing proper exchange parities 
to be attained, and (b) affirm their willing­
ness to abide lby the March, 1968, two-tier gold 
agreement. 

The dollar's current troubles stem 
fundamentally from two causes: first, 
persistent basic 1balance-of-payments 
deficits, due to the Vietnam war and the 
resulting inflation; second, the difficulty 
of trying to operate a gold exchange 
standard with $10 billion in gold against 
almost $30 billion in claims against it 
held by foreign central banks. 

These two Achilles' heels make non­
sense of the international monetary sys­
tem. 

The basic balance-of-payments def­
icit of the United States, around $3 
billion a year, can be stopped by ending 
the Vietnam hemorrhage now, and by 
using price-wage controls to restore a 
stable dollar. 

But correcting our basic payments im­
balance is not enough. The United States 
under the present system unnecessarily 
cripples itself by its inability to alter its 
exchange rate with other currencies. 
Three administrations have properly 
pledged never to raise the price of official 
gold. It would make no sense to pay real 
resources for more, and more expensive, 
gold from Russia and South Africa, only 
to bury it again at Fort Knox. 

Another way to restore proper parities 
for the dollar against undervalued cur­
rencies is for those currencies to :float or 
revalue upwards. West Germany and 
other European countries are now doing 
this, and considerably relieving the strain 
on the dollar in the process. 

But other countries, notably Japan, re­
fuse to revalue their currencies upward. 
As a result, Japan maintains a built-in 
price advantage, enabling her automo­
biles, radio-TV's, electronics, and textiles 
to :flood our markets, and luring more 
and more Japanese companies into 
artificially cheap made-in-Japan invest­
ments. 

American labor and management in 
the affected industries are asking for 
massive import controls. Yet if we go this 
route, it could be the end of free trade. 

Only by closing the gold window and 
letting the dollar find a newer and 
sounder relationship with the yen and 
other undervalued currencies can we 
avoid the deterioration of our trading 
position and a retum to trade autarchy. 

A second reason to close the gold win­
dow is simple honesty. Many a country­
from Norway, with only $23 million at 
the end of 1970 in gold reserves and $646 
million in foreign exchange reserves, 
mostly dollars, to Japan, with only $532 
million in gold reserves and $3.2 billion 
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in foreign exchange reserves, mostly dol­
l-ars-has grown dollar-heavy in reliance 
on our pledge not to raise the price of 
gold. Yet various gold-bug countries­
like France, which last month grabbed 
another $282 million of our gold-are 
getting themselves into the position of 
preferred creditors. 

So fairness, too, requires that we shut 
the gold window. It is perfectly feasible 
to protect countries that play the game 
by standing ready to compensate them 
for exchange losses, if any, due to having 
held dollars. Playing the game would 
mean first, not trying to frustrate an 
interim fiat for the dollar, and second, 
agreeing formally to abide by the March 
1968 two-tier gold agreement. 

This save-harmless agreement would 
apply only to central bank dollar hold­
ings accumulated prior to June 1, 1971. 
With respect to currencies, like the Jap­
anese yen, generally believed to be un­
dervalued, there will be a tendency for 
private holders of dollars to unload them 
for yen at the Japanese central bank, in 
anticipation that the United States may 
in fact soon take the action here recom­
mended. Since such post-June 1 dollar 
holdings would not be eligible for save­
harmless compensation, the Japanese 
central bank may very well conclude that 
it should take the same action as West 
Germany has taken-let the dollar float 
for a bit until its fair parity begins to 
appear. This would be a good thing for 
the United States, for the world mone­
tary system, and in the end for Japan, 
too. 

The proposal I make is for unilateral 
action by the United States. Far prefer­
able, of course, would be the action by 
multilateral conference proposed in the 
Javits-Reuss resolution of May 12, 1971, 
though the end result of dollar stability 
would be the same. I look forward to 
hearings in the near future on · both 
resolutions. 

NARCOTICS CONTROL PROGRAM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle­
man from New Jersey, Mr. RoDINO, is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. RODINO. Mr. Speaker, I was 
pleased to note President Nixon's com­
ments during his June 1 press conference 
proposing a narcotics control program. 
Such a "national offensive" against the 
drug problem has been long overdue, and 
I was particularly glad to see that his de­
scription of the program is substantially 
along the lines of my three-pronged com­
prehensive narcotics control program 
that I have been advocating since the 
91st Congress. 

Eight months ago I wrote directly to 
the President to express my deep con­
cern about the heroin epidemic in our 
Nation and my conViction that urgent ac­
tion is necessary to deal with it. I de­
scribed the comprehensive program I de­
veloped to counter this growing national 
tragedy and sought his support for my 
proposals, or the submission by the Ad­
ministration of alternatives. 

Unfortunately, the only response 8 
months ago was a perfunctory acknowl­
edgment of my letter by a White House 

assistant, assuring me that my letter 
would be brought to the President's at­
tention. I can only conclude that the re­
cent shocking revelations about the ex­
tent of heroin addiction among Vietnam 
servicemen and veterans, and the subse­
quent public outrage, have finally forced 
the administration to propose actions to 
deal with our drug epidemic. 

I have been assured that hearings will 
be held in the near future on the two bills 
in my legislative program-H.R. 1539 to 
authorize the President to cut off foreign 
aid to countries that do not cooperate in 
efforts to end illegal opium production 
and traffic; and H.R. 1540, providing for 
the mandatory medical treatment of 
known addicts under superVision of Pub­
lic Health officials. I am therefore again 
writing to President Nixon to seek his 
support for my program or similar strong 
and effective action. 

Mr. Speaker, in the last Congress my 
bill to cut off foreign aid to illegal opium 
producing countries was approved by 
the House, in the form of an amendment 
to the supplemental foreign aid au­
thorization bill. I hope it will similarly 
receive support when it is again before 
the House. In this connection, I include 
in the RECORD at this point the text of my 
letter to President Nixon on October 22, 
1970, and the reply to me by Mr. William 
E. Timmons of October 23, 1970. 

THE PRESIDENT, 
The Whi te House, 
Washington, D .C. 

OcTOBER 22, 1970. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: I am Writing to you 
out of a sense of urg·ency concerning the 
epidemic of narcotics addiction, which is 
having such a devastating etfect on our 
en t ire Nation. 

In some of our major industrial. centers-­
such as New York, Newark, Philadelphia, 
New Orleans, Detroit, and Los Angeles, the 
narcotics plague has reached critical pro­
portions. In many cities more than 50 per­
cent of all street crimes are being committed 
by narcotics addicts. In some cities over­
doses of heroin are now the largest single 
cause of death for persons over 35. Through­
out the entire Nation addiction has become 
so rampant that probably three to four hun­
dred thousand persons are now committing 
crimes daily out of a desperat e need to :feed 
their craving for drugs. 

From the very beginning of the 91st Con­
gress I have been working strenuously to 
develop a comprehensive legislative program 
designed to abate the addiction epidemic. 
This program involves a three-pronged at­
tack on the narcotics problem. 

First, I have introduced a bill, H.R. 17269, 
which would allow any person known to be 
an addict to be placed under medical super­
vision and control by Public Health officials. 
Medical treatment would be mandatory and 
could involve confinement of the addict if 
and when medical officials consider it neces­
sary. This measure has the support of the 
American Medical Association as well as a 
number of state and local narcotics officials. 

Second, by using Public Health officials 
to control narcotics addicts, as is provided 
for in my bill, law enforcement officials can 
be made more available to conduct vigorous 
crackdowns on narcotics pushers and or­
ganized drug rings. 

Third, the illegal supply of narcotics which 
is entering our country from abroad should 
be dried up. To accomplish this, I have in­
troduced H.R. 18397, which would require the 
suspension of foreign assistance to any for­
eign government which fails to take ade­
quate steps to curb the illegal drug traffic 

and which would also provide a1firmative 
assistance to countries which do cooperate 
with us. I have written personally to every 
Member of the House of Representatives 
concerning this proposal and a.m. gratified 
that 140 Members of the House--both Re­
publicans and Democrats-are now cospon­
soring this bill. 

During the course of my formulation of 
this legislation program, I have conferred at 
length with a number of Federal officials and 
in all candor have been dismayed by the in­
ability of the relevant government agencies 
either to agree on a program such as mine or 
to formulate constructive alternatives. 

I want to assure you that I very much ap­
preciate the etforts that the Administration 
has made to date to deal with the narcotics 
problem. However, I am concerned that un­
less all of us fully cooperate to engage in an 
all-out war against narcotics, we will be un­
able to abate the epidemic that is now threat­
ening our Nation. 

Under the circumstances, I respectfully re­
quest that you give your personal considera­
tion to the proposals that I have introduced 
in the House of Representatives. I strongly 
believe that these proposals merit your sup­
port. If an agreement can be reached among 
the relevant government agencies concerning 
either my program or any constructive alter­
native, I am confident appropriate legislation 
can be enacted when Congress returns in 
November of this year. 

Sincerely, 
PETER W. RoDINO, Jr., 

Member of Congress. 

OcTOBER 23, 1970. 
DEAR MR. RoDINO: This will acknowledge 

and thank you for your letter to the Presi­
dent regarding legislation which you have 
pending in the Congress concerning the 
problem of drug addiction. You may be as­
sured your letter will be brought to the 
President's early attention. 

With cordial regard, 
Sincerely, 

WILLIAM E. TIMMONS, 
Assistant to the President. 

RACIAL IMBALANCE IN THE UNITED 
STATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
preVious order of the House, the gen­
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. RARICK) is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. RARICK. Mr. Speaker, a so-called 
racial balance is given as a goal for 
peace by some of our liberal friends and 
a necessary factor for the achievement 
of an educational environment by the 
judiciary. 

The 1970 census :figures establish im­
mediately that there is no State in the 
Union that is in racial balance of blacks 
District of Columbia above the national 
average and 34 States below the national 
population. There are 16 States and the 
District of Columbia, above the national 
average and 34 States below the national 
average. 

· The statistics are further confusing 
when we consider that of the Nation's 
black population of 22.3 million, the 1970 
census shows that approximately one­
half or 10.5 million of the Nation's black 
population is now concentrated in 50 
cities-one-third or 7.6 million of the 
total black population is in 15 cities. Six 
cities now have a black majority, and in 
eight cities the population is 40 percent 
or more black. 

Some indiViduals contend that segre­
gation is no longer an issue and there is 
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no longer a race problem. To those I but 
ask why our large cities continue to be­
come blacker? 

There seems to be a direct correlation 
between those States which fall under 
the national average in racial balance 
and the States having the Representa­
tives who are the most desirous and de­
manding of achieving racial balance. 
There is little wonder that whites from 
States which have 2 or 3 percent racial 
minority and even those who have less 
than 1 percent black population are op­
posed to separation of the races--they 
have no race problem because they have 
so few to segregate. 

With so much clamor these days by 
Federal judges, Nixon administration 
bureaucrats, and some legislators to over­
come racial imbalance, I thought that 
each of our colleagues would like to see 
what progress his State may have made 
during the past decade toward racial bal­
ance. If no one wants busing applied on 
a nationwide scale to overcome racial 
imbalance, why has it become a national 
goal on a local, State, or regional basis? 

I include tables of percentage of Negro 
population by States according to the 
1970 census and the 1960 census in the 
RECORD, followed by similar tables giving 
the ranking in 1970 and in 1960 of States 
by total Negro population: 

Percentage of Negro population by 
States 1970 

Rank and State: 
1 District of Columbia ____________ 71. 1 

2 Mississippi --------------------- 36. 8 
3 South Carolina ----------------- 30. 5 
4 Louisiana ---------------------- 29. 8 
5 AJabama ----------------------- 26.2 
6 Georgia ------------------------ 25. 9 
7 North Carolina ---------------- 22.2 
8 Virginia ------------------------ 18. 5 
9 Arkansas----------------------- 18.3 

10 Maryland ---------------------- 17.8 
11 Tennessee---------------------- 15.8 
12 ~orida ------------------------- 15.3 
13 Delaware ----------------------- 14. 3 
14 lllinois ------------------------- 12. 8 
15 Texas -------------------------- 12.5 
16 New York ---------------------- 11.9 
17 Michigan----------------------- 11.2 
18 New Jersey --------------------- 10. 7 
19 Missouri ----------------------- 10.3 
20 Ohio--------------------------- 9.1 
21 Pennsylvania------------------- 8.6 
22 Kentucky ---------------------- 7.2 
23 California ---------------------- 7. 0 
24 Indiana------------------------ 6.9 
25 Oklahoma---------------------- 6.7 
26 Connecticut -------------------- 6. 0 
27 Nevada ------------------------ 5.7 
28 Kansas ------------------------ 4. 8 29 West Virginia ___________________ 3.9 

30 Massachusetts ------------------ 3. 1 
31 Alaska------------------------- 3.0 
32 Arizona------------------------ 3.0 
33 Colorado ---------------------- 3. 0 
34 Wisconsin --------------------- 2.9 
35 Nebraska ---------------------- 2. 7 
36 Rhode Island___________________ 2. 7 
37 Washington -------------------- 2. 1 
38 New ~exiCO--------------------- 1.9 
39 Oregon ------------------------ 1. 3 
40 Iowa --------------------------- 1. 2 
41 Hawaii ------------------------ 1. 0 
42 Minnesota --------------------- 0. 9 
43 Wyoming ---------------------- 0.8 
44 u~ --------------------------- o.e 45 North Dakota___________________ 0. 4 

46 Idaho ------------------------- 0.3 
47 ~ine ------------------------- 0.3 
48 Montana ---------------------- 0.3 49 New Hampshire_________________ 0. 3 
50 South Dakota___________________ 0. 2 

51 Vermont----------------------- 0.2 
National average _______________ 11. 1 

Source: 1970 U.S. Census. 

Percentage of Negro population by 
States, 1960 

Rank and State: 
1 District of Columbia ____________ 53. 9 
2 Mississippi --------------------- 42. 0 
3 South Carolina _________________ 34. 8 

4 Louisi.ana ---------------------- 31. 9 
5 AJabama ------~---------------- 30.0 
6 Georgia------------------------ 28.5 
7 North Carolina __________________ 24. 5 
8 Arkansas----------------------- 21.8 
9 Virginia ------------------------ 20. 6 

10 Florida ------------------------ 17.8 
11 Maryland ---------------------- 16. 7 
12 Tennessee --------------------- 16. 5 
13 Delaware ---------------------- 13. 6 
14 Texas ------------------------- 12. 4 
15 Illinois ------------------------ 10. 3 
16 Michigan ---------------------- 9. 2 
17 Missouri ----------------------- 9.0 
18 New JerseY--------------------- 8. 5 19 New York ______________________ 8.4 

20 Ohio -------------------------- 8. 1 
21 Pennsylvania ------------------ 7. 5 
22 Kentucky---------------------- 7.1 
23 Oklahoma _______________ _:______ 6. 6 

24 Indiana------------------------ 5. 8 
25 California --------------------- 5. 6 
26 West Virginia-------------·----- 4.8 
27 Nevada ------------------------ 4.7 
28 Connecticut -------------------- 4. 2 
29 Kansas ------------------------ 4.2 
30 Arizona------------------------ 3.3 
31 Alaska------------------------- 3.0 
32 Colorado----------------------- 2.3 
33 Massachusetts ------------------ 2. 2 
34 Nebraska ---------------------- 2. 1 
35 Rhode Island___________________ 2. 1 
36 Wisconsin---------------------- 1.9 
37 New Mexico_____________________ 1. 8 
38 Washington-------------------- 1.7 
39 Oregon ------------------------ 1. 0 
40 Iowa --------------------------- 0. 9 
41 Hawaii ------------------------ 0. 8 
42 Minnesota --------------------- 0. 7 
43 Wyoming----------------------- 0. 7 
44 Utah -------------------------- 0. 5 
45 Maine ------------------------- 0. 3 
46 New Hampshire_________________ 0. 3 
47 Idaho-------------------------- 0.2 
48 Montana----------------------- 0.2 49 South Dakota ___________________ 0.2 
50 North I>akota ___________________ 0.1 

51 Vermont----------------------- 0.1 
National average _______________ 10. 5 

Source: 1960 U.S. Census. 

Negro Population by States, 1970 
Rank and State: 1 New York ________________ _ 

2 illinois -------------------
3 Texas --------------------
4 California ----------------
5 <leorgia ------------------6 North Carolina ___________ _ 

7 Lou~iana ----------------
8 ~orida -------------------
9 Pennsylvania -------------

10 Michigan -----------------
11 C>hio ---------------------
12 Alabama -----------------
13 Virginia ------------------
14 Mississippi ---------------15 South Carolina ___________ _ 
16 New Jersey _______________ _ 
17 Maryland-----------------
18 Tennessee ----------------
19 District of Columbia ______ _ 

20 Missouri -----------------
21 Indiana ------------------
22 Arkansas -----------------
23 }(entucky ----------------
24 Connecticut --------------
25 Oklahoma ----------------
26 Massachusetts ------------
27 Wisconsin ----------------

2,166,933 
1,425,674 
1,419,677 
1,400,143 
1,190,779 
1,137,664 
1,088,734 
1,049,578 
1, 016,514 

991,066 
970,477 
908,247 
865,388 
815,770 
789,041 
770,29~ 
701,841 
631,696 
537,712 
480, 172 
357,464 
357,225 
241,292 
181,177 
177,907 
175,817 
128,224 

28 Kansas -------------------
29 Delaware -----------------
30 West Virginia -------------
31 Washington --------------
32 Colorado -----------------
33 Arizona ------------------
34 Nebraska -----------------
35 Minnesota ----------------
36 Iowa ---------------------
37 Nevada ------------------
38 Oregon -------------------39 Rhode Island _____________ _ 
40 New Mexico ______________ _ 

41 AJaska -------------------
42 Hawaii -------------------
43 Utah ---------------------
44 Maine --------------------
45 Wyoming ----------------
46 New Hampshire __________ _ 
47 North Dakota ____________ _ 

48 Idaho --------------------
49 Montana -----------------50 South Dakota ____________ _ 

51 Vermont -----------------

106,977 
78,276 
73,931 
71,308 
66,411 
53,344 
39,911 
34,868 
32,596 
27,762 
26,308 
25,338 
19,555 
8, 911 
7,573 
6,617 
2,800 
2,568 
2,505 
2,494 
2, 130 
1,995 
1,627 

761 

National totaL ___________ 22, 672, 570 
Source: 1970 Census. 

Negro population by States, 1960 
Rank and State: 

1 New York _______________ _ 

2 Texas --------------------
3 Georgia ------------------
4 North Carolina ___________ _ 
5 Louisiana ---------------
6 illinois -------------------
7 Alabama -----------------
8 Mississippi ---------------
9 California ----------------

10 ~ortda ------------------
11 Pennsylvania -------------
12 South Carolina __________ _ 

13 Virginia -----------------
14 Ohio --------------------
15 Michigan -----------------
16 Tennessee ----------------
17 Maryland -----------------18 New Jersey _______________ _ 
19 District of Columbia _____ _ 

20 Missouri -----------------
21 Arkansas ----------------
22 Indiana ------------------
23 Kentucky ----------------
24 Oklahoma ----------------
25 Massachusetts -----------
26 Connecticut --------------
27 Kansas ------------------28 West Virginia ____________ _ 

29 W~consin ----------------
30 Delaware ----------------
31 Washington -------------
32 Arizona ------------------
33 Colorado -----------------
34 Nebraska -----------------
35 Iowa --------------------
36 Minnesota ---------------37 Rhode Island _____________ _ 

38 Oregon ------------------39 New Mexico ______________ _ 

40 Nevada -------------------
41 Alaska -------------------
42 Hawaii -------------------
43 Utah ---------------------
44 Maine -------------------
45 Wyoming -----------------46 New Hampshire __________ _ 

47 Idaho --------------------
48 ~ontana -----------------49 South Dakota ____________ _ 
50 North Dakota ____________ _ 

51 Vermont -----------------

1,417,511 
1,187,125 
1,122,596 
1,116,021 
1,039,207 
1,037,470 

980,271 
915,743 
883,861 
880,186 
852,750 
829,291 
816,258 
786,097 
717,581 
586,876 
518,410 
514,875 
411,737 
390,853 
388,787 
269,275 
215,949 
153,084 
111,842 
107,449 
91,445 
89,378 
74,546 
60,688 
48,738 
43,403 
39,992 
29,262 
25,354 
22,263 
18,332 
18, 133 
17,063 
13,484 
6,771 
4,943 
4,148 
3,318 
2,183 
1,903 
1,502 
1,467 
1,114 

777 
519 

National totaL ___________ 18, 871, 831 

Source: 1960 U.S. Census. 

REPORT TO THE NATION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
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man from Michigan (Mr. DIGGS) is rec­
ognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. DIGGS. Mr. Speaker, on May 24, 
1971, the 13-member congressional black 
caucus responded to the President's re­
port of May 18, 1971, in which he ad­
dressed himself to 60 recommendations 
for governmental action on major issues 
of today which said group previously 
submitted to him on March 25, 1971. 

In their response, a "Report to the 
Nation," the caucus expressed disap­
pointment in the 115-page report which 
failed to introduce new policy in the way 
of economic security and development; 
community and urban development; jus­
tice and civil rights, and foreign policy. 
The President's report merely reiterated 
policy already familiar to the caucus 
which we feel is totally inadequate in 
addressing itself to the areas so stated. 
We are including statements drawn up 
by the caucus expressing our reaction to 
the President's report. 

The members of the congressional 
black caUCUS are: CHARLES C. DIGGS, JR., 
of Michigan, chairman; AUGUSTUS F. 
HAWKINS, of California, vice--chairman; 
CHARLES B. RANGEL, of New York, sec­
retary; SHIRLEY CHISHOLM, Of New York; 
WILLIAM L. CLAY, of Missouri; LOUIS 
STOKES, of Ohio; GEORGE W. COLLINS, of 
Illinois; JOHN CONYERS, JR., Of Michigan; 
RONALD V. DELLUMS, Of California; RALPH 
H. METCALFE, of Illinois; PARREN MITCH­
ELL, Of Maryland; ROBERT N. C. NIX, of 
Pennsylvania; and the Reverend WAL­
TER FAUNTROY, Delegate-Elect of Wash­
ington, D.C. 

The statements follow: 
REPORT TO THE NATION 

(Presented by the Congressional Black 
Caucus, Monday, May 24, 1971) 

INTRODUCTION 

Holding public office in America has al­
ways been viewed by the un-cynical as a pub­
lic trust. The thirteen black members of the 
United States House of Representatives are 
trying to demonstrate that it is still that for 
us, for the thousands of Black Americans 
and other minorities and whites who sent us 
to Washington, and for the unrepresented 
millions who still have no effective voice in 
the machinery of their national government. 

The political hopes and aspirations of 
Black Americans have passed through two 
Reconstruction periods. Both ended with the 
surrender of national responsibility for the 
plight of black people to the individual states 
of the South, or to a laissez-faire benevolence 
that condemned them to perpetual half-citi­
zenship. 

The second Reconstruction was the heady 
period following the historic May 17th Su­
preme Court decision and included: the re­
birth of black activism with the Montgomery 
Bus Boycott of 1956; the sit-ins of the early 
sixties when young people showed some of 
the determination that their elders were 
lacking; the 1964 Civil Rights Act and the 
1965 Voting Rights Act when American 
blacks began to believe that freedom, like 
the end of the war in Vietnam, was "just 
around the corner." 

Those beginnings began to end in 1968, but 
not simply because one man and one party 
won the Presidency and another was de­
feated. The circum.stances of death for the 
Second Reconstruction were many and com-
plex. But they were deeply rooted in the 
American notion that once granted the al­
ready Constitutionally guaranteed right to 
vote, Black Americans had been "given 
enough!" A not unrelated, if unspoken, de­
cision seems to have been made in some 
quarters about the poor. 

Through the 1960's, as the black movement 
struggled into politics, escalated into pro­
test, culminated in rebellion, one theme was 
constant: the belief held by the overwhelm­
ing majority of Black Americans that the 
political process is one--not necessarily the 
best or only one--of several problem-solving 
devices open to us. As the democratically 
selected representatives of a cross-section of 
black people, we embody some of t hat be­
lief. We intend, therefore, to represent, to 
the best of our abilities, the political dreams 
and concrete demands which spring from our 
constituents and from all other Americans, 
similarly situated. 

REPORT TO THE N ATION 

Sixty days ago the members of the Con­
gressional Black Caucus met with President 
Richard Nixon in what we felt to be a useful 
and, hopefully, fruitful exchange. In the 
statement with which we opened that meet­
ing, we expressed our deep conviction that, 
as we said then, " large numbers of our cit­
izens are being subjected to intense hard­
sh ip, are denied their basic rights , and are 
suffering irreparable harm as a result of cur­
rent policies." 

Sixty days later, with unemployment and 
the impact of the nation's skewed priorities 
falling most heavily upon our constituen­
cies, we found much less reason to alter 
our convictions than we had hoped . 

Clearly, no President and no Administra­
tion :::hould be expected to stand accountable 
for the enti re legacy of historic wrongs, of 
calculated neglect and bland unconcern 
which has for too long crippled the lives and 
restricted the options of m1llions of black, 
brown, red and poor Americans of every age 
and color. But neither can any President nor 
any Administration expect that their deeds­
and words-will be exempt from the sober 
judgment of those whose lives are inevitably 
shaped by the decisions or non-decisions, the 
programs and policies of these national polit­
ical leaders. 

We felt many months ago, and continue 
to feel that, no matter what party occupies 
the White House, it is an unhealthy state 
of affairs if there is not continuing commu­
nication between the Chief Executive and 
those elected officials who are most looked 
to by minority and poor Americans as both 
the symbolic and real political expression 
of their aspirations and needs. 

But, that communication, if it is truly to 
further the national good, must be serious, 
and as candid as political realities will per­
mit. From the beginning, the Congressional 
Black Caucus has been interested not in a 
sterile and formalistic exchange of words 
and documents, but in a genuine mutual 
coming to grips with the forces and failures 
which have the greatest potential for ripping 
this country asunder. For we continue to 
believe that the most profound threat to 
America's future lies not beyond its borders 
but here at home, in our continuing refusal 
to face up to the perils of our future posed 
by racism, class cleavages, poverty and gov­
ernmental unresponsiveness. 

It was against this backdrop of purpose 
and concern that the Caucus attempted to 
measure the statements and actions of the 
President and the Administration in the 
period since our meeting. 

Last week we received the President's re­
ply to the sixty-one recommendations we 
had left with him. We want to be fair in 
characterizing this document and we intend 
to point out such instances of forward move­
ment as we think it contains. But we would 
be less than honest if we did not admit that, 
for most of its 115 pages, we found it deeply 
disappointing. 

Let us say at the outset that we were ini­
tially heartened by the evidence offered by 
the report itself, that the President had 
taken our March 25th meeting with him 
sufficiently seriously to respond to our con­
cerns. But in reality the document consti­
tutes less a response than a reply, couched 

predominately in the form of bureaucratic 
reports intent on justifying the status quo. 
The challenge we tried to catalyze--fresh 
thinking, the matching of implementation 
with need, the degree of courage and com­
mitment national leadership has brought 
to other efforts in the past-appears for 
the most part to have been ignored. 

Time and again, throughout the 100-odd 
pages, the Administration shut off the pos­
sibility of new and, we believe, promising 
initiatives. Too often it proposed no genuine 
alternatives at all. Instead, govern ment of­
ficials devised tortuous and sometimes dis­
ingenuous explanations for the shortcom­
ings of existing policies and programs af­
fecting minorities, the poor and the cities. 

We, on the other hand, are acutely aware 
that the current state of the nation, which 
may be mildly inconvenient to the major~ty 

of white America, is for the black, brown, 
red and poor we represent a true crisis which 
approaches the intolerable. Given this sit­
uation, business as usual , bureaucracy as 
usual, politics as usual simply is not good 
enough. 

What is gained for example by suggesting 
that blacks do not need special federal guar­
antees for community economic endeavors 
when mortgage banks and savings and loan 
associations have enjoyed these privileges for 
decades? Why juggle figures, comparing bad 
with worse, on the number of blacks in 
policymaking positions in federal agencies, 
when the overall percentage of blacks in 
such slots has scarcely changed? Why say 
to us and the presidents of black colleges 
and universities that a speech by one cabi­
net officer on a ceremonial occasion is re­
sponsive to our request that there be action­
oriented meetings with Cabinet officers in 
order to increase the token 3 percent of 
federal resources these institutions now re­
ceive? The Administration has given valu­
able support to the important Emergency 
School Aid and Quality Integration Act of 
1971 now before the House of Representa­
tives. But can we now be certain that the 
recent announcement requiring Austin, 
Texas, to adopt a busing plan (in conform­
ity with the Supr«rme Court's ruling) actual­
ly means that the Administration has firmly 
decided to reverse its earlier position in op­
position to busing? 

The "federal dinosaur," as described re­
cently by the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights 
may have "at least opened one eye." But 
with all due respect to the efforts of that 
agency, we do not feel that dinosaurs are 
equipped to help us deal adequately with 
the crying needs of the Seventies. Strong and 
vigorous Presidential, Cabinet level and 
Congressional leadership is needed, guided 
by a clear comprehension of the need and 
opportunities for change. 

The President, in the transmittal letter 
which accompanied the replies from the 
various federal agencies, stated that we and 
his Administration are in agreement on 
"broad goals." We would very much wish 
that to be so. But "goals" are undergirded 
by basic assumptions which give words their 
meaning. We of the Congressional Black 
Caucus place the dignity of human beings 
above the perfection of management tech­
niques and the balancing of books at peo­
ple' expense. We place constitutional guar­
antees for citizens above preservation of 
order through force. We believe that our 
constituencies have the right and the ability 
to determine their own affairs. In our view, 
voluntarism is no substitute for effective 
enforcement of the law. There is no better 
evidence of our differences with the Ad­
ministration on these basic issues than our 
respective views on economic development, 
welfare reform, and revenue sharing. 

We are, indeed, committed to what the 
President described in his letter as "a con-
certed drive for expanded economic op­
portunities for minorities and all Ameri­
cans-a drive to validate with jobs, income 
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and tangible benefits the pledges this society 
has made to the disadvantaged in the past 
decade." But when we make concrete pro­
posals for bringing this about, what is the 
Administration's reply? 

The Caucus, in its March report, called 
for the commitment of at least $1 billion to 
assist minority business. The President, in 
his answer, cited an increase in total Fed­
eral support for this purpose of $115 million 
from 1969 to 1970. The Caucus called for the 
creation of a Federally-funded independent 
development bank. The President described 
the Administration's bureaucratic reorgan­
ization plans. The Caucus called for tax 
legislation favoring investment in urban 
centers by organizations of minorities and 
the poor. We were told that tax incentives are 
not proper ... for inner cities. We were 
further advised by the authors of the highly­
touted Philadelphia Plan that fixed per­
centage set-asides for minority non-con­
struction contractors are "neither necessary 
or desirable." It is of course encouraging 
to note that plans are underway to provide 
increased and more effective technical as­
sistance to minority enterprises. But what is 
essentially communicated in the President's 
report is that there is no disposition to see 
that individual and community minority en­
terprises shall enjoy the benefits and assists 
which our system has always accorded white 
business and financial interests. 

The Caucus also shares with the President 
" a determination to reform the welfare sys­
tem." What happens to our agreement on 
t his "broad goal" however when we find the 
Administration supporting a demonstrably 
worse welfare bill t han its own inadequate 
Family Assistance Plan? How should we in­
t erpret statements by the President since 
our meeting in March containing 'workfare' 
rhetoric which only reinforces existing wel­
fare myths? 

The President, in his letter to us, st ated 
that we "att ach high priority," as does he, 
" t o a program of revenue sharing that will 
en able our cities and states to serve the peo­
ple better." In our report of March 25, 1971, 
we described the cent ral issue as one of block 
grants versus categorical grants, for "the fed­
eral government has been sharing federally­
collected tax money revenues with states, 
cit ies, count ies, and individuals for the past 
fort y years." We then went on to describe 
the form of fiscal relief to state and local 
governments we would favor; including as­
surances that funds would be spent in ways 
a n d amounts that would benefit poor and 
minority citizens least likely to prevail; al­
lowance for participation of neighborhood 
and ot her community units in planning and 
decisions on expenditures; enforcement of 
civil rights laws wit h respect to such funds; 
a nd incentives for states to shift from regres­
sive forms of taxation, that fall most heavily 
on low and low-middle income families, to 
more progressive income taxes. 

We think it is safe to say that what the 
Administration proposed in its reply differs 
in kind and degree from what we outlined in 
March. No one feels the crushing fiscal bur­
dens of our cities more than we and we are 
pledged to join with others, without regard 
to party, in getting prompt and effective solu­
tions. But we do wonder why states and cities 
cannot be helped without jeopardizing the 
interests of minorities and the poor? The 
Administration's Education Revenue Sharing 
proposal has assumed that it is more im­
portant to deliver funds to states than to 
provide: civil rights protection and account­
ability through federally approved state 
plans; comparability guarantees; and re­
quirements that assure community residents 
the right to participate in decisions, as in 
Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Edu­
cation Act. We are also disturbed that pro­
posal after proposal in our March report was 
rejected with the explanation that solutions 
would be provided under revenue sharing or 

governmental reorganization plans . . It is in 
fact hard not to conclude that funds which 
might otherwise be available are being held 
hostage to the eventual, but by no means 
certain, passage of this legisla tL n. 

We have no intention of cataloguing in 
the body of this Report to the Nation what 
we feel to be all of the pluses and minuses 
for our constituencies in the Administra­
tion's reply. A repre3entative sampling of 
these will be found in the Appendix we have 
prepared and a more complete version of 
our analysis will be released in the near 
future. 

There are some indications of forward 
movement reflected in the document. Al­
though the funds requested by the Ad­
ministration fall far short of the t~tal rec­
ommended by the Caucus for summer jobs, 
we note that the President asked on April 
9, 1971 for an extra $64.3 million to put disad­
vantaged teenagers to work, and we hope that 
his continued leadership on this question 
will be forthcoming. We view as a step in the 
right direction the Administration's declared 
intention to request an additional $15 mil­
lion for black colleges and universities for 
Fiscal Year 1972. The Administration en­
dorsed our recommendations that the Fed­
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation provide 
technical assistance to black banks and that 
an investigation of the quality cf justice 
for black servicemen be made. We are grati­
fied, too, that our presentation concerning 
the drug crisis stimulated the Administra­
tion's interest, as the space &.ccordec this is­
sue in the White House document reflects. 

But at the same time certain disturbing 
themes are consistent and pronounced. Not 
only do we not share basic assumptions 
and definitions, but we have sharp disagree­
ments concerning priorities; the relative 
sense of urgency; the scale of solutions pro­
posed in relation to the magnitude of the 
problems; our methods for arriving at an­
swers based on the basic assumptions held; 
the degree of initiative and self-determina­
tion permitted minorities and poor people 
under given policies or programs; and even 
on what is meant by "implementation" and 
"result orientation," a point of p articular 
import ance in view of the Administration's 
own desire to be judged not by its rhetoric 
but its deeds. The following examples are 
representative: 

BASIC DIFFERENCE IN ASSUMPTIONS 

The Congressional Black Caucus does not 
share the opinion that suspension of con­
stitutional rights is justifiable for any pur­
pose. Accordingly, we have expressed alarm 
that the D.C. Court Reform and Criminal 
Procedure Act of 1970 has been advertised as 
a model for the nation. Although the Attor­
ney General was quoted in the President's 
Report as saying that the Administration 
has never indicated "all these provisions 
should be adopted in the states," we are 
aware of legislation proposed by him on 
May 17, 1971, authorizing preventive deten­
tion of suspects accused of "dangerous or or­
ganized crime activity" in all federal courts. 
This belies the assertion made in the reply 
and bears witness to our fundamentally dif­
fering positions on this question. 

DIFFERENCES IN PRIORITIES 

The Caucus feels that the Vietnam war 
has been the most grossly disruptive force 
in distorting our national priorities. Now, 
even as the President talks of winding down 
the war, he has requested a rise in defense 
expenditures for Fiscal Year 1972, while 
raising technical and ill-supported argu­
ments in his reply to us for the continuation 
of the freeze and the limitation on the 
spending of funds for the human needs of 
our constituencies. We are painfully aware 
that when the Nixon Administration took 
over in FY 1969, total military outlays were 
$78.7 billion, including about $23 billion for 
Vietnam. Despite the fact that Vietnam out-

lays will have declined by $17 billion in 
FY 1972, the Administration projects total 
defense spending only $2.7 billion below the 
1969 level. In addition, the $315 million in 
federal funds available for all minority eco­
nomic development is less than one-half of 
the Administration's proposed guarantees of 
$750 million for temporary relie: of Lockheed 
and Penn Central, and less than one-third 
of the billion dollars the federal government 
will have spent in the aborted C5A program. 

SENSE OF URGENCY 

The Congressional Black Caucus requested 
that the sugar quota for South Africa be 
discontinued immediately. The Administra­
tion replied by saying that it is recommend­
ing a two or three year extension of the $20 
million annual subsidy under sugar quota 
laws for South Africa, which presently has 
a quota equal to that of four developing 
black African nations. 

SCALE OF EFFORT 

In reply to the Caucus recommendation 
concerning the need for an adequate stock 
of low and moderate income housing, the 
Administration cited the fact that in urban 
renewal projects, commitments by the De­
partment of Housing and Urban Develop­
ment would make 25,000 dwelling units avail­
able in FY 1972. When contrasted with the 
need for 200,000 such units in Washington 
alone, the President's reply constitutes not 
even a token reply to our concern. Further, 
it is clear that solutions on a scale that 
would provide the amount of low and mod­
erate income housing required cannot come 
until there is the "equal access to the total 
housing market", which the Caucus pro­
jected as a goal in its report to the Pres­
ident. This goal was at the heart of Cau­
cus Housing Recommendations 2, 3, 4, and 
5-and of the question put to the President 
in the March meeting, concerning the status 
of the legal opinion on which the Adminis­
tration might determine its policy in regard 
to race and income barriers to suburban 
housing. Meanwhile, Administration state­
ments on "forced integration", and the con­
fusion over the import of the Valtierra Case, 
further limit the probab111ty of dealing ade­
quately with problems of housing and the 
intimately interrelated problems of jobs and 
education. 

VOLUNTARISM VS. ENFORCEMENT 

According to a recent Civil Service Com­
mission report, at least 70 percent of the 
black employees in every federal department 
are in grades GS 1-8, and less t han one per­
cent of decision-makers in supergrades is 
black. In citing progress in this area to date, 
the Administration pointeg to an increase 
in minority employment in the federal gov­
ernment of .6 percent in three years. The 
method of implementation used to achieve 
this imperceptible gain, "advising federal de­
partments and agencies that the establish­
ment of goals and timetables is a useful 
management concept", explains the failure 
of achievement. The Administration has 
consistently confused the issuance of guide­
lines, the conduct of studies and the en­
dorsement of voluntary agreements with ef­
fective enforcement of the law. 
SELF-DETERMINATION FOR MINORITIES AND THE 

POOR 

The Caucus is dismayed by the Adminis­
tration's apparent support of provisions of 
the revised Fam.lly Assistance Plan which 
even more seriously erode "individual free­
dom of choice and self-respect" than did 
the President's original proposal. We note 
further that while the updated version of 
the Welfare Reform B1ll would require regis­
tration for work or training for mothers of 
children over three, the Administration en­
dorsed the voucher payment method for day 
care services. This approach would seriously 
handicap parents and communities in pro­
viding and controlling developmental child 
care programs for their children. 
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"RESULT ORIENTATION" IN PERSPECTIVE 

The Administration stated that its revision 
of the food stamp purchase schedule would 
provide free food stamp allotments to those 
with little or no income. In fact, new regu­
lations published in April by the Department 
of Agriculture, if instituted, would have just 
the opposite effect. Over 2 million present 
participants in the program would be seri­
ously hurt by the new schedules; 350,000 
would be eliminated entirely, and 1.7 million 
would receive substantially reduced benefits. 

To the degree that these differences in per­
spective and concern are mirrored in seg­
ments of the larger society, any shared short­
fall of perception and commitment on the 
part of the President and his advisors takes 
on even more disturbing significance for the 
future of relations between races and classes 
in our society. And it does no good to sug­
gest that decisions are being made without 
regard to race or class. We do not even have 
to go to the alienated young, the blacks in 
Northern ghettos, or the Chicanos in the 
barrios of East Los Angeles. We hear daily 
from established organizations and well­
known human rights leaders, among others, 
who are disturbed about what they see as 
basic shifts in racial policy and accelerated 
steps toward national disaster. 

In summary, the predominate thrust of 
the Administration's reply places one central 
fact in harsh perspective. National decision­
makers do not define the critical problems 
facing blacks, the poor, our youth and our 
nation in ways which may result in their res­
olution and are not yet prepared to commit 
the necessary power and resources to achieve 
their own stated goals. 

LOOKING AHEAD 

We have only begun.-As of today, May 
24, 1971, there can be no escaping the un­
deniable facts which tell us that Black 
Americans, despite the much heralded and 
often exaggerated progress CYf the Sixties, are 
slipping further and further behind most of 
their white fellow citizens. 

Whether we look at the infant mortality 
rat es, unemployment and underemployment, 
median family income, the percentage of 
population on welfare rolls at the poverty 
level, in low-income housing and in the lower 
echelons of military service, it is undeniable 
that the old folk saying still applies: "if 
you're black, get back!" 

But by 1971, it ought to be clear that the 
American black community is not prepared 
to get back one more inch. Certainly it is 
clear to us as black elected officials, and to 
our brothers and sisters who hold office in 
growing-though still inadequate--numbers 
across this country. Those who are elected, 
as some of us are, from districts which in­
clude not only Black Americans, but Mex­
ican Americans, Puerto Ricans, Caucasians 
and Indians, know that blacks do not have 
a monopoly on impatience and distrust of 
unresponsive politicians and governments. 

The Congressional Black Caucus is com­
mitted to doing its part in making politics 
and government more responsive to our con­
stituencies, as it has been-and is-to others. 
We fully intend, as we told the President in 
March, to do all that is within our power to 
reverse the retreat from a commitment to 
make all Americans equal in the eyes of gov­
ernment. And we intend to continue making 
clear to the Administration and to the 
leaders of both parties that for us that com­
mitment means the only kind of equality 
with any real significance-equality of re­
sults. 

And let us set the record straight on why 
we have agreed to establish a mechanism 
for receiving contributions to the Caucus and 
for raising funds. We are interested neither 
in a slush fund for Caucus members nor a 
war chest for the support of any national 
candidate-either from within our own ranks 
or elsewhere. Long before we first requested 
a meeting with the President, we realized 

how handicapped we were in not having the 
staff resources needed for the Caucus in or­
der to effectively play the role it must play 
in championing in the national political 
arena the cause of black people, poor people 
and the dispossessed and alienated of all 
races. We have not had at our command the 
thousands of employees and the hundreds of 
technicians available to the White House in 
the preparation of the exchange between us 
on a variety of critical issues. It is a tribute 
to black organizations, technicians and 
leaders across the country-and to others who 
volunteered assistance without regard to 
race-that what we have attempt ed was pos­
sible at all. The range and enthusiasm of 
the support has astonished us. It came from 
civil rights groups, elected and appointed of­
ficials at every other level of government, the 
black caucuses of professionals and students, 
poverty and community groups, women's or­
ganizations, religious and working class 
leaders. As politicians, we were surprised at 
the spectrum of ideologies and political be­
liefs represented among those who wished to 
see our efforts succeed. 

But now, they and we have acknowledged 
that the Congressional Black Caucus must 
develop a capable, independent staff to as­
sist it in its future efforts. Indeed, we can­
not effectively screen and evaluate at pres­
ent the requests for assistance on vital is­
sues which come to us from all over the 
nation, nor can we make the best use of 
the contributions which knowledgeable black 
technicians, professionals and activists have 
made and are prepared to make. The staff we 
hope to assemble will be headed by an Execu­
tive Director, selected by the Caucus, and 
will include program specialists in the fol­
lowing seven multi-disciplined areas: health, 
education and welfare; civil rights, law and 
justice; manpower and economic develop­
ment; housing and urban affairs, foreign 
affairs, political action and the press. Under 
the direction of the Caucus, the staff will re­
fine and expand the present recommenda­
tions into a continuous black agenda for 
national and international action. In addi­
tion to conducting individual research, the 
staff will establish permanent two-way chan­
nels of input and exchange on programmatic 
issues and ideas with every major black 
fraternal, civil rights, professional, religious, 
beneficial and social action organization, all 
significant black leadership in business, gov­
ernment, labor, academia and in the grass 
roots community and all black elected offi­
cial leadership groups and organizations. 

The Caucus action agenda will outline 
on a regular basis with specific proposals 
target areas for executive action by the White 
House, legislative action by the Congress, 
regulatory action by federal departments 
and agencies, and national action by the 
American people. It is contemplated that the 
agenda will be the most complete summari­
zation available of black views on a compre­
hensive range of subjects, and it will be 
ideally structured to reflect the ever-chang­
ing ideas and realities in the nation's black 
community. 

The Caucus, with its staff, will also de­
velop the resource linkages to enable it to 
mount a much needed program of political 
action technical assistance. Such assistance 
would seek to develop new mechanisms and 
expanded roles for black participation in 
the political process. Educational programs 
would be developed to systematically in­
crease the effectiveness of present black elec­
ted officials, to encourage and assist black 
candidates running for public office, to de­
velop mechanisms for political action by 
young black people, to assist black people 
in gaining a greater role at the decision 
making levels of the local, state, and na­
tional political party structure and to es­
tablish an ongoing new and informational 
exchange concerning the activities of the 
Caucus and other black elected officials. 

Census figures released a few days ago in-

dicate that nearly half the country's black 
population is concentrated in 50 cities, that 
a third of that total is in 15 cities, and that 
six cities now have black majorities--with 
eight others having black populations of 40 
percent or more. These facts and the ac­
companying figures have political implica­
tions of which some of our sisters and 
brothers at the local and state levels are al­
ready acutely aware. Along with them, we 
must help bring about a broader and deeper 
understanding of what these political bases 
can and must mean in economic, social and 
human terms. Questions are already being 
asked, for example, about the meaning of 
metropolitan and area-wide planning and 
government when viewed from the perspec­
tives of the blacks and other minorities, the 
poor and near poor. Similar questions are 
being raised about the trade-offs between 
central cities and suburbs, not simply on 
water and sewers, but on jobs, transporta­
tion, housing, schools and the delivery of 
health and other services. 

We intend to assist other groups and lead­
ers who will be educating our constituencies 
to an awareness of, and strategies for deal­
ing with such issues of critical import for 
their survival. On another level, we do not 
expect that other organizations representing 
minority and low-income interests will be 
indifferent to the actual delivery by the gov­
ernment on the pledges made to the late 
Whitney Young-to involve, for the first 
time, a major private group representing 
such interests in the implementation and 
evaluation of programs designed to help 
poor and minority citizens. And, while ap­
plauding the action taken by the Justice 
Department in rejecting what it found to be 
discriminatory reapportionment in Virginia, 
we will be joining the NAACP and other 
groups in watching carefully the govern­
ment's role in protecting black voters in 
those Mississippi counties where states and 
localities have moved to require re-registra­
tion, re-districting and changes in the 
method by which officials are elected. 

We do not intend to have our vision ob­
scured by partisan blinders where the in­
terests of our constituencies and our ability 
to serve them effectively are concerned. We 
complained, rightly we feel, when for months 
President Nixon would not honor our re­
quest for an audience with him. After our 
meeting with the President, we sent identi­
cal letters to the Democratic and Republican 
leadership of both Houses of Congress and 
followed up with telephone queries. We have 
since met with the House Democratic and 
Republican leadership, and are scheduled for 
a meeting with the Senate Republican lead­
ership to discuss those legislative issues of 
particular concern to our constituencies. As 
of this date, however, we have not been as­
sured a meeting of the oaucus with Demo­
cratic leaders in the Senate. 

We serve notice here and now that, if we 
have anything to do with it, the days of 
taking black and poor voters for granted is 
over. Let it be understood that we say this 
not in a spirit of self-serving arrogance, but 
as a natural consequence of our firm belief 
that the legislative and executive branches 
of government particularly must be more ac­
countable than they have been in the past 
to the most neglected of our citizens. As 
elected officials, we expect to be held no less 
accountable. 

We intend to go forward resolutely in seek­
ing implementation of the recommendations 
we have already made, and in formulating 
and seeking action on proposals which we 
and others will be able to advance more pre­
cisely in the months ahead. Where there has 
been agreement between ourselves and the 
White House on a course of action, we will 
be taking the Administration at its word and 
judging it by its deeds. But we do not in­
tend to surrender all the initiative to others 
here in Washington. We plan to help draft 
and sponsor legislation to achieve the ends 
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we seek and we shall be particularly inter­
ested in forming coalitions to bring about the 
changes we desire. 

Our viewpoint on coalitions is not too dif­
ferent from that already expressed by some 
of our members. With the help of other mi­
nority elected officials and national and local 
leaders representing poor and low-income 
c: tizens, women and youth, we hope to effect 
~oalitions of interest with those who share 
our deepest concerns. But we do not delude 
ourselves that we are necessa.rily talking 
about permanent coalitions, permanent 
friends, or permanent enemies. It is the in­
terests of our constituencies which are per­
manent-and we are convinced that the na­
tional interest will not be truly served until 
America justly and adequately meets the 
needs and aspirations of those citizens who 
too often have been treated as aliens. 

We have been asked over the past several 
weeks by black leaders and others around 
the c~untry if we are shaping issues and 
strategies for 1972. To date, the Caucus has 
not addressed itself as a body to this con­
cern. but we would ~e derelict in our duty if 
we did not at some point in the not-too-dis­
tant future. Hopefully, we w111 have a staff 
which can assess the communications and 
sugge.stions we have already received and 
which can help position us to respond to the 
invitations we have received to sit down with 
those elected officials and leaders of private 
groups who are most likely to converge 
around common agendas. We are tentatively 
inclined at this point to be concerned about 
whether the platforms of the major parties 
reflect the central interests of our constitu­
ents. Civil rights is clearly one of these. But 
now, in the months leading up to 1972, and 
in the period beyond, we think it is impor­
tant that the nation know clearly that our 
concerns are not bound by what is conven­
tionally known as civil rights. 

Certain black speakers used to refer wryly 
to the fact that Southern blacks often sang 
the old spiritual "Take all the world, and give 
me Jesus"-and that in too many cases the 
whites in power did precisely that. Except for 
the fact that blacks in this country do not 
yet have their civil rights, there is more 
than a slight correspondence between the 
situation the speakers mocked and the tend­
ency of certain politicians to feel that they 
have dealt sufficiently with the problems of 
blacks when they have made a few gestures in 
the direction of civil rights, or have given 
some visibility to a black appointee or em­
ployee. We urgently want more blacks hired 
and appointed with real power to act, and we 
want to collect finally on the long overdue 
civil rights pledges. But when people are 
poor or only one pay day away from poverty, 
when they cannot get decent houses, when 
the schools their children attend do not 
educate, when their civil liberties as well as 
their civil rights are insecure if they happen 
to be dark-skinned, or young or shabbily or 
unconventionally dressed-then it must be 
clearly understood that they cannot be 
treated to a speech or a few lines in a con­
vention platform about civil rights and then 
dismissed. 

Standing on the threshold of this summer 
and what may be for many families a bleak 
winter beyond, we cannot permit ourselves 
the luxury of thinking and acting only in 
terms of 1972. If the country does some of the 
things it should and must, we would hope to 
have a less polarized and less inequitably 
balanced society by 1972-as well as some sig­
nificant increase in the membership of the 
Congressional Black Caucus. 

But today, May 24, 1971, at this moment of 
peril and challenge, we call upon the orga­
n1zations and leaders of blacks and other 
minorities, on young people whose awareness 
and political potential can make a differ­
ence, on all those who truly care about the 
poor and near poor and the wholeness of this 
nation, to join with us in making the country 
and its political leaders aware that a new 

political and social consciousness is begin­
ning to stir in this land. And that if all of us 
are to survive, political leaders and govern­
ments at all levels must become as responsive 
to those whose needs that consciousness stirs 
as they have been in the past to other seg­
ments of our society. 

As for us, we are not romanticists. We 
know that we may experience setbacks. As 
politicians, we have known both victory and 
defeat-and we hope we have learned how to 
profit from one and not be lulled into com­
placency or apathy by the other. But we are 
determined that, with the help of those who 
will join us, our setbacks will be only tem­
porary. We are prepared to be followers as 
well as leaders, and we welcome the strug­
gles immediately ahead. For we are com­
mitted to putting such skills, resources and 
energies as we can muster into challenging 
the forces and institutions in this nation 
which are blocking change. It is, of course, 
important that people be heard. But it is not 
enough for us that the voices of the blacks, 
the poor, the browns, the reds, the marginal 
workers, the young-who make up so sig­
nificant a part of our districts and our na­
tional constituency-be heard. We want them 
answered. And we want them answered in 
the only way that can ultimately justify 
politicians and governments-that they prag­
matically empower people in ways that free 
them to change for the better their lives, and 
the future prospects of their nation. 
CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS STATEMENT OF 

GOALS, MARCH 25, 1971 
Our people are no longer asking for 

equality as a rhetorical promise. They are 
demanding from the national Administra­
tion, and fTom elected officials without regard 
tu party affiliation, the only kind of equality 
that ultimately has any meaning--equality 
of results. 

If we are in fact to be equal in this 
country, then the government must help us 
achieve these results: 

The eradication of racism within the 
United States and in its dealings with other 
nations; 

The earning of a decent living, or the means 
to survive in dignity when work is not avail­
able; 

Decent housing for our families and equal 
access to the total housing market; 

Fair and impartial justice and adequate 
~rotection against drug abuse and crime; 

The enforcement of civil rights and other 
constitutional guarantees through vigorous 
affirmative action by the government; 

A fair share of the public funds used to 
support business and community develop­
ment and full participation in determining 
how tax dollars are spent in our com­
munities; 

The guarantee by the federal government 
of ample health care for all citizens; 

The protection of federal standards and 
guarantees in programs financed by federal 
funds; &.nd 

The f'Ull participation by the members of 
our communities in the executive, judicial, 
and legislative branches of our government 
at every level. 
CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS MEMBERS AND 

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS 

Charles C. Diggs, Jr., Chairman, Michigan, 
2464 Rayburn House Office Building, Foreign 
Affairs Committee, District of Columbia. Com­
mittee. 

Augustus F. Hawkins, Vice-Chairman, Cali­
fornia, 1124 Longworth House Office Build­
ing, Education and Labor Committee, House 
Administration Committee. 

Charles B. Rangel, Secretary, New York, 226 
Cannon House Office Building, Public Works 
Committee, Science and Astronautics Com­
mittee, Select Committee on Crime. 

Shirley Chisholm, New York, 123 Cannon 
House Office Building, Education and Labor 
Committee. 

Wllliam L. Clay, Missouri, 328 Cannon 

House Office Building, Education and Labor 
Committ ee. 

George W. C:::llins, Illinois, 1504 L::mg­
worth House Office Buildin g, Government 
Operation s Committee, Public Works Com­
mittee. 

John Conyers, Jr .. Michigan, 222 Cannon 
Houro Office Building, Governmen t Opera­
t ions Committee, Judiciary Committee. 

Ronald V. Dellums, California, 1417 Long­
worth House Office Building, Foreign Affairs. 
Committee, District of Columbia Committee. 

Walter E. Faunt roy, District of Columbia . 
1330 Longworth House Office Building, Dis­
trict of Columbia Committ ee. 

Ralph H . Metcalfe, Illinois, 1110 Lcngworth 
House Office Building, Interst ate and For­
eign Commerce Committee. 

Parren Mitchell, Maryland, 1228 Longworth 
House Office Building, Banking and Cur­
rency Committee, Permanent Select Commit ­
tee on Small Business. '· 

Robert N. C. Nix, Pennsylvania, 2201 Ray­
burn House Office Building, Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Post Office and Civil Service 
Committee. 

Louis Stokes, Ohio, 315 Cannon House Of­
flee Building, Appropriations Committee. 
APPENDIX. HIGHLIGHT COMMENTS ON WHITE 

HOUSE REPORT 

A. Economic security and economic 
development 

1. Manpower and employment rights 
Recommendation 1 and 2: The Administra­

tion's reply essentially rejected the Caucus 
recommendation for a comprehensive na­
tional manpower planning program and the 
call for the creation of 1,100,000 productive 
jobs in the public sector. Instead, the report 
cited the Presid·ent's revenue sharing pro­
posals, his proposed program for 200,000 jobs 
for welfare receipients, and existing job pro­
grams as meeting the critical needs of the 
unemployed. With over 5 million Americans 
unemployed, with the national rate of unem­
ployment for black people at 10%, with black 
teenage unemployment in poverty neighbor­
hoods standing at a terrifying 44.7%, there 
is a national employment emerrency for black 
people, which warrants immediate attention 
and action by the Administration and Con­
gress. 

Recommendation 3: The Administration 
failed to agree to provide one million NYC 
jobs for youth during the summer. Instead, 
the Administration stated that it would pro­
vide 514,000 summer jobs in this category. 
Further, since the President intends to re­
duce the number of weeks for each job to 
9 weeks, NYC workers will actually receive 
less money than last year. With over a third 
of the black teenagers in the year-round 
labor market unemployed, with an additional 
one million in-school black youth joining 
the competition for summer jobs, and with 
the past inabil1ty of private employers to 
meet unemployment needs :n years when the 
job market was more open, the necessity of 
an expanded Federally-supported summer 
job program is incontrovertible. 

Recommendation 4: a. The Administra­
tion did not make, nor did it propose basic 
changes in the hiring, placement and pro­
motion of black people in the Federal gov­
ernment. These broad changes are clearly 
necessary because black people are still con­
centrated in the lowest paying jobs. 

Using the same Civil Service Commission 
report which formed the basis for statiStical 
data in the Presidential reply, we are alarmed 
that: 

1. In every department of the Federal gov­
ernment, at least 70 % of the black employees 
were in grades 1-8. Ironically, the Justice 
Department was the worst offender with 
90.8 % of the black employees placed in these 
low grades; and that, 

2. Less than 1% of the black employees 
of any department were in the supergrades 
(16-18). 

In citing the progress to date, the Adminis-



.June 3, 1971 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE 17913 
tration is apparently proud of the fact that 
minority employment increased from 18.9 % 
in 1967 to 19.4 % in 1970: a mere .6 % in 3 
·years. 

b. To change thh; pattern the Administra­
tion is relying on previous programs and 
voluntarism. The Civil Rights Commission 
llas, "advised Federal departments and agen­
·cies that the establishment of goals and 
timetables is a useful management concept 
which should be used wherever appropriate." 
We take strong exception to the use of ad­
vice instead of strict enforcement. Token 
J>rograms to recruit or promote a few more 
blacks will neither change the system nor 
provide redress for the thousands of black 
employees inequitably placed in and restrict­
-ed to the lowest ranks of the Civil Service. 

Recommendation 5: a. The Administration 
llas not enforced Executive Order 11246 in 
the non-construction industries, nor in the 
construction industry. The Administration 
llas regressed to emphasizing voluntary com­
pliance, which historically nas been ineffec­
tive. Order No. 4, requiring nonconstruction 
:Federal contractors to develop affirmative ac­
tion plans with goals and timetables, allows 
the contractor to set the acceptable standard 
.for EEO compliance. Even this Order, which 
:affects the majority of jobs, is not being 
·enforced. 

b. Furthermore, the Administration has 
not extended to the entire construction in­
dustry the concept embodied in the Phila­
·delphia Plan of including specific goals and 
timetables in construct-ion contracts. The 
Administration has focused on voluntary 
llometown plans which are not substantially 
increasing the number of jobs for blacks. In 
a memorandum to the Under Secretary of 
Labor recommending a response to the Con­
gressional Black Caucus, the Director of the 
Office of Federal Contract Compliance 
(OFCC) stated: 

"Unfortunately, in view few cities can the 
llometown solution (voluntary plan) be 
said to be producing results. In most of the 
·other cities, the hometown plan is not work­
.ing .... " 

Continuing, he said that OFCC's experi­
-ence with the voluntary approach had "con-
-vinced us of the legality, the practicality 
.and the necessity of developing a national 
program with national goals." 

c. Of the two Government-imposed plans, 
the claimed results of the Philadelphia Plan 
.are still disputed by many non-government 
observers in Philadelphia and the Washing­
ton Plan remains unenforced. 

Recommendation 6: a. The Administra­
tion flatly refused to give support for the 
granting of cease and desist power to the 
Equal Employment Opportuni-ty Commis­
sion. Without this power, EEOC is rendered 
impotent in ensuring equal employment op­
portunity and in providing redress for the 
-victims of discrimination in employment. 

b. The Administration did state its sup­
port for extending the jurisdiction of EEOC 
to employees of state and local governments. 
Yet, without the cease and desist authority 
the extension of coverage of employees is 
meaningless. 

2. Welfare Reform 
Recommendation 1 : a. The Administration 

clearly rejected the recommendation of the 
Congressional Black Caucus that $6,500 a 
year, $440 less than what has been calculated 
as the minimum income needed by an urban 
family of four, be provided to assure mini­
mum standards of health and decency for 
Family Assistance recipients. 

b. The Administration has already given its 
support to the Family Assistance Plan, ap­
proved by the House Ways and Means Com­
mittee on May 13, 1971, (H.R. 1). Although 
the bill raises the payment level !or recipi-
ents in states that now pay the least and 
provides substantial benefits for the aged, 
disabled, and blind, in crucial ways, this sup-

port represents a backward step. For P-xam­
ple: 

( 1) The Family Assistance Act sets pay­
ment leve],s at $2',400 a year for a family of 
four. Payments will never go above that # 
amount and there is no commitment to 
maintain present payment levels in the 45 
states where they now exceed $2,400. In fact, 
9 out of 10 welfare families could be worse off, 
since $2,400 a year is above present payment 
levels for only 10 percent of them. 

(2) The $2,400 amount proposed by the 
Ways and Means Committee is actually less 
than the $1,600 proposed earlier by the Ad­
ministration. The earlier bill provided $1,600 
in cash plus $864 in food stamps. The Com­
mittee's action has made recipients ineligible 
for food stamps. 

(3) States would be encouraged to actually 
reduce payments. If states increased pay­
ments above the amount recipients received 
in cash and food stamps combined as of Jan­
uary 1, 1971, the states will have to pay the 
entire cost of these increases. 

(4) Some states have been providing In­
creased payments under. the present welfare 
system in accordance with the rising cost of 
living. There is no provision, in fact, allowing 
increases of the federal payment of $2,400. 
Thus, cost of living increases, essential in our 
unstable economy, will be denied for the 
poor. 

c. We feel that the burden is on the Ad­
ministration to prove that there would be a . 
$75 billion cost to the government as a result 
of establishing a $6,500 payment level. Since 
the Caucus did not suggest in its March Re­
port moreover, that these funds be raised 
through a 58 percent surtax on income, we 
believe the Administration raised a false 
issue in its reply which might have the effect 
of inhibiting serious discussion of our pro­
posal. 

d. In light of an unemployment crisis of 
massive proportion, the forced work require­
ments of the Family Assistance Pla-n can only 
be seen as punitive and unrealistic. The plan, 
while helping only the lowest wage earners, 
would deny them the protection of the fed­
eral minimum wage. As presently written, 
the bill does not guarantee that recipients 
would be assigned to suitable employment. 
Further, the provision of 200,000 public serv­
ice jobs in light of a 10 percent unemploy­
ment rate in the black community is ludi­
crously inadequate. 

Recommendation 2: a. We note with inter­
est that the Administration stated its will­
ingness in its Report to back provisions for 
suitable work opportunities and require­
ments. The Caucus shall anticipate the Presi­
dent's efforts to change H.R. 1 to reflect these 
views. 

b. The overall support given the present 
Family Assistance Plan by the Administra­
tion would indicate, however, a failure of 
commitment to principles we set forth in 
this recommendation. For example: 

(1) Families would stlll be required to 
register for work even though the lack of 
adequate training, child care services and 
employment opportunities would result in 
more harassment than help for the poor. 

(2) We find it difficult to comprehend why 
the already obnoxious provisions of the origi­
nal FAA, requiring mothers of children over 
six to register for work, now require mothers 
of children over three, to turn their pre­
schoolers over to a third party to raise. 

c. Recipients will have fewer legal rights 
under the Family Assistance Plan than they 
now have. Pe.:>ple who lose their jobs can be 
denied assistance. Welfare recipients are as­
sumed to be guilty before trial. The right to 
appeal unfavorable decisions is curtailed. 
Illegal residency requirements may be im­
posed. In short. in countless ways, the Ad­
ministration's endorsement of such provi-
sions violates the letter and spirit of our 
original recommendation. 

Recommendation 3: a. The Pres·ident's Re-

port indicated that over 10 million persons 
are now assisted by the Food Stamp Program, 
and this is triple the number aided just 16 
months ago. It further stated that new and 
more liberal regulations on food stamps have 
been published in the Federal Register and 
will be implemented during the summer. 
What the Administration failed to mention, 
however, is that under the new regulations 
over 2 million present participants in the 
program would ba seriously hurt by the new 
schedules; 350,000 eliminated altogether and 
1.7 million receiving substantially reduced 
benefits. 

In addition, testimony before the Senate 
has disclosed that an additional two million 
persons would be excluded because of the 
new restrictive definition of what constitutes 
a "household" in the regulations. The blind, 
aged and disabled in 10 states would be ren­
dered ineligible for the program in the one 
and two person category. It is estimated that 
hundreds of thousands would also be elimi­
nated because of the new regulations re­
garding proposed "maximum allowable re­
sources". 

The Administration is recommending to 
Congress that the Food Stamp Program be 
eliminated when the welfare reform bill is 
passed. The new Department of Agriculture 
regulations might accomplish that task pre-
maturely. , 

b. Although the Department of Agriculture 
supports a "standstill" budget for child nu­
trition programs based on an estimated 6.6 
million eligible children, testimony before 
the House Education and Labor Subcommit­
tee on April 26, 1971, placed the figure at 10 
million eligible children. We remind the Ad­
ministration of its pledge and our recom­
mendation that no children in America go 
hungry. 

c. The Caucus recommended a fully oper­
ational cash assistance program whereby wel­
fare families would receive additional cash in 
lieu of food stamps. Yet, the Administra­
tion's proposal of a maximum benefit of 
$2,400 includes the cash value of the stamps 
and is actually less than the cash-food stamp 
package originally proposed. 

3. Federal Assistance to State and Local 
Government 

Recommendation 1: a. The President stated 
in reply to our March Report that the bulk 
of the frozen funds are being held for legal 
and technical reasons: the coverage of long 
term disbursements to many fully appro­
priated projects which require massive con­
struction (milltary and shipping); the with­
holding of low rent public housing monies 
because of tight credit conditions; and Con­
gressional restraints on spending within debt 
and statutory outlay cellings. 

The Caucus finds it ditncult to accept legal 
and technical reasons for failure to release 
funds to meet critical dome~tic needs, espe­
cially when it is recalled that the earlier 
position of the Administration related the 
freezing of funds to control of inflation. In 
addition, the Caucus is convinced that given 
the accelerating collapse of the social fabric 
of our urban cities, releasing frozen funds as 
part of next year's budget and predicating 
action on the passage of revenue sharing, is 
an extremely hazardous way to plan. By not 
spending urban funds appropriated for this 
fiscal year until next fiscal year, and by not 
planning to seek further funding for pro­
grams that are to be lumped under revenue 
sharing, the Administration is in effect en­
suring a doubling of needs next year with 
only this year's money to pay for them. 

b . Further, to justify the freezing of funds 
by the debt and statutory outlay ceiling is to 
ignore the fact that the President could just 
as well have withheld $1.3 billion from the 
$70 billion Department of Defense budget 
rather than to have withheld about one bil­
lion from the $3.3 billion budget of the De­
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
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ment. The Caucus contemplates with dread 
the possibility that this Administration is 
prepared to accept the suffering of millions 
of poor people this year in order that it may 
strategically release funds at some other 
time. 

Recommendation 5: The Caucus is pleased 
that the Administration supports extending 
Titles VI and VII of the 1964 Civil Rights 
Act to state and local governments to insure 
compliance with equal employment guide­
lines for recipients of general and special 
revenue sharing funds. To make this mean­
ingful, however, there should be White House 
support of a provision requiring the shared 
revenues to be integrated with the general 
revenues of the recipient government. Other­
wise, it would be far too easy for any unit 
receiving funds to establish a separate ac­
count for federal revenues, from which would 
be made only those kinds of capital expendi­
tures that would be untouched by civil rights 
enforcement guidelines. Federal funds could 
be used accordingly to buy trucks, buses, con­
crete, lumber, pencils and paper while state 
or local funds could then be used to hire 
white employees to use them. 

4. Minority Economic Development 
Recommendation 1: a. Tl:e President stated 

that the Office of Minority Business Enter­
prise (OMBE) had been an ,effective vehicle 
for economic development and he cited $315 
million in federal grants and loans and guar­
antees as evidence. The Congressional Black 
Caucus is aware, however, that the $315 mil­
lion is less than one-half of the Administra­
tion's proposed guarantees of $750 mil11on 
for temporary relief of Lockheed and Penn 
Central, and less than one-third of the bil­
lion dollars the Federal government will have 
spent in the aborted C5A program. This is 
the real measure of the Administration's 
commitment in this most vital area. 

b. The Administration placed great em­
phasis on the $115 million increase in fund­
ing available for minority development from 
1969 to 1970. Again, to place this issue in 
perspective, the Administration's major effort 
to achieve social justice and equal oppor­
tunity for 25 million Black Americans is 
little more than one-tenth of what was 
initially allocated in the under-financed War 
on Poverty for 32 mil11on poor Americans. 

c. The President's own Advisory Council 
on Minority Business Enterprise recom­
mended $500 mi111on for minority enterprise 
over the next three years, substantially more 
than the President is willing to spend. 

d. SBA programs, which again the Presi­
dent cited as further evidence of the ade­
quacy of the Administration's efforts in this 
field, have done little to increase the size and 
scale of minority enterprise. The average mi­
nority loan is still $24,000 while the average 
non-minority loan is $65,000. 

e. Secretary of Commerce Maurice Stans 
announced at the outset of the Minority En­
terprise Small Business Investment Company 
(MESBIC) program, the Administration's in­
tent to establish 100 MESBIC's by June 1970. 
As of March 1971, fewer than 30 were in exist­
ence. Many of them are under-capitalized 
and received no federal funds for staff and 
administrative expenses. Disenchantment is 
setting in because when MESBIC's encounter 
losses, current federal regulations demand 
that the private sector invest more capital 
before the MESBIC can become eligible for 
government matching funds. 

Recommendations 2 and 5: a. Community 
Development Corporations (CDC) have in 
a three and one-half year period contributed 
significantly to the accomplishment of the 
objectives the President claims to support: 
creation of jobs, increased community in­
come, and expanded minority ownership op­
portunities. These results were made despite 
inadequate funding, bureaucratic resistance 
to innovation and little federally provided 
management assistance. Their success has 

been directly proportional to the amount of 
funds available to them. Nevertheless, the 
President chose in his reply to the Caucus 

,.to regard CDC's as unproven experiments 
and budgeted $20 million less for them in 
Fiscal Year 1972 than he says was available 
in 1971. 

b. The Congressional Black Caucus finds 
incredible the President's rejection of the 
concept of a federally-financed guarantee or­
ganization to insure securities and obliga­
tions of CDC's on the grounds that "this 
would stigmatize CDC's" and "be contrary to 
this Administration's policy of opposing the 
establishment of permanent narrow-purpose 
discount facilities." Apparently only the poor 
and disadvantaged are stigmatized by market 
support mechanisms. Mortgage bankers and 
savings and loan officials have long utilized 
the services of the Federal Mortgage Associa­
tion and the Government National Mortgage 
Association without embarrassment. 

c. The President refuted his own state­
ment and logic by pointing up the role of 
the Opportunity Funding Corporation 
(OFC), a special financing mechanism. He 
also neglected to add that OFC had received 
as of May 1971 only $1 million of a $7 mil­
lion grant announced in June 1970. 

Recommendation 3: a. The President as­
serted that under SBA's SA program, the 
participation of minority contractors in fed­
eral work expanded from $10.4 million to $22 
million. The Caucus is not impressed. Fed­
eral work received by minority firms under 
SA still amounts to .022 percent of all federal 
contracts, or $22 m1llion out of nearly $100 
b1llion. 

b. There is a basic inconsistency between 
Administration support of hiring goals set 
under the highly touted Philadelphia Plan 
and opposition to such goals for non-con­
struction contractors. This is particularly 
disturbing in view of the President's obliga­
tion to enforce Section 153 of the Economic 
Opportunity Act and Section 3 of the Hous­
ing Act of 196S, which requires OEO and 
HUD, respectively, to take action so that 
minorities might receive a greater share of 
all federally-financed work, not just con­
struction. 

Recommendation 6: The Congressional 
Black Caucus notes with satisfaction that 
the Administration agreed to have the Fed­
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation provide 
technical assistance to minority banks. We 
shall anticipate more detailed plans for 
implementation. 

5. Poverty Programming 
Recommendation 1: a. The Caucus is not 

satisfied with Administration ciaims that 
OEO programs, as they "mature," should be 
spun off to the various line departments so 
that OEO can be "free" to "continue its pri­
mary mission as innovator and advocate of 
the poor." Nor do we believe that such a pro­
cedure will "increase awareness in the line 
departments of the special needs of,the poor." 
The concept of OEO was, from its incep­
tion, to challenge existing bureaucracies by 
showing that new ways of meeting the real 
needs of the poor could be developed. The 
"spinoff" theory is sure to result in regres­
sion to prevalent conditions of maladminis­
tration of federal benefits intended for the 
poor. 

b. Additionally, we must reiterate our con­
tention that the matching requirement for 
local communities be eliminated. We are con­
cerned about the needs of communities such 
as Mound Bayou, Mississippi, which lack suf­
ficient financial resources even to be eligible 
for such programs. Although the Adminis­
tration claimed that it decided not to in­
crease the matching share from 20 to 25 
percent, this reply still did address itself to 
our request that this requirement be elimi­
nated to ensure universal community p:utic­
ipation. 

Recommendation 2: Tragically, the Ad-

ministration bill for a legal services corpora­
tion makes a mockery of the very laudable 
sentiments expressed by President Nixon in 
his statement of May 5, 1971. In that state­
ment he promised that he would propose 
legislation which would see that the "lawyers 
in the program have full freedom to protect 
the best interest of their clients . . ." and 
he proposed further that "the Nation be en­
couraged to continue giving the program the 
support it needs in order to become a per­
manent and vital part of the American sys­
tem of justice." 

Yet as the hearings have progressed in both 
House and Senate, it has become clear to us 
that the Administration's bill in fact poses 
grave Constitutional threats to the ability 
of the legal services lawyer 'to protect his 
client's leg.al rights. Provisions which would 
institute such devices as "appellate reviews, .. 
screening devices, and negotiration by the 
Corporation with government agencies likely 
to be the subject of multiple litigation are 
particularly undesirable. The Latter for ex­
ample would establish a procedure which 
would prevent an attorney from exercising 
independent professional judgement on be­
half of the poor person who seeks timely ap­
peal or court adjudication of his rights. Any 
legal services corporation which would seek 
to intervene between the poor man and his 
right to a hearing in court would be a dis­
service to the American people for indeed, 
"justice delayed is justice denied." 

B. Community and human development 
1. Education 

Recommendation 1: The Congressional 
Black caucus (CBC) found the White House 
Report unresponsive concerning every prin­
ciple recommended for child development 
legislation. Some specific examples are: 

a. The caucus called for significant expan­
sion of child development programs. There 
are 3.3 million ohJldren under 6 whose family 
incomes fall below poverty levels. Yet the 
Family Assistance Plan day oo.re provisions 
would provide for only 450,000 children, up to 
14 years old. In addition, Administration 
budget requests for Head Start for 1972 pro­
vide for no more children than are presently 
being served. Further, the Administration's 
reference to increases in Title IV A funds, 
although real for the present, is deceptive 
since these and FAP funds are to be even­
tually pooled. 

b. The caucus called for developmental 
rather than custodial ca,re. According to 
HEW's own estimates such care costs from 
$2,100 to $2,400 per child annually. Yet the 
Administration has endorsed provisions of 
FAP which permit maximum $750 yearly ex­
emptions for child care and has called for 
$410 million for direct project funding under 
FAP which, equitably distributed, would 
amount to only $910 per child. 

c. The Caucus called for educational re­
form and self-determination by minorities, 
and the Administration replied by citing re­
search efforts and advisory not decision-mak­
ing roles for black people. 

d. The Administration advocated the use 
of vouchers for the purchase of child care 
services which would clearly benefit fran­
chisors, businesses and established agencies 
with sufficient start-up capital to set up day 
care centers. Thus the consumer's choice 
would be limited to day care services he can­
not possibly control. Direct project grants on 
the other hand would permit parents to or­
ganize and administer their own child care 
programs. It is symbolic of the communica­
tion gap that the Administration interprets 
"control" for black people solely in terms of 
individual rather than community efforts. 

Recommendation 2: a.. The Congressional 
authorization for Title I, Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act (ESEA), is $2.7 bil­
lion. The Administration's request of $1.5 
billion does .not constitute the full-funding 
requested by the Congressional Black caucus. 
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b. The revised guidelines to which the Ad­

ministration's Report referred are deficient 
in important ways. (One example is the ex­
clusion of longevity pay from the formula 
for the computation of comparabUity.) In 
addition, the administrative regulations cited 
were issued over a year after statutory re­
forms were enacted on April 13, 1970. 

Recommendation 3: Difficulties already ex­
petienced in enforcing federal civil rights, 
parent participation and other guidelines 
would be increased manifold if the Admin­
istration's Education Revenue Sharing pro­
posals are adopted. Some defects are: 

a. There is no federal approval of state 
plans proposed, nor is it likely that state 
plans would even be on file. 

b. There is no requirement that com­
munity residents be involved in the decision­
making process as presently exists under the 
Title I regulations. Representation of mi­
norities and other persons served is not man­
datory for state advisory councils. 

c. The key to comparability, the require­
ment of maintaining state and local con­
tributions, has been deleted. 

Recommendation 4: The CBC acknowl­
edges the Administration's support of S. 1557, 
the proposed Emergency School Aid and 
Quality Integrated Education Action of 1971, 
and urges it to continue to work for its pas­
sage without weakening amendments in the 
House. 

Recommendation 5: The CBC acknowl­
edges that recent steps have been taken by 
the Administration reflecting a commitment 
to universal literacy. We are concerned, how­
ever, that the level o'f funding for Right to 
Read be appropriate to the priority given 
the effort by the Administration itself, and 
note in that regard, that the Administration 
has no way of enforcing any guideline con­
cerning the distribution for the Right to 
Read program of the $460 million received 
by states from the Office of Education. 

Recommendation 6: a.. The CBC requested 
full funding of Title III of the Higher Edu­
cation Act of 1965 at $91 million. We note 
with interest that the Administration now 
proposes to request $15 mlllion more than the 
original 1972 budget request. The total re­
sulting figure, however, is still $36.1 million 
short of requested 'full funding. 

b. Not all developing institutions funded 
under Title III are predominately black. Yet 
the President pledged in his reply that 75 
percent of the total $53.9 million requested 
under Title III will go to these schools. Since 
23 percent of Title ill by law must go to 
junior/community colleges, we are curious 
to know how the group of non-black colleges, 
which would have received slightly more 
than 12 percent of Title III funds under the 
1972 initial budget request, would now have 
to make do with two percent. Full funding 
would alleviate this dilemma, as would the 
incerase of funds to black colleges from 
other Federal agencies. 

Recommendation 7: The President ap­
peared to have missed the point of his recom­
mendation entirely. Meetings and speeches 
for their own sake were not requested by the 
CBC, but rather the targeting of funds so 
that the minimal percentage of Federal funds 
for black colleges and universities (three per­
cent of over $4 billion) from seventeen Fed­
eral agencies supporting higher education 
might be increased. 

Recommendation 8: The Administration's 
reply to this recommendation constituted a 
rejection. Black and poor students presently 
enrolled in educational institutions and 
those who hope to attend college in the fu­
ture, given the burden of racism they already 
bear (black college graduates earn $3,000 less 
per year than white graduates), simply can­
not afford to incur debts of nearly $7,600 over 
a four-year period. 

We note further that the Administration 
failed to reply to any other parts of the 
recommendaion. 

Recommendation 9 : The use of percentages 

rather than actual dollar amounts, particu­
larly when those percentages are mandated 
by law, is often deceptive. For example, 23 
percent of the $38.9 million request for two­
year colleges under Title III for FY 1972 is 
only $9 million. It should further be noted 
that the position of Special Assistant to the 
Associate Commissioner for Higher Educa­
tion is not likely to be one wielding a great 
deal of clout within the bureaucracy of the 
Office of Education. 

2. Housing and Urban Development 
Recommendation 1: The President's Re­

port indicated that the $75 milllon ear­
marked for operating subsidies would not be 
needed in either 1971 or 1972. 

The Caucus finds this reply difficult to com­
prehend in view of the fact that one of the 
most critical housing issues is the financial 
condition of public housing authorities and 
their ability to manage and maintain units. 
SOme 30 metropolitan areas are in desperate 
need of operating expenses to manage, repair 
and rehabilitate units which are currently 
"off the market" for the seriously crowded 
inner city. We fail to see the logic of spend­
ing funds to produce new public housing 
while withholding funds to maintain the 
units already available. 

Recommendation 2: Given the urgent need 
for housing for our constituents the Caucus 
cannot view the issuance of guidelines as im­
mediate action. In replying to our recom­
mendations, the Administration could have 
required states to lift their restrictions on 
municipal bond indebtedness to a level that 
adequately serves the mortgage market in a 
given community. 

Recommendation 3: a. The Administra­
tion's reply said that no additional legisla­
tion was necessary to achieve the objectives 
of this recommendation. HUD's 1972 commit­
ments would make 25,000 dwelling units 
available. But the 25,000 unit estimate for re­
habilitation can be used in metropolitan 
Washington alone according to a March 1971 
HUD financed study, which estimated an 
area need of 200,000 units. 

b. The Administration also did not indi­
cate whether renewal agencies would be re­
quired to give priority to maintaining and 
rehabilitating dwelling units in a renewal 
area rather than setting business develop­
ment as the primary goal. 

Recommendation 5: Although the Presi­
dent's reply indicated support of the Cau­
cus' recommendation, critical questions con­
cerning implementation remain unanswered. 
We do not know for example the criteria to 
be used in determining that housing around 
federal installations is in fact available on a 
non-discriminatory basis, nor has the report 
stipulated who will enforce the amendment 
or what means of enforcement will be 
utilized. 

3. The Drug Crisis 
Recommendation 1: a. In replying to our 

call for the declaration of drug abuse as a 
national crisis, the Administration indicated 
that it announced in March, 1970 the forma­
tion of a National Clearinghouse for Drug 
Abuse Information. A national informational 
clearinghouse, however, does not convey to 
the American people a convincing sense of 
urgency on the part of the Administration. It 
does nothing moreover about stopping the 
flow of drugs into the country or providing 
real alternatives to drug victims. 

b. The Administration stated that it can­
not suspend military and economic assist­
ance to countries which produce, process and 
export drugs to this country. Its view was 
that such action might be considered pre­
cipitous and cause counter-productive ten­
sions. There are, today, an estimated 500,-
000 drug addicts in the United States. Co­
operative arrangements with France and 
Mexico are not stemming sufficiently the 
tl.ood of drugs causing that number to grow 
everyday. In addition, results of a United 
Nations study reported to the 20th session of 

that body, indicated that Indochina is the 
second largest producer of opium in the 
world. The situation there is becoming so 
critical that during the recent Laotian in­
vasion, servicemen were observed undergoing 
withdrawal symptoms in the field because 
they had been temporarily cut off from their 
sources of supply. 

With the continuing increase in addiction 
among our young adult population, the 
health and well-being of the nation is at 
stake. Could any country to which we might 
apply sanctions under these circumstances 
reasonably consider such action "pre­
cipitous"? 

c. The Administration also referred to its 
drug programs budgeted at $123.2 million. 
The bulk of the programs discussed by the 
Administration concern the expansion of 
educational and training programs, and do 
not deal directly with the problems cited 
above. The $123.2 million budget represents 
a beginning, but in New York City alone 
$80 million was spent last year and reached 
no more than 40 percent of the oity's addict 
population. 

Recommendation 2: The Oaucus hoped 
that in replying to this recommendation, the 
Administration would have indicated some 
response to the growing problem of drug ad­
diction among returning Vietnam Veterans. 
Experts within the Veterans Administration 
estimate that one-fourth of all addicts in 
the country are veterans and their treatment 
would cost at least $20 million annually. 
The Caucus hopes that the Administration 
will include in its drug efforts plans to es­
tablish centers affiliated with Veterans Ad­
ministration Hospitals in a.ll of the major 
urban areas. 

Recommendation 3: The Administration 
indicated that the new Comprehensive Drug 
Abuse Prevention and Control Act of 1970 
imposes stricter controls over the legitimate 
production and distribution of ampheta­
mines. The Caucus felt that the controls 
must extend to production ceilings since 
there is no real "legitimate" need for the 
current production of more than 8 billion 
amphetamines and barbiturates. The Caucus 
is also as seriously concerned about the "no­
knock" provision of Section 509 of the new 
drug act as it is with this same provision 
in the District of Columbia crime bill. 

Recommendation 4: a.. The Caucus does 
not believe that $400,000 is enough money to 
adequately study the social and physiologi­
cal effect of methadone. We are not aware of 
the Department of Health, Education and 
Welfare's initial studies referred to in the 
White House reply. Our perusal of available 
data indicates that methadone is a poten­
tially dangerous drug, particularly in over­
dosage. 

b. The Caucus would also urge, in evaluat­
ing the 255 applications received proposing 
investigations into new drugs, that the Ad­
ministration . not approve any application 
which might seek to explore a heroin main­
tenance program. · 

C. Justice and civil rights 

1. Criminal Justice 
Recommendation 1: The President main­

tained that since the Legal Enforcement As­
sistance Administration (LEAA) was estab­
lished, "special emphasis has been placed 
on such efforts as prevention and control of 
juvenile delinquency ... " Yet, recent hear­
ings by the Senate Judiciary Committee's 
Subcommittee on Juvenile Delinquency re­
vealed that only 1/ 7 of LEAA action grants 
have gone to the juvenile programs, despite 
the fact that recidivism among offenders 
under 20 is 74 percent, and 48 percent of all 
arrests involve children between the ages 
of 10 and 17 (16 percent of the population). 
The problem is so critical that the Subcom­
mittee may consider calling for the creation 
of a special agency to deal with juvenile 
crime alone. 

Recommendation 3: The Congressional 
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Black Oa ucus expressed alarm at the fact 
that the D.C. Court Reform and Criminal 
Procedure A-ct of 1970 had been advertised 
as a. model for the Nation. The President's 
Report quoted a recent statement by the 
Attorney General which represents the Ad­
ministration's view of the Act: 

"We have never said that all these pro­
visions should be adopted in the States." 

Yet on May 14, the Attorney General pro­
posed legislation which would authorize pre­
ventive detention of suspects accused of 
"dangerous or organized crime activity" in 
all federal courts. The inconsistency here 
is only too obvious. 

2. Civil Rights 
Recommendation 1: The results of find­

ings of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
based on follow-up questionnaires to 27 fed­
eral agencies, revealed that with few excep­
tions no significant progress has been made 
in implementing the Commission's recom­
mendations made in the October, 1970 report. 
This lack of movement in t.he face of public 
exposure of the problem in October, 1970 ade­
quately demonstrates the need for executive 
leadership if the law is to be implemented 
as Congress intended. 

Recommendation 2: a. With respect to the 
recent primary election in Gary, Indiana, the 
reply from President Nixon indicated that 
personnel were present from the Justice De­
partment for investigative purposes, but did 
not find sufficient evidence to warrant the 
bringing forth of judicial action. However, it 
is evident that either these lawyers ignored 
the obvious purpose of their assignment to 
detect and correct voting abuses in Lake 
County (e.g., tlie obvious attempt by county 
officials to prevent at least 3,500 qualified 
voters from voting), or they concluded that 
there was no basis for judicial action because 
of their lack of understanding of the 'meth­
ods and practices of county registration and 
election officials. 

The Caucus is pleased, however, that the 
extraordinary efforts of the Mayor and his 
supporters enabled many qualified voters to 
exercise their right to vote. We are hopeful 
that the Justice Department will intervene 
more vigorously in the future when threats 
to voting rights are involved. 

b. The President's reply indicated that the 
Department of Justice sent several groups 
of officials to Mississippi to consult with lo­
cal black leaders in the 34 counties in ques­
tion, as well as other counties. However, 
there are strong reasons to doubt the ac­
curacy of this statement. For example, in 
Coahoma County, the home of Dr. Aaron 
Henry (head of the State NAACP and one 
of the most widely known black leaders in 
the South) re-registration, redistricting and 
a change in the election for the Board of 
S'upervisors from district to county-wide (at 
large) are occurring simultaneously. Yet, 
black civil rights leaders have indicated that 
they are totally unaware of the presence of 
Justice Department officials in this county. 
Furthermore, there has been no evidence that 
redistricting and other election changes are 
being carried out with regard to the Fed­
eral Court decisions or compliance wfth Title 
V of the Voting Rights Act. 

3. Veterans' Affairs 
Recommendation 1: a.. The Administra­

tion's willingness to make another study of 
discrimina.tion in military justice was laud­
able, but, the President did not indicate 
who would be conducting the new study, 
that the Department of Defense' (DOD), 
Justice and State would be involved, or that 
selected members of the bar, including mi­
nority representatives, would be used. 

b. Reference was made in the President's 
reply, to a 1970 DOD study regarding the 
reasons why a. disproportionate number of 
blacks were punished under the military 
system of justice. This report has never been 
released and one must wonder whether that 

is because its findings were too embarrassing 
to the military. Surely, there is reason to 
question whether, if the new study suggested 
by the President confirms the earlier one, 
it wlll meet a. similar fate. 

c. The Caucus has some doubt that the 
services will cooperate fully in the DOD's ef­
forts. When the Congressional Black Caucus 
attempted recently to get figures on one 
highly relevant question-what is the racial 
breakdown on all discharges other than hon­
orable?-this was the response: The Navy 
said it would answer by May 20, but did not 
do so. The Marine Corps did not reply. The 
Air Force said by telephone it would be an 
enormous job but it would try to make some 
response; it has not yet done so. The Army 
said it would take three weeks and cost 
$7,000 to have its computer records print 
out such data., so it refused. We hope the 
Secretary of Defense will be more success­
ful in his efforts. 

d. Although the new or broader study 
might be useful, earlier investigations, par­
ticularly, the NAACP study, have already 
established that serious injustices exist and 
are occurring daily. Action to correct them 
must not be further delayed with the excuse 
that the problem is under study. 

Recommendation 2: a.. in framing its rec­
ommendations, the Caucus was aware that 
the Department of Defense now has a. civil 
rights unit headed by a. Deputy Assistant 
Secretary. This unit is within the Office of 
the Assistant Secretary of Manpower and 
Reserve Affairs. There is overwhelming evi­
dence, documented by the Department of 
Defense itself and by independent studies of 
military discrimination and injustice per­
petua. ted against black servicemen. From 
both within and outside of the United States, 
for example, have come reports of excessive 
Article 15's, numerous and unwarranted pre­
trial confinements, inordinate rates of other 
than honorable discharges and ineptness in 
handling civil rights complaints. The Caucus 
felt that in view of the magnitude and per­
vasiveness of these problems, only a. full civil 
rights division vested by law with authority 
and guidelines could effectively begin to cor­
rect the serious situation that now exists 
in the military. The Caucus felt that plac­
ing responsib111ty for these matters in the 
hands of an Assistant Secretary and not a. 
Deputy would be more appropriate to the 
urgency of the task. 

b. It has been almost a year since the De­
partment of Defense began to issue directives 
fixing civil rights responsibilities, accord­
ing to the President's Report. During that 
period the above listed grievances have not 
diminished. The addition of four generals 
and flag rank black officers wlll make little 
change in the percentage of blacks among all 
black officers (2.1%), nor has there been 
any impact at the other end of the ladder, 
where discrimination in promotions Is still 
prevalent. Nothing also seems to have 
changed concerning the use of the discrim­
inatory, academic and white-culture-oriented 
Armed Forces Qualification Test, which func­
tions to shut blacks into combat units, or 
into low sklll areas such as service and 
supply. There they are not trained in skills 
which can be transferred to civilian life, and 
pile up in the lower ranks because promo­
tions in such units are fewer and slower. 

Further, we notice no progress in black 
civllla.n employment opportunities in the 
Department of Defense, where black em­
ployees represent only 7.8% of the labor 
force, where 80.4% of those are in GS grades 
1-8 and where only 0.1% are in GS grades 
16-18. 

4. District of Columbia. 
Recommendation 1: a. The District of 

Columbia is a city of over 850,000 people. It 
has a. population greater than that of eleven 
states, and those eleven states, have a total 
of 39 representatives in the House and Sen­
ate. On a. per capita. basis there is one Mem-

ber sitting in the Congress per every 143,000 
people in those states. Yet, the 850,000 citi­
zens of Washington are restricted to one 
non-voting Delegate. 

Although the President's reply appeared to 
reaffirm his commitment to a constitutional 
amendment granting full voting representa­
tion to the District, it must be remembered 
that his April 7 message on affairs of this 
city stated that "establishment of the non­
voting House delegate position (came about) 
by legislation which my Administration in­
troduced and advo-cated .... " 

The Black Caucus cannot agree with the 
President's piecemeal approach to Home 
Rule for the District or to Congressional 
representation for its citizens. 

b. The six-month extension to the life of 
the Commission on the Organization of the 
Government of the District of Columbia, 
cited by the President as an indication of his 
willingness to consider Home Rule, is no 
substitute for a. firm commitment from this 
Administration to provide immediate re­
dress of this legitimate grievance. 

D. Foreign Policy 
Recommendations 1 and 2: It is clear that 

the· positions of the President and the Con­
gressional Black caucus on Vietnam and 
budgetary priorities for domestic spending 
are irreconcilable. 

Recommendation 3: a.. The Congressional 
Black Caucus had recommended that Africa 
be given priority and attention on an equal 
basis with the rest of the world. Africa now 
receives approximately 8.4 percent of the 
total U.S. AID assistance. Our request that 
this amount be significantly increased was 
not even addressed. 

b. The Administration rejected the Caucus' 
request for a special Task Force composed of 
a broadly representative policy group to pro­
vide a comprehensive review of the variety of 
U.S. policies affecting Africa. But, there is no 
better evidence of the need for such input 
than the few visible results of the review of 
"key African issues" by the National Security 
Council, such as the relaxation of our arms 
embargo policy against South Africa and the 
relaxation of our adherence to UN sanctions 
against Rhodesia.. 

Recommendation 4: a. The Caucus does 
not find the Administration's advocacy of the 
use of communication to support peaceful 
change in South Africa. persuasive since the 
reply lacks any evidence that the policy is 
being pursued to establish communication 
links with the majority Black South Africans 
or among those liberal elements working for 
peaceful change in South Africa. 

b. The Caucus finds it impossible to rec­
oncile either our denunciation of the use 
of violence by the liberation movements or 
the President's statement ("The United 
States will not condone the violence to 
human dignity implicit in apartheid") with 
the nation's continuing moral, economic, and 
military support of South Africa, which sub­
jugates the people of South Africa and of 
Namibia (South West Africa) by force and 
violence. 

c. We welcome the Administration's 
advocacy of the goal of attracting private 
business interests to Black Africa. We would 
have also welcomed a more concrete explana­
tion of its specific efforts to implement that 
commitment and ac-complishments to date. 

d. The Administration rejected our recom­
mendation that the annual outright subsidy 
to South A!rtca. o! $20 nilllion under sugar 
quota laws be ended. This is a. clear reflection 
of this Admlnistra.tion's policy towards South 
Africa.. Four developing coun<tries of Black 
Africa. each wlll now have approximately 
one-fourth of the sugar quota. of South 
Africa, a. developed country. There is abso­
lutely no economic or political justification 
for continuing this support of South Africa 
for a. two or three year period. 

e. The Caucus endorses the Administra-
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tion's interest in increased support for the 
majority-ruled states of Southern Africa, 
Botswana, Lesotho and SWazHa.nd. The U.S. 
should further implement t'his interest by 
facilitating and actively supporting feasibil­
ity studies into the mineral resources of these 
nations to lessen their dependence on South 
Africa. 

f. The citation of a limited scholarship 
progrMil, which is currently being substan­
tially reduced, cannot be considered a serious 
answer to the recommendation that the U.S. 
implement its UN obligations and pronounce­
ments, to support self-determination for 
minority-ruled Africa. The Caucus believes 
that a decision not to support a violent so­
lution cannot excuse the failure to provide 
other types of significant assistance (e.g., 
health and educational) directly to libera­
tion movemeruts to persons within the lib­
erated areas. 

g. In View of U.S. recognition, in the pres­
ent case before the Interna.tionad Court of 
Justice of Namtbia (South West Africa), of 
our obligation to respect and assist the UN's 
responsibility for the international territory, 
the Caucus can only characterize as frivolous 
the Administration's reply, which ignored our 
recognized obligations and equalted the Ad 
Hoc Subcommittee with the Council for 
Namibia. The Caucus called upon the United 
States to join the Council and to coo.pemte 
ful•ly with the UN. 

Recommendation 5: The Administration's 
treatment ot the recommendation for alloca­
tion o! one percent of the gross national 
product to international development assist­
ance was specious and !ailed entirely to ad­
dress the point that priority attention be 
directed to Africa. 

Recommendation 6: Statistics, as given by 
the Administration on improved hiring pol­
icies for black foreign service officers, how­
ever commendable, do not correct the over­
all picture. Instead of a numbers game, the 
Oa.ucus cailled for s.n al[-out effort to secure 
black representation in the foreign service, 
worldwide, at all levels and in all career 
special ties. 

REPORT OF VISIT TO INTER­
MOUNTAIN INDIAN SCHOOL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle­
man from Utah <Mr. McKAY), is recog­
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. McKAY. Mr. Speaker, after read­
ing an article in the Washington Post of 
May 25, 1971, which described certain 
di:Hiculties at the Intermountain Indian 
School in Brigham City, Utah, I decided 
that it would be advisable for me to make 
a firsthand inspection and examination 
of that facility and the conditions which 
exist there. Consequently, on Thursday, 
May 27, I spent the bulk of the day talk­
ing with the staff, faculty, and the stu­
dents of that institution and found sev­
eral things which I feel should be called 
to the attention of this House as well as 
to the attention of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs and others who may be interested 
in this program. 

I was immediately impressed, as any 
visitor to this facil'ity would be, by the ex­
cellent attitude and demeanor of the 
students. Although a large number of the 
students had already returned to their 
homes for the summer, there were still 
a number there with whom I visited 
during the day. Without exception, 
those students with whom I visited 
were happy about the educational ex­
perience they were receiving at the 
school. They desire to return and they 

expressed sincere concern to me that 
the school be allowed to continue its 
operation. I was especially impressed with 
the way that skil'ls were being taught as 
part of the student training program and 
were also utilized by the staff and ad­
ministration of the school for care, up­
keep and improvement of the school 
facilities. This gives the students a feel­
ing of belonging to the school and a 
sense of accomplishment and commit­
ment to what is being done there. The 
students also receive on-the-job experi­
ences in the northern Utah area which 
are not available to them on their reser­
vations. I was told of a number of suc­
cess stories of Indians who are now pro­
ductive citizens holding important jobs 
in several' communities. These former 
students now return to the school to 
recruit students who have the skills to 
meet similar occupational opportunities. 

I was equally impressed with the dedi­
cation of the staff and the administra­
tion of the Intermountain Indian School. 
They carry a deep commitment to Indian 
:education which, in some ways, has 
prompted them to continue their work 
under di:Hicult circumstances. The dedi­
cation of the staff was especially appar­
ent in the manner they have continued 
operation of the school in the absence of 
a permanent superintendent for an un­
duly long period of time. I was impressed 
with the way in which the acting super­
intendent :filled the position but it is un­
fortunate that the school was without 
a permanent superintendent for over a 
year. 

I would like to suggest a few recom­
mendations to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs and particularly to the director 
of education. 

·First. Although the present facilities 
are extremely well kept and maintained, 
there is a need for a new vocational ed­
ucation building and for some limited 
r:emodeling of present facilities. The 
buildings now being used are in good 
condition and the dorms are sufficient 
but new equipment and furnishings are 
needed. 

Second. Considering the existing in­
vestment and the great need for voca­
tional education for the Indians, I would 
hope that the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
will seriously consider not only main­
taining at least a vocational training 
center at the Intermountain school, but 
will also consider enlarging that center 
for even wider, perhaps multitribal use. 

Given the present capacity of the 
school, perhaps it would even be more 
e:Hicient to enlarge the student body to at 
least 2,000 students in order to make 
more efficient use of the existing fa­
cilities. This would not require new 
dorms, merely one additional training 
building. 

I would hope that the Bureau of In­
dian Affairs does not again leave affairs 
of the school to be so unsupervised that 
a situation would ever again develop 
wherein the school would be without a 
top administrator for an extended period 
of time. 

In summary, I would like to say that I 
was very impressed with the Intermoun­
tain Indian School at Brigham City and 
with the young Indian students there. As 

you are aware, objections to t:t .. e school 
have been raised by one or two persons. 
But, in visiting at the facility and in 
talking with the students, I did not find 
these objections to be valid. Rather, I 
found there is a great deal of sincere, 
dedicated effort going on at the Inter­
mountain School to educate young In­
dian students. The desires and actions of 
a very few should not be allowed to re­
strain the marvelous educational oppor­
tunity which this school holds for In­
dian students. 

I might add, this facility has the com­
plete support of the community. I met 
with elected o:Hicials and they each 
pledged continued support for the In­
termountain School. They have always 
been interested in the facility and have 
worked to see that it serves a useful pur­
pose within the community and for 
training the students. The school is ac­
cepted by the community as are the 
students. 

WHAT AMERICANISM MEANS TO ME 

<Mr. HANLEY asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and to include ex­
traneous matter.) 

Mr. HANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I was 
greatly heartened by an article which 
appeared recently in the Syracuse Her­
ald American. The story appeared in as­
sociation with an essay written by Wil­
liam Piekiel, a 7th grade student in Mar­
cellus, N.Y. 

Billy participated in an essay contest 
sponsored by the Marcellus Jaycees. The 
topic was "What Americanism Means to 
Me." Reading this, one can readily un• 
derstand how Billy won the essay con­
test. Obviously, our Nation has an out­
standing young citizen in the making. 

I commend this excellent essay to my 
colleagues: 

AMERICA 

(By Billy Piekiel) 
Americanism to me, means and stands for 

the country in which our ancestors fought 
and gave their lives for, to make it an inde­
pendent nation. Every time I look at the 
flag I think of how lucky I am to live in an 
independent country and not in some coun­
try behind the Iron Curtain, or any other 
place where people are not allowed to own a 
house of their own, or to speak what they 
think and believe, and where the govern­
ment runs their lives. 

Nowadays when I look around I wonder 
why people act the way they do. They fight 
wars just to take over one another and to 
gain power, and build factories that pollute 
our air and water and help to destroy our 
natural resources and our wildlife, and with­
out realizing it, they are destroying every­
thing that the colonists fought and died for. 

Sometimes I wonder about what it would 
have been like to live back when the col­
onists were fighting for freedom and inde­
pendence and how they gave their lives for 
what they thought was best for future gen­
erations. They saw their fa.m1lies killed and 
homes burned and stlll went on fighting to 
make our fine country. 

Americanism is the way one feels about his 
country. It is one man trying to do his 
part as a citizen o! America. It means you 
are able to say what you :feel, and fight for 
what you think is right, and to disagree with 
what you think is wrong. To me it also 
means you should protect your values ot 
freedom and independence just as the 
patriots had to. But not only are people able 
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to speak and think as they feel, but, be­
cause this country is based upon all people 
as individuals, then people MUST say what 
they think and feel. This country is based 
on what a group of colonists thought and 
wrote up in the Declaration of Independence 
and the Constitution of the United States. 

Lastly, Americanism to me is pride, love, 
dedication, courage, willingness to help oth­
ers, and all the many other human traits it 
takes and took to make this country what it 
is today. To look at our flag waving in the 
breeze against a free sky and becoming 
choked up from love and sometimes hurt in 
knowing it is mine, and, knowing what a 
dear price has been paid for it already. 

This is my country-with all its flaws-­
it is beautiful. I love it, it is mine, I was 
born here in freedom. I am glad. 

OCEAN RESOURCES-FOOD FROM 
THE SEA 

(Mr. PELLY asked and was given per­
mission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and to include extra­
neous matter.) 

Mr. PELL Y. Mr. Speaker, I have today 
introduced a concurrent resolution in­
tended to place the United States on rec­
ord with respect to certain principles 
which I believe are fundamental to the 
long-term welfare of our :fisheries. These 
principles are, in summary, that it is the 
policy of the United States to promote 
measures which will maximize our sup­
ply of food from the sea without jeop­
ardizing the continued survival of these 
resources, and that the United States 
recognizes the right of coastal nations to 
establish and enforce conservation prac­
tices governing the taking on the high 
seas of the anadromous :fish such as 
salmon which spawn in the fresh waters 
of the coastal nation, and also governing 
the taking on the high seas over the Con­
tinental Shelf of the coastal nation of 
those species of :fish which live exclusive­
ly in the waters over the Continental 
Shelf or depend upon those waters for 
reproduction of survival during the 
major part of their life cycle. These :fish 
may be considered indigenous species to 
the coastal nation and are species over 
which the coastal nation has a special 
interest. They may be contrasted with 
the so-called pelagic :fish species which 
range broadly across the oceans migrat­
ing from one area to another during dif­
ferent seasons of the year. The pelagic 
:fish are truly international creatures of 
the oceans, and as in the case of tuna 
may be found in the mid-Pacific during 
one season and thousands of miles a way 
off the coast of South America during 
another season. 

The declarations set forth in this 
concurrent resolution conclude by ex­
pressing our considered judgment that 
current international arrangements, 
primarily bilateral agreements for the 
conservation of these fishery resources, 
are inadequate, and that the resources 
are in many instances in danger of ex­
tinction if adequate measures are not 
adopted and enforced promptly. 

While the Convention on Fishing and 
Conservation of the Living Resources of 
the High Seas has not been ratified by 
many of the principal :fishing nations of 
the world, it is nevertheless part of the 
body of international law related to world 

:fishery problems. The concurrent reso­
lution cites articles 6 and 7 of the con­
vention which recognize the special in­
terest of a coastal State in maintaining 
the productivity of the living resources 
of the high seas in areas adjacent to its 
territorial sea, and authorize coastal 
States to adopt unilateral measures of 
conservation provided negotiations with 
other interested States for the adoption 
of such measures have not led to an 
agreement within 6 months. While it is 
true that most of the nations which the 
United States would wish to negotiate 
with do not adhere to this convention, 
the United States has ratified it, and I 
believe it is proper to act in conformity 
with the terms of the convention wheth­
er others wish to or not. 

Following this recitation of fundamen­
tal principles and expressions of our na­
tional concern over the state of the :fish­
eries, the resolution calls upon the Pres­
ident to convene an international confer­
ence on the conservation of our anad­
romous :fish and Continental Shelf :fish­
ery resources. It further requests the 
President to inform interested nations 
that unless appropriate conservation 
measures are agreed upon within 6 
months of the convening of such a con­
ference, the United States will move uni­
laterally to protect these resources pur­
suant to article 7 of the aforementioned 
convention. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the resolution re­
quests the President to convene this in­
ternational conference as soon as possi­
ble but no later than 6 months following 
the adoption of this resolution. I am 
fully cognizant of th~ fact that the Con­
gress cannot easily dictate to the Presi­
dent in the conduct of foreign policy. I 
believe it is essential, however, that the 
Congress inform the President through 
a mechanism such as this resolution of 
our convictions and our determination 
that these :fishery resources will be 
preserved. 

A law of the sea conference has been 
proposed for 1973. There will undoubt­
edly be many items on the agenda for 
that conference, including the President's 
draft convention on the Seabed. I am 
somewhat concerned that the more g~am­
orous law of the sea problems involving 
exploitation of the mineral resources of 
the deep seabed and military considera­
tions involving breadth of the territorial 
sea and passage through international 
straits will overshadow :fishery problems. 
Too many times in the past the United 
States has used the :fisheries as a con­
venient bargaining point in order to 
achieve other goals in the law of the sea 
considered more important. 

To the majority of nations, however, 
the mineral resources of the deep sea­
bed and even those of the Continental 
Shelf are long-range and nebulous 
sources of wealth. The majority of na­
tions also do not share our preoccupa­
tion with the national defense aspects of 
the law of the sea. They are interested 
in the wealth of the sea which is immedi­
ately available to meet a very basic hu­
man need, namely food. We can ap­
proach the law of the sea conference 
with one of two viewpoints; that either 
we will again let the rest of the world 

dictate the terms of any new :fishery 
agreement in return for their acquies­
cence with respect to a narrow definition 
of the territorial sea, or we will recog­
nize the true importance of our own 
:fishery resources and adopt a very strong 
position regarding the preservation of 
these resources independent of any other 
considerations. I hope it wi11 be the lat­
ter, Mr. Speaker, and I trust that the 
Congress of the United States will go on 
record in support of a strong U.S. posi­
tion with respect to the preservation of 
our great :fishery resources. 

Other Members of the House who have 
joined with me in cosponsoring this reso­
lution for optimum sustainable yield 
from the living resources of the oceans 
are: 

Mr. STEELE of Connecticut. 
Mr. VAN DEERLIN of California. 
Mr. ANDERSON of California. 
Mr. HicKs of Washington. 
Mrs. HicKs of Massachusetts. 
Mr. BoB WILSON of California. 
Mrs. HEcKLER of Massachusetts. 
Mr. DoN CLAUSEN of California. 
Mrs. HANSEN of Washington. 
Mr. WYATT of Oregon. 
Mr. CLEVELAND of New Hampshire. 
Mr. DELLENBACK of Oregon. 
Mr. MEEDS of Washington. 
Mr. McCLOSKEY of California. 
Mr. ScoTT of Virginia. 

EXPERT INDIANS RATHER THAN IN­
DIAN EXPERTS-THE KEY TO 
SELF-DETERMINATION IN INDIAN 
EDUCATION 
<Mr. BEGICH asked and was given 

permission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and to include ex­
traneous matter.) 

Mr. BEGICH. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
pleasure today to join with a number of 
my distinguished colleagues in introduc­
ing legislation which seeks to change the 
direction of Indian education in the 
United States. All of us who join in 
sponsoring this bill believe that this is 
an area where many studies have been 
made, where many :fine recommendations 
have been put forward, but where little 
action has taken place. Comprehensive 
reform is long overdue. 

Among the many areas of current so­
cial concern, Indian education gives rise 
to a list of grave problems which is al­
most unequaled. 

The curriculum and working materials 
for Indian education have become in­
creasingly irrelevant for the students; 
the number of Indian teachers is dis­
tressingly low; the self-concept Indian 
students hold of themselves is more self­
critical than any comparable group; and 
the phenomenon of Indian children do­
ing progressively worse as they remain 
in school is now well known. 

Statistical evaluations are similarly 
revealing in their disclosure that Indian 
schoolchildren achieve at low levels as 
measured by evaluation standards which 
are themselves inappropriate measure­
ments. The dropout rates are double the 
national average, while the average level 
of formal education is only one-half the 
national average. 

The evidence which verifies the magni-
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tude and nature of the problem is formid­
able, and it is unnecessary to dwell fur­
ther on it at this time because it has 
been said so well and so often by others. 
What is important is that something 
must be done. 

I want to make it very clear that I am 
not one of those who put the blame for 
this situation on one or a few Federal or 
State agencies, because I believe the prob­
lem is too complex for such simple 
analysis. It degrades the difficulty of the 
task ahead to characterize it only as the 
need to replace one administrative plan 
with another. I am certain that all the 
bureaucratic adjustments in the world 
will be of little value unless changes in 
the hearts and minds of those in the area 
of Indian education do not adjust as well. 

In Alaska, about 19 percent of the pop­
ulation is composed of Indians and 
Eskimos. The effort to provide quality 
and relevant education for Alaska Na­
tives is made even more difficult by con­
silerations of distance and transporta­
tion, high costs, poverty, climate and a 
period of transition in which the State 
of Alaska is assuming the responsibilities 
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

At the present time in Alaska, Native 
schoolchildren can expect to go to 
school in their own village only until the 
eighth grade. The schools in the home 
village are often subject to understaffing, 
a lack of supporting services, and the 
problems of irrelevancy and insensitivity 
which are common in all Indian educa­
tion. 

After the eighth grade, about one out 
of every seven students will have to leave 
not only their home village, but also the 
State, to continue their education. These 
students will go to Indian schools as far 
away as Oklahoma and New Mexico. Five 
more of the seven students will have to 
leave their home and village to attend 
boarding or other schools throughout the 
State. At a formative time of life in a cul­
ture which places strong values on family 
solidarity, such removal causes problems. 
This is saying it gently, for only a small 
percentage finally gain a high school de­
gree when it means separation from their 
homes for the school years from ninth to 
12th grades. 

The psychological, social, and cultural 
toll of such removal is extremely high. 
Many adult Natives who did not finish 
school were the victims of this situation. 
Many who did finish school find that the 
degree is not the key to success which 
was promised them if they did finish. 
Like so many factors in Indian education, 
removal for education is not undesira­
ble if offered only as an alternative, but 
as an inevitable fact in the education of 
nearly every Alaskan Native, it is intol­
erable. 

Although this is but one problem relat­
ing to the education of Alaskan Indians 
and Eskimos, and their problems are but 
a few among the many relating to all 
American Indian education, I believe this 
problem of removal for education is rep­
resentative of many others. More im­
portantly, it is exactly the type of prob­
lem to which this legislation addresses 
itself. 

This bill has been ably prepared by 
the gentleman from Washington <Mr. 

MEEDS) and has incorporated many of 
the provisions of the similar Senate bill 
constructed by Senators MONDALE and 
KENNEDY. In my view, the theme of the 
legislation, and the factor which offers 
the best opportunity for increased sen­
sitivity in the area of Indian education 
is very clear; it is self-determination. 

In each of its aspects, this theme is 
carried out: 

First, the bill establishes a National 
Board of Indian Education, of which at 
least 10 of its 15 members will be In­
dians. Such a Board, which will assume 
all tasks relating to Indian education 
formerly carried out by the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, has been recommended 
in nearly every study of this problem 
over the last 10 years. I believe such a 
Board can bring an increased sensitivity 
and unity of thinking to this area that 
is highly desirable, and my hope is that 
a freshness of approach will emerge as 
well. 

Second, the bill provides for the es­
tablishment and funding of special pro­
grams and projects in the area of Indian 
education. Such projects, which will in­
clude exemplary experimental programs, 
Indian culture curriculums, and pro­
grams which will address themselves to 
cultural change, will be all the more im­
portant because the nature of the pro­
grams and projects will be self-deter­
mined. 

An important aspect of this specific 
bill provides for the grants under this 
title to go directly to Indian tribes or 
nonprofit Indian organizations, who are 
then enabled to make their own contrac­
tual agreements with the State or local 
school administration. The result is that 
the Indians themselves hold the power of 
the purse strings and are not limited to 
the traditional "consulting" role. Where 
legitimate differences of opinion regard­
ing the substance or administration of 
such contracts arise, the dispute is to be 
settled by the National Board, thus giv­
ing the Board a measure of real author­
ity. 

Third, the bill addresses itself to those 
generations of American Indians which 
have been left behind by the presently 
existing system. It does this by creating a 
special program of adult education for 
American Indians. At present, about 
75,000 adult Indians have not completed 
elementary school and the relationship 
of this statistic to poverty is very clear. 
The programs created to allow these 
adult Indians to recoup what was lost at 
one time will be in tune with the entire 
bill by providing for maximum self-de­
termination of programs to solve the 
problem. 

In his remarks when taking part in 
the introduction of a similar bill in the 
Senate, the Senator from Minnesota 
<Mr. MoNDALE) described this legislation 
very well when he said: 

It puts Indian education into the hands of 
not Indian experts, but expert Indians. Local 
control has been the foundation of public 
education in this country since its inception, 
yet we continue to let a Washington-based 
bureaucracy to control the education of thou­
sands of Indian children. 

It is my intent that this legislation 
end the present era of Indian education, 

and the era of consulting power and ad­
visory boards. I commend this legislation 
to the attention of Congress, the execu­
tive branch, to the many American In­
dians, and to the Indians and Eskimos of 
Alaska who will have gained an impor­
tant part of their own fate if it should 
pass. 

SUMMARY OF MAIN PROVISIONS OF 
COMMITTEE SUGAR BILL 

<Mr. POAGE asked and was given per­
mission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the REcoRD and to include ex­
traneous rna tter.) 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, the number­
ing of this summary corresponds to the 
internal numbering of H.R. 8866. 

There are nine sections in the bill. Sec­
tion 1 is the popular act citation and 
section 9 deals with effective dates. Sec­
tions 2 through 8 amend specified sec­
tions of the Sugar Act of 1948, as amend­
ed. 

The main provisions--by section-are 
as follows: 

SECTION 1 

This legislation is cited as the ''Sugar Act 
Amendments of 1971." 
SECTION 2 (AMENDS SECTION 101 OF THE SUGAR 

ACT) 

( 1) Defines the mainland cane areas as 
Louisiana and Florida; 

(2) Eliminates reference to the present 
quota for the Virgin Islands. 
SECTION 3 (AMENDS SECTION 201 OF THE SUGAR 

ACT) 

( 1) Requires the Secretary to Jssue his 
initial determination of quotas during Octo­
ber of the preceding year (rather than during 
the last three months of the year); 

(2) Changes the 12-month basis for sta­
tistics from September 30 to August 31 of 
the preceding year; 

(3) Starting in January 1972, establishes a 
target price objective which reflects the 
simple average of the parity index (the year 
1967=100) and the wholesale price index (the 
year 1967=100). 

( 4) Defines the term "wholesale price in­
dex." 

SECTION 4 (AMENDS SECTION 202 OF THE 
SUGAR ACT) 

(1) Section 202(a) is amended as follows: 
•Maintains the existing relationship be­

tween U.S. and foreign quotas (approxi­
mately 62 percent domestic and 38 percent 
foreign) at 11.2 million tons annual con­
sumption; 

•sets total domestic quotas at 7,055,000 
tons divided as shown in paragraph (1); 

*Permits Hawaii and Puerto Rico to mar­
ket in a subsequent year sugar prevented 
from being marketed because of conditions 
beyond the control of producers or shippers; 

*Increases the mainland cane area by 
300,000 tons and eliminates the 15,000 ton 
quota for the Virgin Islands; 

•Maintains the present formula of 65 per­
cent of the growth in the U.S. market for 
domestic areas and 35 percent for foreign 
nations; 

•sets the Puerto Rican quota at 855,000 
tons for 1972 and 1973; 

•starting with 1973, provides up to 100,000 
tons of quota for new cane producing area 
or areas. 

(2) Section 202(b) is rewritten to express 
th~ basic quota for the Philippine Islands 
as 1,126,020 short tons, raw value. 

(3) Section 202(c) is amended as follows: 
(1) deletes obsolete language in paragraph 

(2) of Section 202(c); 
(11) Establishes quotas !or individual na-

• 



17920 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE June 3, 1971 
tions. Quot as are increased for 11 countries, 
decreased f or five, and three new quotas are 
established. The French West Indies quota 
is eliminat ed. The basic quotas of nearly all 
count ries are increased, and the total quotas 
for most countries are generally unchanged. 
The Cuban quota is cut in hal! (by 750,000 
t ons). (See Table for quotas of individual 
nations.) ; 

(ill ) Sets Ireland quota at 5,351 short tons, 
raw value. 

(4) Sect ion 202 (d) is amended as follows: 
{1) Deletes the "10 million ton-OAS bonus" 

clause; 
( 11) Makes technical correction in para­

graph (3 ) of Sec1:11on 202(d); 
(ill) Moves up the date by which foreign 

countries must notify the Secretary of a 
deficit from August 1 to June 1; 

(iv) Updates to 1971 the provision in 
paragraph ( 6) of Section 202 (d) requiring 
foreign nations to give assurance of de­
livery. 

( 5) Section 202 (e) is amended by adding 
technical amendments to conform it to the 
exercise of expropriation sanctions under 
Section 408. 

(6) Section 202(f) is amended to give the 
Secretary administrative discretion in regard 
to cargos em:oute to the United States. 

(7) Section 202(g) is amended as follows: 
• Changes current quota administration by 

restricting quarterly quotas except under 
prescribed conditions; 

• Establishes a "corridor" of price fluctua­
tion above and below the target price ob­
jective that would precipitate a change In the 
consumption estimate. The perimeters of the 
"corridor" would be 4 percent above or below 
the price objective for seven market days; 

• Provides that no regulation may be issued 
by the Secretary to restrict the importation, 
shipment, or storage of sugar on a geographi­
cal basis. 

SECTION 5 (AMENDS SECTIONS 204, 205, 206, 
207, 208, 209, 211, AND 212 OF THE SUGAR ACT) 

I. Section 204 is amended as follows: 
(1) Subsection 204(a) is amended as fol­

lows: 
(1) Provides for review of deficits every 60 

days; 
(11), (111), (tv), (v) , and (vi) Requires that 

deficits be declared and allocated when 
known; provides that 1f deficits are not re­
ported promptly, the secretary shall reduce 
the quota and reassign it elsewhere; makes 

Production area 

technical changes in Section 204; and per­
mits Central American Common Market na­
tions to share in common deficits allocated 
from other nations; 

(vi1) Reduces the share of the Phll1ppine 
Islands in the domestic deficit from 47.22 
percent to 37.6 percent. 

(2) Subsection 204{b) is amended to per­
mit domestic areas to fill Haw aU an or Puerto 
Rican local direct consumption quota if they 
are unable to produce their own require­
ments. 

II. Section 205 is amended to proviae for 
allotment of beet quotas among persons sub­
ject to an area quota. so as to permit a new 
or enlarged fa.clllt y and reasonably efficient 
operation for the 3-year life of this -legiSla­
tion. 

III. Section 206 Is amended by making beet 
sugar molasses subject to quotas which may 
be established by the Secreta.ry. 

IV. Section 207 is amended as follows: 
(1) Uses the preceding year for the basis of 

the formula to determine Hawaiian direct 
consumption quota; 

(2) Calculates the Puerto Rican direct con­
sumption quota as 1% percent of first 11 
million tons and % percent of the consump­
tion estimate lilbove 11 million tons. 

V. Section 209 is amended by adding all 
U.S. territories and possessions as jurisdic­
tions from which sugar cannot be imported 
into the United Stat es without a quota.. 

VI. Section 211 is amended by allowing 
bonded ex-quota sugar to enter Hawaii and 
Puerto Rico as well as the continental United 
States. 

VII. Section 212 is amended to permit im­
portation (up to 10 tons per country) of 
brown sugar mixtures such as "gur" or 
"panell:a.." 

SECTION 6 (AMENDS SECTIONS 302, 303 , AND 
307 OF THE SUGAR ACT) 

I. Section 302 is amended as follows: 
(1) Permits the transfer of personal beet 

production history under certain circum­
stances; 

(2) and (3) Provides for new beet areas by 
allocating up to 100,000 tons from the growth 
of the national beet quota.; 

(4) Provides history credit to growers re­
ceiving abandonment or deficiency payments; 

(5) Preserves for three years the history of 
beet production for a producer who has lost 
a market because of the closing of or dis­
continuance of a sugar beet processing plant; 

TABLE 1.-SUGAR 

1965 Sugar Act amendments 

Demonstration 
of 1971 quota 

Final quota 
for 1970 1 

computed at 
11,200,000 

tons 
Basic 

quotas 

(6) Sets forth the criteria for establishing 
the new cane quota (up to 100,000 tons) pro­
vided in Section 202 (a) ( 4) of the Sugar Act. 

II. Section 303 is amended to provide aban­
donment or deficiency payments to growers 
suffering natural disaster losses regardless of 
their location. 

III. Section 307 is amended to remove a 
reference to the Virgin Islands. 
SECTION 7 (AMENDS SECTIONS 404, 408, AN:D 

412 OF THE SUGAR ACT) 

I. Section 404 is amended to generally 
make the Seclretary's regulations under the 
Act subject to review in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act. 

II. Section 408 is amended to give the 
President two new powers to deal with na­
tions expropriating American property as 
follows: 

•Provides the President with discretion­
ary authority to withhold a portton of or the 
entire sugar quota of a nation taking the 
property of u.s. citizens without due process 
of law, and/or 

*Provides the President with discretionary 
authority to impose a special impost (up 
to $20 per ton) on sugar imported into the 
United States from nations taking the prop­
erty of American citizens subsequent to Jan­
uary 1, 1969, without due process of law. 
Subject to such terms and conditions as 
the President may prescribe, payment of 
claims by U.S. citizens would be made !rom 
any funds collected by the special impost. 

III. Section 412 is amended to extend the 
Sugar Act to December 31, 1974, or to March 
31 of the year that the excise tax on sugar 
might end as the result of a payment limita­
tion being enacted. 
SECTION 8 (AMENDS SECTION 4501 (B) OF THE 

INTERNAL REVENUE CODE) 

Extends the excise tax to June 30, 1975, 
but provides that 1! a payment limitation 
is enacted, the tax would end on June 30 of 
the year following the effective date of the 
statute imposing the limitation. 

SECTION 9 

Provides that the effective date of these 
amendments to the Sugar Act wtll be Jan­
uary 1, 1972, except with respect to certain 
provisions which must be used by the Secre­
tary to plan and administer the sugar pro­
gram for 1972 and subsequent years. 

Total 
Temporary sec. 202 

quotas 2 quotas 

Deficits 
and 

deficit 
prorations 

Total 
quotas 

and 
prorations 

6, 910,000 0 6, 910, 000 (500, 000) Total domestic areas______ ____________ ______ ___ ____ _____ ____ ____ _ 6, 410,486 6, 110, 000 6, 410,000 
========================================================== 

1, 126,020 0 1, 126,020 187, 998 
357, 382 116, 470 473, 852 57,751 
349, 521 113,908 463, 429 56,480 
349, 521 113,908 463, 429 56, 480 
278, 785 90,856 369,641 45, 050 
127,682 41,611 169, 293 20, 633 
53,682 17,495 71, 177 8, 675 

0 0 0 0 
50, 686 16, 518 67, 204 8,190 
43,433 14, 155 57, 588 7, 019 
43, 433 14, 155 57,588 7, 019 
48, 841 15, 917 64, 758 7, 892 
36, 602 11, 929 48,531 5, 914 
42, 318 13,791 56,109 6,838 
26, 840 8, 747 35,587 4, 337 
20, 497 6,680 27, 177 3, 312 
24, 482 7,979 32,461 3, 956 
22, 301 7,268 29,569 3, 604 
11, 168 3,639 14, 807 1, 805 
11,168 3, 639 14,807 1, 805 
22, 301 7,268 29,569 3,604 
10, 137 3, 304 13,441 1, 638 

158,697 45, 088 203,785 0 
66, 123 18, 787 84, 910 0 
63, 479 18, 035 81 , 514 0 
46, 728 13, 275 60,003 0 
34, 825 9, 894 44, 719 0 
14, 547 4, 134 18, 681 0 

Phil ippines•----- - ------- --- ------- - --- - --------- - ---- - - ---- - - -- 1, 301,020 1, 503, 780 1, 314, 018 
Mexico------------------- -- --------- -- - - - - --- - - -- -- - -- -- - - - -- -- 652,559 588, 249 531,603 
Dominican Republic--- --- - ----------------------- --- ----- - --- - --- 678,209 575, 312 519,909 
BraziL ----------------- - ---------- - ----------- -- ---- - -- - - - --- - 638, 210 575, 312 519,909 
Peru-- - --- - ----------- -- - - --------- -- --------- -- --- - --- - ---- --- 455,991 458, 881 414, 691 
West Indies•- - -- --- --- -------------- --- --- - ----- - --------·- -- - - - 216,645 199,579 189, 926 Ecuador ___ ____________ ______ _____ ____ ___ ____ _____ -- - - - --- -__ __ _ 92, 860 83, 710 79, 852 
French West Indies____ ____ _____ _____ ___ ____ __ ____ ___ ___ __ ____ ___ 68, 149 62,782 0 
Argentina -- - --- -- ----- - -- - -- - ---------- --- ----- - -- -- --- - - --- - - - 78,509 70,772 75,394 
Costa Rica __ _ - __ --- - - - ____ -- __ _ -- __ - -_- _-- _- - - __ -- __ - - --- --- ____ 75, 133 67, 728 64, 607 
Nicaragua·- -------- -- ------------ - ------ - ---- - -- -- - -- -- -- ------ 75, 133 67, 728 64, 607 Colombia _____________________ ______ ___ __ ________ ----- - - - ____ ___ 67, 537 60, 880 72, 650 
Guatemala •• ------ -- --- - -- - --- - ------- - --- - ----- - --------- - ----- 63, 314 57, 074 54, 445 
Panama ____ _ -- ___ __ ___ ________ ------ __ - - __ -------- __ - - - _--- -___ 39, 500 42, 616 62, 947 
El Salvador_ ______ ______________ ____ ____ ___________ ___ ____ __ ____ 46, 429 41, 852 39,924 
Haiti__ _____ ______ ____________________________ ___ --________ __ ___ 26, 176 31 ,962 30, 489 
Venezuela ________ __ ___________________ _ - -----___________ ____ ___ 32, 079 28, 918 36, 417 
British Honduras. --------------------- -- ----- -- ------ - --- --- ---- 15, 782 14, 539 33, 173 
Bo Iivia _______________________ - --- __ - - ___ _ ------ __ --- - ----- - _ -- - 7, 599 6, 850 16, 612 
Honduras ______ ________________ ------ ________ ------______ _______ 7, 599 6, 850 16, 612 
Bahamas ____ _ --- -- - _______________ _ --- - ___ _____ - - ____ - -----___ _ 10, 000 10, 000 33, 173 
Paraguay ____________________ ___ --- _____ _ ---- __ --- - ---------____ 0 0 15, 079 
Australia ____________ ________________________ ------______ __ _____ 206, 270 203, 785 203, 785 
Republic of China __ _____________________________________________ 85, 946 84, 910 84, 910 
India ___ ____ --- _-- __ -- __ -- __ ---------- - - -_-----_-------- - ---_ __ 82, 508 81, 514 81 , 514 
South Africa __ ___ -- - - ________________ --- - ________ ---- __ -- -- --___ 60, 735 60, 003 60, 003 

~~~l~~~~~~~================================================ = ==== 1~: ~g~ 1~: ~~~ n: ~~~ 
See footnotes at end of table . 

• 



June 3, 1971 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD -HOUSE 17921 

Production area 

1965 Sugar Act amendments 

Demonstration 
of 1971 quota 
computed at 

11,200,000 
tons 

Basic 
quotas 

Mauritius------------------ --- ---- -- --- ----------------------- -- 18, 909 18,681 23, 363 

~;~~~~sll~~~~~i~==== ====~===== ==============----=------=--------===---_-_-_-_ i: x:g i: g~~ ~~: g~~ 
MalawL------------ -------------- -- --- ---------------------- --- 0 0 11,681 
Uganda _________ --- ___________ ------------------------ ________ .: 0 0 11, 681 

Temporary 
quotas • 

6, 637 
3,319 
6, 637 
3,319 
3,319 

0 

Deficits Total 
Total 

sec. 202 
and quotas 

deficit and 
quotas prorations prorations 

30, 000 
15,000 
30,000 
15,000 
15,000 

0 30,000 
0 15,000 
0 30,000 
0 15,000 
0 15,000 

5, 351 

761,681 4,290, 000 

0 5,351 

500,000 4, 790,000 

Ireland_________________________________________________ _______ _ 5, 3!>1 5, 351 5, 351 

Total foreign------------ --- ----------------------------------=-5,--:-1-89:-,-:-:51-4---5-,0-90-,-0-00---3,-5-28-,-31-9---------_:__----------...:...:._:..:. 

TotaL--------------------------------------------- ----- -- 11,600,000 11,200,000 10,438,319 761,681 11,200,000 11,200,000 

1 As adjusted for deficits and deficit reallocations, such adjusted entitlements of foreign countries 
supplied i.n.full except f!>rfollowing shortfalls in .short tons, r~~ value: Philippines, 2,475; Ecuador, 
1,710; Ha1t1, 4,544; lnd1a, 29; Malagasy Repubhc, 69; Maunt1us, 605; and Panama, 2,740. 

deficits to be reallocated. Quotas for OAS countries include all growth in the Cuban reserve between 
requirement levels of 10 and 11.2 million tons. 

2 Cuban reserve, 750,000 tons; Rhodesia, 11,681 tons. 
'Includes Guyana, Jamaica, Trinidad, Tobago, and Barbados. 

a In order to fund quota increases for 11 countries and new quotas for 3 countries, the entitlement 
to deficits for the Philippines was reduced from 47.22 to 37.60 percent and the combined basic and 
temporary quotas of Mexico, Dominican Republic, Brazil, and Peru were reduced by about 6.48 
percent. Each of the 5 countries named above then sustained the same proportional reduction in 
their total entitlements except that the Philippines having a larger than proportional share in 
deficit reallocations sustained a larger than proportional reduction due to the smaller quantity of 

Note: In 1972 only, the total quotas and proration for Malawi will be zero and for Panama 42 616 
tons. ~ence, 35,331 ad~ition~l tons will be availa~le that year for distribution to other foreign 
countr!es-25,349 tons m bas1c quotas, 7,773 tons 1n the Cuban reserve, and 3,209 tons as deficit 
prorations. 

A TRIBUTE TO REINHOLD NIEBUHR 
(Mr. BRADEMAS asked and was given 

permission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and to include ex­
traneous matter.) 

Mr. BRADEMAS. Mr. Speaker, I take 
this time to pay tribute to a man who, in 
my humble judgment, is one of the most 
significant figures of the 20th century. 

I speak of Reinhold Niebuhr, the dis­
tinguished American theologian who 
died on June 1, 1971. 

Dr. Niebuhr is a man whose writings 
and sermons had great impact on think­
ing not only in the world of religion but 
in the field of politics as well. 

I, myself, remember, as a student at 
Harvard University many years ago, lis­
tening to the eloquent and prophetic ser­
mons of Dr. Niebuhr and being deeply 
impressed both with the range of his 
intellect and with his capacity to relate 
the teachings of the Christian faith to 
the problems that confront men and 
nations. 

Perhaps Dr. Niebuhr's most seminal 
contribution to religious thought was his 
book, "The Nature and Destiny of Man." 

Of particular interest, I believe, to all 
those concerned with the relationship 
between human nature and political ac­
tion was his book entitled, "The Children 
of Light and the Children of Darkness," 
in which Dr. Niebuhr said, in effect, that 
men are good enough to make democ­
racy work but bad enough to make de­
mocracy necessary. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the 
thought and the life of Reinhold Niebuhr 
will continue for many years to come to 
be a significant and constructive influ­
ence on our time. 

Mr. Speaker, at this point in the REc­
ORD, I insert two editorials, one from 
the New York Times and the other from 
the Washington Post, both dated June 3, 
1971, paying tribute to Reinhold Nie­
buhr: 

[From the New York Times, June 3, 1971) 
REINHOLD NIEBUHR 

Reinhold Niebuhr blended theology and 
practical politics as articulator of the con­
cept of "liberal realism." His writings pro­
vided the intellectual underpinning for much 
of what was most constructive in the anti­
totalitarian left. 

Source: USDA/ASCS, June 2, 1971. 

Beginning in the late 1930's, Dr. Niebuhr 
was profoundly influential in moving Amer­
ican Protestantism away from pacifism and 
a utopian view of politics toward a more 
complex, more tragic and politically more 
realistic view of man and society. In his 
masterpiece, "The Nature and Destiny of 
Man," and in his lesser books, he brought to 
bear old Christian insights into man's falli­
bility and pride and made them relevant 
and convincing in this secular age. Because 
of his great gifts as public speaker and lucid, 
forceful writer, there were few within the 
Protestant community who did not feel his 
influence, while many who shared other 
beliefs or rejected religion also responded to 
his arugments. 

Not one to be a theorist only, Dr. Niebuhr 
tested his concepts in the arena of electoral 
politics. He was among the founders of New 
York's Liberty party in 1944 and an archi­
tect of Americans for Democratic Action. 
In the years following World War ll his in­
fluence on the thinking of many key Govern­
ment policymakers was so profound that 
George F. Kennan saw him as "the father 
of us all"-the "all" being the liberal trend­
setters of the fifties and sixties. 

Dr. Niebuhr's ideas were not, of course, 
always accepted with the grace and facility 
with which he propounded them. But even 
his adversaries of the right 8.iild the left 
cheerfully conceded the effervesence of his 
mind and the humanitarianism of his phi­
losophy. Dr. Niebuhr helped infuse vigor into 
the American democratic process. In a time 
of moral confusion and rapid political 
change, he was a frequent source of politi­
cal wisdom and an illuminating spokesman 
for the moral values that sustain human 
freedom. 

[From the Washington Post, June 3, 1971] 
REINHOLD NIEBUHR 

Large numbers owe large debts . to the 
teaching of Reinhold Niebuhr. For secularists 
who sought to make sense out of the mys­
terious ways of politics--never mind the mys­
teries of religious faith-he was a careful 
explainer of the creative role that law can 
play in causing positive social change. For 
believers, whether in God, Christianity or 
some form of metaphysical truth, he insisted 
tha.t the religious experience should be less 
a form of parochial loyalty than a commit­
menrt to values that help men to overcome 
hate, injustice, ignorance. For pragmatists 
who wanted here-and-now results, he was the 
pastor of a Detroit church who, more than 
50 years ago, daringly spoke out against what 
he considered the callous management prac­
tices of Henry Ford. 

All these ditferent roles might suggest a 

man on the run, a part-time specialist touch­
ing many bases but never fully covering 
any. Yet diversity was a main reason for Mr. 
Niebuhr's excellence, because essential to 
anything he did or thought was a tie-in to 
Christian realism. He wrote: 

"The finest task of achieving justice will 
be done neither by the Utopians who dream 
dreams of perfect brotherhood nor yet by the 
cynics who believe that the self-interest of 
nations cannot be overcome. It must be done 
by the realists who understand that nations 
are selfish and will be so till the end of his­
tory, but that none of us, no matter how 
selfish we may be, can be only selfish." 

Because his writing and preaching on 
religion had little or none of the revival tent 
to it, Mr. Niebuhr attracted a wide following 
in those seminaries where students demand 
that the church help solve the problems of 
war, racism and poverty. More than a few of 
the clergymen jailed in recent years for civil 
disobedience, or those who work to organize 
the poor or the ethnic communities, were 
first nudged that way by Niebuhr. He dis­
dained what he called "a simple pietistic 
version of the Protestant faith" by which 
celebrity-preachers try to prove "that prayer 
can harness divine power to human ends, 
particularly to the ends of business success 
and happiness." 

Although he could be as abstruse as the 
next theologian when the moment was right, 
Mr. Niebuhr's writing and speaking style 
generally remained simple. A tribute many 
will pay him is not only to go back and re­
read his better-known works, but make the 
effort to go forward and apply them to one's 
daily life. His notions of Christian realism 
apply so well, perhaps because they are 
needed so much. 

Mr. Speaker, I also insert two articles 
about Reinhold Niebuhr from the New 
York ~es and the Washington Post: 
[From the New York Times. June 2, 1971) 

REINHOLD NIEBUHR Is DEAD; PROTESTANT 
THEOLOGIAN, 78 

(By Alden Whitman) 
The Rev. Reinhold Niebuhr, the Protes­

tant theologian who had wide influence in 
the worlds of religion and politics, died last 
evening at his summer home in Stockbridge, 
Mass., after a long illness. He was 78 years 
old. 

Mr. Niebuhr had been under orders from 
his doctors in recent years to cut down on 
his sermons and lectures. 

Throughout his long career he was a theo­
logian who preached in the marketplace, a 
philosopher of ethics who applied his belief 
to everyday moral predicaments and a pollt-

r. 
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leal liberal who subscribed to a hard-boiled 
pragmatism. 

Combining all these capacities, he was the 
architect of a complex philosophy based on 
the fallibility of man and the absurdity of 
human pretensions, as well as on the Bibli­
cal precepts that man should love God and 
his neighbor. 

The Protestant theology that Mr. Niebuhr 
evolved over a life-time was called nee-or­
thodoxy. It stressed original sin, which Mr. 
Niebuhr defined as pride, the "universality 
of self-regard in everybody's motives, wheth­
er they are idealists or realists or whether 
they are benevolent or not." 

It rejected utopianism, the belief "that in­
creasing reason, increasing education, in­
creasing technical conquests of nature make 
for moral progress, that historical develop­
ment means moral progress." 

As influential as he was in the disputa­
tious world of religion, it was in the arena of 
practical politics that the effects of his 
thought were most apparent to the general 
public. He was the mentor of scores of men, 
including Arthur Schlesinger Jr., who were 
the brain trust of the Democratic party in 
the nineteen-fifties and sixties. George F. 
Kennan, the diplomat and adviser to Presi­
dents on Soviet affairs, called Mr. Niebuhr 
"the father of us all" in recognition of his 
role in encouraging intellectuals to help 
shape national policies. 

In addition to Mr. Kennan and Mr. 
Schlesinger, the "all" included such well­
known intellectual movers and shakers as 
Paul H . Nitze, Dean Acheson, McGeorge 
Bundy, Louis J. Halle, Hans J. Morgenthau 
and James Reston. 

"I suppose the thing Niebuhr has done for 
me more than anybody else," Mr. Reston 
once said, "is to articulate the irony of our 
condition as a country in the world today." 

Mr. Niebuhr advocated "liberal realism." 
"The finest task of achieving justice," he 

once wrote, "will be done neither by the Uto­
pians who dream dreams of perfect brother­
hood nor yet by the cynics who believe that 
the self-interest of nations cannot be over­
come. It must be done by the realists who 
understand that nations are selfish and will 
be so till the end of history, but that none 
of us, no matter how selfish we may be, can 
be only selfish." 

"The whole art of politics consists in di­
recting rationally the irrationalities of men," 
Mr. Niebuhr said. He thought of intellectuals 
as a "collective leaven" in a democratic so­
ciety, men and women who could apply their 
learning to the practical problems of power 
and social justice. To them Mr. Niebuhr often 
served as an adviser, as when he lectured to 
the Policy Planning Staff of the State De­
partment. 

Mr. Niebuhr was himself active in politics, 
as a member first of the Socialist party, and 
then as vice chairman of the Liberal party in 
New York. 

ACTIVE IN AD HOC GROUPS 

He was an officer of Americans for Demo­
cratic Action and active in numerous com­
mittees established to deal with specific so­
cial, economic and political matt~rs. He was 
a firm interventionist in the years before 
United States entry into World War II. He was 
equally firm in opposing Communist goals 
after the war, but at the same time he was 
against harassing American Communists. 

Much of Mr. Niebuhr's political influence 
was subtle, embodied in a virtually continu­
ous outpouring or articles on topics ranging 
from the moral basis of poll tics to race rela­
tions to pacifism to trade unionism to for­
eign affairs. He did not offer pat solutions, 
but what he called "Christian realism," 
which emphasized the importance of arriving 
at approximate, rather than absolute, an­
swers to public questions. Public morality, 
he argued, differed from private morals in 
this respect. 

Mr. tfiebuhr had been associated with 

\ ~ 

Union Theological Seminary, Broadway and 
121st Street, since 1928. He was, successively, 
associate professor of the philosophy of re­
ligion (1928-30); William E. Dodge Jr. Pro­
fessor of Applied Christianity ( 1930-55) ; and 
Charles A. Briggs Graduate Professor of 
Ethics and Theology from 1955 to his death. 
He was vice president of the seminary after 
1955. 

Hundreds of seminarians jammed lecture 
halls for his courses, and thousands of lay­
men heard him preach or lecture. He spoke at 
many colleges across the country, preached 
at scores of churches, large and small, and 
appeared on innumerable public platforms. 
He was a sparkling talker, exerting a mag­
netism that kept his listeners excited and 
alert through lengthy and profound exposi­
tions. 

Mr. Niebuhr possessed a deep voice and 
large blue eyes. He used his arms as though 
he were an orchestra conductor. Occasionally 
one hand would strike out, with a pointed 
finger at the end, to accent a trenchant 
sentence. 

He talked rapidly and (because he dis­
liked to wear spectacles for his far-sighted­
ness) without notes; yet he was adroit in 
building logical climaxes and in communi­
cating a sense of passionate involvement in 
what he was saying. 

Many who heard him lecture on secular 
mat ters were incredulous when they found 
that he was a clergyman, for he wore his 
erudition lightly and spoke in common ac­
cents. When he preached, one auditor re­
called, "he always seemed the small-town 
parish minister, able to relate the Christian 
faith simply to contemporary problems." 

A high forehead a.nd premature baldness, 
except for a ring of hair above his ears, made 
Mr. Niebuhr appear taller than his 6 feet 1 
inch. His frame was large and his hands 
were big-knuckled. 

OFFICE FILLED WITH BOOKS 

He looked outsized in his snug office on the 
seventh floor of the seminary, which he oc­
cupied during his teaching years. Its walls 
were so hidden by books, mostly on sociology 
and economics, that there was spe.ce for only 
one picture, a wood engraving of Jonah in­
side the whale. On his desk, amid a wild mis­
cellany of papers, was a framed photograph 
of his wife and children. When students 
dropped in, as they frequently did, he liked 
to rock back in his swivel chair, cross his 
legs, link his hands on top of his head and 
cha.t. 

In those informal moments he was a gay 
and witty talker, tossing off ideas in virtually 
every sentence and drawing upon a seem­
ingly inexhaustible store of quotations from 
books he had read. Some students were dis­
quieted by his eyes. 

"He didn't really look at you," one of them 
recalled, "so much as measure you." 

Mr. Niebuhr was a nonstop conversation­
alist. A scheduled 15-minute consultation 
with a student had a way of lasting for three 
hours. At its conclusion, the student was 
limp and Mr. Niebuhr as fresh as a daisy. He 
spoke so rapidly that note-taking was a chal­
lenge, ~ven for adepts at shorthand, and in­
terviewers found a tape recorder a great 
boon. 

Mr. Niebuhr had an easy way about him, 
one that dispelled barriers of communica­
tion. He was "Reinie" to friends and ac­
quaintances; in public references he pre­
ferred "Mister" to the honorific "Doctor." His 
highest earned academic degree was Master 
of Arts, which he received from Yale in 1915, 
but he collected 18 honorary doctorates, in­
cluding a Doctor of Divinity from Oxford. 

For many years, Mr. Niebuhr was virtually 
a. chain smoker of cigarettes, a.nd he un­
abashedly sipped Scotch whisky at the cock­
tail hour. At such times he was able to call 
upon a fund of small talk that delighted his 
companions. 

Mr. Niebuhr's diversions were few. He was 

fond of walking on Riverside Drive with his 
wife and his large black poodle, but the 
family conversation was mostly about re­
ligion. Mrs. Niebuhr was a lecturer on that 
subject at Barnard College for a number of 
years. Otherwise Mr. Niebuhr worked from 
7:30 A.M., when he had breakfast, until he 
retired at midnight. 

WROTE BOOKS IN SUMMER 

When he had classes, Mr. Niebuhr taught 
a total of eight hours a week and prepared 
his lectures in the evening at his apartment 
on Claremont Avenue. He wrote his books in 
summer-he usually vacationed near Lenox, 
Mass.--and his articles whenever he could fit 
them in. He had the knack of so organizing 
his thoughts in his head that his first draft 
of an article, which he typed himself, was 
likely to be the finished copy. 

His writing appeared in the most diverse 
publications. For several years in the nine­
teen-thirties he edited and contributed to 
The World Tomorrow, a Socialist party organ; 
from the forties on he edited and wrote for 
Christianity and Crisis, a biweekly magazine 
devoted to religious matters. In an ecumeni­
cal spirit, he wrote for The Oommonweal, a 
Roman Catholic magazine; for Advance and 
Christian Century, Protestant publications; 
and for Commentary, a Jewish publication. 

Because Mr. Niebuhr did not employ Bib­
lical citations to support his political atti­
tudes, some associates were skeptical of the 
depth of his faith. 

"Don't tell me Reinie takes that God busi­
ness seriously," a political co-worker once 
said. 

The remark got back to Mr. Niebuhr, who 
laughed and said: 

"I know. Some of my friends think I teach 
Christian ethics as a sort of front to make 
my politics respectable." 

Troubled agnostics, Catholics, Protestants 
and Jews often came to him for spiritual 
guidance. Only half facetiously, one Jew 
confessed: "Reinie is my rabbi." 

Men and women of other faiths felt equal­
ly close to him, for he did not seek to con­
vert so much as to counsel. 

FRANKFURTER AN ADMIRER 

Among Mr. Neibuhr's admirers was Supreme 
Court Justice Felix Fmnkfurther. After 
listening to one sermon, the late Justice said: 

"I like what you said, Reinie, and I speak 
as a beLieving unbeliever." 

"I'm glad you did," the clergyman replied, 
"for I spoke as an unbelieving believer." 

Although Mr. Niebuhr was acclaimed as a 
theologian, the closest he came to system­
atizing his views was in his two-volume "The 
Nature and Destiny of Man," published by 
Scribner's in 1943. He began an "intellectual 
biography" issued in 1956 by saying: 

"I cannot and do not claim to be a theolo­
gian. I ha.ve taught Christian Social 
Ethics for a quarter of a century and have 
also dealt in the ancillary field of apologetics. 
My avoce.tional interest as a kind of circuit 
rider in colleges and universities has 
prompted an interest in the defense and 
justification of the Christian faith in a secu­
lar age ... 

"I have never been very competent in the 
nice points of pure theology; and I must 
confess that I have not been su!ficlently in­
terested heretofore to acquire the com­
petence." 

There was, nonetheless, a Niebuhr doc­
trine. In its essence it accepted God and con­
tended that man knows Him chiefly through 
Ohrist, or what Mr. Niebuhr called "the 
Christ event." The doctrine, in its evolved 
form, suggested that man's condition was 
inherently sinful, and that his original , and 
largely ineradicable, sin is his pride, or 
egotism. 

"The tragedy of man," Mr. Niebuhr said, 
is that he can conceive self-perfection but 
cannot achieve it." 

He argued also that man deluded himsel! 
most of the time; for example, he believed 
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that a man who trumpeted his own toler­
ance was likely to be full of concealed preju­
dices and bigotries. 

Mr. Niebuhr asserted that man should not 
passively accept evil, but should strive for 
moral solutions to his problems. He urged 
man to take advantage of his finitude, to 
deal realistically with life as it is and to have 
Biblical faith. 

In the ceaseless battle between good and 
evil, man must recognize the heights," for 
there is no sinful life in which there is not 
a point where God's grace may find lodge­
ment." 

The Christian faith cannot deny that our 
acts may be influenced by heredity, environ­
ment and the actions of others," he once 
wrote. But it must deny that we can ever 
excuse our actions by attributing them to 
the fault of others, even though there has 
been a strong inclination to do this since 
Adam excused himself by the words, The 
woman gave me the apple.' " 

Mr. Niebuhr also insisted that when the 
Bible speaks of man being made in the 
image of God, it means that he is a free 
spirit as well as a. creature; and that as a. 
spirit he is finally responsible to God.'' 

In struggle for the good, institutional 
change is likely to be more effective than a 
change of heart, Mr. Niebuhr suggested. He 
decried clergymen who offered salvation on 
what he considered simplistic terms. 

Billy Graham, the evangelist, and the Rev. 
Dr. Vincent Norman Peale, the expositor of 
the power of positive thinking," were among 
the clergymen Mr. Niebuhr contradicted. 
Their Wholly individualistic conceptions of 
sin," he said, were almost completely irrele­
vant" to the collective problems of the nu­
clear age. 

Mr. Niebuhr objected especially to the no­
tion that religious conversion could cure race 
prejudice, economic injustice or political 
chicanery. The remedy, he believed, lay in 
societal changes spurred by Christian real­
ism. In this sense, man could be an agent 
in history by coming to terms with it and 
working to alter his environment. 

Mr. Niebuhr's own life illustrated his be­
liefs. He was born June 21, 1892, in Wright 
City, Mo., the son of Gustav and Lydia. 
Niebuhr. His father was pastor of the Evan­
gelical Synod Church, a German Lutheran 
congregation, in that farm community. At 
the age of 10 Reinhold decided that he 
wanted to be a minister because, as he told 
his father, you're the most interesting man 
in tow..'' At that point his father set about 
teaching him Greek. 

From high school Reinhold went, with his 
brother Richard to Elmhurst College in Illi­
nois, a small denominational school, and 
from there, after four years, to Eden Theo­
logical Seminary near St. Lou1s. After the 
death of his father in 1913, Reinhold was 
asked to take his pulpit in Lincoln, Ill. He 
declined in order to enter Yale Divinity 
School on a. scholarship. He received his 
Bachelor of Divinity degree there in 1914, and 
his Master of Arts a year later. 

ONLY PASTORATE IN DETROIT 

Upon his ordination by the Evangelical 
Synod of North America, he was sent to his 
first and only pastorate, the Bethel Evangeli­
cal Church of Detroit. He remained there 13 
years, nurturing the congregation from 20 
members to 650, and becoming the center of 
swirling controversy for his support of labor, 
and later for his espousal of pacifism. 

"I cut my eye teeth fighting Ford," Mr. 
Niebuhr said in recollection of his Detroit 
years. Whereas Henry Ford was usually 
praised in those days for his wage of $5 a day 
and the low price of his automobiles, he was 
condemned by Mr. Niebuhr as ravaging his 
workers by the assembly line, the speedup, 
periodic layoffs for retooling and by summary 
dismissal of men in middle age. 

"What a civilization this is!" Mr. Niebullr 
said. "Naive gentlemen with a genius for 

mechanics suddenly become arbiters over the 
lives and fortunes of hundreds of thou­
sands." 

Mr. Niebuhr not only preached against 
what he regarded as Mr. Ford's callousness, 
but he also wrote stinging articles in The 
Christian Century that were read by Mr. 
Ford, among others. Mr. Ford was neither 
amused nor converted. Mr. Niebuhr emerged 
as a public champion of social justice and 
as a Socialist. 

A SOCIALIST WITHOUT MARX 

Recalling this phase of his career in after 
years, the clergyman said: 

"Mr. Ford typified for my rather immature 
social imagination all that was wrong with 
American capitalism. I became a Socialist in 
this reaction. I became a. Socialist in theory 
long before I enrolled in the Socialist party 
and before I had read anything by Karl 
Marx. 

"I became the prisoner of a very cute 
phrase which I invented, or it seemed to me 
at least to be cute. That phrase was, 'When 
private property ceases to be private, it no 
longer ought to be private." 

"The phrase, which was prompted by the 
unprivate character of these great motor 
companies, does not seem to be so astute in 
the light of subsequent history in which 
justice was achieved by balancing various 
types of collective power." 

For a number of years Mr. Niebuhr 
preached what was termed "the social Gos­
pel," a jeremiad against the abuse of laissez 
faire industrialism. He was a much-prized 
speaker at labor and liberal gatherings and 
on college campuses. 

He castigated capitalists not only for their 
inhumanity to man but also for their spiri­
tual blindness. He called for labor brother­
hood, and racial and religious brotherhood 
as well. 

At the same time, he toiled the doom of 
capitalism. "Capitalism is dying and it ought 
to die," he said in 1933. He was then teach­
ing at Union Theological Seminary and agi­
tating for the Socialist party. He was a found­
er, in 1930, of the Fellowship of Socialist 
Christians, whose membership included Paul 
Tlllich, the theologian. 

All during the thirties, however, Mr. Nie­
buhr was reassessing his ethical, social and 
political beliefs. He had never been a thor­
oughgoing Marxist, an advocate of class 
struggle and revolution; and now he turned 
from Socialism. He was never a Communist; 
indeed, he was a vigorous critic of the So­
viet Union for the "brutality" of its eco­
nomic system. 

Mr. Niebuhr's dispute with Socialism, and 
his ultimate break with it, was on religious 
and ethical grounds, and later on realistic 
grounds. It was idolatry, he thought, to sug­
gest that human beings could blueprint and 
bring forth the Kingdom of God on earth. 
He also had mounting doubts about the in­
evitability of progress. 

In 1939 Mr. Niebuhr was invited to deliver 
the Gifford Lectures at Edinburgh Univer­
sity. This offered him a further opportunity 
to refine his views, which came more and 
more to be centered on man's pretensions 
about himself. 

"A Christian justice will be particularly 
critical of the claims of the self against the 
claims of the other, but it will not disiniss 
them out of hand," he said. "A simple Chris­
tian moralism counsels men to be unselfish. 
A profounder Christian faith must encourage 
men to create systems of justice which will 
save society and themselves from their own 
selfishness." 

Although Mr. Niebuhr recanted his So­
cialism, he did not lessen his interest in so­
cial change. Instead, he saw it in a different 
light--as a continuous adjustment of ten­
sions between power groups in society. Nor 
did he diminish his concern for the plight of 
minorities and the rights of labor. Their 
cause, he contended, was part of a grander 

social adjustment within the general frame­
work of American ca~pitalism. 

At the outset of World War II Mr. Nie­
buhr favored American intervention. 

"The halting of totalitarian aggression is 
a prerequisite to world peace and order," he 
declared. He headed the Union for Dem­
ocratic Action, a committee formed in 1941 
by liberal former pacifists to encourage par­
ticipation in the war. 

In the war period Mr. Niebuhr worked 
with the World Council of Churches' Com­
mission on a Just and Durable Peace. He also 
joined the Liberal party in 1944, and was an 
untiring spokesman for the anti-Communist 
left. 

"Perhaps our gravest fault as a nation," 
he said, "is our exalted sense of American 
virtue. We see the United States as some­
thing unique in the world, a nation whose 
concerns soar above petty national ambi­
tions, whose generosity and goodwill are un­
equalled. God, we assume, is invariably on 
our side, thanks to a special covenant with 
the Almighty." 

Mr. Niebuhr was a member of the Ameri­
can Academy of Arts and Letters, a group of 
50 distinguished Americans. He received the 
President's Medal for Freedom in 1964. 

Mr. Niebuhr's principal writings were 
"Does Civilization Need Religion?" (1927); 
"Leaves From the Notebook of a Tamed 
Critic" ( 1929) ; "Moral Man and Immoral 
Society" (1932); "Reflections on the End of 
an Era" (1934); "An Interpretation of 
Christian Ethics" (1935); "Beyond Tragedy" 
(1937); "Christianity and Power Politics" 
(1940); "The Nature and Destiny of Man" 
( 1941-43); "The Children of Light and the 
Children of Darkness" (1944); "Discerning 
the Signs of the Times" (1946); "Faith and 
History" (1949); "The Irony of American 
History" ( 1952) ; "Christian Realism and Po­
litical Problems" ( 1953); "The Self and the 
Dramas of History" (1955); "Pious and Sec­
ular America" (1958); "The Structure of 
Nations and Empires" ( 1959) ; and "Man's 
Nature and His Communities" (1965). 

He leaves his wife of 40 years, the former 
Ursula Keppel-Compton; a son, Christopher 
Robert of Albany, and a daughter, Mrs. 
Elizabeth Sifton of Brooklyn. 

[From the Washington Post, June 3, 1971] 
THEOLOGIAN REINHOLD NIEBUHR 

(By William R. MacKaye) 
Reinhold Niebuhr, who died Tuesday in 

Stockbridge, Mass., at 78, was one of the 
intellectual giants of the 20th century, a 
man who shunned the titles of theologian 
and political philosopher but was those and 
more. 

He came as close as any man of his time 
to marrying the iminiscible strands of the 
American past--the society's biblical, Chris­
tian inheritance and the secularist, utili­
tarian origins of its political institutions­
into a unified view of the world. 

He was one of those rare church leaders 
who spoke with power not only to the church 
on churchly matters but also on the world 
on worldly matters. 

Dr. Niebuhr's principal pulpit during his 
long public career was as professor of ap­
plied Christianity at New York's Union 
Theological Seminary, on whose faculty he 
served for more than 40 years. But even as 
he taught new generations o'f ministers and 
academic theologians, he took on such as­
signments as adviser to the State Depart­
ment's Foreign Policy Staff and officer of 
the Liberal Party, a political third party in 
New York state. 

An early SOCialist and pacifist, he aban­
doned these positions in the 1930s in favor 
of staunch support of the New Deal and a. 
conviction that the United States was mor­
ally obligated to intervene internationally 
to put down Nazism. 

The nature of his times, an era that saw 
the rise of a muLtiplicity of tota.llta.rianisms, 
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and his own reading of the Bible and of his­
tory stimulated in Dr. Niebuhr a. skepticism 
about man and society that he called "Chris­
tian realism." His understanding of man was 
1n effect an emphasis on human limitation 
and fallibility that set him in opposition 1x> 
·the easy optJimism preached for opposite rea­
sons by both theological liberals a.nd by 
fundamentalists. 

Dr. Niebuhr's dark vision of the human 
situation is illustrated in typical fashion in 
the clooing paragraphs of his major work, 
"The Nature and Destiny of Ma.n," a two­
volume essay that grew out of his delivery of 
the Gifford Lectures at the University of 
Edinburg in 1939; 

"The freedom of man transcends the flux 
of nature in such a way that the hope of 
completely severing the spirtt from the in­
teguments of nature is an understandable il­
lusion. The processes of growth in history are, 
furthermore, so obvious that the modern er­
ror of confusing growth with progress may 
be regarded as a.n equally inevitable mistake. 

"Yet both these mistakes also rested upon 
a willful disregard of some of the obvious 
evidences. 

"It is obvious that man does not have the 
power to extricate himself from flux and 
finiteness, as idealists and mystics of the a.n­
cierut and the modern world believed. 

"It is equally obvious that history does not 
solve the basic problems of huma.n existence 
but reveals them on progressively new levels. 

"The belief that men could solve his prob­
lem either by an escape from history or by 
the historical process itself is a. mistake which 
is partly prompted by the most universal of 
all 'ideological' taints: the pl'ide not of pa-r­
ticular men and cultures, but a man as man." 

The rolling sentences of this passage also 
UlustraJte the sonority that was characteristic 
of most of his writing, lecturing and preach­
ing. One Niebuhr oomLrer recalled that a 
woman rushed up to him at the conclusion 
of one of his appea-rances saying that she 
couldn't understand a. word he said but thwt 
she would be content to hear him recite the 
alphabet. 

Reinhold Niebuhr-his friends called him 
"Reinie"-we.s born in Wright City, Mo. He 
was the son of an immigrant father who was 
a. pastor of the Evangelical Synod of North 
America., a denominwtion of German origin 
toot is now a. pa.rt of tbe United Church of 
Chrlst. 

Of the Niebuhr children, three achieved 
exceptional ecclesiastical distinction. In ad­
dition to Reinhold Niebuhr there were also 
H. Richard Niebuhr, for many years a. profes­
sor at Yale Divinity School, whose theolog­
ical impact on American Christendom was 
nearly as profound as his brother's, and 
Hulda Niebuhr, a sister, who had a long 
career as a teacher at McCormick Theolog­
ical Seminary in Chicago. 

Reinhold attended Eden Theological Sem­
inary, a seminary of this denomination, and 
graduated from Yale Divinity School in 1914. 

After receiving a Master of Arts degree in 
1915 he was ordained to the ministry of the 
Evangelical Synod and thereupon took up the 
only pastorate of his career, a 13-year stint 
as minister of Bethel Evangelical Church 
in Detroit, a struggling congregation com­
posed principally of laborers on automobile 
assembly llnes. 

Before long the young minister found 
himself locked in struggle with Henry Ford. 
Mr. Niebuhr's outrage at the conditions un­
der which auto workers of that era labored 
led him into his temporary espousal o! so­
cialism, an embrace, he later confessed, that 
preceded his reading the works of Karl Marx. 

In 1928 he moved on to the faculty of 
Union Seminary, where he spent the remain­
der of his life. 

The multifariousness of Dr. Niebuhr's 
interests and actd.vities and the prodigious­
ness of his energy led him over the years 
into close associations with such disparate 

figures as diplomat George Kennan, Episco­
pal Bishop William Scarlett, Supreme Court 
Justice Felix Frankfurter, historian Arthur 
Schlesinger Jr., Scottd.sh theologian John 
Baillie, Jewish scholar Rabbi Abraham Hes­
che!, lawyer and public figure Dean Acheson 
and a list that could run on much longer. 

Many of these men kept up with the un­
folding of Dr. Niebuhr's thought by follow­
ing his writing in "Christianity and Crisis," 
a Christian Journal of opinion he founded 
in 1941 to promote the activist, interven­
tionist stance he espoused. 

DUl'!l.ng World War II and thereafter, Dr. 
Niebuhr relied more and more firmly on 
historical analysis of issues he saw confront­
ing his nation and world. 

Ronald H. Stone, one of his students and 
the collector of the most recent volume of 
his essays, noted: 

"As his thought became more historically 
oriented, it also grew more pragmatic. The 
results of the New Deal and Franklin D. 
Roosevelt's pragmatic foreign policy con­
vinced Niebuhr of the dangers and irrele­
vance of ideology to the problems confront­
ing the United States ... 

"His influence on purging Protestantism of 
absolutisms in social ethics has been one of 
his more important contributions in Amer­
ican life. No man or political idea was good 
enough to be trusted completely; both had 
to be checked by other men and ideas and 
continually evaluated in the light of their 
contribution to the common good." 

Dr. Niebuhr suffered the first of a long 
series of crippling strokes in 1952, when he 
was only 60, and physically he was a semi­
invalid thereafter. 

But if his body was weakened, his mental 
energies remained undaunted, and com­
mentary and analysis continued to flow from 
his pen at a scarcely lessened pace. 

In addition to innumerable articles in 
newspapers and magazines, Dr. Niebuhr was 
the author of more than 20 books. Besides 
"The Nature and Destiny of Man," some o! 
the more memorable are "Leaves from the 
Notebook of a Tamed Critic," "Moral Man 
and Immoral Society," "Beyond Tragedy;• 
"The Children of Light and the Children of 
Darkness," "Faith and History," "Irony and 
Amerioan History" and "The Structure of Na­
tions and Empires." 

Dr. Niebuhr's participation in the exchange 
of ideas covered so long a span of years and 
grappled with such a variety of public issues 
that that at least one younger scholar forgot 
too soon that he was still alive and active. 

This writer imprudently suggested a few 
years ago that Harvard Divinity School 
theologian Harvey Cox was "this genera­
tion's Reinhold Niebuhr." The scholar was 
promptly assailed by an angry swarm of 
Niebuhr disciples who retorted that "Rein­
hold Niebuhr is this generation's Reinhold 
Niebuhr." 

Dr. Niebuhr's funeral will be conducted at 
3 p.m. Friday in the United Church of Christ 
in Stockbridge, Mass., the western Massachu­
setts town where he died. Friends said a 
memorial service would probably be con­
ducted later in New York. 

He is survived by his wife of 40 years, the 
former Ursula Keppel-Compton, a son 
Christopher, Albany, N.Y., and a daughter, 
Elizabeth Sifton, Brooklyn. 

RAY HACKNEY SCHOLARSHIP 
AWARD WINNERS 

(Mr. BRADEMAS asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and to include extra­
neous matter.) 

Mr. BRADEMAS. Mr. Speaker, recent­
ly I participated in a multinational 
scholarship awards program that I think 
will be of interest to the House. 

Four young Latin Americans and two 
North Americans received scholarships 
under a program conducted by the Com­
munications Workers of America. The 
program is called the Ray Hackney 
Scholarship Fund, and it is named after 
an executive vice president of the union 
who died accidentally several years ago. 

Joseph A. Beirne, the president of the 
communications workers, told the group 
at the ceremony that Ray Hackney was 
very interested in Latin America, espe­
cially in educating Latin American labor 
leaders and workers, and so when he died 
tragically, the Ray Hackney Scholarship 
Fund was set up in his memory. 

In the United States, families of mem­
bers of the communications workers are 
eligible. In Latin America, families of the 
communications and allied workers af­
filiated with labor are eligible. This year, 
on May 19, I had the privilege of drawing 
the names of the winners. 

This is the 5th year of the scholar­
ship program, and it has seen its first 
graduate-a young man, Danny Fergu­
son, son of a communications worker, 
who has graduated from the University 
of Arkansas. In a letter to President 
Beirne, the young man said that the 
scholarship literally put him through 
college. 

The new North American scholarship 
winners were Jane Banks, a Fredericks­
burg, Va., high school girl who is in the 
national honor society and whose father 
is a central office repairman; and Miriam 
Nunnelee, a Montgomery, Ala., high 
school girl who is also in the national 
honor society, and whose father is a 
PBX installer-repairman. 

There were four Latin American win­
ners: 

Elizabeth Vega, of Quito, Ecuador, a 
14-year-old daughter of a postal worker 
who is a member of the Association of 
Postal Workers of Pichincha, who will 
use her scholarship to complete high 
school. 

Jayme Toledo, Jr., of Espirito Santo, 
Brazil, 19, son of a member of the Tele­
phone Workers Union, who will go to 
college to study engineering. 

Persido Lizardo, 24, of Santo Domingo, 
Dominican Republic, a member of the 
Federation of Telecommunications and 
Postal Workers, who will use her scholar­
ship to go to medical school. 

Herman A. Rodriguez, 19, of Guate­
mala City, Guatemala, son of a member 
of the Light and Power Workers Union 
of Guatemala, who will study agronomy. 

Mr. Speaker, the opportunity provided 
by the Ray Hackney Scholarship Fund to 
these six deserving young men and wom­
en is not only a worthy living memorial 
to the many contributions Ray Hackney 
made to the labor movement during his 
lifetime, but also a tribute to the con­
tinuing concern of the membership of 
the Communications Workers of America 
for improving international understand­
ing and the lives of the younger genera­
tion throughout the Americas. 

MATERNITY AND INFANT CARE 
PROJECT 

(Mr. KOCH asked and was given per­
mission to extend his remarks at this 
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point in the RECORD and to include ex­
traneous matter.) 

Mr. KOCH. Mr. Speaker, support of 
H.R. 7657 is increasing. The bill which 
would extend for an additional 5 years 
the children and youth comprehensive 
health projects, maternal and infant 
care projects, and crippled children's 
services which are now slated for oblivion 
as of June 30, 1972, has at this time 47 
cosponsors. These projects deliver com­
prehensive health care to children and 
youth of lower socioeconomic levels in 
central cities and rural areas throughout 
the country. These projects represent 
one of the major reservoirs of experi­
ence in comprehensive health care today, 
especially to the poor children of the 
country. I urge our colleagues to become 
cosponsors of this legislation. I am ap­
pending to my statement further in­
formation on one of these programs. 

The information follows: 
BRIEF RESUME OF THE STATE OF ARKANSAS' 

MATERNITY AND INFANT CARE PROJECT 

The Maternity and Infant Care Project for 
the State of Arkansas is entering its sixth 
year of operation. During this period of time 
better than 5400 high risk maternity pa­
tients have received total financial support 
which has placed them within the bounds 
of truly optimum Obstetrical and Newborn 
Care. Their babies have all received a further 
year of supported Pediatric Care. Certain of 
these high risk mothers have been further 
helped during the interconceptional period 
and, in many instances the initiating high 
risk element originally discovered during 
pregnancy has been eliminated entirely or 
ameliorated to the extent that a future 
pregnancy will not be a repetition of a crisis 
situation. This Obstetric-Pediatric venture 
has resulted in a dramatic improvement in 
Perinatal Mortality for all races but espe­
cially the black race. 

The State of Arkansas Maternity and In­
fant Care Project is fiscally managed by the 
state Department of Health and, clinically, 
the responsibility of the University of Arkan­
sas Medical Center. The Project is unique 
among all of the 53 other Projects in that l,t 
is oriented toward the rural patient. The 
area served by the Project encompasses ten 
counties in central Arkansas and reaches 
about two-thirds of the State's population. 
Except for Little Rock, which is a small city 
entirely surrounded by a rural setting, the 
entire geographical distribution of the proj­
ect 's services are to a distinotly rural popu­
lation. State and County Public Health 
Clinics are utilized to care for and identify 
the patients requiring care of a searching 
and definitive nature. Systems have been 
devised to bring modern Obstetrical and 
Pediatric methods and thoughts to these 
formerly isolated regions. All patients at­
tending these rural clinics are delivered at 
the Medical Center or admitted for study, 1f 
indicated, during the antenatal or post 
partum periods. All of these rural clinics 
have been upgraded to the level of the an­
tenatal clinics at the Medical Center. This 
has been accomplished through the use of 
a consultant service, contracted laboratory 
work, and personnel employment. All pa­
tients receive total Para medical support in 
the form of Nutritional guidance, Public 
Health Nurse help, and Social Work services. 
Transportation support is avalla.:ble for safe 
and easy access to the Medical Center in 
Little Rock when labor begins or complica­
tions develop. 

During this period of the Project's exist­
ence approximately thirteen thousand 
(13,000) women have been delivered at the 
Medical Center and better than one-third of 
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this number have required the financial sup­
port of the Project. It must be estiabllshed at 
this point that the non-financially supported 
patients receive the same services as the sup­
ported patient except for the monitory 
factor. 

It 1s inconceivable for this Project Direc­
tor to comprehend how this Project can ever 
be curtailed. It would mean a return to the 
"Granny" midwife solution a.nd a Perinatal 
Mortality rate equal to that of Uganda in 
Africa! 

This State of Arkansas is not a wealthy 
State and its oommunity Medical facilities 
are totally unable to accommodate the needs 
of the indigent maternity patient. If these 
patients are high risk in nature the medical 
facilities available at the community level in 
the rural areas are hopelessly inadequate. 
Oonsequently, the University of Arkansas 
Medical Center remains, as it has always 
been, the only referral center in the State 
for oomplioated Maternity problem patients. 
The Project has augmented the Maternity­
Pediatric facilities at the Medioal Center so 
that now it may be said that the finest in 
professional and hospital facilities are avail­
able to all. 

The restrictive boundaries of the Project's 
responsibility have been breached many 
times to rescue extremely high risk patients 
from totally unacceptable Obstetrical en­
vironments in some of the more distant rural 
counties. 

If the height of a pilot program can be said 
to have been reached by providing "The 
greatest good to the greatest number" then 
this can be assigned to the Arkansas State 
Maternity and Infant Care Project. It must 
continue. 

BYRON L. HAWKS, M.D., F.A.C.O.G., 
Professor, Obstetrics and Gynecology 

Director, Arkansas Maternity and 
.Infant Care Project. 

CHILDHOOD LEAD POISONING-ITS 
ERADICATION 

(Mr. RYAN asked and was given per­
mission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the REcoRD and to include ex­
traneous matter.) 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, childhood 
lead poisoning will claim 200 lives this 
year. Eight hundred children will be so 
devastatingly poisoned that they will be 
sentenced to permanent institutionaliza­
tion. Another 3,200 will suffer moderate 
to severe brain damage. 

This is incredible. It is incredible be­
cause childhood lead poisoning is pre­
ventable. 

Dr. Jane S. Lin-Fu has written in 
"Childhood Lead Poisoning-An Erad­
icable Disease,'' Children's Magazine, 
January-February, 1970: 

In the history of modern medicine, a few 
childhood diseases occupy a position as 
unique as lead poisoning. It 1s a preventable 
disease. The etiology, pathogenesis, epidemi­
ology, and symptomatology have been well 
defined. Methods for screening, diagnosis, 
and treatment have long been available. 

What can be done to defeat this man­
made epidemic, which afflicts some 400,-
000 children nationally? Clearly, the 
most direct and sure assault would be 
mounted if the slums of our Nation were 
leveled and adequate housing for the dis­
advantaged provided. That would ac­
complish destruction of the sources of 
the lead-tainted paint and plaster chips 
which the victims of lead poisoning pick 

up and eat, slowly ingesting the lead into 
their systems. 

But, short of that, there is still a great 
deal that can be done. 

First, massive screening programs 
should be undertaken in our cities-par­
ticularly those parts of the urban centers 
characterized by decrepit housing-to 
identify those children who are the vic­
tims of lead poisoning. This is essential 
because often the symptomatology is not 
immediately clear. In addition, it may 
take several months for the amount of 
lead in the child's system to build up to 
the acute level. Screening programs can 
identify those children who need treat­
ment before irremediable damage has 
been done. Most recently, new devices 
called microblood detectors, by which 
lead poisoning may be detected with a 
few drops of blood from a finger-prick, 
have been developed. 

Second, large scale treatment pro­
grams must be established to treat those 
youngsters who show elevated lead 
concentrations. 

Third, areas of incidence of lead poi­
soning must be identified, so that action 
can be particularly concentrated in those 
areas in terms of screening, treatment, 
and eradication. 

Fourth, programs of lead paint eradi­
cation must be undertaken, so that the 
sources of the lead-tainted paint and 
plaster chips which the children eat can 
be permanently removed from the 
youngsters' environment. Recently, port­
able detectors using X-ray fluoroscope 
technique have been developed which 
reveal the lead content in painted 
surfaces. 

All these steps can be taken under the 
programs authorized by the Lead-Based 
Paint Poisoning Prevention Act, Public 
Law 91-965. 

Childhood lead poisoning is a prevent­
able disease, and we can, given the funds, 
end its terrible toll of helpless children. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab­

sence was granted to: 
Mr. FLYNT <at the request of Mr. 

O'NEILL of Massachusetts), for today 
and June 4, 1971, on account of official 
business. 

Mr. RooNEY of New York <at the re­
quest Of Mr. KLUCZYNSKI), for week of 
June 2, 1971, on account of official 
business. 

Mr. HILLIS (at the request of Mr. GER­
ALD R. FoRD), for June 4, 1971, on ac­
count of official business. 

Mr. HoRTON <at the request of Mr. 
GERALD R. FoRD), for June 4, on account 
of official business. 

Mr. HUNT <at the request of Mr. GER­
ALD R. FoRD), for June 4, on account of 
official business. 

Mr. KEMP <at the request of Mr. GER­
ALD R. FORD), from 3:30 p.m. today and 
balance of week, on account of official 
business. 

Mrs. HICKS of Massachusetts <at the 
request of Mr. O'NEILL of Massachu­
setts), for Friday, June 4, on account of 
official business. 
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SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legisla­
tive program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

Mr. GONZALEZ, Monday, June 7, for 1 
hour. 

(The following Members <at the re­
quest of Mr. TERRY) and to revise and 
extend their remarks and include extra­
neous matter: 

Mr. MILLER of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. HoRTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GROVER, for 15 minutes, on Friday, 

June 4. 
<The following Members (at the re­

quest of Mr. DENHOLM) and to revise and 
extend their remarks and include extra­
neous matter: ) 

Mr. FLOOD, for 10 minutes, today. 
Mr. REuss, for 30 minutes, today. 
Mr. RoDINO, for 10 minutes, today. 
Mr. RARICK, for 10 minutes, today. 
Mr. KEE, for 10 minutes, today. 
Mr. DIGGS, for 60 minutes, today. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

revise and extend remarks was granted 
to: 

Mr. BIAGGI to revise and extend his re­
marks in support of the Peyser amend­
ment. 

(The following Members <at the re­
quest of Mr. TERRY), and to include ex­
traneous matter:) 

Mr. PETTIS. 
Mr. STEELE in 10 instances. 
Mr. QuiE in two instances. 
Mr. GuBSER in two instances. 
Mr. ROBISON of New York. 
Mr. SPENCE. 
Mr. DERWINSKI in three instances. 
Mr. SCHWENGEL. 
Mr. KEMP. 
Mr. SHRIVER. 
Mr. DuNcAN in three instances. 
Mr. WYMAN in two instances. 
Mr. FRENZEL. 
Mr. LLOYD. 
Mr. LuJAN in two instances. 
Mr. BROYHILL Of Virginia, in two in-

stances. 
Mr. BAKER. 
Mr. DoN H. CLAUSEN. 
Mr. WARE. 
Mr. ROUSSELOT in two instances. 
Mr. KING in three instances. 
Mr. AsHBROOK in two instances. 
Mr. ScHMITZ in two instances. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
Mr. HosMER. 
Mr. MORSE. 
The following Members (at the re­

quest of Mr. DENHOLM), and to include 
extraneous matter: 

Mr. JAMES V. STANTON. 
Mr. JACOBS. 
Mr. CARNEY. 
Mr. CAREY of New York. 
Mr. EDWARDS of California in two in-

stances. 
Mr. Ronmo in two instances. 
Mr. HUNGATE in three instances. 
Mr. TEAGUE of Texas in eight instances. 
Mr. KAZEN. 

Mr. PICKLE in two instances. 
Mr. ScHEUER in three in.Sitances. 
Mr. EcKHARDT in two instances. 
Mr. MAZZOLI in two instances. 
Mr. RARICK in three instances. 
Mr. HicKs of Washington in two in-

stances. 
Mr. GRIFFIN in two instances. 
Mr. HAMILTON. 
Mr. McKAY. 
Mr. FuLTON of Tennessee in two in-

stances. 
Mr. BEGICH. 
Mr. DINGELL. 
Mr. HOWARD. 
Mr. RYAN in three instances. 
Mr. BERGLAND in three instances. 
Mrs. HicKs of Massachusetts in two in-

stances. 
Mr. DoRN in three instances. 
Mr. DENHOLM in two instances. 
Mr. LONG of Maryland. 
Mr. HAGAN in three instances. 
Mr. PEPPER. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. DENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 4 o'clock and 25 minutes p.m.) , the 
House adjourned in accordance with a 
previous order until tomorrow, Friday, 
June 4, 1971, aJt 10 o'clock a.m. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mrs. ABZUG: 
H.R. 8883. A bill to amend the Food Stamp 

Act of 1964; to the Committee on Agricul­
ture. 

By Mr. ANNUNZIO: 
H.R. 8884. A bill to make additional immi­

grant visas available for immigrants from 
certain foreign countries, and for other pur­
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BERGLAND (for himself and 
Mr. BLATNIK): 

H.R. 8885. A bill to permit the Secretary of 
Agriculture to make payments to producers 
for crops of oats, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BERGLAND (for himself, Mr. 
A.BoUREZK, Mr. ANDREWS of North 
Dakota, Mr. BLATNIK, Mr. FRASER, 
Mr. KARTH, Mr. LINK, Mr. OBEY, Mr. 
ROY, Mr. THONE and Mr. ZWACH) : 

H.R. 8886. A bill to assist producers of agri­
cultural commodities by providing an or­
derly means of barga.ining With the handlers 
of such commodities; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

H.R. 8887. A bill to amend the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act, as reenacted and amended 
by the Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937 and subsequent legislation, to assist 
producers in the marketing of their com­
modities at a fair price; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. BLATNIK (for himself, Mr. 
KARTH, and Mr. NELSEN) : 

H.R. 8888. A bill to provide for the estab­
lishment and enforcement of certain interim 
safety standards for power rotary lawnmow­
ers; to the Com.n1ittee on Interstate and For­
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRASCO: 
H.R. 8889. A bill relating to the use of the 

Naval Air Station, Brooklyn, N.Y.; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia: 
H.R. 8890. A bill to amend title 5, United 

States Code, to provide for the reclassifica­
tion of positions of deputy U.S. marshal, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service. 

H.R. 8891. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to improve the civil service re­
tirement benefits of employees engaged in 
the enforcement of the criminal laws of the 
United States, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Post Office and Civil Serv­
ice. 

By Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. (for 
himself, Mr. PRICE of Texas, Mr. 
FISH, Mr. YouNG of Florida, Mr. 
HASTINGS, Mr. HOSMER, Mr. STE­
PHENS, and Mr. BROWN Of Michi­
gan): 

H.R. 8892. A bill to amend the Social Se­
curity Act to provide for medical and hospital 
care through a system of voluntary health 
insurance including protection against the 
catastrophic expenses of lllness, financed in 
whole for low-income groups through issu­
ance of certificates, and in part for all other 
persons through allowance of tax credits; 
and to provide effective utllization of avail­
able financial resources, health manpower, 
and facilities; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DON H. CLAUSEN: 
H.R. 8893. A bill to establish methods of 

payment for national forest timber, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Agri­
culture. 

H.R. 8894. A bill to make Flag Day a legal 
public holiday; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ECKHARDT: 
H .R. 8895. A bill to require a radiotele­

phone on certain vessels while navigating 
upon specified waters of the United States; 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. ECKHARDT (for himself, Mr. 
ST GERMAIN, Mr. SEIBERLING, Mr. 
Moss, Mr. HALPERN, Mr. MrrcHELL. 
and Mr. ADAMS) : 

H .R. 8896. A bill declaring a public interest 
in the open beaches of the Nation, providing 
for the protection of such interest, for the 
acquisition of easements pertaining to such 
seaward beaches and for the orderly manage­
ment and control thereof; to the Commit­
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ECKHARDT (for himself, Mr. 
WOLFF, Mr. HALPERN, Mr. BURKE of 
Massachusetts, Mr. O'Neill, Mr. 
MATSUNAGA, and Mr. ST GERMAIN) : 

H.R. 8897. A bill to provide implementa­
tion of the Federal Trade Commission Act to 
give increased protection to consumers, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on In­
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Alabama: 
H.R. 8898. A bill to prohibit the display 

of the flags of the Vietcong and the Govern­
ment of North Vietnam; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania: 
H.R. 8899. A bill to establish a Juvenile 

Research Institute and Training Center; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARMATZ (for himself and 
Mr. PELLY): 

H.R. 8900. A bill to repeal section 212 (B ) 
of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as 
amended; to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. • 

By Mr. GAYDOS: 
H.R. 8901. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 to allow a deduction 
for expenses incurred by a taxpayer in mak­
ing repairs and improvements to his resi­
dence; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANLEY : 
H .R . 8902. A bill to establish drug abuse 

control organizations in the Armed Forces 
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and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. HORTON: 
H.R. 8903. A blll to limit the sale or distri­

bution of mailing lists by Federal agencies; 
to the Committee on Government Opera­
tions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: 
H.R. 8904. A blll for the relief of Soviet 

Jews; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. McKEVITT: 

H.R. 8905. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 and title II of the 
Social Security Act to provide a full exemp­
tion (through credit or refund) from the 
employees' tax under the Federal Insurance 
Contributions Act, and an equivalent reduc­
tion in the self-employment tax, in the case 
of individuals who have attained age 65; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O•NEILL: 
H.R. 8906. A bill to amend the Economic 

Opportunity Act of 1964 to authorize a legal 
services program by establishing a National 
Legal Services Corporation, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

By Mr. STUBBLEFIELD: 
H.R. 8907. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 to encourage higher 
education, and particularly the private 
funding thereof, by authorizing a deduction 
from gross income of reasonable amounts 
contributed to a qualified higher education 
fund established by the taxpayer for the 
purpose of funding the higher education of 
his dependents; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. THOMSON of Wisconsin: 
H.R. 8908. A blll to provide financial as­

sistance for the construction and operation 
of senior citizens' community centers, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

H.R. 8909. A blll to make it unlawful for 
persons engaged in insuring motor vehicles 
or selling motor vehicle insurance to refuse 
to sell insurance to any individual because of 
age; to the Committee on Interstate and For­
eign Commerce. 

H.R. 8910. A blll to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 to permit the deduc­
tion of all expenses for medical care of a tax­
payer and his spouse if either of them at­
tained the age of 65; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

H.R. 8911. A bill to assist in the provision 
of housing for the elderly, and for other pur­
poses; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. WOLFF: 
H.R. 8912. A blll to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 to provide that pen­
sions paid to retired policemen or firemen or 
their dependents, or to the widows or other 
survivors of deceased policemen or firemen, 
shall not be subject to the income tax; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EILBERG: 
H.R. 8913. A blll to amend the Public 

Health Service Act so as to help secure safe 
community water supplies, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

H .R . 8914. A bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act to establish 
standards and programs to abate and con­
trol water pollution by synthetic detergents; 
to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. FULTON of Tennessee: 
H.R. 8915. A bill to establish drug abuse 

control organizations in the Armed Forces, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

H.R. 8916. A bill to amend section 832(e) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEPPER (for himself, Mr. 
.ABouREzK, Mrs. ABzua, Mr. ANNUN-

ZIO, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. BRADEMAS, Mr. 
BRASCO, Mr. BYRNE of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. BURKE of Massachusetts, Mr. 
CORMAN, Mr. DRINAN, Mr. DULSKI, Mr. 
ECKHARDT, Mr. EILBERG, Mr. ESCH, 
Mr. GARMATZ, Mr. HALPERN, Mr. 
HASTINGS, Mr. HECHLER of West Vir­
ginia, Mr. HELSTOSKI, Mrs. HICKS of 
Massachuset ts, Mr. JoHNSON of 
California, Mr. KOCH, Mr. MEEDS, 
and Mr. METCALFE): 

H.R. 8917. A bill making an appropriation 
to continue or resume funding of certain 
nutrition projects under title IV of the Older 
Americans Act; to the Committee on Ap­
propriat ions. 

By Mr. PEPPER (for himself, Mr. MIL­
LER of California, Mr. MoRSE, Mr. 
MURPHY Of illinois, Mr. MURPHY Of 
New York, Mr. PERKINS, Mr. RoDINO, 
Mr. ROSENTHAL, Mr. RYAN, Mr. ST 
GERMAIN, Mr. SAaBANES, Mr. SYMING­
TON, Mr. TIERNAN, Mr. VANIK, Mr. 
VIGORITO, Mr. WOLFF, and Mr. YOUNG 
of Florida) : 

H .R. 8918. A bill making an appropriation 
to continue or resume funding of certain 
nutrition projects under title IV of the Older 
Americans Act; to the Committee on Appro­
priations. 

By Mr. PEPPER (for himself, Mr. BA­
DILLO, Mr. BURTON, and Mr. Mc­
CLORY): 

H.R. 8919. A bill making an appropriation 
to continue or resume funding of certain 
nutrition projects under title IV of the Older 
Americans Act; to the Committee on Appro­
priations. 

By Mr. SYMINGTON (for himself, Mr. 
CLAY, Mr. DRINAN, Mr. KYROS, Mr. 
MATSUNAGA, Mr. MOORHEAD, Mr. SAR­
BANES, and Mr. SEmERLING): 

H.R. 8920. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 so as to perrnit cer­
tain tax exempt organizations to engage in 
communications with legislative bodies, and 
committees and members thereof; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WYATT: 
H.R. 8921. A blll to amend the Federal 

Water Project Recreation Act to provide that 
all project and operational costs for anadro­
mous fish enhancement programs operated 
by non-Federal agencies shall be borne by 
the Federal Government, and for other pur­
poses; to the Committee on Interior and In­
sular Affairs. 

By Mr. CHAPPELL (for himself, Mr. 
FuQUA and Mr. DRINAN) : 

H.J. Res. 680. Joint resolution relating to 
the war power of Congress; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GUBSER: 
H .J. Res. 681. Joint resolution to establish 

the Tule Elk National Wildlife Refuge; to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. SEBELIUS: 
H.J. Res. 682. Joint resolution to desig­

nate Route 70 of the National System of 
Interstate and Defense Highways as the Ei­
senhower Memorial Highway; to the Com­
mittee on Public Works. 

By Mr. SEBELIUS (for himself, Mr. 
ANDERSON of illinois, Mr. ANDREWS 
of North Dakota, Mr. DENHOLM, Mr. 
HALPERN, Mr. HANSEN of Idaho, Mr. 
HoRTON, Mr. McCLURE, Mr. MANN, 
Mr. MATSUNAGA, Mr. ROY, Mr. SHRI­
VER, Mr. THONE, Mr. WINN, Mr. 
ZWACH, and Mrs. HICKS of Massa­
chusetts): 

H.J. Res. 683. Joint resolution requesting 
the President of the United States to issue a 
proclamation calling for a "Day of Bread" 
and "Harvest Festival"; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. HICKS of Massachusetts: 
H. Con. Res. 325. Concurrent resolution 

praising the President of the United States 

with respect to his handling of current pub­
lic demonstrations; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEMP : 
H. Con. Res. 326. Concurrent resolution ex­

pressing the sense of the Congress regarding 
the proposed asset depreciation range sys­
tem; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PELLY (for himself, Mr. STEELE, 
Mr. VAN DEERLIN. Mr. FREY, Mr. AN­
DERSON of California, Mr. HICKS of 
Washington, Mrs. HICKS of Massa­
chusetts, Mr. BoB WILSON, Mrs. 
HECKLER of Massachusetts, Mr. DoN 
H. CLAUSEN, Mrs. HANSEN of Wash­
ington, Mr. WYATT, Mr. CLEVELAND, 
Mr. DELLENBACK, Mr. MEEDS, Mr. Mc­
CLOSKEY, and Mr. SCOTT): 

H . Con. Res. 327. Concurrent resolution to 
express the policy of the United States with 
respect to the promotion of measures rend­
ering possible the optimum sustainable yield 
from the living resources of the oceans; to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. REUSS : 
H. Con. Res. 328. Concurrent resolution 

expressing the sense of the Congress on steps 
needed to strengthen the dollar; to the Com­
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CORMAN: 
H . Res. 462. Resolution to abolish the 

Commit tee on Internal Security and enlarge 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on the 
Judiciary; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. ECKHARDT: 
H. Res. 463. Resolution to abolish the Com­

mittee on Internal Security and enlarge the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on the Judi­
ciary; to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under Clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: 
H.R. 8922. A bill for the relief of Paulo R. 

De Oliveira; to the Committee on the Judici­
ary. 

By Mr. DELANEY: 
H.R. 8923. A bill for the relief of Therese 

H. Paget; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. DUPONT: 

H.R. 8924. A bill for the relief of Paul R. 
Kaufman, captain, U.S. Air Force; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: 
H.R. 8925. A bill for the relief of Kim Hak 

Kyung; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. STEELE: 

H.R. 8926. A b111 for the relief of Lt. Col. 
William L. Brown, USAR (Retired); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

REGULATION OF LOBBYING ACT 
In compliance with Public Law 601, 

79th Congress, title III, Regulation of 
Lobbying Act, section 308(b), which 
provides as follows: 

(b) All information required to be filed 
under the provisions of this section with the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives and 
the Secretary of the Senate shall be compiled 
by said Clerk and Secretary, acting jointly, 
as soon as practicable after the close of the 
calendar quarter with respect to which such 
information is filed and shall be printed in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The Clerk of the House of Representa­
tives and the Secretary of the Senate 
jointly submit their report of the com­
pilation required by said law and have 
included all registrations and quarterly 
reports received. 
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REGISTRATIONS* 

• All alphanumeric characters and monetary amounts refer to receipts and expenditures on page 2, paragraphs D and E of the Quarterly 
Report Form. 

The following registrations were submitted for the first calendar quarter 1971: 
<NoTE.-The form used for report is reproduced below. In the interest of economy in the RECORD, questions are not 

repeated, only the essential answers are printed, and are indicated by their respective letter and number.) 
<NoTE.-The form used for registration is reproduced below. In the interest of economy in the RECORD, questions are not 

repeated, only the essential answers are printed, and are indicated by their respective letter and number.) 
FILE ONE COPY WITH THE SECRETARY OF THE SENATE AND FILE Two COPIES WITH THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES! 

This page (page 1) is designed to supply identifying data; and page 2 (on the back of this page) deals with financial data. 

PLACE AN "X" BELOW THE APPROPRIATE LETTER OR FIGURE IN THE Box AT THE RIGHT OF THE "REPORT" HEADING BELOW: 

"PRELIMINARY" REPORT ("Registration"): To "register," place an "X" below the letter "P" and fill out page 1 only. 

"QuARTERLY" REPORT: To indicate which one of the four calendar quarters is covered by this Report, place an "X" below the appropriate 
figure. Fill out both page 1 and page 2 and as many additional pages as may be required. The first additional page should be num­
bered as page "3," and the rest of such pages should be "4," "5," "6," etc. Preparation and filing in accordance with instructions will 
accomplish compliance with all quarterly reporting requirements of the Act. 

REPORT p 
I .Year: 19-------1~ PuRsUANT TO FEDERAL REGULATION OF LOBBYING ACT l'·t I ::j: I 4th 

(Mark one square only) 

NoTE ON ITEM "A".-(a) IN GENERAL. This "Report" form may be used by either an organization or an individual, as follows: 
(i) "Employee".-To file as an "employee", state (in Item "B") the name, address, and nature of business of the "employer". (If the 

"employee" is a firm [such as a law firm or public relations firm], partners and salaried staff members of such firm may join in 
filing a Report as an "employee".) 

(11) "Employer".-To file as an "employer", write "None" in answer to Item "B". 
(b) SEPARATE REPORTS. An agent or employee should not attempt to combine his Report with the employer's Report: 

(i) Employers subject to the Act must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are 
filed by their agents or employees. 

(11) Employees subject to the Act must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are 
filed by their employers. 

A. ORGANIZATION OR INDIVIDUAL FILING: 
1. State name, address, and nature of business. 2. If this Report is for an Employer, list names of agents or employees 

who will file Reports for this Quarter. 

NOTE ON ITEM "B".-Reports by Agents or Employees. An employee is to file, each quarter, as many Reports as he has employers, except 
that: (a) If a particular undertaking is jointly financed by a group of employers, the group is to be considered as one employer, but all 
members of the group are to be named, and the contribution of each member is to be specified; (b) if the work is done in the interest of 
one person but payment therefor is made by another, a single Report-naming both persons as "employers"-is to be filed each quarter. 

B. EMPLOYER.-State name, address, and nature of business. If there is no employer, write "None." 
NoTE ON ITEM "C".-(a) The expression "in connection with legislative interests," as used in this Report, means "in connection with 

attempting, directly or indirectly, to influence the passage or defeat of legislation.'' "The term 'legislation' means bills, resolutions, amend­
ments, nominations, and other matters pending or proposed in either House of Congress, and includes any other matter which may be the 
subject of action by either House"-§ 302 (e). 

(b) Before undertaking any activities in connection with legislative interests, organizations and individuals subject to the Lobbying 
Act are required to file a "Preliminary" Report (Registration). 

(c) After beginning such activities, they must file a "Quarterly" Report at the end of each calendar quarter in which they have either 
received or expended anything of value in connection with legislative interests. 

C. LEGISLATIVE INTERESTS, AND PUBLICATIONS in connection therewith: 

1. State approximately how long legisla­
tive interests are to continue. If receipts 
and expenditures in connection with 
legislative interests have terminated, 

D 
place an "X" in the box at the 
left, so that this Office will no 
longer expect to receive Reports. 

2. State the general legislative interests of 
the person filing and set forth the specific 
legislative interests by reciting: (a) Short 
titles of statutes and bills; (b) House and 
Senate numbers of bills, where known; (c) 
citations of statutes, where known; (d) 
whether for or against such statutes and 
bills. 

3. In the case of those publications which the 
person filing has caused to be issued or dis­
tributed in connection with legislative in­
terests, set forth: (a) Description, (b) quan­
tity distributed; (c) date of distribution, (d) 
name of printer or publisher (if publications 
were paid for by person filing) or name of 
donor (if publications were received as a 
gift). 

(Answer items 1, 2, and 3 in the space below. Attach additional pages if more space is needed) 

4. If this is a "Preliminary" Report (Registration) rather than a "Quarterly" Report, state below what the nature and amount of antici­
pated expenses will be; and if for an agent or employee, state also what the daily, monthly, or annual rate of compensation is to be. 
If this is a "Quarterly" Report, disregard this item "C4" and fill out item "D" and "E" on the back of this page. Do not attempt to 
combine a "Preliminary" Report (Registration) with a "Quarterly" Report.~ 

AFFIDAVIT 

[Omitted in printing] 

PAGE 1~ 
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A. Thaddeus A. Adams m, 1300 Con­

necticut Ave., NW., Washington, D.C. 
B. National Association of Real Estate 

Boards, 155 E. Superior St., Chicago, lli. 

A. American Federation of State, County 
and Municipal Employees, 115 15th Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. American Industry and Labor for the 
SST, 1156 15th Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. American Society of Radiologic Tech­
nologists, 645 N. Michigan Ave., Chicago, Dl. 

A. Edward T. Anderson, 2100 M Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. John Anderson, 4111 Franconia Road, 
Alexandria, Va. 

B. Medical Society of the District of Co­
lumbia, 2007 Eye St., NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Arent, Fox, Kintner, Plotkin & Kahn, 
1815 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Record Mer­
chandisers, Inc., 20 Conshohocken State 
Road., Bala Cynwyd, Pa. 

A. Association of Civ111an Technicians, 
Inc., 916 College Parkway, Rockv11le, Md. 

A. Association of Petroleum Re-refiners, 
1500 North Quincy Street, Arlington, Va. 

A. James F. Bailey, 101 Constitution 
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United Brotherhood of Carpenters, and 
Joiners of America, 101 Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Robert C. Barnard, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. John H. Beidler, 1126 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Union, United Automo­
bile, Aerospace and Agricultural Implement 
Workers of America, 8000 East Jefferson Ave­
nue, Detroit, Mich. 

A. Robert J. Bird, 1140 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Paul Revere Corp., Worcester, 
Mass. 

A. Robert T. Borth, 3427 South Leisure 
World Boulevard, Silver Spring, Md. 

B. General Electric Co., 777 14th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Michael D. Bromberg, 1101 17th Street 
NW .• Washington, D.C. 

B. Federation of American Hospitals, 1101 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. William J. Brooks, 260 Madison Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. American Paper Institute, 260 Madison 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Charles H. Brown, 1250 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Colonial Sugar Refining Co., Ltd., Syd­
ney, Australia. 

A. Burwell, Hansen & McCandless, 700 
Federal Bar Building West, Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for Humane Legislation, 
Inc., 11 West 60th Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. The Carpet and Rug Institute, Dalton, 
Ga. 

A. David C. Carter, 1156 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. U.S. Beet Sugar Association, 1156 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Justice M. Chambers, 2300 Calvert 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Swaziland Sugar Association, Mbabane, 
Swaziland. 

A. Jacob Clayman, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Industrial Union Department, AFL-CIO, 
815 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 
1250 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Interbank Card Association, 110 East 
59th Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 1250 
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Colonial Sugar Refining Co., Ltd., 1-7 
O'Connell Street, Sydney, Australia. 

A. Collier, Shannon, R111 & Edwards, 1625 
Eye Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Bicycle Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 122 East 42nd Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

A Committee for Humane Legislation, Inc., 
17 West 60th Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Jack T. Conway, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Mitchell J. Cooper, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Converse Rubber Co., Malden, Mass. et 
al. 

A. James T. Corcoran, National Associa­
tion of Motor Bus Owners, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Motor Bus 
Owners, 1025 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Hubert M. Crean, 1801 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Petroleum Institute, 1801 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Harold L. Crosier, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 River Road, Rose­
mont, Ill. 

A. Dan Curlee, 25 Lousiana Avenue NW .• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Brotherhood of Team­
sters, 25 Louisiana Avenue NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. Daniels & Houlihan, 1819 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Cocoa, ChOcolate and donfection­
ery Alliance of Great Britain, London, Eng­
land. 

A. Daniels & Houlihan, 1819 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Indian Sugar Industry Export Corp., 
New Delhi, India. 

A. Walter L. Davis, 1775 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Retail Clerks International Association, 
AF'L-CIO 1775 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Mr. George P. Delaney, 724 14th Street 
NW., washington, D.C. 

B. International Longshoremen's Associa­
tion AFL-CIO, 17 Battery Place, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Ralph B. Dewey, 1725 K St. NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Paciftc Gas and Electric Co., 245 Market 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

A. Timothy V. A. D1llon, 1001 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D,C. 

B. Marysvllle Dam Committee, Marysv1lle, 
Calif. 

A. Timothy V. A. Dlllon, 1001-15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Sacramento Yolo Port District, West 
Sacramento, Calif. 

A. Peter Edelman. 
B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 

Washington, D.C. 

A. Fede:-ation of American Hospitals 1101 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Fensterwald & Ohlhausen, 905 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for Humane Legislation, Inc., 
17 West 60th Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Raymond J. Foley, 1430 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Candy Wholesalers Association, 
Inc., 1430 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Gene N. Fondren, 337 National Press 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., 210 North 
13th Street, St. Louis, Mo. 

A. William C. Foster, 1730 Rhode Island 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Alyeska Pipeline Service Co., Bellevue, 
Wash. 

A. William C. Foster, 1730 Rhode Island 
Ave. NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Ralston Purina Co., Checkerboard 
Square, St. Louis, Mo. 

A. L. G. Freeman, 400 First Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 River Road, Rose­
mont, Ill. 

A. Glass Container Manufacturers Insti­
tute, Inc., 330 Madison Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Horace D. Godfrey, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Sugar Cane League of the 
U.S.A., 414 Whitney Building, New Orleans, 
La. 

A. Horace D. Godfrey, Alexandria, Va. 
B. Gold Kist, Atlanta, Ga. 

A. James W. Green, National Education 
Association, 316 West 12th Street, Austin, 
Tex. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Morton H. Halperin, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Donald K. Hanes, National Council of 
Farmer Cooperatives, 1129 20th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Robert E. Harman, National Education 
Association, 1201 16th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. Rita M. Hartz, 1737 H Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Federation of Federal Em­
ployees, 1737 H Street NW., Washington. 
D.C. 
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A. James P. Hensley. 
B. Sheet Metal & Air Conditioning Con­

tractors National Association, 1611 N. Kent 
Street, Arlington, Va. 

A. J. Thomas Higginbotham, 1725 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Consumer Bankers Association, 1725 
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Leo Hochstatter. 
B. Motion Picture Association of America, 

Inc., 1600 Eye Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Howrey, Simon, Baker & Murchison, 1707 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Pacific Car & Foundry Co., Business 
Center Building, Bellevue, Wash. 

A. Martin Jensen, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 River Road, Rose­
mont, lll. 

A. Charlie W. Jones, 1000 Connecticut Ave­
nue, W'8.Shington, D.C. 

B. Man-Made Fiber Producers Assool.ation, 
Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. H. Daniel Jones III, 1120 COnnecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Textile Manufacturers Insti­
tute, 1501 Johnson Building, Charlotte, N.C. 

A. James N. Juliana Associates, Inc., 1812 
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Consejo Esta.tal del Azucar, Apartados 
Nums. 1256 y 1258, Santo Domingo, Domini­
can Republic. 

A. Sheldon Z. Kaplan, 733 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Centro Azucarero Parague.yo, Indepen­
dencia. Nactona.l 541, Asuncion, Paraguay. 

A. Sheldon Z. Kaplan, 733 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Sea-Born Corp., 3421 N. Central Avenue, 
Chicago, lll. 

A. Patricia Keefer, 801 A Street SE., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Common oa.use, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Jeremiah J. Kenney, Jr., 777 14th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Union Carbide Corp., 270 Park Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

A. Phillp F. King, 2312 South Nash Street, 
Arlington, Va. 

A. Paul A. Korody, Jr., 1725 Eye Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Food Chains, 
1725 Eye Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. James S. Krzyminski, 1129 20th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Farmer Cooperatives 
1129 20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Hugh C. Laughlin, 6153 Garden Road, 
Maumee, Ohio. 

B. Owens-illinois, Post Office Box 1035, 
Toledo, Ohio. 

A. Robert B. Laurents, 7205 Reservoir Road, 
Springfield, Va. 

B. National Association for Uniformed 
Services, 956 North Monroe Street, Arlington, 
Va. 

A. Charles W. Lee, 300 New Jersey Avenue 
SE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for Full Funding of Educa­
tion Programs, 300 New Jersey Avenue SE., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Harrison Lewis, 1725 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Outdoor Advertising Association of 
America, Inc., 1725 K Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. William George Lunsford, 245 Second 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legisla­
tion, 245 Second Street NE., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Ian R. MacGowan, 2500 Q Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street, Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. William H. McGee, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 Rosemont, lll. 

A. McGinnis, Lochridge & Kilgore, Texas 
State Bank Building, Austin, Tex. 

B. Rio Grande Valley Sugar Growers, Inc., 
Weslaco, Tex. 

A. Myles F. McGrail, 15th and L Streets 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Dow Chemical Co., Midland, Mich. 

A. Frank McManus, 1130 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Glass Container Manufacturers Insti­
tute, Inc., 330 Madison Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Robert V. Mariani, Brotherhood of Rail­
way, Airline & Steamship Clerks, 400 First 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 River Road, Rose­
mont, Ill. 

A. Mayer, Brown & Platt, 231 S. LaSalle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Encyclopaedia Britannica, Inc., 425 N. 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Mayer, Brown & Platt, 231 S. LaSalle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Libby, McNeill & Libby, 200 S. Michi­
gan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Medical-Surgical Manufacturers Asso­
ciation, 342 Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Edward L. Merrigan, 1700 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Sugar Distributors of Venezuela, Edif. 
de la Luz Electrica de Venezuela, Av. 
Urdaneta, Caracas, Venezuela. 

A. Paul J. Minarchenko, Jr., 1155 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of State, County 
and Municipal Employees, 1155 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Morison, Murphy, Abrams & Haddock, 
1776 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Committee for Civil Airlift. 

A. John J. Motley. 
B. National Federation of Independent 

Business, Washington Bullding, 15th Street 
& New York Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. David J. Muchow, Smathers & Merri­
gan, 1700 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Sugar Distributors of Venezuela, Edif. 
de la Luz Electrica de Venezuela, Av. 
Urdaneta, Caracas, Venezuela. 

A. D. Michael Murray, 1920 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 1920 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. John R. Murray, 1725 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Outdoor Advertising Association of 
America, Inc., 1725 K Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. Lawrence P. Mutter, 1016 20th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Plumbing­
Heating-Cooling Contractors, 1016 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. National Association of Plumbing-Heat­
ing-Cooling Contractors, 1016 20th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. National Associa-tion of Record Mer­
chandisers, Inc., Arent, Fox, Kinter, Plotkin 
& ~a.hn, Trianon Building, 20 Conshohocken 
State Rood, Bala Cynwyd, Pa. 

A. National Committee for an American 
SST, 1156-15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Louis H. Nevins, 908 Colorado Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Mutual Savings 
Banks, 200 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. John J. O'Shea, 1315 Walnut Street, 
Phil,adelphla, Pa. 

B. American Industry and Labor for the 
SST, 1156 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. John J. O'Shea, 1315 Walnut Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

B. National Committee for an America.n 
SST, 1156 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Outdoor Advertising Associwtion of 
America, Inc., 1725 K Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. Vincent J. Paterno, 916 College Park­
way, Rockville, Md. 

B. Association of Civilian Technicians, 
Inc., 916 College Parkway, Rockville, Md. 

A. Patton, Blow, Verrill, Brand & Boggs, 
1200 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Central American Sugar Council, 1200 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Kenneth Peterson, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and 
Congress of Industrial Organizations, 815 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Prather, Levenberg, Seeger, DooUttle, 
Farmer & Ewing, 1101 16th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Central de Cooperativas Agrarias del 
Peru, Avda. Guzman Blanco 240, Lima, Peru. 

A. Arthur L. Quinn, Arthur Lee Quinn, 
723 Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Belize Sugar Industries, Belize City, 
British Honduras. 

A. Arthur L. Quinn, Arthur Lee Quinn, 
723 Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Campania Azucarera. Valdez, S.A., 
Sociedad Agricola e Industrial, San Carlos, 
Guayaquil, Ecuador. 

A. Arthur L. Quinn, Arthur Lee Quinn, 
723 Washington Build.ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Government of Republic of Panama, 
Campania Azucarera La Estrella, S.A. and 
Azucarera Nacional S.A., Panama City, 
Panama. 

A. Arthur L. Quinn, Arthur Lee Quinn, 
723 Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. West Indies Sngar Associaton, Bridge­
town, Barbados. 

A. Earl G. Quinn, Brotherhood of Railway, 
Airline & Steamship Clerks, 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of .Railway, Airline & Steam 
ship Clerks. 6300 RiVer Road, Rosemont, lll. 
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A. William C. Foster, 1730 Rhode Island 

Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
B. Ralston Purina Co., Checkerboard 

Square, St. Louis, Mo. 

A. Louis J. Rancourt, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 River Road, Rose­
mont, Ill. 

A. Robert S. Reese, Jr., 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Tank Truck Carriers, Inc., 1616 
P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Delos W. Rentzel, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Portland Cement Association, Old Or­
chard Road, Skokie, Ill. 

A. Arthur J. Rothkopf, Arnold C. John­
son & Jerome N. Sonosky, 815 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Commercial Credit Co., Baltimore, Md. 

A. Rowley & Scott, 1730 Rhode Island 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Custom Recording Co., Inc., 634 Buena 
Vista Avenue, East, North Augusta, S.C. 

A. Raymond L. Schafer, Ring Building, 
1200 18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Memphis, Tenn. 

A. A. Cleve Schneeberger, 1211 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Portland Cement Association, Old Or­
chard Road, Skokie, Ill. 

A. Hilliard Schulberg, 1900 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Washington, D.C., Retail Liquor Dealers 
Association, Inc., 1900 L Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. William M. Segall. 1015 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Carpet and Rug Institute, Dalton, 
Ga. 

A. Sharon, Pierson & Semmes, 1054 31st 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Children's Hospital, 2125 13th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Sharon, Pierson & Semmes, 1054 31st 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. E1 Paso Natural Gas Co., El Paso, Tex. 

A. Sharon, Pierson and Semmes, 1054 31st 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Mauritius Chamber of Agriculture and 
Mauritius Sugar Syndicate, Port Louis, 
Mauritius. 

A. A. Z. Shows, 806 15th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Avionics Communication Systems, Inc., 
6262 Port Royal Road, Springfield, Va. 

A. Sidley & Austin, 1625 Eye Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Electronic Industries Association, 2001 
Eye Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Marcus W. Sisk, Jr., 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 
1250 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. . 

A. The Wayne Smith Co., Inc., 201 Massa­
chusetts A venue ~~ .• Washington, D.C. 

A. Joseph J. Standa, National Education 
Association, 1201 16th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. Eugene L. Stewart, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Glass Container Manufacturers Insti­
tute, Inc., 330 Madison Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Richard H. Stock, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 
1250 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Richard H. Stock, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 
1250 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. R. Keith Stroup, 2105 N Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Organization for the Reform 
of Marijuana Laws, 2105 N Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. Surrey, Karasik, Greene & Hill, 1156 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Associated Private Sugar Producers of 
Guadeloupe and Martinique, DZone Indus­
trielle, Pointe-Jarry, Baie-Mahault, B.P. 175, 
Pointe-A-Pitre, Guadeloupe. 

A. Surrey, Karasik, Greene & Hill, 1156 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Private Sugar Producers of Madagascar, 
282 Boulevard St. Germain, Paris, 7e France. 

A. David A. Sweeney, 2'5 Louisiana Avenue 
NW., washington, D.C .. 

B. International Brotherhood of Team­
sters, 25 Louisiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Peter E. Terzick, 101 Constitution Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United Brotherhood of Carpenters & 
Joiners of America, 101 Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Clark W. Thompson, 100 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American National Insurance Co., Anico 
Building, Galveston, Tex. 

A. Phillip Tacker, 1725 K Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Outdoor Advertising Association of 
America, Inc., 1725 K Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. Joseph P. Trainor, Brotherhood of Ran­
way, Airline & Steamship Clerks, 400 First 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 River Road, Rose­
mont, Ill. 

A. United Brotherhood of Carpenters & 
Joiners of America, 101 Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. United States Sugar Industry Informa­
tion Service, 1156 15th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. R. Dick VanderWoude, 10400 West Hig­
gins Road, Des Plaines, Ill. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. E. F. Waldrop, Jr., 300 New Jersey Ave­
nue SE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 1920 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Richard Warden, 1823 Jefferson Place 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Washington Research Project Action 
Council, 1823 Jefferson Place NW .. Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. Bryan K. Whitehead, 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, A1rl1ne & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 River Road, Rose­
mont, Ill. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Crow Creek Sioux Tribe, Pierre, So. Dak. 

A. Harding deC. Williams, 1825 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Del Monte Corp., 215 Fremont Street, 
San Francisco, Calif. 

A. Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering, 900 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. J. C. Penney Co., Inc., 1301 Avenue of 
the Americas, New York, N.Y. 

A. Gerald L. Wykoff, 1730 Rhode Island 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Electrical Contractors Associa­
tion, 1730 Rhode Island Ave. NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. Wyman, Bautzer, Finell, Rothman & 
Kuchel, 1211 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Embassy of the Government of the Re­
public of Korea, 2320 Massachusetts AvenuA 
NW., Washington, D.C. 
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QUARTERLY REPORTS* 

•The alphanumeric characters and monetary amounts refer to receipts and expenditures on page 2, paragraphs D and E of the Quarterly 
Report l!,orm. 

The following quarterly reports were submitted for the first calendar quarter 1971: 

(NOTE.-The form used for report is reproduced below. In the interest of economy in the REcORD, questions are nat 
repeated, only the essential answers are printed, and are indicated by their respective letter and number.> 
FILE ONE COPY WITH THE SECRETARY OF THE SENATE AND FILE Two COPIES WITH THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 

This page (page 1) is designed to supply identifying data; and page 2 (on the back of this page) deals with financial data. 

PLACE AN "X" BELOW THE APPROPRIATE LETTER OR FIGURE IN THE Box AT THE RIGHT OF THE "REPORT" HEADING BELOW: 

"PRELIMINARY" REPORT ("Registration"): To "register," place an "X" below the letter "P" and fill out page (only. 

"QuARTERLY" REPORT: To indicate which one of the four calendar quarters is covered by this Report, place an "X" below the appropriate 
figure. Fill out both page 1 and page 2 and as many additional pages as may be required. The first additional page should be num­
bered as page "3," and the rest of such pages should be "4," "5," "6," etc. Preparation and filing in accordance with instructions will 
accomplish compliance with all quarterly reporting requirements of the Act. 

REPORT p 
Year: 19 _______ ,~ 

PURSUANT TO FEDERAL REGULATION OF LOBBYING ACT 1, .• 1 ::r: 1 4th 

(Mark one square only) 

NoTE ON ITEM "A".-(a) IN GENERAL. This "Report" form may be used by either an organization or an individual, as follows: 
(i) "Employee".-To file as an "employee", state (in Item "B") the name, address, and nature of business of the "employer". (If the 

"employee" is a firm (such as a law firm or public relations firm], partners and salaried staff members of such firm may join in 
filing a Report as an "employee".) 

(11) "Employer".-To file as an "employer", write "None" in answer to Item "B". 
(b) SEPARATE REPORTS. An agent or employee should not attempt to combine his Report with the employer's Report: 

(1) Employers subject to the Act must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are 
filed by their agents or employees. 

(11) Employees subject to the Act must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are 
filed by their employers. 

A. ORGANIZATION OR INDIVIDUAL FILING: 
1. State name, address, and nature of business. 2. If this Report is for an Employer, list names of agents or employees 

who will file Reports for this Quarter. 

NOTE ON ITEM "B".-Reports by Agents or Employees. An employee is to file, each quarter, as many Reports as he has employers, except 
that: (a) If a particular undertaking is jointly financed by a group of employers, the group is to be considered as one employer, but all 
members of the group are to be named, and the contribution of each member is to be specified; (b) if the work is done in the interest of 
one person but payment therefor is made by another, a single Report-naming both persons as "employers"-is to be filed each quarter. 

B. EMPLOYER.-State name, address, and nature of business. If there is no employer, write "None." 

NOTE ON ITEM "C".-(a) The expression "in connection with legislative interests," as used in this Report, means "in connection with 
attempting, directly or indirectly, to influence the passage or defeat of legislation." "The term 'legislation' means bills, resolutions, amend­
ments, nominations, and other matters pending or proposed in either House of Congress, and includes any other matter which may be the 
subject of action by either House"-§ 302(e). 

(b) Before undertaking any activities in connection with legislative interests, organizations and individuals subject to the Lobbying 
Act are required to file a "Preliminary" Report (Registration). 

(c) After beginning such activities, they must file a "Quarterly" Report at the end of each calendar quarter in which they have either 
received or expended anything of value in connection with legislative interests. 

C. LEGISLATIVE INTERESTS, AND PUBLICATIONS in COnnection therewith: 

1. State approximately how long legisla­
tive interests are to continue. If. receipts 
and expenditures in connection with 
legislative interests have terminated, 

D 
place an "X" in the box at the 
left, so that this omce will no 
longer expect to receive Reports. 

2. State the general legislative interests of 
the person filing and set forth the specific 
legislative interests by reciting: (a) Short 
titles of statutes and bills; (b) House and 
Senate numbers of bills, where known; (c) 
citations of statutes, where known; (d) 
whether for or against such statutes and 
bills. 

3. In the case of those publications which the 
person filing has caused to be issued or dis­
tributed in connection with legislative in­
terests, set forth: (a) Description, (b) quan­
tity distributed; (c) date of distribution, (d) 
name of printer or publisher (if publications 
were paid for by person filing) or name of 
donor (if publications were received as a 
gift). 

(Answer items 1, 2, and 3 in the space below. Attach additional pages if more space is needed) 

4. If this is a "Preliminary" Report (Registration) rather than a "Quarterly" Report, state below what the nature and amount of antici­
pated expenses will be; and if for an agent or employee, state also what the daily, monthly, or annual rate of compensation is to be. 
If this is a "Quarterly" Report, disregard this item "C4" and fill out item "D" and "E" on the back of this page. Do not attempt to 
combine a "Preliminary" Report (Registr~tion) with a "Quarterly" Report . ...: 

AFFIDAVIT 

[Omitted in printing] 

PAGE 1~ 
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NoTE oN ITEM "D."-( a) In General. The term "contribution" includes anything of value. When an organization or individual uses 

printed or duplicated matter in a campaign attempting to influence legislation, money received by such organization or individual-for 
such printed or duplicated matter-is a "contribution." "The term 'contribution' includes a gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit 
of money, or anything of value, and includes a contract, promise, or agreement, whether or not legally enforceable, to make a contribution"­
Section 302(a) of the Lobbying Act. 

(b) IF THIS REPORT Is FOR AN EMPLOYER.-(i) In General. Item "D" is designed for the reporting of all receipts from which expendi­
tures are made, or will be made, in accordance with legislative interests. 

(11) Receipts of Business Firms and Individuals.-A business firm (or individual) which ls subject to the Lobbying Act by reason of 
expenditures which it makes in attempting to influence legislation-but which has no funds to expend except those which are available 
in the ordinary course of operating a business not connected in any way with the influencing of legislation-will have no receipts to report, 
even though it does have expenditures to report. 

(111) Receipts of Multipurpose OrganiZations.-some organizations do not receive any funds which are to be expended solely for the 
purpose of attempting to influence legislation. Such organizations make such expenditures out of a general fund raised by dues, assess­
ments, or other contributions. The percentage of the general fund which is used for such expenditures indicates the percentage of dues, 
assessments, or other contributions which may be considered to have been paid for that purpose. Therefore, in reporting receipts, such 
organizations may specify what that percentage is, and report their dues, assessments, and other contributions on that basis. However, 
each contributor of $500 or more is to be listed, regardless of whether the contribution was made solely for legislative purposes. 

(c) IF THIS REPORT Is FOR AN AGENT OR EMPLOYEE.-(!) In General. In the case of many employees, all receipts will come under Items 
"D 5" (received for services) and "D 12" (expense money and reimbursements). In the absence of a clear statement to the contrary, it 
will be presumed that your employer is to reimburse you for all expenditures which you make in connection with legislative interests. 

(11) Employer as Contributor of $500 or More.-When your contribution from your employer (in the form of salary, fee, etc.) amounts 
to $500 or more, it is not necessary to report such contribution under "D 13" and "D 14," since the amount has already been reported 
under "D 5," and the name of the "employer" has been given under Item "B" on page 1 of this report. 

D. RECEIPTS (INCLUDING CONTRIBUTIONS AND LOANS): 

Fill in every blank. If the answer to any numbered item is "None," write "None" in the space following the number. 

Receipts (other than loans) 
1. $--------Dues and assessments 
2. $--------Gifts of money or anything of value 
3. $--------Printed or duplicated matter received as a gift 
4. $--------Receipts from sale of printed or duplicated matter 
5. $--------Received for services (e.g., salary, fee, etc.) 

6. $--------TOTAL for this Quarter (Add items "1" through "5") 
7. $--------Received during previous Quarters of calendar year 

8. $--------ToTAL from Jan. 1 through this Quarter (Add "6" 
and "7") 

Loans Received 
••The term 'contribution' includes a ... loan •.. "-sec. 302(a). 

9. $--------TOTAL now owed to others on account of loans 
10. $--------Borrowed from others during this Quarter 
11. $--------Repaid to others during this Quarter 

12. $--------"Expense money" and Reimbursements received this 
Quarter 

Contributors of $500 or more 
(from Jan. 1 through this Quarter) 

13. Have there been such contributors? 
Please answer "yes" or "no": --------

14. In the case of each contributor whose contributions (including 
loans) during the "period" from January 1 through the last 
days of this Quarter total $500 or more: 

Attach hereto plain sheets of paper, approximately the size of this 
page, tabulate data under the headings "Amount" and "Name and 
Address of Contributor"; and indicate whether the last day of the 
period is March 31, June 30, September 30, or December 31. Prepare 
such tabulation in accordance with the following example: 

Amount Name and Address of Contributor 
("Period" from Jan. 1 through------------------· 19----) 

$1,500.00 John Doe, 1621 Blank Bldg., New York, N.Y. 
$1,785.00 The Roe Corporation, 2511 Doe Bldg., Chicago, Ill. 

$3,285.00 TOTAL 

NoTE ON ITEM "E".-(a) In General. "The term 'expenditure' includes a payment, distribution, loan, advance, deposit, or gift of money 
or anything of value, and includes a contract, promise, or agreement, whether or not legally enforceable, to make an expenditure"-8ection 
302(b) of the Lobbying Act. 

(b) IF THIS REPORT Is FOR AN AGENT OR EMPLOYEE. In the case of many employees, all expenditures will come under telephone and 
telegraph (Item "E 6") and travel, food, lodging, and entertainment (Item "E 7"). 

E. EXPENDITURES (INCLUDING LOANS) in connection With legislative interests: 

Fill in every blank. If the answer to any numbered item is "None," write "None" in the spaces following the number. 

Expenditures (other than loans) 
1. $--------Public relations and advertising services 

2. $--------Wages, salaries, fees, commissions (other than item 
"1") 

3. $--------Gifts or contributions made during Quarter 

4. $--------Printed or duplicated matter, including distribution 
cost 

5. $--------Office overhead (rent, supplies, ut111tles, etc.) 

6. $--------Telephone and telegraph 
7. $--------Travel, food, lodging, and entertainment 

8. $--------All other expenditures 

9. $--------TOTAL for this Quarter (Add "1" through "8") 

10. $--------Expended during previous Quarters of calendar year 

11. $--------TOTAL from January 1 through this Quarter (Add "9" 
and "10") 

Loans Made to Others 
"The term 'expenditure' includes a ... loan ... "-sec. 302(b). 
12. $--------TOTAL now owed to person filing 
13. $--------Lent to others during this Quarter 
14. $--------Repayment received during this Quarter 

15. Recipients of Expenditures of $10 or More 
In the case of expenditures made during this Quarter by, or 

on behalf of the person flUng: Attach plain sheets of paper 
approximately the size of this page and tabulate data as to 
expenditures under the following heading: "Amount," "Date 
or Dates," "Name and Address of Recipient," "Purpose." Pre­
pare such tabulation in accordance with the following example: 

Amount Date or Dates-Name and Address of Recipient-Purpose 
$1,750.00 7-11: Roe Printing Co., 3214 Blank Ave., St. Louis, 

Mo.-Printing and ma111ng circulars on the 
"Marshbanks Bill." 

$2,400.00 7-15, 8-15, 9-15: Britten & Blaten, 3127 Gremlin Bldg., 
Washington, D.C.-Public relations 
service at $800.00 per month. 

$4,150.00 TOTAL 

PAGE 2 
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A. Sothoron Kirby Able, 2000 Florida 

Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 

Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $125. 

A. Clarence G. Adamy. 
B. National Association of Food Chains, 

1725 Eye Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $500. 

A. Aerospace Industries Association of 
America, Inc., 1725 De Sales Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $27,977.07. E. (9) $27,977.07. 

A. Aircraft Owners & Pilots Association, 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Air Traffic Control Association, Inc., 
55 School St. SW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Air Transport Association of America, 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,247.03. E. (9) $4,247.03. 

A. George Alderson, 917 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Friends of the Earth, 30 East 42 Street. 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,000. 

A. John R. Ale, American Life Conven­
tion, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Life Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, lll. 

D. (6) $102.73. E. (9) $50.49. 

A. Willis W. Alexander, 1120 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Bankers Association, 
:il20 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. 

A. Mrs. Donne Allen, 3306 Ross Place NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Committee Against Repres­
sive Legislation, 555 North Western Avenue, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $1,437.36. E. (9) $1,437.36. 

A. Kenneth D. Allen, Assistant Washington 
Counsel, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Health Insurance Association of Amer­
ica, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $124.20. E. (9) $26.70. 

A. Nicholas E. Allen and Merrill Armour, 
444 Shoreham Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Music Operators of America, Inc., 228 
North LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $2,250. E. (9) $9.10. 

A. All-Industry Committee for Radio All­
Channel Legislation, 1225 Connecticut Av­
enue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,309. E. (9) $3,375.28. 

A. Amalgamated Transit Union, AFL-CIO, 
5025 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Transit Union, AFL-CIO, 
5025 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Amalgamated Transit Union, National 
Capital Local Division 689, 100 Indiana Av­
enue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. American Cancer Society, 219 East 42d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $8,361.58. 

A. American Civil Liberties Union, 156 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $5,370.93. E. (9) $5,370.93. 

A. American Committee for Flags of Neces­
sity, 25 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. {6) $200. E. (9) $200. 

A. American Dental Association, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $2,904.45. E. (9) $2,904.45. 

A. American Farm Bureau Federation, Mer­
chandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, lll. 

D. (6} $46,554. E. (9} $46,554. 

A. American Federation of Labor and 
Congress of Industrial Organizations, 815 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. {9) $50,604.69. 

A. American Frozen Food Institute, 919 
18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $124,944.67. E. (9) $2,102.29. 

A. American Hotel & Motel Association, 
888 SeveDJth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. {6) $2692.30. E. (9) $2532.50. 

A. American Humane .Assocdation, 5351 
Roslyn Street, Englewood, Colo. 

E. (9} $1,500. 

A. American Industrial Bankers Associa­
tion, 1629 K street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,150. E. (9) $2,150. 

A. American Insur.ance Association, 85 John 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6} $16,452.88. E. (9) $16,452.88. 

A. American Israeli Public Affairs Com­
mittee, 1341 G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1738.17. E. (9) $1086.35. 

A. American Justice Association, Defense 
Highway, Gambrills, Md. 

D. (6) $2. E. (9) $2. 

A. American Labor and Industry for the 
SST, 1156 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. The American Legion, 700 North Penn­
sylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 

D. (6} $86,714.55. E. (9) $30,973.94. 

A. American Life Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, TIL 

E. (9) $2,285.22. 

A. American Medical Association, 535 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, TIL 

E. (9) $31,914.09. 

A. American Mutual Insurance Alliance, 
20 North Wacker Drive, Chicago, llL 

E. (9) $2,510. 

A. American National Cattlemen's Asso­
ciation, 1540 Emerson Street, Denver, Colo. 

E. (9} $1,320.48. 

A. Americar.. Optometric Association, c/o 
M. L. DeBolt, O.D., Box 605, 117 West Third 
Street, Winona, Minn. 

D. (6) $3,853.13. E. (9) $3,853.13. 

A. American Parents Committee, Inc., 20 
E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,681.24. E. (9) $3,307.33. 

A. American Petroleum Institute, 1801 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6} $18,165. E. (9} $5,646. 

A. American Podiatry Association, 20 Chevy 
Chase Circle, Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $5,660.19. 

A. American Pulpwood Association, 605 
Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. American SOCiety of Radiologic Tech­
nologists, 645 North Michigan Avenue, Chi­
cago, lll. 

D. (6) $3,120.68. E. (9) $3,420.10. 

A. American Surveys, 2000 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Customs Brokers & Forwarders 
Association of America, Inc., 80 Wall Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6} $200. E. (9) $85.09. 

A. American Taxpayers Association, 501 
Warner Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. American Textile Machinery Association, 
1730 M Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6} $350.24. 

A. American Textile Manufacturers Insti­
tute, Inc., 1501 Johnston Building, Charlotte, 
N.C. 

D. (6) $13,267.91. E. (9} $13,267.91. 

A. American Trucking Associations, 1616 
P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $19,427.99. 

A. American Veterinary Medical Associa­
tion, 1522 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Veterinary Medical Associa­
tion, 1522 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $165. 

A. The American Waterways Operators, 
Inc., 1250 Connecticut Avenue, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $4,081.40. E. (9) $4,081.40. 

A. Edward T. Anderson, 2100 M Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,431.82. E. (9) $117.25. 

A. John Anderson, 4111 Franconia Road, 
Alexandria, Va. 

B. Medical Society of the District of Co­
lumbia, 2007 Eye Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Walter M. Anderson, Jr., Alabama Rail­
road Association, Montgomery, Ala. 

B. Alabama Railroad Association, 1002 First 
National Bank Building, Montgomery, Ala. 

D. (6) $240. E. (9) $452.73. 

A. William C. Anderson, American Farm 
Bureau Federation, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, TIL 

D. (6) $2,063. E. (9) $73.83. 

A. Erma Angevine, 1012 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Consumer Federation of America, 1012 
14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $800. 

A. George W. Apperson, Amalgamated 
Transit Union, Local Division 689, 100 In­
diana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Transit Union, Natl. Capt. 
Div. 689, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. Arnold & Porter, 1229 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Fairchild Camera & Instrument Corp., 
464 Ellis Street, Mountain View, Call!. 

A. Arnold & Porter, 1229 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Floor Covering Committee affiliated 
with the National Council of American Im­
porters, 295 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Arnold & Porter, 1229 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 
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B. Insurance & Securities Inc., 100 Cali­

fornia Street, San Francisco, Calif. 
E. (9) $5.65. 

A. Associated Dairymen, Inc., 1026 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,050. 

A. Associated Third Class Mail Users, 1725 
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. E. (9) $300. 

A. Association for Broadcast-Engineering 
Standards, Inc., 1130 17th Street, N.W., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. Association of American Railroads, 
American Railroads Building, 1920 L Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,011.74. E. (9) $4,011.74. 

A. Association of Civilian Technicians Inc., 
916 College Parkway, Rockv1lle, Md. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $2,081.31. 

A. Association on Japanese Textile Im­
Ports, Inc., 551 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $1,000. 

A. Atlanta Committee for Democratic Re­
publican Independent Voter Education, 2540 
Lakewood Avenue SW., Atlanta, Ga. 

E. (9) $792.77. 

A. William S. Aud, Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, 200 Maryland 
Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States. 

D. (6) $3,500. E. (9) $51. 

A. Robert L. Augenblick, 1775 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Investment Company Institute, 1775 
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Richard W. Averm, American Opto­
metric Association, 1026 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Optometric Association, Wi­
nona, Minn. 

D. (6) $800. E. (9) $301. 

A. Gary D. Avery, 900 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D .C. 

B. The Chase Manhattan Bank, 1 Chase 
Manhattan Plaza New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $40. E. (9) $7.25. 

A. Michael H. Bader, 1730 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Association for Broadcast-Engineering 
Standards, Inc., 1130 17th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. John C. Bagwell, Hawaiian Sugar 
Planters' Association, 723 Investment Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Hawaiian Sugar Planters' Association, 
Honolulu, Hawaii. 

A. James F. Bailey, 101 Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners of America, 101 Constitution Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,250.00. E. (9) $534.52. 

A. Ernest L. Barcella, Manager, Washing­
ton Office, General Motors Corp., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. General Motors Corp., 3044 W. Grand 
Boulevard, Detroit, Mich. 

A. Thomas H. Barksdale, Jr., 1435 Wagga­
man Circle, McLean, Va. 

B. American Petroleum Institute, 1801 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1500.00. E. (9) $300. 

A. Robert C. Barnard. 1250 Connecticut 
AvenueNW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Arthur R. Barnett, 1140 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Electric Com­
panies, 1140 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $796.25. E. (9) $10.47. 

A. Irvin L. Barney, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood Railway Carmen of the U.S. 
and Canada, 4929 Main Street, Kansas City, 
Mo. 

D. (6) $3,600. 

A. DavidS. Barrows, 214 Century Building, 
Portland, Oreg. 

B. Association of Oregon and California 
Land Grant Counties, Douglas County Court 
House, Roseburg, Oreg. 

D. (6) $1,200.00. 

A. A. David Baumhart, Post Office Box 553, 
Lorain, Ohio. 

B. Green Olive Trade Association, 80 Wall 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $350.00. E. (9) $33.86. 

A. Mrs. Dita Davis Beard, ITT Building, 
1707 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. International Telephone & Telegraph 
Corp., ITT Building, 1707 L Street NW., Wash .. 
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,125. E. (9) $1,735. 

A. Lowell R. Beck, 2100 M Street NW .. 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,374.99. E. (9) $89.62. 

A. James F. Bell, 1100 Connecticut Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Conference of State Bank Supervisors, 
1015 18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,187.50. E. (9) $124.43. 

A. Reed A. Benson, The John Birch Society, 
1028 Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. The John Birch Society, Incorporated, 
295 Concord Avenue, Belmont, Mass. 

A. George Bursach, American Society of 
Bank Directors, National Press Building, 
Room 1307 Washington, D.C. 

A. Max N. Berry, 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Austrian Trade Delegate in the 
United States, 845 Third Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Max N. Berry, 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Meat Products Group, American Im­
porters Association, 420 Lexington A venue, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $5,000.00 

A. Robert L. Bevan, 1120 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. E. (9) $98.38. 

A. Andrew J. Biemiller, 815 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and 
Congress of Industrial Organizations, 815 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $8,560. E. (9) $397.75. 

A. Walter J. Bierwagen, 5025 Wisconsin 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Transit Union, AFL-CIO, 
5025 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. William Blum, Jr., 1815 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for the Study of Revenue 
Bond Financing, c / o William A. Geoghegan, 
Esquire, 1000 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $722.22. E. (9) $219.20. 

A. Blumberg, Singer, Ross, Gottesman & 
Gordon, 245 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

B. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,875. 

A. Eugene F. Bogan, Bogan & Freeland, 
1000 16th Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. Investment Co. Institute, 1775 K Street 
NW., Washington, D .C. 

A. Robert T. Borth, 3427 South Leisure 
World Boulevard, Silver Spring, Md. 

B. General Electric Co., 777 14th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $260. 

A. G. Stewart Boswell, 1120 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. American Textile Manufacturers In· 
stitute, 1501 Johnston Building, Charlotte, 
N.C. 

D. (6) $356.25. E. (9) $20.21. 

A. Charles G. Botsford, 1730 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Albert D. Bourland, 1660 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. General Motors Corp. , 3044 West Grand 
Boulevard, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $1,008.15. 

A. Melvin J. Boyle, InternaJtional Brother­
hood of Electrical Workers, 1200 15th StrePt. 
NW., Washington, D .C. 

D. (6) $5,000. 

A. Wayne W . Bradley, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $2,248.13. E. (9) $664.04. 

A. Charles N. Brady, 1712 G. Street N.W., 
Washington, D .C. 

B. American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Joseph E. Brady, Sheraton Gibson Hotel, 
Oinoinnati, Ohio. 

B . National Coordinating Committee of 
the Beverage Industry. 

A. Parke C. Brinkley, The Madison Build­
ing, 1155 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Agricultural Chemicals Asso­
ciation. 

D. (6) $62.50. E. (9) $4. 

A. Wally Briscoe. . 
B. National Cable Television Association, 

Inc., 918 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $135. E. (9) $16.50. 

A. David A. Brody, Anti-Defamation League 
of B'nai B'rith, 1640 Rhode Island Avenue 
NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith, 
315 Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $350. 

A. Michael D. Bromberg, 1101 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. Federation of American Hospitals, 1101 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,000. 

A. W. S. Bromley, 605 Third Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 
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B. American Pulpwood Association, 605 
Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. J.D. Brown, 2600 Virginia Avenue NW., 
Washin~ton, D.C. 

B. American Public Power Associa.tion, 2600 
Virginia Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. Brown, Lund & Levin, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. General Public Utilities Corp., 80 Pine 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Brown, Lund & Levin, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Public service Building, Portland, Oreg. 
E. (9) $7.54. 

A. Brown, Lund & Levin, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cominco American Inc., West 818 
Riverside, Spokane, Wash. 

D. (6) $200. E. (9) $5.08. 

A. Brown, Lund & Levin, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Ebasco Industries. 

A. Brownstein, Zeidman & Schomer, 1025 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Council of Housing Producers, 1801 
Avenue of· the Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

A. Brownstein, Zeidman, Drew & Schomer, 
1025 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. International Franchise Association, 
1025 Connecti.cut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Lyman L. Bryan, 2000 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Institute of CPA's, 666 Fifth 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Anne Bryant, 1025 Connecticut Avenue 
NW ., Washington, D.C. 

B. Holmes/Harmon Corp., 1025 Connecti­
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Anne Bryant, 1025 Connecticut Avenue 
NW ., Washington, D.C. 

B. Union Commerce Corp., 1025 Connec­
ticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. George S. Buck, Jr., National Cotton 
Council, 1918 North Parkway, Memphis, 
Tenn. 

B. National Ootton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

A. Bulgarian Claims Com:rnlottee, 2 Broad­
way, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $10. E. (9) $51.22. 

A. Richard L. Bullock, National Associa­
tion of Building Manufacturers, 1701 18th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Building Manu­
facturers. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. David A. Bunn, Consultant, 1211 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Hearst Corp., 959 Eighth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $1,200. 

A. David A. Bunn, Parcel Post Association, 
1211 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Parcel Post Association. 
E. (9) $700. 

A. George J. Burger. 
B. National Federation of Independent 

Business, 921 Washington Building, 15th and 
New York Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,250.03. 
E. (9) $1,820.57. 

A. George J. Burger. 
B. Burger Tire Consultant Service, 250 West 

57th Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Burley & Da.rk Leaf Tobacco Export As­
sociation, Lexington, Ky. 

D. (6) $699.60. E. (9) $926.12. 

A. George B. Burnham, 120 C Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $80. E. (9). $80. 

A. George Burnham IV, United Sta.tes Steel 
Corp., 1625 K Street NW., Washdn.gton, D.C. 

D. (6) $234. E. (9) $435. 

A. Charles S. Burns, American Mining Oon­
gress, 1100 Ring Building, Wa.shl.ngton, D.C. 

D. (6) $975. E. (9) $196.87. 

A. David Burpee, Seed Grower, Fordhook 
Farms, Doylestown, Pa. 

E. (9) $291.28. 

A. Burwell, Hansen & McCe.ndless, 700 Fed­
eral Bar Building West, Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for Humane LegislatJ.on, Inc., 
11 West 60th Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $141.68. 

A. Herbert H. Butler, 438 Pennsylvania 
Building. 

B. United States Independent Telephone 
Association, 438 Pennsylvania Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $120. E. (9) $700. 

A. Monroe Butler, 1801 Avenue of the Stars, 
Suite 1106, Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. The Superior Oil Company, 1801 Avenue 
of the Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

A. Charles S. Osadwell, 1437 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Mine Workers of America, 900 
15th Street NW., Wa.s.b.ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,400. E. (9) $476.76 

A. Gordon L. Calvert, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Investment Bankers Association of 
America, 425 13th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $1,100. 

A. Donaltl L. Calvin, New York Stock Ex­
change, 11 Wall Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,000.00. 

A. Carl C. Campbell, 1200 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B . National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $49.22. 
A. Charles Argyll Campbell, 1615 H Street 

NW., Washington, D.C. 
E. (9) $241.95. 

A. Ronald A. Capone, Kirlin, Campbell & 
Keating, Room 505, The Farragut Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee of European Shipowners, 
30-32 Saint Mary Avenue, London, E.C. 3, 
England et al. 

D. (6) $11,241.15. E. (9) $828.81. 

A. Michael H. Cardozo, Suite 370, One Du­
pont Circle NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Law Schools, 
Suite 370, One Dupont Circle NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. Norval E. Carey, 1025 Connecticut Av­
enue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Gulf Oil Corp., Pittsburgh, Pa. 
D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $375. 

A. C. Sargent Carleton, 3150 Spring Street, 
Fairfax, Va. 

B. National Audio-Visual Association. 
D. (6) $1,346. 

A. Ph111p Carlip. 
B. National Marine Engineers Beneficial As­

sociation, District 2, 650 Fourth Avenue, 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. Ph111p Carlip. 
B. Seafarers International Union, 675 

Follrth Avenue, Brooklyn, N.Y. 
D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $2,239.13. 

A. Casey, Lane & Mittendorf, 26 Broad­
way, New York, N.Y. 

B. South African Sugar Association, Post 
Office Box 507, Durban, South Africa. 

E. (9) $1,208.28. 

A. Carolinas Association o'f Mutual Insur­
ance Agents, Raleigh Bullding, Raleigh, N.C. 

A. Braxton B. Carr, 1250 Connecticut Ave­
nue, Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Waterways Operators, 
Inc., 1250 Connecticut Avenue, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $3,666.67. E. (9) $177.88. 

A. Albert A. Carretta, 1815 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Work Glove Manufacturers Association. 
1604 Chicago Avenue, Evanston, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,705.92. 

A. John R. Carson, 20 Chevy Chase Circle, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Podiatry Association, 20 Chevy 
Chase Circle, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,875. 

A. Eugene C. Carusi, 1629 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Committee for Flags of Neces­
sity, 25 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. James B. Cash, Jr., The American Bank­
ers Association, 1120 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Bankers Association, 1120 
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $42.05. 

A. J. M. Chambers & Co., Inc., 2300 Calvert 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Cordage Institute, 2300 Calvert 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,125. E. (9) $197. 

A. Justice M. Chambers, 2300 Calvert street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Swaziland Sugar Association, Post Office 
Box 445, Mbabane, Swaziland. 

D. (6) $5,000. E. (9) $1,329.78. 

A. James W. Chapman, Retired Oftlcers As­
sociation, 1625 I Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Retired Officers Association, 1625 I 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,250. 

A. William C. Chapman, Industry-Gov­
ernment Relations, GMC, 1660 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. General Motors Corp., 3044 West Grand 
Boulevard, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $3,000.00. E. (9) $2,421.23. 

A. Leslie Cheek lli, American Insurance 
Association, 1025 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Insurance Association, 1025 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $250.00. 

A. Mr. A. H. Chesser, United Transporta­
tion Union, 400 First Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. United Transportation Union, 400 First 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $250.00. 
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A. Lowell T. Christison, American Opto­

metric Association, 1026 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Optometric Association, c/o 
M. L. DeBolt, O.D., Box 605, Winona, Minn. 

D. (6) $131.38. E. (9) $63.85. 

A. Albert T. Church, Jr. 
B. American Institute of Merchant Ship­

ping, 1120 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $50.00. E. (9) $3.55. 

A. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $40,157.90. 

A. Allen C. K. Clark, Shipbuilders Coun­
cil of America, 1730 K Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Shipbuilders Council of America, 1730 
K Street NW., Washington D.C. 

A. Earl W. Clark. 
B. Labor-Management Maritime Commit­

tee, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E.(9) $24.4:8. 

A. Mr. Robert M. Clark, The Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Co., 1100 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail­
way Co., 80 East Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, 
Ill. 

E. (9) $100.00. 

A. Jacob Clayman, 815 16th Street NW .• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Industrial Union Department, AFL­
CIO, 815 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $562.90. E. (9) $562.90. 

A. Clay Pipe Industry Depletion Commit­
tee, Post 01fice Box 13125, Kansas City, Mo. 

A. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 
1250 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Aceitunas de Mesa, S.A.. Rosario, 10, 
Seville, Spain. 

D. (6) $1,000.00. 

A. Cleary. Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 
1250 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. The 011 Shale Corp .• 680 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $400. 

A. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 
1250 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. The Colonial Sugar Refining Co., Ltd., 
1-7 O'Connell Street, Sydney, Australia. 

A. William T. Cleary, 1126 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Technical En­
gineers, 1126 16th Street NW .• Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $240. E. (9) $20. 

A. Walter S. Clement, 915 L'Enfant Plaza 
SW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Norfolk & Western Railway Co., 8 North 
Jefferson Street, Roanoke, Va. 

D. (6) $625. E. (9) $210. 

A. Earle C. Clements, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Brands, Inc., 245 Park Ave­
nue, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $45. 

A. Earle C. Clements, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brown & Williamson Tobacco Corp .• 
Louisville, Ky. 

E. (9) $45. 

A. Earle C. Clements, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Liggett & Myers, Inc., 630 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $45. 

A. Earle C. Clements, 1776 K Street NW .• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Lorlllard, Division of Loew's Theatres. 
Inc., 200 East 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $45. 

A. Earle C. Clements, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D .C. 

B. The Tobacco Institute, Inc., 1776 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Earle C. Clements, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D .C. 

B. Philip Morris Inc., 100 Park Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $45. 

A. Earle C. Clements, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. R. J. Reynolds Industries, Inc., Win­
ston-Salem, N.C. 

E. (9) $45. 

A. Clifford, Warnke, Glass, Mcilwain & 
Finney, 815 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Avco Corp., 750 Third Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $180. E. (9) $39. 

A. Ollfford, Warnke, Glass, Mcnwain & 
Finney, 815 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. CNA Insurance, 310 South Michigan 
Avenue, Chicago, TIL 

A. Clifford, Warnke, Glass, Mcnwain & 
Finney, 815 Connecticut Avenue NW .• Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Realty Committee on Taxation, 299 
Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $15,000. E. (9) $3,000. 

A. Coalition Against the SST, 235 Mas­
sachusetts Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4:,500. E. (9) $800. 

A. Mr. Jeffrey Cohelan. Group Health As­
sociation of America, Inc., 1717 Massachusetts 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Group Health Association of America, 
Inc., 1717 Massachusetts Avenue NW .• Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $900. 

A. Coles & Gaertner, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee of American Tanker Owners, 
Inc., 1 Chase Manhattan Plaza, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. William J. Collhan, Jr., 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Association of Advertising 
Agencies, 200 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,250. E. (9) $600.00. 

A. Wllliam J. Colley, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 North 
Dearborn Street, Chicago. Dl. 

D. (6) $2,248.13. E. (9) $759.99. 

A. Collier, Shannon, Rlll & Edwards, 1625 
I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Footwear Manufacturers As­
sociation, Inc., 34:2 Madison Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $475. 

A. Collier, Shannon, Rill & Edwards, 1625 
I Street NW., Washlngtqn, D.C. 

B. Bicycle Manufacturers Association or 
America, Inc., 122 East 42d Street, New York, 

N.Y. 
D. (6) $500. E. (9) $100. 

A. Collier, Shannon, Rlll & Edwards, 1625 
I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Boston Herald Traveler Corp., 300 
Harrison Avenue, Boston, Mass. 

D . (6) $1,000. E (9) $400. 

A. Collier, Shannon, Rill & Edwards, 1625 
I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Food Chains, 
1725 I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $300. 

A. Collier, Shannon, Rill & Edwards, 1625 
I Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. National Broiler Council, 1155 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300 . 

A. Collier, Shannon, Rill & Edwards, 1625 
I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Tool and Stainless Steel Industry Com­
mittee, c/ o Carpenter Technology Corp., 
Reading, Pa. 

D. (6) $1,250. E. (9) $525. 

A. Paul G. Collins, The Industrial National 
Bank of Rhode Island, 111 Westminster 
Street, Providence, R.I. 

B. The Industrial National Bank of Rhode 
Island, 111 Westminster Street, Providence, 
R.I. 

D. (6) $68.75. 

A. Colorado Railroad Association, 702 Ma­
jestic Building, Denver, Colo. 

B. Colorado Railroad Association, 702 Ma­
jestic Building, Denver, Colo. 

D. (6) $725. E. (9) $1,825. 

A. The Committee for Broadening Com­
mercial Bank Participation in Public Financ­
ing, c/o P. W. K. Sweet, Jr., 50 South 
LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $600. 

A. Committee for Humane Legislation, 
Inc., 11 West 60th, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,022.51. E. (9) $5,208.97. 

A. Committee for Study of Revenue Bond 
Financing, 1000 Ring Building. Washington. 
D.C. 

D. (6) $116,000. E. (9) $6,234:.43. 

A. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,189,886.19. E. (9) $201,94:9.14. 

A. Richard J. Congleton, 734: 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Academy of Actuaries, 208 
S. LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $167.50. 

A. Richard J. Congleton, 734 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Equitable Life Assurance Society of 
the United States, 1285 Avenue of the Amer­
icas, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $200. 

A. Raymond F. Conkling, 1001 Connec­
ticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Texaco, Inc., 135 East 42d Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $120. E. $87.78. 

A. James T. Conner, the Madison Building, 
1155-15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Agricultural Chemicals Asso­
ciations. 

D. (6) $1,440.00. E. (9) $163.15. 

A. John A. Connor, 2139 Wisconsin Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 
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B. National Machine Tool Builders Asso­
ciation, 2139 Wisconsin Avenue NW .• Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,250.00. E. (9) $361.22. 

A. Bernard J. Conway, 211 East Chicago 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

B. American Dental Association, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $2,500. 

A. Miss Eileen D. Cooke, 110 Maryland Ave­
nue NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Library Association, 50 E. 
Huron Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $95.96. 

A. Harry N. Cook, 1130 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Waterways Conference. 

A. Howard Lee Cook, Jr., 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 North 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $2,248.13. E. (9) $714.59. 

A. J. Milton Cooper, 1000 Vermont Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. R. J. Reynolds Industries, Inc., Winston­
Salem, N.C. 

D. (6) $4,500.00. 

A. Joshua w. Cooper, 626 S. Lee Street, 
Alexandria, Va. 

B. Portsmouth-Kittery Armed Services 
Committee, Inc., Box 1123, Portsmouth, N.H. 

D. (6) $3,750.00. E. (9) $677.67. 

A. Mitchell J. Cooper, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Council of Forest Industries, 1055 West 
Hastings Street, Vancouver 1, Canada. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $10.62. 

A. Mitchell J. Cooper, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Footwear Division, Rubber Manufac­
turers Association, 444 Madison Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,000. E. (9) $15. 

A. Darrell Coover, 1625 Eye Street NW., 
washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Independent 
Insurers, 30 West Monroe Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $387. 

A. Corcoran, Foley, Youngman & Rowe, 
1511 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Lilly Endowment, Inc., 914 Merchant 
Bank Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 

A. Corcoran, Foley, Youngman & Rowe, 1511 
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B . The Committee for Broadening Com­
mercial Bank Participation in Public Financ­
ing, c/o P.W.K. Sweet, 50 S. LaSalle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

A. James T. Corcoran, National Associa­
tion of Motor Bus Owners, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $825. E. (9) $75. 

A. Allan D. Cars, 1629 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Corning Glass Works, Corning, N.Y. 
D. (6) $75. E. (9) $31.50. 

A. Council for a Livable World, 201 Mas­
sachusetts Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

A. Council of Profit Sharing Industries, 
20 North Wacker Drive, Chicago, Dl. 

A. Council of State Chambers of Com­
merce, 1028 Connecticut Avenue, Washing­
ton,D.C. 

D. (6) $943.56. E. (9) $943.56. 

A. Counihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Adhesive & Sealant Council, 1410 Hig­
gens Road, Park Ridge, Ill. 

A. Counihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Corn Millers Federation, 1030 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Counihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Classroom Periodical Publishers Asso­
ciation, 38 West 5th Street, Dayton, Ohio. 

A. Counihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Industrial Diamond Association of 
America, Inc., 2017 Walnut Street, Philadel­
phia, Pa. 

A. Counihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Jewelers Vigilance Committee, Inc., 156 
East 52d Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Counihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con­
necticut Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Kohler Co., Kohler, Wis. 

A. Counihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Linen Supply Association of America, 
975 Arthur Godfrey Boulevard, Miami Beach, 
Fla. 

A. Counihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con­
necticut Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Casualty and 
Surety Agents, 83 Maiden Lane, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Counihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., washington, D.C. 

B. Optical Manufacturers Association, 30 
East 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Raymond L. Courage. 
B. Independent Natural Gas Association 

of America, 1660 L Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. Paul L. Courtney, 1725 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. Covington & Burling, 888 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Covington & Burling, 888 16th Street 
N.W., Washington D.C. 

B. Institute of Makers of Explosives, 420 
Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,250. E. (9) $35.10. 

A. Covington & Burling, 888 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. MGIC Investment Corp., 600 Marine 
Plaza, Milwaukee, Wis. 

D. (6) $2,000.00. 

A. Covington & Burling, 888 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Machine Tool Builders Asso­
ci,ation, 2139 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. Cox, Langford & Brown, 1521 New Hamp­
shire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of Research Libraries, 1527 
New Hampshh'e Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Cox, Langford & Brown, 1521 New Hamp­
shire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Glaverbel Inc., 75 Plandome Road, Man­
hasset, N.Y. 

A. Cox, Langford & Brown, 1521 New Hamp­
shire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Collegiate Athletic Asso­
ciation, Midland Building, Kansas City, Mo. 

A. W. J. Crawford, Post Office Box 2180, 
Houston, Tex. 

B. Humble Oil and Refining Co., Post Office 
Box 2180, Houston, Tex. 

A. Jay Creswell, Sr., Universal Exchange, 
602 South Summerlie Avenue, Orlando, Fla. 

E. (9) $998.86. 

A. Francis D. Cronin, American Mining 
Congress, 1100 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $475. 

A. H. C. Crotty, Brotherhood of Mainten­
ance of Way Employes, 12050 Woodward Ave­
nue, Detroit, Mich. 

A. J. A. Crowder, 1015 18th Street NW., 
Washington,' D.C. 

B. National Associ:ation of Wool Manu­
facturers, 1015 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. 
A. Crowell, Collier & MacMillan, Inc., 1701 

North Fort Myer Driver, Arlington, Va. 

A. Dan Curlee, 25 Louisiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Brotherhood of Team­
sters, 25 Louisiana Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $4,500. 

A. John T. Curran, 905 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Laborers' International Union of North 
America, 905 16th Street NW., Washngton, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $6,999.99. E. (9) $3,189.97. 

A. John C. Datt, American Farm Bureau 
Federation, 425 13,th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 
1000 Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,313. E. (9) $34.01. 

A. John B. Davenport, Jr., 2000 Florida 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $193.50. 

A. Aled P. Davies, 59 East Van Buren 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. American Meat Institute, 59 East Van 
Buren Street, Chcago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $178.89. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 First National Plaza, 
Chicago, Til. 

B. Inland Steel Co., 30 West Monroe Street, 
Chicago, Til. 

E. (9) $90.31. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 First National Plaza, 
Chicago, Ill. 

B. Myron Stratton Home, Post Office Box 
1178, Colorado Springs, Colo. 

D. (6) $3,329.01. E. (9) $221.66. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 First National Plaza, 
Chicago, Til. 

B. Northwest Industries, Inc., 400 West 
Madison Street, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $105.79. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 First National Plaza, 
Chicago, Ill. 

B. Sears, Roebuck & Co., 925 South Homan 
Avenue,Chicago,Ill. 

E. (9) $553.54. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 First National Plaza, 
Chicago, Til. 
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B. Trans Union Corp., 111 West Jackson 

Boulevard, Chicago, Til. 
D. (6) $2,241.98. E. (9) $104.79. 

A. Fred E. Davis, 1133 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Manufacturers, 
1133 15th Street NW ., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $400. E. (9) $150. 

A. R. Hilton Davis, 1615 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States, 1615 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Davis, Wright, Todd, Riese & Jones, 
4200 Seattle-First National Bank Building, 
Seattle, Wash. 

B. Arctic Slope Native Association, Post 
Office Box 486, Barrow, Alaska. 

E. (9) $3,424.67. 

A. Charles W. Day, Ford Motor Co., 815 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Ford Motor Co., Dearborn, Mich. 
D. (6) $630. E. (9) $39. 

A. George P. Delaney, International Long­
shoremen's Association, AFL-CIO, 724 14th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. International Longshoremen's Associ­
ation, AFL-CIO, 17 Battery Place, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Richard A. Dell, 2000 Florida Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B . National Rural Electric Cooperative As­
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D.(6) $150. 

A. Ray Denison, 815 16th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con­
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,232.50. E. (9) $310.80. 

A. Max A. Denney, 1629 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Industrial Bankers Associa­
tion, 1629 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D.(6) $900. 

A. Claude J. Desautels Associates, RCA 
Building, 1725 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Society of Composers, Authors 
and Publishers, 575 Madison Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,000. 

A. Claude J. Desautels Associates, RCA 
Building, 1725 K Street NW., Washington 
D.C. 

B . American Soybean Association, Hudson, 
Iowa. 

D. (6) $9,000. 

A. C. H. DeVaney, American Farm Bureau 
Federation, 425 13th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Til. 

D. ( 6) $2,063. E. (9) $17.83. 

A. R. Daniel Devlin, 1000 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Trans World Airlines, Inc., 10 Richards 
Road, Kans City, Mo. 

D. (6) $230.00. E. (9) $230.00. 

A. Ralph B. Dewey, 1725 K Street NW., 
Wa.shiDglton, D.C. 

B. Pacific Gas & Electric Co., 245 Ma.rket 
Street, San Francisoo, caJ!if. 

D. (6) $2,812.50. E. (9) $1,266.89. 

A. George S. Dietrilch, Association for 
Broadoa.st-Engineering Standards, Inc., 1130 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association for Broadcast-Engineering, 
Standards, Inc., 1130 17th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. Timothy V. A. Dillon, 1001 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Department of Water Resources, State 
of California, Post Office Box 388, Sacramento, 
oaJ.if. 

D. (6) $2,383. E. (9) $223. 

A. Timothy V. A. Dillon, 1001 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Sacramento Municipal Utility District, 
Post Office 15830, Sacramento, Calif. 

D. (6) $1,588.57. E. (9) $38.57. 

A. Timothy V. A. Dillon, 1001 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Yuba County Wa,ter Agency, Marysville, 
Calif. 

D. (6) $809. E. (9) $9. 

A. Disabled American Veterans, 3725 Alex­
andria Pike, Cold Spring, Ky. 

D. (6) $27,874.63. E. (9) $27,874.63. 

A. Discover America Travel Organizations, 
Inc., 1100 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $39,746.18. E. (9) $682.50. 

A. Joseph DiStefano, 4880 MacArthur Bou­
levard NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Iruternational Union of District 50, Al­
lied and Technical Workers of the United 
States and canada, 4880 MacArthur Boule­
vard NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,884.78. 

A. James F. Doherty. 
B. Group Health Association of America, 

Inc., 1717 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $7,875. E. (9) $1,006.76. 

A. Robert C. Dolan, 1140 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Electric Cos., 
1140 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $180. E. (9) $165.66. 

A. C. L. Dorson, Warner Building, 501 13th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Retirement Federation of Civil Employ­
ees of the U.S. Government, Warner Building, 
501 13th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,443.80. E. (9) $240. 

A. Dow, Lohnes & Albertson, 1225 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Newspaper Committee for Cablevision, 
David R. Bradley, News Press & Gazette Co., 
9th and Edmond Streets, St. Joseph, Mo. 

A. F. Raymond Downs, 1812 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Procter & Gamble Manufacturing Co., 
301 East Sixth Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

A. Harry J. Doyle, American Optometric 
Association, 1026 17th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. American Optometric Association, c/o 
M. L. DeBolt, O.D., Post Office Box 605, 
Winona, Minn. 

D. (6) $264.50. E. (9) $296.65. 

A. Franklin B. Dryden. 
B. Tobacco Institute, Inc., 1776 K Street 

NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $100.00. E. (9) $75.00. 

A. Evelyn Dubrow, International Ladies' 
Garment Workers' Union, 1710 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $3,445. E. (9) $2,328.48. 

A. M. L. DuMars, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As­
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $60. 

A. J.D. Durand. 
B. Association of Oil Pipelines, 1725 K 

Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
E. (9) $340. 

A. Henry I. Dworshak. 
B. American Mining Congress, 1100 Ring 

Building, Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $975.00. 

A. Roy W. Easley, Association of Maximum 
Service Telecasters, Inc., 1735 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4.35. E. (9) $2. 

A. Hallett D. Edson, N.A.U.S., 956 North 
Monroe Street, Arlington, Va. 

B. National Association for Uniformed 
Services, 956 North Monroe Street, Arlington, 
Va. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Macon T. Edwards, 1918 North Parkway, 
Memphis, Tenn. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $165. E. (9) $30.19. 

A. Harmon L. Elder, 1900 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Wilson E. Hamilton & Associates, Inc., 
1900 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $250. E. (9) $158.61. 

A. John Doyle Elliott, 5500 Quincy Street, 
Hyattsville, Md. 

D. (6) $3,824.50. E. (9) $3,318.20. 

A. John M. Elliott, 5025 Wisconsin Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Transit Union, AFL-CIO, 
5025 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Northcutt Ely, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Public Power Association, 
2600 Virginia Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,100. 

A. Northcutt Ely, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Coachella Valley County Water Dis­
trict, Coachella, Calif. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Northcutt Ely, 1200 Towers Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Department of Water and Power of the 
City of Los Angeles, Calif., 111 North Hope 
Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $2,400. 

A. Northcutt Ely, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. East Bay Municipal Utility District, 
2130 Adeline Street, Oakland, Calif. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Northcutt Ely, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Imperial Irrigation District, E1 Centro, 
Calif. 

D. (6) $900. 

A. Northcutt Ely, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Six Agency Committee, 302 State Build­
ing, 217 West First Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $3,000. 

A. Richard W. Emory, 1800 Mercantile 
Bank & Trust Building, 2 Hopkins Plaza, 
Baltimore, Md. 
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B. Maryland State Fair & Agricultural So­

ciety, Inc., Timonium State Fair Grounds, 
Timonium, Md. 

E. (9) $61.07. 

A. Grover W. Ensley. 
B. National Association of Mutual Savings 

Banks, 200 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 
D. (6) $428.20. E. (9) $43. 

A. David G. Erskine, 1629 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Industrial Bankers Associa­
tion, 1629 K Street, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. John D. Fagan, Veterans of Foreign Wars 
of the United States, 200 Maryland Avenue, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,575. E. (9) $33. 

A. Clinton M. Fair, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con­
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,232.50. E. (9) $208.50. 

A. Farmers' Educational and Cooperative 
Union of America, Post Office Box 2251, Den­
ver, Colo. 

D. (6) $78,892.02. E. (9) $21,536.09. 

A. Federation of American Hospitals, 1101 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $3,000. 

A. Fensterwa.ld and Ohlhausen, 905 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for Humane Legislwtion, Inc. 
D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $69.85. 

A. Herbert A. Fierst, 607 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Council of Forest Industries of British 
Columbia, 1500 Guinness Tower, 1055 West 
Hastings Street, Vancouver 1, Canada. 

D. (6) $7,749.99. E. (9) $147. 

A. Herbert A. Fierst, 607 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Joint Committee of Printing and Pub­
llshing Industries of Canada, 117 Egllnton 
Avenue East, Toronto 12, Canada. 

D. (6) $999.99. E. (9) $31. 

A. Francis S. Filbey. 
B. United Federation of Postal Clerks, 817 

14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $3,452.10. 

A. Thomas W. Fink, 1200 18th Street N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $897. E. (9) $22. 

A. Firearms Lobby of America, 415 Second 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $12,476.26. E. (9) $13,166.06. 

A. William J. Flaherty, Disabled American 
Veterans, 1221 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Disabled American Veterans, 3725 
Alexandria Pike, Cold Springs, Ky. 

D. (6) $5,625. E. (9) $144.10. 

A. Roger Fleming, American Farm Bu­
reau Federation, 425 13th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federwtion, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $1,725. E. (9) $62.08. 

A. Frank U. Fletcher, Fletcher, Heald, 
Rowell, Kenehan & Hildreth, 1225 Connecti­
cut Avenue N.W., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of FM Broad­
casters, 420 Madison Avenue, New Yor:k, N.Y. 

A. Law Firm of Fletcher, Heald, Rowell, 
Kenehan & Hildreth, 1225 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washing.ton, D.C. 

B. National Association of FM Broad­
casters, 420 Madison Avenue, New York. N.Y. 

A. Raymond J. Foley. 
B. National Candy Wholesalers Association, 

Inc., 1430 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
E. (9) $10. 

A. Gene N. Fondren, Post Office Box 192, 
Taylor, Tex. 

B. Texas Railroads. 
D. (6) $3,403. E. (9) $682.51. 

A. Gordon Forbes, 207 Union Depot Build­
ing, St. Paul, Minn. 

B. Burlington Northern, Inc., et a.l. 
D. (6) $500. 

A. James W. Foristel, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, lll. 

D. (6) $2,260. E. (9) $244.61. 

A. Wllliam C. Foster, 1730 Rhode Island 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Alyeska Pipeline Service Co., Post Office 
Box 576, Bellevue, Wash. 

D. (6) $1,150. E. (9) $73. 

A. Ronald J. Foulis, 1140 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United States Independent Telephone 
Association, 425 13th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. John G. Fox, 2000 L Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Telephone & Telegraph Co., 
195 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $133.32. 

A. Morley E. Fox, 300 New Jersey Avenue 
SE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cental Arizona Project Association, 
1124 Arizona Title BuUding, Phoenix, Ariz. 

D. (6) $74.50. E. (9) $58.60. 

A. R. Frank Frazier. 
B. National Broner CouncU, 1155 15th 

Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $500. 

A. Robert M. Frederick, 1616 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Grange, 1616 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,500. 

A. James 0. Freeman, 812 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. United States Savings & Loan League, 
111 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $31. 

A. Ph111p P. Friedlander, Jr., 1343 L 
Street NW., Washingtor., D.C. 

B. National Tire Dealers & Retreaders As­
sociation, Inc., 1343 L Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $100. E. (9) $6. 

A. Friends Committee on National Legis­
lation, 245 Second Street NE., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $30,854.E. (9)$11,767. 

A. Friends of the Earth, 30 East 42d Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $5,000. E. (9) $5,000. 

A. Owen V. Frisby, 900 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Chase Man.ha.ttan Bank, 1 Chase Man­
hattan Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $250. E. (9) $536.45. 

A. Frosh, Lane & Edson, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Building Manu­
facturers, 1619 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. David C. Fullarton, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Telephone Cooperative As­
sociation, 1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $418. 

A. Gadsby & Hannah, 1700 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Anchor Oorp., et al. 

A. Gadsby & Hannah, 1700 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington. D.C. 

B. Royal Crown Cola Co., Oolumbus, Ga. 

A. James E. Gaffiga.n, American Hotel & 
Motel Association, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Hotel & Motel Association, 
888 Seventh Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1QO. 

A. William B. Gardiner, Disabled American 
Veterans, 1221 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Disabled American Veterans, 3725 Alex­
andria Pike, Cold Springs, Ky. 

D. (6) $4,875. E. (9) $178.20. 

A. John W. Gardner, 2100 M Street NW •• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,391.98. 

A. Marion R. Garstang, 30 F Street NW •• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National MUk Producers Federation, 30 F 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $200. 

A. Gas Appliance Manufacturers Associa­
tion, 1901 North Fort Myer Drive, Arlington, 
Va. 

A. Walter Gerson. 
B. National Association of Plumbing, Heat­

ing, Cooling Contractors, 1016 20th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,125. E. (9) $425. 

A. William T. Gibb, Life Insurance Associa­
tion of America, 1701 K Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $118.~. E. (9) $7.50. 

A. Arthur P. Gildea, 2347 Vine Street, Cin­
cinnati, Ohio. 

B. International Union of United Brewery. 
Flour, Cereal, Soft Drink & Dlstlllery Workers 
of America, 2347 Vine Street, Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

A. Joseph S. Gill, 16 East Broad Street, 
Columbus, Ohio. 

B. Ohio Railroad Association, 16 East Broad 
Street, Columbus, Ohio. 

A. Vance M. Gilmer, Shell 011 Co., 1700 K 
Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. Shell Oil Co., Shell Plaza, Houston, Tex. 
D. (6) $500. 

A. Tennessee Railroad Association, 916 
Nashvllle Trust Building, Nashville, Tenn. 

A. Henry H. Glassie, Edwin H. Pewett, Ray 
S. Donaldson, William B. Beebe, 1819 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
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B. Eastern Meat Packers Association, Inc., 

Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $5. E. (9) $3.27. 

A. Henry H. Glassie, Edwin H. Pewett, 
Ray S. Donaldson, and William B. Beebe, 
1819 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Independent Meat Packers 
Association, 734 15th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $225. E. (9) $51.34. 

A. Glass Container Manufacturers Insti­
tute, Inc., 330 Madison Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $591.75. E. (9) $591.75. 

A. Don A. Goodall, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Cyanamid Co., Wayne, N.J. 
D. (6) $77. E. (9) $6. 

A. Vance V. Goodfellow, 828 Midland Bank 
Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 

B. Crop Quality Council, 828 Midland Bank 
Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 

D. (6) $5,325.48. 

A. Frederick D. Goss, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Telephone Cooperative Asso­
ciation, 1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $243. 

A. Edward Gottlieb & Associates, Ltd., 
4fJ5 Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

B. Florists' Transworld Delivery Associa-
1;ion, 900 West Lafayette Boulevard, Detroit, 
Mich. 

A. Government Employes Council, AFL­
CIO, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. . 

D. (6) $12,495.91. E. (9) $5,949.20. 

A. Donald E. Graham. 
B. National Council of Farmer Coopera­

tives, 1129 2oth Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Cornelius R. Gray. 
B. American Automobile Association, 1712 

G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. James A. Gray, 2139 Wisconsin Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Machine Tool Builders Asso­
ciation, 2139 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. Robert K. Gray, Hlll & Knowlton, Inc., 
1425 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Hlll & Knowlton, Inc., 150 East 42d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $85. 

A. Virginia M. Gray, 3501 Wllliamsburg 
Lane NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Citizens Committee for UNICEF, 20 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $236.25. E. (9) $57.55. 

A. Samuel A. Grayson, Union Pacific Rail­
road, 611 Idaho Building, Boise, Idaho. 

B. Union Pacific Railroad, 1416 Dodge 
Street, Omaha, Nebr. 

E. (9) $738.44. 

A. Dale Greenwood. 
B. Washington Railroad Association, 802 

Hoge Building, Seattle, Wash. 
E. (9) $507.93. 

A. William G. Grief, 1155 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Bristol-Myers Co., 845 Park Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. Evaporated Milk Association, 910 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. John F. Griner. 
B. American Federation of Government 

Employees, 400 First Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $9,951.90. E. (9) $2,671.47. 

A. Grootemaat, Cook & Franke, 660 East 
Mason Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 

B. Marshall & llsley Bank, 770 North Water 
Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 

A. Group Health Association of America, 
Inc., 1717 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

E. (9) $9,781.76. 

A. James J. Gudinas. 
B. Highway Department, American Auto­

mobile Association, 1712 G Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Jerome R. Gulan, National Federation 
of Independent Business. 

B. National Federation of Independent 
Business, 921 Washington Building, 15th 
Street and New York Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $300. 

A. Robert J. Habenicht, 1400 South Joyce 
Street, Arlington, Va. 

B. A. H. Robins Co., Inc., 1407 Cummings 
Drive, Richmond, Va. 

D. (6) $300,00. E. (9) $250. 

A. Hoyt S. Haddock. 
B. Labor-Management Maritime Commit­

tee, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $78.12. 

A. Matthew Hale, 1120 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Bankers Association. 
D. (6) $500. E. (9) $100. 

A. Harold T. Halfpenny, 111 West Wash­
ington Street, Chicago, Dl. 

A. J. G. Hall, General Motors Corp., 1660 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. General Motors Corp., 3044 West Grand 
Boulevard, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $4,500. E. (9) $1,949.75. 

A. Keith Halliday, 1725 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Associated Third Class Mail Users, 1725 
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. Norman S. Halliday, Magazine Pub­
lishers Association, Inc., 1629 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Magazine Publishers Association, Inc., 
575 Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,750. E. (9) $106.89. 

A. Morton H. Halperin, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,225. E. (9) $26.75. 

A. Thomas A. Halsted, 201 Massachusetts 
Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Council for a Livable World, 201 Massa­
chusetts Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,310.46. 

A. Judith A. Hamburg, 120 Maryland 
Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Women's International League for Peace 
and Freedom, One No. 13th Street, Phila­
delphia, Pa. 

D. (6) $1,500. 

A. Hamel, Morgan, Park & Saunders, 888 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Ida Cason Dallaway Founda,tion, Pine 
Mountain, Ga. 

A. Hamel, Morgan, Park & Saunders, 888 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Labor Law Study Committee, 888 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $200. 

A. Hamel, Morgan, Park & Saunders, 888 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United Student Aid Funds, Inc., 845 
Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Hamel, Morgan, Park & Saunders, 888 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National School Supply & Equipment 
Association, 79 W. Monroe Street, Chicago, 
Ill. 

D. (6) $240. E. (9 ) $20. 

A. Robert N. Hampton, National Council 
of Farmer Cooperatives,1129 20th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Farmer Coopera­
tives, 1129 20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $953.75. E. (9) $30.30. 

A. Edward F. Harding, 140 New Montgomery 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

B. Pacific Telephone & Telegraph Co., 
140 New Montgomery Street, San Francisco, 
Calif. 

D. (6) $204. E. (9) $354.98. 

A. Franklin Hardinge, Jr., 1444 Wentworth 
Avenue, Pasadena, Calif. 

B. California Savings & Loan League, 1444 
Wentworth Avenue, Pasadena, Calif. 

D. (6) $1,800. 

A. Eugene J. Hardy, 1133 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National AssocJ.a.tion of Manufacturers, 
1133 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $352.46. 

A. Mr. Andrew E. Hare, 1315 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Limestone Institute, Inc., 1315 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $7.50. 

A. Bryce N. Harlow, 1812 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Procter & Gamble Manufacturing 
Co., 301 East Sixth Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

D. (6) $80.50 E. (9) $80.50. 

A. Mrs. Mildred B. Harman, National 
Women's Christian Temperance Union, War­
ner Building, 13th and E Streets NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Women's Christian Temperance 
Union, 1730 Chicago Avenue, Evanston, lll. 

D. (6) $825. E. (9) $400.15. 

A. William B. Harman, Jr., American Life 
Convention, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Life Convention, 211 East Chi­
cago Avenue, Chicago, lll. 

D. (6) $560. E. (9) $35. 

A. L. James Harmanson, Jr. 
B. National Council of Farmer Coopera­

tives, 1129 20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. John H. Harper, 1140 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Electric Com­
panies, 1140 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

E. (6) $120. E (9) $439.25. 

A. Dennis E. Hart, Standard Oil Co. (In­
diana), 1000 16th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Standard Oil Co. (Indiana), 910 South 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $996. E. (9) $19.90. 

A. Rita M. Hartz, 1737 H Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 



17942 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD -HOUSE June 3, 1971 

B. National Federation of Federal Em­
ployees, 1737 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,804.80. 

A. Clifford J. Harvison, 1616 P Street NW., 
washington, D.C. 

B. National Tank Truck Carriers, Inc., 1616 
P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Lewis B. Hastings, 1619 Massachusetts 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Automobile Manufacturers Association, 
Inc., 320 New Center Building, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. Walter A. Hasty, Jr., 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D .C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $338.09. 

A. Michael D. Hathaway, 2000 Florida Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As­
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $120. 

A. Paul M. Hawkins, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Health Insurance Association of Amer­
ica, 1701 K Street NW., washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $490.88. E. (9) $49.45. 

A. Kit H. Haynes, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 
1000 Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $81.93. 

A. Hays & Hays, Warner Building, Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Motor Commerce Association, Inc., 4004 
Versailles Road, Lexington, Ky. 

A. Patrick B. Healy, 30 F Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Milk Producers Federation, 
30 F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. E. (9) $57.75. 

A. Health Insurance Association of Amer­
ica, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,840.33. E. (9) $4,840.33. 

A. George J. Hecht, 52 Vanderbilt Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. American Parents Committee, Inc., 
20 E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Robert B. Heiney, 1133 20th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $875. E. (9) $1,351.82. 

A. Kenneth G. Heisler, 1200 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National League of Insured Savings As­
sociation, 1200 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $800. 

A. Walter G. Held, 1025 Connecticut Ave­
nue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Standard Oil Co. (New Jersey) , 30 
Rocke'feller Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

A. Ross E. Heller, 1000 Connecticut Ave­
nue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Telephone Cooperative Associa­
tion, 1000 Connecticut Avenue, NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $528. 

A. Leslie P. Hemry, President, 1701 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Health Insurance Association of Amer­
tca, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Edmund P. Hennelly, 150 East 42d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

B. Mobil Oil Corp., 150 East 42d Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,125. E. (9) $747.71. 

A. Richard I. Hersh, Box 1333, Syracuse, 
N.Y. 

B. Agway Inc., Box 1333, Syracuse, N.Y. 
D. (6) $450. E. (9) $455.51. 

A. The Hertz Corp., 660 Madison Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

E . (9) $165.98. 

A. Clinton M. Hester, 432 Shoreham Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Football League, 410 Park 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Clinton M. Hester, 432 Shoreham 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Savage Arms, et al., Westfield, Mass., 
Redfield Gunsight, Denver, Colo., Browning 
Arms Co., Morgan, Utah. 

D. (6) $11,416.50. E . (9) $68.25. 

A. Andrew I. Hickey, Jr., Federal National 
Mortgage Association, 1133 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Federal National Mortgage Association, 
1133 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,012.50. E. (9) $276.65. 

A. Iowa Railway Association, 720 Bankers 
Trust Building, Des Moines, Iowa. 

B. Iowa Railway Association, 720 Bankers 
Trust Building, Des Moines, Iowa. 

E. (9) $1,102.20. 

A. J. Thomas Higginbotham, 1120 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Bankers Association, 1120 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $353.35. 

A. J. Eldred Hill, Jr., Unemployment Bene­
fi,t Advisors, Inc., 720 Hotel Washington, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Unemployment Benefit Advisors, Inc. 
D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $2,000. 

A. James J. Hill, 5025 Wisconsin Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Transit Union, .AFL-CIO, 
5025 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Harry R. Hinton, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, lll. 

D. (6) $2,100. E. (9) $911.93. 

A. Lawrence S. Hobart, 2600 Virginia Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Public Power Association, 
2600 Virginia Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D . (6) $400. 

A. Claude E. Hobbs, 1801 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Westinghouse Electric Corp., Westing­
house Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $195. 

A. Leo Hochstetter. 
B. Motion Picture Association of America, 

Inc., 1600 I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Ralph D. Hodges, Jr. 
B. National Forest Products Association, 

1619 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washing· 
ton, D.C. 

A. Hogan & Hartson, 815 Connecticut Ave• 
nue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee of European National Ship• 
owners Association, 30/ 32 St. Mary Avenue, 
London, E.C.3, England. 

D. (6) $2,500. 

A. Mr. Lee B. Holmes, Mortgage Bankers 
Association of America, 1707 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Mortgage Bankers Assoc.i.ation of Amer­
ica, 1707 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $700. E. (9) $6,195. 

A. John W. Holton, American Bankers As­
sociation, 1120 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Amer·ica.n Bankers Association, 1120 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,750.00. 

A. Edwin M. Hood, Shipbuilders Council of 
America, 1730 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Shipbuilders Council of America., 1730 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Thomas B. Hou.se. 
B. American Frozen Food Institute, 919 

18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $100. 

A. C. T. Hoversten, 209 West 53d Street, 
Western Springs, lll. 

B. National Advertising Co., 6850 South 
Harlem Avenue, Bedford Park, Argo, lll. 

D. (6) $200. 

A. JoeL. Howell, 1225 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Suite 412, Washington, D.C. 

B. Allstate Enterpr1ses, Inc., Allstwte Plaza, 
Nol'thbrook, lll. 

A. JoeL. Howell, 1225 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Suite 412, Washington, D.C. 

B. Allstate Insurance Cos., Allstate Plaza, 
Northbrook, Ill. 

A. Charles L. Huber, Disabled American 
Veterans, 12'21 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Disabled American Veterans, 3725 Alex­
andria Pike, Cold Springs, Ky. 

D. (6) $7,500. E. (9) $1,638.25. 

A. Edward W. Hummers, Jr., Fletcher, 
Heald, Rowell, Kenehan & Hildreth, 1225 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Suite 400, Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Association of FM Broadcast­
ers, 420 Ma.dison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Rich'8.rd M. Hunt, 1660 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Lead Co., 111 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $750. E. (9) $120. 

A. James L. Huntley, Active Ballot Club 
Department, Retail Clerks International As­
sociatkm, AFL-CIO, 1775 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Retail Clerks International Association, 
AFL-CIO, 1775 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $5,176.90. E. (9) $1,230.46. 

A. Frank N. Ikard, 1801 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Petroleum Institute, 1801 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Bernard J. Imming, United Fresh Frwt 
& Vegetable Association, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Associa­
tion, 777 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $312.50. E. (9) $9.52. 
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A. Industrial Union Department, AFL­

CIO, 815 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $6,421.35. E. (9) $6,631.35. 

A. International Association of Machinists 
& Aerospace Workers, 1300 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW. , Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $8,579.72. 

A. International Brotherhood of Painters 
& Allied Trades, 217 North Sixth Street, 
Lafayette, Ind. 

D. (6) $5,090.15. E. (9) $4,182. 

A. International Brotherhood of Team­
sters, 25 Louisiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

E . (9) $14,882.89. 

A. International Union of District 50, 
Allied & Technical Workers of the United 
States and canada. 

E . (9) $4,884.78. 

A. Investment Co. Institute, 1775 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $375. 

A. Iron Ore Lessors Association, Inc., 1500 
First National Bank Building, St. Paul, 
Minn. 

D. (6) $15,771.09. E. (9) $6,985.22. 

A. William E. Isaeff, American Automobile 
Association, 1712 G Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Ronald A. Jacks, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue N.W., Washington, D.C. 

B. Reinsurance Associ81tion of America, 
1025 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500.00. E (9) $100. 

A. Charles E. Jackson, 1200 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Robert C. Jackson, American Textile 
Manufacturers Institute, Inc., 1120 Connecti­
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Am-erican Textile Manufacturers In­
stitute, 1501 Johnston Building, Charlotte, 
N.C. 

D. (6) $2,750.00. E. (9) $181.44. 

A. Raymond M. Jacobson, 1819 H street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Society of Consulting Plan­
ners, 1819 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,250. 

A. Japanese American Citizens League, 
1634 Post Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

E. (9) $200. 

A. Daniel Jaspan, National Association of 
Postal Supervisors, Post Office Box 1924, 
washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $8,161.01. E. (9) $74.16. 

A. Philip F. Jehl-e, 300 National Press 
Building, Washington, D .C. 

B. Smith Kline & French Laboratories, 
1500 Spring Garden Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

E. (9) $500.00. 

A. H. Bradley Johnson. 
B. American Mining Congress, 1100 Ring 

Building, Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $825. 

A. Hugo E. Johnson, 600 Bulkl-ey Bullding, 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

B. American Iron Ore Association, 600 
Bulkley Building, Cleveland, Ohio. 

A. Spencer A. Johnson, National Home 
Furnishings Association, 1025 Vermont Ave­
nue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Hol!\e Furnishings Association, 
1150 Merchandise Mart, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. Herbert Jolovitz. 
B. National Cable Television Association, 

Inc., 918 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $6,250. E. (9) $19. 

A. Charlie W. Jones, Man-Made Fiber Prod­
ucers Association, Inc., 1000 Connecticut Ave­
nue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Man-Man Fiber Producers Association, 
Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. H. Daniel Jones III, American Textile 
Manufacturers Institute, Inc., Suite 840, 1120 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Textile Manufacturers Insti­
tute, 1501 Johnston Building, Charlotte, N.C. 

D. (6) $85. E. (9) $5. 

A. L. Dan Jones, 1110 Ring Building, Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Independent Petroleum Association of 
America, 1110 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $18.12. 

A. Dr. Oliver H. Jones, Mortgage Bankers 
Association of America, 1707 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Mortgage Bankers Association of Amer­
ica, 1707 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $10,916. 

A. Phillip E. Jones, 1156 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United States Beet Sugar Association, 
1156 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Francis M. Judge, 1615 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Chamber of Commerce of the USA, 1615 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Mrs. Fritz R. Kahn, 9202 Ponce Place, 
Fairfax, Va. 

B. National Congress of Parents and Teach­
ers, 700 North Rush Street, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $63.75. 

A. Sheldon Z. Kaplan, 737 Woodward 
Building, 733 15th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Centro Azucarero Paraguayo . Inde­
pendencia Nacional, 541 Asuncion, Paraguay. 

A. Sheldon Z. Kaplan, 737 Woodward 
Building, 733 15th Street NW, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Sea-Born Corp., 3421 North Central 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Gerald M. Katz, Esq., 1800 Mercantile 
Bank & Trust Building, 2 Hopkins Plaza, 
Baltimore, Md. 

B. Maryland State Fair & Agricultural 
Society, Inc., Timonium State Fair Grounds, 
Timonium, Md. 

E. (9) $61.07. 

A. Carleton R. Kear, Jr., Retired Officer 
Association, 1625 I Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Retired Officers Association, 1625 I 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $787.50. 

A. Capt. William J. Keating, 500 Folger 
Building, 725 15th Street NW .• Washington, 
D.C. 

B. National Grain & Feed Association, 
500 Folger Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $140. 

A. Howard B. Keck, 1801 Avenue of the 
Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. The Superior Oil Co., 1801 Avenue of 
the Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

E. (9) $300. 

A. W. M. Keck, Jr., 1801 Avenue of the 
Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. The Superior Oil Co., 1801 Avenue of 
the Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

E. (9) $275. 

A. Charles C. Keeble, Post Office Box 2130, 
Houston, Tex. 

B. Humble Oil & Refining Co. (A Dela­
ware Corp.), Post Office Box 2180, Houston, 
Tex. 

E. (9) $12.06. 

A. Patricia Keefer, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,550. E. (9) $63.50. 

A. Patricia J. Keefer, Youth Franchise 
Coalition, 1201 16th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. Youth Franchise Coalition, 1201 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Harold V. Kelly. 
B. Unemployment Benefit Advisors, Inc., 

Hotel Washington, Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $1,000. 

A. James C. Kelley, 1500 Massachusetts 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Machine Tool Distributors 
Association, 1500 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. John T. Kelly. 
B. Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Associa­

tion, 1155 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. George Kelm, One First National Plaza, 
Chicago, Dl. 

B. The Myron Stratton Home, Post Office 
Box 1178, Colorado Springs, Colo. 

D. (6) $3,329.01. E. (9) $221.66. 

A. R. G. Kendall, Jr., Alabama Railroad 
Association, Montgomery, Ala. 

B. Alabama Railroad Association, 1002 First 
National Bank Building, Montgomery, Ala. 

D. (6) $215. E. (9) $362.40. 

A. Edward F. Kenehan, Pletcher, Heald, 
Rowell, Kenehan & Hildreth, 1225 Connecti­
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of FM Broadcasters, 
420 Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. I. L. Kenen, 1341 G Street NW., Wash· 
ington, D.C. 

B. American Israel Public Affairs Commit· 
tee, 1341 G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Harold L. Kennedy, Marathon Oil Co., 
420 Cafritz Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Marathon Oil Company, Findlay, Ohio. 
E. (9) $190.85. 

A. Jeremiah J. Kenney, Jr., Union Carbide 
Corp., 77 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Union Carbide Corp., 270 Park Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $112.25. 

A. Thomas F. Kerester, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Gulf Oil Corp., Pittsburgh, Pa. 
D. (6) $875. E. (9) $150. 

A. Kenneth L. Kimble, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $347.10. E. (9) $16.11. 

A. Charles L. King, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Life Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $90. 
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A. Joseph T. King, 3600 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. General Counsel for Assocated Equip­
ment Distributors. 

D. (6) Approximately $20,000 to $25,000 per 
year. E. (9) $1,322.61. 

A. John M. Kinnaird. 
B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 

1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $858.59. 

A. Kirkland, Ellis, Hodson, Chaffetz, Mas­
ters & Rowe, 1776 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Grocery Manufacturers of America, Inc., 
1425 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Herbert C. Kirstein, 30 F Street NW., 
Washing.ton, D.C. 

B. National Milk Producers Federation, 
30 F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,560. E. (9) $71,70. 

A. Ernest A. Kistler, 901 Hamilton Street, 
Allentown, Pa. 

B. Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., 901 
Hamilton St., Allentown, Pa. 

D.. (6) $549.90. E. (9) $489.02. 

A. James D. Kittelton, American Mining 
Congress, 1100 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Mining Congress, 1100 Ring 
Bull<Ung, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $575. 

A. Ralph W. Kittle. 
B. International Paper Co., 220 East 42d 

Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Robert E. Kline, Jr., 409 LaSalle Build­
ing, 1028 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. Bowling Proprietors Association ot 
America, Inc., West Higgins Road, Hoffman 
Estates, Til. 

D. (6) $1,250. E. (9) $82.14. 

A. James F. Kmetz, 1437 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Mine Workers of America, 900 
15th street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,400. E. (9) $408. 

A. Keith R. Knoblock, American Mining 
Congress, 1100 Ring Bullding, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Mining Congress, 1100 Ring 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $475. 

A. Philip M. Knox, Jr., 1211 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Sears, Roebuck & Co., 925 South Ho­
man Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Robert M. Koch, 1315 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Limestone Institute, Inc., 
1315 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $31.25. 

A. W1lliam L. Kohler, American Trucking 
Associations, Inc., 1616 P Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $1,215.93. 

A. Horace R. Kornegay, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Tobacco Institute, Inc., 1776 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $175.00 

A. Kenneth S. Kovack, United Steelwork­
ers of America, 1001 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United Steelworkers of America, 1500 
Commonwealth Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

D. (6) $4,071.50. E. (9) $711.32. 

A. Howard R. Koven and Abe Fortas, 208 
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Loeb, Rhoades & Co., 42 Wall Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,500.00 E. (9) $250.00. 

A. June Kysilko Kraeft, 2000 Florida Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As­
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $170. 

A. Miss Germaine Krettek, 110 Maryland 
Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Library Association, 50 East 
Huron Street, Chicago, lll. 

D. (6) $726.20. 

A. Krooth & Altman, Attorneys, 1001 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $3,000. 

A. William J. Kuhfuss, Americ:a.n Farm 
Bureau Federation, Merchandise Mart Plaza, 
Chicago, Ill. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation 
Merchandise Mart Plaze, Chicago, TIL 

D. (6) $938. 

A. Lloyd R. Kuhn, Aerospace Industries 
Association, 1725 DeSales Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Aerospace Industries Association of 
America, Inc., 1725 DeSales Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $6,072. E. (9) $932.45. 

A. Laborers' International Union of North 
America, AFL-CIO, 905 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $12,064.96. 

A. Labor-Management Maritime Commit­
tee, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

V. (6) $11,419.85. E. (9) $9,043.96. 

A. John P. Lagoma.rcino, 2100 M Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $6,250. E. (9) $220.33. 

A. A. M. Lampley, United Transportation 
Union, 400 First Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. United Transportation Union, 400 First 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $150. 

A. Asger F. Langlykke, 1913 Eye Street 
NW., Washintgon, D.C. 

B. American Society for Microbiology, 1913 
I Street NW., Washingon, D.C. 

A. Albert Lannon, 1341 G Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Longshoremen's & Ware­
housemen's Union, 150 Golden Gate Avenue, 
San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $3,730.73. E. (9) $496.77. 

A. Wllliam George Lunsford, 245 Second 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legisla­
tion, 245 Second Street NE., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $207. 

A. James J. LaPenta, Jr., 905 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Laborers' International Union of North 
America, 905 16th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $397.63. 

A. Glenn T. Lashley, Public Relations & 
Civic Activities District of Columbia Divi­
sion, American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. D.C. Division, American Automobile As­
sociation, 1712 G Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Dillard B. Lasseter, American Trucking 
Associations, Inc., 1616 P Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associaions, Inc., 
1616 P Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $525. 

A. Donald F. Lavanty, American Opto 
metric Association, 1026 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Optometric Association, c/o 
M. L. DeBolt, O.D., Box 605, Winona, Minn. 

D. (6) $711.60. E. (9) $507.60. 

A. Robert F. Lederer, 835 Southern Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Association of Nurserymen, 
Inc., 835 Southern Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $20. E. (9) $267.84. 

A. Legislative Committee of the Commit­
tee for a National Trade Policy, Inc., 1028 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $340. E. (9) $528. 

A. Robert J. Leigh, 1000 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Telephone Cooperative Asso­
ciation, 1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. Nils A. Lennartson, Railway Progress 
Institute, 1140 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Railway Progress Institute, 1140 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $10,999.98. 

A. Leva, Hawes, Symington, Martin & Op. 
penheimer, 815 COnnecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Waterways Operators, 
Inc., 1250 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $10,941.25. E. (9) $224.77. 

A. Morris J. Levin, 839 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
American Railroads Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. J. Stanley Lewis, National Association of 
Letter Oarriers, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,606.92. 

A. Herbert Liebenson, National Small Busi­
ness Association, 1225 19th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National SmaJ.l Busdness Association, 
1225 19th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,500. E. (9) $1,200. 

A. Life Insumnce Association of America, 
277 :park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $4,304.50. E. (9) $4,304.50. 

A. Lester W. Lindow, Association of Maxi­
mum Service Telecasters, Inc., 1735 DeSa.les 
Street NW., Wa.shington, D.C. 

B. Association of Maximum Service Tele­
casters, Inc., 1735 DeSales Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. Lindsay, Nahstoll, Hart, Duncan, Dafoe 
& Krause, Loyalty Bullding, Portland, -Oreg. 
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B. Master Contracting Stevedore Associa­

tion of the Pacific Coast, Inc., San Fran­
cisco, calif. 

A. Lindsay, Nahstoll, Hart, Dunoan, Da.foe 
& Krause, Loyalty Building, Portland, Oreg. 

B. National Maritime Compensation Com­
mittee, Loyalty Building, Portland, Oreg. 

A. Charles B. Lipsen, Active Ballot Club 
Department, Retail Clerks Interna.tional As­
sociation, AFL-CIO, 1775 K Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Retail Clerks International Association, 
AFL-CIO, 1775 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $5,176.90. E. (9) $1,618.92. 

A. Robert G. Litschert, 1140 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Electric Cos., 
1140 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $288.75. E. (9) $159.24. 

A. Philip J. Loree, 25 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 

B. American Committee for Fla.gs of Neces­
sity, 25 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

A. James F. Lovett, 1801 K Street NW., 
washington, D.C. 

B. Westinghouse Electric Corp., Westing­
house Building, Gateway Center Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 

D. (6) $700. E. (9) $200. 

A. Harold 0. Lovre, American Trucking As­
:sociations, Inc., 1616 P Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,400. E. (9) $260.75 

A. Otto Lowe, 888 17th Street, NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $350. 

A. Wilbur c. Lowrey, Shell Oil Co., 1700 K 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Shell Oil Co., 1 Shell Plaza, Post Office 
Box 2463, Houston, Tex. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. William R. Lucas, Non-Commissioned 
Officers Association of the U.S.A., Post Office 
Box 2268, San Antonio, Tex. 

B. Non-Commissioned Officers Association 
of the U.S.A., Post Office Box 2268, San An­
tonio, Tex. 

E. (9) $~10. 

A. Clarence T. Lundquist, 4822 Tilden 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Menswear Retailers of America, National 
Press Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. James H. Lynch, American Federation 
of Government Employees, 400 First Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Government 
Employees, 400 First Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $4,194.40. E. (9) $229.57. 

A. LeRoy E. Lyon, Jr., 11th and L Build­
ing, Sacramento, Callf. 

B. California Railroad Association: 11th 
and L Building, Sacramento, Calif. 

E. (9) $826.77. 

A. Shane MacCarthy, 1730 North Lynn 
Street, Arlington, Va. 

B. Printing Industries of America, 1730 
North Lynn Street, Arlington, Va. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $1,375. 

A. Ian MacGowan, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,250. E. (9) $102. 

A. Ian MacGowan. 
B. Youth Franchise Coalition, 1201 16th 

Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. John R. MacKenzie, Automobile Manu­
facturers Association, Inc., 1619 Masaschu­
setts Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Automobile Manufacturers Association, 
Inc., 320 New Center Building, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. William C. McCamant, 1725 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. John A. McCart. 
B. Government Employees Council, AFL­

CIO, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,641.95. 

A. Jack F. McCarthy, 1700 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Utll1tes, Inc., 2330 Johnson 
Drive, Shawnee Mission, Kans. 

A. McClure & Trotter, 1100 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cities Service Company, 60 Wall Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

A. McClure & Trotter, 1100 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Gulf Resources & Chemical Corp., 2125 
Tenneco Building, Houston, Tex. 

D. (6) $5,000. 

A. McClure & Trotter, 1100 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Mobil 011 Corporation, 150 East 52d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. McClure & Trotter, 1100 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Gulf & Western Industries, Inc., One 
Gulf & Western Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

A. John L. McConnell, New York Stock 
Exchange, 1660 L Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. New York Stock Exchange, 11 Wall 
Street, New York, N.Y 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $175. 

A. E. L. McCulloch, Brotherhood of Loco­
motive Engineers, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
Engineers Building, Cleveland, Ohio. 

D. (6) $284.60. E. (9) $81.50. 

A. Albert L. McDermott, American Hotel & 
Motel Association, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Hotel & Motel Association, 
888 Seventh Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. J. Patrick McElroy, American Mining 
Congress, 1100 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Mining Congress, 1100 Ring 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $475. 

A. Joseph A. McElwain, 40 East Broadway, 
Butte, Mont. 

B. The Montana Power Co., Butte, Mont. 
E. (9) $243.38. 

A. Mrs. Barbara D. McGarry, 20 E Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Parents Committee, Inc., 20 
E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. J. Raymond McGlaughlin, 400 First 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood Maintenance of Way Em­
ployees, 12050 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, 
Mich. 

D. (6) $7,080. 

A. Myles F. McGrail, 408 Executive Build­
ing, 15th and L Streets NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. The Dow Chemical Co., Midland, Mich. 

A. Marshall C. McGrath, New York, N.Y. 
B. International Paper Co., 220 East 42d 

Street, New York, N.Y. 
D. (6) $560. E. (9) $140.20. 

A. F. Howard McGuigan, 815 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con­
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,232.50. 

A. Clifford G. Mcintire, American Farm Bu­
reau Federation, 425 13th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, n1. 

D. (6) $1,313. E. (9) $11.75. 

A. Graham N. McKelvey, 1437 K Street~ .• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Mine Workers of America, 900 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $88. 

A. William F. McKenna, National League 
of Insured Savings Associations, 1200 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National League of Insured Savings 
Associations, 1200 17th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $50. 

A. Marvin L. McLain, American Farm Bu­
reau Federation, 425 13th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, n1. 

D. (6) $3,125. E. (9) $43.20. 

A. Mrs. Teresa D. McLaughlin, Mortgage 
Bankers Association of America, 1707 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Mortgage Bankers Association of Amer­
ica, 1707 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $350. E. (9) $4,352. 

A. John S. McLees, 1615 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Chamber of Commerce of the U.S.A., 
1615 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. William F. McManus, 777 14th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. General Electric Company, 570 Lexing­
ton Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $750. E. (9) $385. 

A. C. W. McMlllan, National Press Building, 
14th & F Streets NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American National Cattlemen's Associa­
tion, 1540 Emerson Street, Denver, Colo. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Ralph J. McNair, Life Insurance Asso­
ciation of America, 1701 K Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $238.82. E. (9) $16.56. 

A. Charles R. McNeill, 1120 connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Bankers Association, 1120 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $428.30. 
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A. McNutt, Dudley & Easterwood, 910 17th 

Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
B. American Dredging Co. et al., 12 S. 12th 

Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 
D. (6) $5,150. E. (9) $908.38. 

A. James E. Mack, National Confectioners 
Association, 1225 19th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. National Confectioners Association, 36 
South Wabash Avenue, Chicago, TIL 

D. (6) $6,250. E. (9) $1,072.76. 

A. H. E. Mahlman, American Optometric 
Association, 1026 17th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D .C. 

B. American Optometric Association c / o 
M. L. DeBolt, O.D., Post Office Box 605, 
Winona, Minn. 

D. (6) $700. E. (9) $76.55. 

A. Robert L. Maier, 900 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Kaiser Industries Corp., 900 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Andre Maisonpierre, 666 11th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Mutual Insurance Alliance. 
20 North Wacker Drive, Chicago, TIL 

E. (9) $1,340. 

A. William J. Malatesta, 1629 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Industrial Bankers Associa­
tion, 1629 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $750. 

A. Mike Manatos, 1812 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Procter & Gamble Manufacturing 
Co., 301 East Sixth Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

D. (6) $86.33. E. (9) $86.33. 

A. Man-Made Fiber Producers Association, 
Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Manufacturing Chemists Association, 
Inc., 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D . (6) $5 ,000. E. (9) $3,000. 

A. John V. Maraney, National Star Route 
Mail Carriers' Association, 324 East Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Star Route Mail Carriers' As­
sociation, 324 East Capitol Street, Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. John V. Maraney, National Star Route 
Mail Carriers' Association, 324 East Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Star Route Mail Carriers' As­
sociation, 324 East Capitol Street, Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. Rodney W. Markley, Jr., Ford Motor Co., 
815 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Ford Motor Co., Dearborn, Mich. 

A. Ralph J. Marla,tt, 640 Investment Build­
ing, Washington, D .C. 

B. National Association of Mutual Insur­
ance Agents, 640 Investment Building, Wash­
ington. D.C. 

E . (9) $6,015.60. 

A. Winston W. Marsh, 1343 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Tire Dealers & Retreaders As­
sociation, Inc., 1343 L Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $114. E. (9) $4. 

A. Marshall & Ilsley Bank, 770 North Water 
Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 

D. (6) $176. E. (9) $26.44. 

A. J. Paull Marshall, Associrution of Ameri­
can Railroads, 300 New Jersey Avenue S.E., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
American Railroads Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $105.49. E. (9) $62.58. 

A. Thomas A. Martin, 1625 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Mid-Continent Oil & Gas Association, 
300 Tulsa Building, Tulsa, Okla. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $110. 

A. Maryland State Fair and Agricultural 
Society, Inc. , Timonium State Fair Grounds, 
Timonium, Md. 

E. (9) $61.07. 

A. Mike M. Masaoka, Association on 
Japanese Textile Imports, Inc., 2021 L Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association on Japanese Textile Im­
ports, Inc., 551 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1 ,000. 

A. Mike M. Masaoka, Japanese American 
Citizens League, 2021 L Street NW., Wash­
ton, D.C. 

B. Japanese American Oitizens League, 
1634 Post Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $200. 

A. Mike M. Masaoka, Masaoka-Ishikawa 
and Associates, Inc., 2021 L Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. West Mexico Vegetable Distributors 
Association, P.O. Box 848, Nogales, Ariz. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. Guy B. Maseritz, Life Insurance Asso­
cia,tion of America, 1701 K Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, N.Y. 

A. Paul J . Mason, Life Insurance Associa­
tion of America, 1701 K Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $59.46. E . (9) $5.02. 

A. Walter J. Mason. 
B. Building and Construction Trades De­

partment, AFL-CIO, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D .C. 

D. (6) $5,076.84. E . (9) $220. 

A. P. H. Mathews, Association of American 
Railroads, 300 New Jersey Avenue SE., 
Washington, D.C. 

B . Association of American Railroads, 1920 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D . (6) $379.85. E.(9) $308.95. 

A. Charles D. Matthews, 1140 Connecti­
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Electric Com­
panies, 1140 Connecticut Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $580. E. (9) $549.24. 

A. Charles E . Mattingly, National Legisla­
tive Commission, The American Legion, 1608 
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Legion, 700 North 
Pennsylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 

D. (6) $3,954. E. (9) $124.40. 

A. C. V. & R. V. Maudlin, 1111 E Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Georgia Power Co. , 270 Peachtree Street, 
Atlanta, Ga. 

A. Albert E. May. 
B. American Institute of Merchant Ship­

ping, 1120 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $82.50. E. (9) $4.20. 

A. Arnold Mayer, 100 Indiana Avenue NW .• 
Washington, D .C. 

B. Amalgamated Meat Cutters and 
Butcher Workmen of North America, 2800 N. 
Sheridan Road., Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $5,420. E. (9} $240. 

A. George G. Mead, 128 C Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Society of Radiologic 
Technologists, 645 N. Michigan Avenue. 
Chicago, TIL 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $400. 

A. George G. Mead, 128 C Street NE .• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Association of Theatre 
Owners, Inc., 1501 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $853.04. 

A. Oa,rl J. Megel, 1012 14th Street NW .• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Teachers, AFL­
CIO, 1012 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $12,100. 

A. Mr. Kenneth A. Meiklejohn, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con­
gress of Industrial Organiz.ations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,232.50. E. (9) $474.02. 

A. R. Otto Meletzke, Life Insurance Asso­
ciation of America, 1701 K Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $60. E. (9) $2 .47. 

A. Oarter Manasco, 5932 Chesterbrook 
Road, McLean, Va. 

B. National Coal Association, Coal Build­
ing, 1130 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $6,871.01. E. (9) $139.60. 

A. Mr. Ellis E. Meredith, 2000 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B . American Apparel Manufacturers Asso­
ciat ion, Inc., 2000 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $664.26. 

A. Lawrence C. Merthan, Hill & Knowl­
ton, Inc., 1425 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Hill & Knowlton, Inc., 150 East 42d 
Street, New York, N .Y. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $105. 

A. Metropolitan Washington Board of 
Trade, 1129 20th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Metropolitan Washington Board of 
Trade, 1129 20th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. George F. Meyer, Jr., Retired Officers 
Association, 1625 Eye Street NW ., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. Retired Officers Association, 1625 Eye 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D . (6) $937.50. 

A. Capt. A. Stanley Miller, 1629 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Committee for Flags of Ne­
cessity, 25 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. Clinton R . Miller , 121 Second St reet NE., 
Suite 5, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Health Federation, 211 West 
Colorado Boulevard, Monrovia, Calif. 

D. (6) $3,750. E. (9) $2,200. 

A. Dale Miller, 377 Mayflower Hotel, Wash­
ington, D .C. 
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B. Texas Gulf Sulphur Co., Newgulf, Tex., 

and New York, N.Y. 
D. (6) $225. E. (9) $257.74. 

A. Dale M1ller, 377 Mayflower Hotel, Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Dallas, Tex., Chamber of Commerce. 
D. (6) $195.00 E. (9) $155.40. 

A. Dale Miller, 377 Mayflower Hotel, Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Gulf Intracoastal Canal Association, 
Houston, Tex. 

D. (6) $262.50. E. (9) $73.65. 

A. Edwin Reid Miller, 1815 Capitol Avenue, 
Omaha, Nebr. 

B. Nebraska Railroads Legislative Commit­
tee, 1815 Capitol Avenue, Omaha, Nebr. 

D. (6) $5,749.98. E. (9) $748.42. 

A. Hermon I. Mlller, 425 13th Street, Room 
1020, Pennsylvania Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. National Turkey Federation, Mount 
Morris, Til. 

A. Joe D. Mlller, 535 North Dearborn 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $875. 

A. Joseph L. Miller, 1612 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Maytag Company, Northern Textile 
Association, National Parking Association. 

D. (6) $4,800. E. (9) $1,000. 

A. Luman G. Miller, 912 FaiUng Building, 
Portland, Oreg. 

B. Oregon Railroad Association, 912 Fail­
ing Building, Portland, Oreg. 

E. (9) $1,190.50. 

A. Robert H. Miller, Tenneco Inc., 402 So­
lar Building, 1000 16th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. T\enneco Inc., Post Office Box 2511, 
Houston, Tex. 

E. {9) $36.85. 

A. Mr. Jack Mills, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Tobacco Institute, Inc. 
D. (6) $1,000.00. E. (9) $200.00. 

A. G. Merrlll Moody, Association of Amer­
ican Railroads, 300 New Jersey Avenue SE., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
American Railroads Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $82.50. 

A. Joseph E. Moody, Bituminous Coal 
Operators Association, 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Bituminous Coal Operators Associa­
tion, 918 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. 0. William Moody, Jr., Maritime Trades 
Department, AFL-CIO, 815 16th Street NW., 
Room 501, Washington, D.C. 

B. Maritime Trades Department, AFL-CIO, 
815 16th Street NW., Roan:. 501, Washing­
ton,D.C. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $625.36. 

A. Jo V. Morgan, Jr., 815 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. The American Humane Association, Post 
Office Box 1266, Denver, Colo. 

D. (6) $1,500. 

A. Morison, Murphy, Abrams & Haddock, 
Suite 900, 1776 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Ethyl Corporation, 330 South Fourth 
Street, Richmond, Va. 

D. (6) $187.50. 

A. Morison, Murphy, Abrams & Haddock, 
Suite 900, 1776 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. National Committee for Civil Airlift. 

A. Morison Murphy, Abrams & Haddock, 
Suite 900, 1776 K Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. The Sperry & Hutchinson Co., 330 
Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. James M. Morris, 1660 L Street NW., 
Room 804, Washington, D.C. 

B. General Motors Corp., 3044 West Grand 
Boulevard, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $952.46. 

A. James G. Morton, Manufacturing Chem­
ists Association, Inc., 1825 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Manufacturing Chemists Association, 
Inc., 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) 2,500.00 E. (9) Under $50.00. 

A. Jack Moskowitz, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Common Cause, 2100 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $9,600. E. {9) $138. 

A. Lynn E. Mote, Northern Natural Gas 
Company, 1730 Rhode Island Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Northern Natural Gas Co., 2223 Dodge 
Street, Omaha, Nebr. 

D. (6) $2,000. 

A. Motor Commerce Association, Inc., 4004 
Versailles Road, Lexington, Ky. 

D. (6) $100. E. {9) $153. 

A. William G. Mullen, National Newspaper 
Association, 491 National Press Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Newspaper Association, 491 
National Press Building, Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $164.28. 

A. John J. Murphy, National Customs Serv­
ice Association, 517 Shoreham Building, 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Customs Service Association, 
517 Shoreham Building, 806 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Richard W. Murphy, 1120 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Merck & Co., Inc., Rahway, N.J. 
D. (6) $400. 

A. William E. Murray, 2000 Florida. Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Na·tional Rural Electric Cooperative As­
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue, NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $185. 

A. Lawrence P. Mutter. 
B. National Association of Plumbing-Heat­

ing-Cooling Contractors, 1016 20th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $724.05. E. (9) $33.14. 

A. Kenneth D. Naden. 
B. National Council of Farmer Cooperatives, 

1129 20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $1,617.50. E. (9) $27.50. 

A. John J. Nangle, 1625 I Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Independent In­
surers, 30 West Monroe Street, Chicago, n1. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. {9) $586. 

A. Augustus Nasmith, Pennsylvania Sta­
tion, Raymond Plaza., Newark, N.J. 

B. Associated Railroads of New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania Station, Raymond Plaza, New­
ark, N.J. 

A. National Agricultural Chemicals As­
sociation, 1155 15th Street NW., Wa.shing­
ton,D.C. 

D. (6) $1,669.65. E. (9) $1,669.65. 

A. National Associated Businessmen, 1000 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,257.38. E. (9) $1,321.15. 

A. National Association for Uniformed 
Services, 956 North Monroe Street, Arlington, 
Va. 

D. (6) $21,249.60. E. (9) $6,467.88. 
A. National Association of Building Manu­

facturers, 1701 18th Street NW., Washing­
ton,D.C. 

B. National Association of Building Manu­
fa.cturers,1101 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,141.40. E. (9) $1,141.40. 

A. National Association of Credit Manage­
ment, 475 Park Avenue South, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. National Association of Electric Cos., 
1140 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $68,739.75. E. (9) $10,479.39. 

A. National Association of Food Chains, 
1725 I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $500. 

A. National Association of Insurance 
Agents, Inc., 96 Fulton Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

E. (9) $12,914.52. 

A. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. $859,158.93. E. (9) $32,178.63. 

A. National Association of Mutual Insur• 
a.nce Cos., 2511 East 46th Street, Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

B. National Association of Mutual Insur­
ance Cos., 2511 East 46th Street, Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

A. National Association o'f Mutual Savings 
Banks, 200 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,477.10 E. (9) $2,477.10. 

A. National Association of Plumbing­
Heating-Cooling Contractors, 1016 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $7,467.01. E. (9) $7,467.01. 

A. National Association of Postal Super­
visors, Post Office Box 1924, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $35,000. E. (9) $25,342.63. 

A. National Audio-Visual Association, Inc., 
3150 Spring Street, Fairfax, Va. 

D. (6) $191,394.95. E.(9) $1,501.27. 

A. National Automobile Dealers Associa­
tion, 2000 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,694.15. E. (9) $1,694.15. 

A. National Broiler Council, 1155 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $500. 

A. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $525,211.65. E. (9) $6,662.46. 

A. National Coal Association, Coal Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $469,205.68. E. (9) $9,820.48. 
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A. National Committee Against Repres­

sive Legislation, 555 North Western Avenue, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $1,437.36. E. (9) $1,437.36. 

A. National Committee for an American 
SST, 1156 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $124,368.10. E. (9) $115,559.83. 

A. National Committee for the Recording 
Arts, 10,000 Santa Monica Boulevard, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $22,730. E. (9) $19,358.79. 

A. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $5,083.37. E. (9) $5,083.37. 

A. National Council of Farmer Coopera­
tives, 1129 2oth Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $16,203.19. E. (9) $18,591.92. 

A. National Council of Technical Service 
Industries, 888 17th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $681.25. E. (9) $771.15. 

A. National Electrical Contractors Asso­
ciation, Inc., 1730 Rhode Island Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. National Counsel Associates, 421 New 
Jersey Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for the Study of Revenue 
Bond Financing, 1000 Ring Building, Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $722.23. E. (9) $69.23. 

A. National Cystic Fibrosis Research Foun­
dation, 202 East 44th Street, New York City, 
N.Y. 

E. (9) $1,500.00. 

A. National Federation of Federal Employ­
ees, 1737 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $286,574.91. E. (9) $15,406.56. 

A. National Federation of Independent 
Business, Inc., 92Q-922 Washington Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $21,436.20. E. (9) $21,436.20. 

A. National Forest Products Association, 
1619 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $979.12. E. (9) $1,170.32. 

A. National Grain & Feed Association, 500 
Folger Bullding, 725 15th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Grain & Feed Association. 
E. (9) $18,000. 

A. The National Grange, 1616 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $122,266.19. E. (9) $10,750. 

A. National Home Furnishings Associa-tion, 
1150 Merchandise Mart, Chicago, Til. 

E. (9) $234.48. 

A. National Independent Dairies Associa­
tion, 2120 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $100.38. 

A. National Lead Co., 111 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

E . (9) $870. 

A. National League of Insured Savings 
Associations, 1200 17th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $346,152.75. E. (9) $926. 

A. National Limestone Instttute, Inc., 1815 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,498.95. E. (9) $1,498.95. 

A. National Livestock Feeders Association, 
Inc., 309 Livestock Exchange Building, 
Omaha, Nebr. 

D. (6) $7,452.53. E. (9) $7,452.53. 

A. National Milk Producers Federation, 30 
F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D . (6) $7,125.08. E. (9) $265.08. 

A. National Parking Association, 1101 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $826.98. 

A. National Patent Council, 1225 19th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,130. E. (9) $750. 

A. National Rehab111tation Association, 
1522 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. National Retail Merchants Association, 
100 West 31st Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. National Small Business Association, 
1225 19th Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

D. (6) $5,000. E. (9) $2,562.52. 

A. National Tax Equality Association, 1000 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,782.87. E. (9) $1,893.86. 

A. National Telephone Cooperative Associ­
ation, 1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,189. 

A. National Tire Dealers & Retreaders As­
sociation, Inc., 1343 L Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $870.84. E. (9) $870.84. 

A. National Turkey Federation, Mount 
Morris, Ill. 

A. The Nation-Wide Committee on Import­
Export Policy, 815 15th Street, NW., Suite 
711, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,100. E. (9) $8,811.46. 

A. Alan M. Nedry, 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Southern California Edison Co., Post 
Office Box 351, Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $250. 

A. Allen Neece, Jr., 537 Washington Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Small Business 
Investment Companies, 537 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. Mr. Samuel E. Neel, 1707 H Street NW., 
Mortgage Bankers Association of America, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Mortgage Bankers Association of 
America, 1707 H Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Frances E. Neely, 245 Second Street, NE., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legisla­
tion. 

D. (6) $1,519. 

A. George R. Nelson, 1300 Connecticut 
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. International Association of Machinists 
and Aerospace Workers, 1300 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,000. E. (9) $304.72. 

A. Robert B. Neville, 1155 15th Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Restaurant Association, 1155 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C., 1530 
North Lake Shore Drive, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $2,687.50. E. (9) $100. 

B. National Association of Mutual Savings 
Banks, 200 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,656.25. E. (9) $106.64. 

A. E. J. Newbould, 1130 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Clay Pipe Institute, 350 West 
Terra Cotta Avenue, Crystal Lake, Til. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. Jonathan Newkirk, 245 Second Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legis­
lation, 245 Second Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,004. 

A. Sarah H. Newman, 1029 Vermont Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Consumers League, 1029 Ver­
mont Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,650. 

A. F. Clayton Nicholson, Box 15, Route 1, 
Henryville, Pa. 

B. Northern Helex Company, 2223 Dodge 
Street, Omaha, Nebr. 

D. (6) $2,250.00. E. (9) $673.54. 

A. Patrick J. Nilan. 
B. United Federation of Postal Clerks, 817 

14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $6,712.30. E. $417.74. 

A. Stanley D. Noble, 20 North Wacker 
Drive, Chicago, Til. 

B. Council of Profit Sharing Industries, 
20 North Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Charles M. Noone, 1225 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Small Business 
Investment Companies, 537 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500.00. E. (9) $160.37. 

A. Robert D. Nordstrom, 1133 2oth Street 
NW., Washin~n. D.C. 

B. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $400. E. (9) $100. 

A. Norfolk & Western Railway Company, 
8 North Jefferson Street, Roanoke, Va. 

E. (9) $1,161.00. 

A. Robert H. North, 1105 Barr Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Association of Ice Cream 
Mfrs. & Milk Industry Foundation, 1105 Barr 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Ira H. Nunn, 1155 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Restaurant Associa-tion, 1155 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3 ,375. E. (9) $250. 

A. Seward P. Nyman, 20 Chevy Chase Circle 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Podiatry Association, 20 
Chevy Chase Circle NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $650. 

A. Richard T. O'Connell. 
·B. National Councll of Farmer Coopera­

tives, 1129 20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $3,112.50. E. (9) $135.75. 

-A. O'Connor, Green, Thomas, Walters & 
Kelly, 1750 Pennsylvania. Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Transit Association, 815 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,250. E.(9) $148. 

A. O'Connor, Green, Thomas, Walters & 
A. Louis H. Nevins, 908 Colorado Building, Kelly, 1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Wash-

Washington, D.C. ington, D.C. 
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B. Baldwin Piano Co., 1801 Gilbert Ave­

nue, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
D. (6) $7,166. 

A. O'Connor, Green, Thomas, Walters & 
Kelly, 1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Investors Diversified Services, Inc., In­
vestors Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 

A. O'Connor, Green, Thomas, Walters & 
Kelly, 1750 Pennsylvania. Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Upper Mississippi Towing Corp., 7703 
Norma.nda.le Road, Minneapolis, Minn. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $55. 

A. John B. O'Day, CLU, 11 East Adams 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Insurance Economic Society of America, 
11 East Adams Street, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $40,981.40. 

A. John A. O'Donnell, American Trucking 
Associations, Inc., 1616 P Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. John A. O'Donnell, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington D.C. 

B. Philippine Sugar Institute, Post Office 
Box 978, Manila, Philippines. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $250. 

A. Jane O 'Grady, Amalgamated Clothing 
Workers of America, AFL-CIO, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America., AFL-CIO, 15 Union Square, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $3461.52. E. (9) $142'9.32. 

A. The Ohio Railroad Association, 16 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio. 

A. Mr. Alvin E. Oliver, 500 Folger Building, 
725 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Ne..tional Grrun & Feed Associa.tion, 500 
Folger Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Edward W. Oliver, 5025 Wisoonsin Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Transit Union, AFL-CI~ 
5025 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Robert Oliver, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Sperry & Hutchinson Co., 330 Mra.cli­
son Avenue, New York City. 

D. (6) $5,000.00. 

A. Mr. Samuel Omasta, 1315 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Na-tional Limest-one Institute, Inc., 1315 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $14.50. 

A. Charles T. O'Ne111, Jr., The American 
Bankers Association, 1120 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Bankers Association, 1120 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $151. 

A. Jerry H. Opa.ck, 1211 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Sears, Roebuck & Co., 925 South Homan 
Avenue, Chicago, ill. 

A. Kermit Overby, 2000 Florida Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Na.tiona.l Rural Electric Coopemtive As­
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $185. 

A. J. Allen Overton, Jr., American Mining 
Congress, 1100 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Mining Congress, 1100 Ring 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Norman Padge, 1132 Pennsylvania Build:. 
ing, Wra.shington, D.C. 

B. Distilled Spirits Institute, 1132 Penn­
sylvania Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Michael L. Parker, 3300 Crocker Plaza, 
San Francisco, Calif. 

B. Kaiser Foundation Health Plan, 300 
Lakeside Drive, Oakland, 09.11!. 

D. (6) $1,833.33. 'E. (9) $2,168.67. 

A. Geo. F. Parrish, West Virginia Railroad 
Association, Post Office Box 7, Charleston, W. 
Va. 

B. West Virginia Railroad Association, Post 
Office Box 7, Charleston, W.Va. 

D. (6) $6,000. 

A. Robert D. Partridge, 2000 Florida Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As­
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue, NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $158.30. 

A. Vincent J. Paterno, 916 College Park­
way, Rockville, Md. 

B. Association of Civilian Technicians, 
Inc., 916 College Parkway, Rockville, Md. 

D. (6) $1,147. 

A. Patton, Blow, Verrill, Brand & Boggs, 
Suite 700, 1200 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Boating Industry Association, 333 North 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $7,500. 

A. Patton, Blow, Verrill, Brand & Boggs, 
Suite 700, 1200 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Central American Sugar Council, 1200 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $695. E. (9) $1,866.91. 

A. Patton, Blow, Verrill, Brand & Boggs, 
1200 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. George Consolidated, Inc., 3322 Rich­
mond Avenue, Houston, Tex. 

D. (6) $6,602.91. 

A. Mr. Lynn C. Paulson, 2120 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Independent Dairies Associa­
tion, 2120 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $129.15. 

A. Elver T. Pearson, 1025 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Insurance Association, 1025 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3 ,000. E. (9) $350. 

A. John J. Pecoraro, 1925 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Brotherhood of Painters 
and Allied Trades, 217-19 North 6th Street, 
Lafayette, Ind. 

D. (6) $1,825. 

A. John J. Pecoraro, 1925 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. (amended) 

B. International Brotherhood of Painters 
and Allied Trades, 217-19 North Sixth Street, 
Lafayette, Ind. 

D. (6) $1,825. 

A. Pennzoil United, Inc., 900 Southwest 
Tower, Houston, Tex. 

E. (9) $2,525,64. 

A. Mr. D. V. Pensabene, 1700 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Standard Oil Co. of California., 1700 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $50. E. (9) $25. 

A. J. Carter Perkins, 1700 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Shell Oil Co., One Shell Plaza., Houston, 
Tex. 

D . (6) $1,000. 

A. A. J. Pessel , 2919 Cathedral Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. A. Harold Peterson, 715 Cargill Build­
ing, Minneapolis, Minn. 

B. National R.E.A. Telephone Association, 
715 Cargill Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $1,401.91. 

A. Kenneth Peterson, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor & Con­
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,537. E. (9) $59.80. 

A. Michael Petresky, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way 
Employes, 12050 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, 
Mich. 

D. (6) $2 ,850. 

A. Walter T. Phair, 900 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Kaiser Industries Corp., 900 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $350. E. (9) $325. 

A. Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Asso­
ciation, 1155 15th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. John P. Philbin, 1100 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Mobil 011 Corp., 150 East 42nd Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,125. 

A. John K. Pickens, 201 North Washington 
Street, Alexandria., Va.. 

B. American Nursing Home Association, 
1025 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Pierson, Ball & Dowd, 1000 Ring Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for Study of Revenue Bond 
Financing, 1000 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $3,333.33. E. (9} $177.47. 

A. James F. Pinkney, American Trucking 
Associations, Inc., 1616 P Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9} $85.32. 

A. James H. Pipkin, 1001 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Texaco, Inc., 135 East 42d Street, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $700. E. (9) $1,460. 

A. Plains Cotton Growers, Inc., 1720 Avenue 
M, Lubbock, Tex. 

D. (6) $128,335. E. (9) $1,350. 

A. Frederick T. Poole, American Farm 
Bureau Federation, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $438. E. (9) $15.02. 
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A. George G. Potts, 640 Investment Build­

ing, Washington, D.C. 
B. National Association of Mutua-l Insur­

ance Agents, 640 Investment Building, Wash­
ington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,988.40. 

A. Ramsay D. Potts, Shaw, Pittman, Potts, 
Trowbridge & Madden, 910 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Investment Company Institute, 1775 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $375. 

A. Wllliam J. Potts, Jr., 1730 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Association for Broadcast-Engineering 
Standards, Inc., 1130 17th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. Richard M. Powell, National Association 
of Refrigerated Warehouses, 1210 Tower 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Refrigerated 
Warehouses, 1210 Tower Building, Washing­
ton, D.C. 

A. William I. Powell, Assistant General 
Counsel, 1110 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Independent Petroleum Association of 
America, 1110 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $5.10. 

A. Carl.ton H. Power, 1918 North Parkway, 
Memphis, Tenn. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $570. 

A. William C. Prather, 111 East Wacker 
Drive, Chicago, lll. 

B. United States Savings & Loan League, 
111 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, lll. 

D. (6) $475. E. (9) $85.00. 

A. William H. Press, Metropolitan Wash­
ington Board of Trade, 1129 20th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $13,500. 

A. Forrest J. Prettyman, 730 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of Registered Bank Holding 
Companies. 

D. (6) $250. 

A. Mrs. Pearl B. Price, 406 Ma.yrant Drive, 
Dallas, Tex. 

B. National Congress of Parents and 
Teachers. 

A. Jerry C. Pritchett, 1414 30th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Mechanical Contractors Association of 
America, Inc., 5530 Wisconsin Avenue NW., 
Suite 750, Washington, D.C. 

A. The Proprietary Association, 1700 Penn­
sylvania Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $471.54. E. (9) $471.54. 

A. Earle W. Putman, 5025 Wisconsin Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Transit Union, AFL-CIO. 

A. William A. Quinlan, Route 1, Box 199, 
Annapolis, Md. 

B. Associated Reta.il Bakers of America. 
D. (6) $556.25. E. (9) $122.39. 

A. Joseph E. Quin, 1616 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Grange, 1616 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,250. 

A. Luke C. Quinn, Jr., 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Cancer Society et al., New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $11,916.66. E. (9) $10,323.21. 

A. Thomas H. Quinn, 1750 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Suite 1303, Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for Study of Revenue Bond 
Financing, 1200 18th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $862.17. E. (9) $128.58. 

A. James H. Rademacher, National Asso­
ciation of Letter Carriers, 100 Indiana Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana. Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,787.60. 

A. Alex Radin, 2600 Virginia Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Public Power Association, 
2600 Virginia Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $396.16. 

A. Raymond Raedy, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Health Insurance Association of Amer­
ica, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $20.63. E. (9) $7.25. 

A. Edward F. Ragland, 6917 Marbury Road, 
Bethesda, Md. 

B. The Tobacco Institute, Inc., 1776 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Railway Progress Institute, 1140 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Alan T. Rains. 
B. United Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Associa­

tion, 777 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $450. 

A. G. J. Ra.uschenba.ch. 
B. Communications Satellite Corp., 950 

L'Enfa.nt Plaza SW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $875. E. (9) $710. 

A. William W. Rayner, 1701 North Fort Myer 
Drive, Arlington, Va.. 

B. Crowell, Collier, and MacMillan, Inc., 
1701 N. Fort Myer Drive, Arlington, Va. 

A. Sydney C. Reagan, 6815 Prestonshlre, 
Dallas, Tex. 

B. Southwestern Peanut Shellers Associa­
tion, 6815 Prestonshire, Dallas, Tex. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. David J. Reedy, 1517 Virginia Street, 
Downers Grove, lll. 

B. National Advertising Co., 6850 South 
Harlem Avenue, Bedford Park, Argo, Ill. 

D. (5) $1,400. 

A. John T. Reggitts, Jr., 95 Boonton Ave­
nue, R.D. 2, Boonton, N.J. 

A. John A. Reilly, Kenyon & Kenyon Rellly 
Carr & Chapin, 59 Maiden Lane, New York, 
N.Y. 

B. Estate of Bert N. Adams, et al. 
E. (9) $25 estimate. 

A. Delos W. Rentzel, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Portland Cement Association, Old Or­
chard Road, Skokie, Til. 

A. William M. Requa, 732 Shoreham Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of Sugar Producers of 
Puerto Rico, 732 Shoreham Building, Wash­
ington, D.C. 

E. (4) $422.11. 

A. Retired Officers Association, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,975. 

A. Retirement Federation of Civil Service 
Employees of the U.S. Government, Warner 
Building, 13th and E Streets NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $293.70. E. (9) $10,680.42. 

A. William L. Reynolds, National League 
of Insured Savings Associations, 1200 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National League of Insured Savings As­
sociations, 1200 17th Street NW., Washing­
ton,D.C. 

D. (6) $50. E (9) $50. 
A. Theron J. Rice, Continental Oil Co., 

1130 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
B. Continental Oil Co., 30 Rockefeller 

Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

A. James W. Richards, Standard Oil Co. 
(Indiana), 1000 16th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. Standard Oil Co. (Indiana.), 910 South 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, lll. 

D. (6) $1,379.84. E. (9) $14.10. 

A. Harry H. Richardson, 335 Austin Street, 
Bogalusa, La. 

B. Louisiana Railroads, 335 Austin Street, 
Bogalusa, La. 

D. (6) $32.20. E. (9) $71.20. 

A. Richard N. Rigby, Jr., 1900 L Street NW., 
Suite 301, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Oceanography Association, 1900 
L Street NW., Suite 301, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $400. 

A. Miss Rebekah Rivers, 2000 Florida Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $42.75. 

A. William Neale Roach. 
B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 

1616 P Street NW., Washington, D .C. 
D. (6) $1,000. 

A. Roberts & Holland, 1301 Avenue of the 
Americas, New York, N.Y. 

B. Trustees of the Bernice P. Bishop Estate, 
419 Halekauwila Street, P.O. Box 3466, Hono. 
lulu, Hawaii. 

A. WilliamS. Roberts, 2000 Florida Avenue 
NW., Washintgon, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $75. 

A. Charles A. Robinson, Jr., .2000 Florida 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $185. 

A. John P. Roche, 150 East 42d Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. American Iron and Steel Institute, 150 
East 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $210. 

A. James A. Rock, American Fa.rm Bureau 
Federation, 425 13th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Til. 

D. ( 6) $191. E. (9) $3.15. 

A. Mr. C. Richard Rogers, 1600 Rhode 
Island Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rifle Association of America, 
1600 Rhode Island Avenue NW., Washing­
ton. D.C. 
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A. Donald L. Rogers, 730 15th Street NW., 

Washington, D.C. 
B. Association of Registered Bank Holding 

Companies, 730 15th Street NW., Washing­
ton,D.C. 

D. (6) $656.25. 

A. Mr. Frank W. Rogers, Suite 700, 1801 K 
Street NW ., Washington, D.C. 

B. Western Oil and Gas Association, 609 
South Grand Avenue, Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $750. 

A. Walter E. Rogers, Independent Natural 
Gas Association of America, 1660 L Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Independent Natural Gas Association of 
America, 1660 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. William E. Rollow, Esq., 815 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Retained by The National Skeet Shoot­
ing Association. 

A. Michael J. Romig, American Insurance 
Association, 1025 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Insurance Association, 1025 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $250. 

A. Arthur J. Rothkopf, Arnold C. Johnson, 
and Jerome N. Sonosky, 815 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Commercial Credit Co., Baltimore, Md. 
E. (9) $20.64. 

A. Michael P. Roudnev, 1825 K Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Del Monte Corp., 215 Fremont Street, 
San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $50. 

A. Robert J. Routier, American Life Con­
vention, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Life Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Royall, Koegel & Wells, 1730 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Deltona Corp., 3250 SW 3rd Avenue, 
Miami, Fla. 

D. (6) $5,240. E. (9) $125.84. 

A. John Forney Rudy, 902 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co., Akron, 
Ohio. 

A. Albert R. Russell, Post Office Box 12285, 
Memphis, Tenn. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $531.25. E. {9} $14.61. 

A. J. T. Rutherford, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B . American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $749.84. 

A. Stanley H. Ruttenberg & Associates, Inc., 
1211 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America, 15 Union Square, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $1,000. 

A. Stanley H. Ruttenberg, 1211 Connecti­
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Stanley H. Ruttenberg & Associates, Inc., 
1211 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $25. 

A. J. T. Rutherford & Associates, Inc., 1555 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American College of Radiology, 20 
North Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,500.00. E. (9) $896.38. 

A. Mrs. Edward F. Ryan, 110 Bridge Street, 
Manchester, Mass. 

B. National Congress of Parents & Teach­
ers, 700 North Rush Street, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $651.09. 

A. Francis J. Ryley, 519 Title & Trust 
Building, Phoenix, Ariz. 

B. Standard Oil Co. of California, et al., 
San Francisco. 

A. Sachs, Greenebaum, Frohlich & Taylor, 
839 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Ontario Corp., 1200 West Jackson 
Street, Muncie, Ind. 

D. (6) $510. E. (9) $17.28. 

A. Sachs, Greeneb-aum, Frohlich & Taylor, 
839 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Ontario Corp., 1200 West Jackson Street, 
Muncie, Ind. 

D. (6) $510. E. (9) $17.28. 

A. Carl K. Sadler, American Federation of 
Government Employees, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Government 
Employees, 400 First Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $4,970.70. E. (9) $7,320.85. 

A. Raymond L. Schafer, Ring Building, 
1200 18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

A. Eric P. Schellin, 1225 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Patent Council, 1225 19th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6} $750. 

A. Jacques T. Schlenger, 1800 Mercantile 
Bank & Trust Building, 2 Hopkins Plaza, 
Baltimore, Md. 

B. Maryland State Fair & Agricultural So­
ciety, Inc., Timonium State Fair Grounds, 
Timonium, Md. 

E. (9) $61.07. 

A. A. Cleve Schneeberger, 1211 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Portland Cement Association, Old Or­
chard Road, Skokie, lll. 

D. (6) $105. E. (9) $20. 

A. C. Herschel Schooley, Washington Office, 
Independent Bankers Association o'! Amer­
ica, 815 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Independent Bankers Association of 
America, Sauk Centre, Minn. 

D. (6) $4,250. E. (9) $3,326.08. 

A. John W. Scott, Master of the National 
Grange, 1616 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Grange, 1616 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,000. 

A. Scribner, Hall, Thornburg & Thompson, 
1200 18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Jefferson Pilot Corp., Post Office Box 
21008, Greensboro, N.C. 

A. Scribner, Hall, Thornburg & Thompson, 
1200 18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Realty Committee on Taxation, 299 
Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $13,783.30. 

A. Durward Seals, United Fresh Fruit & 
Vegetable Association, 777 14oth Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Associa­
tion, 777 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6} $218.75. E. (9} $28.09. 

A. Ronald c. Seeley, 1357 Nioolet Place, 
Detroit, Mich. 

B. Estate of Bert N. Adams, et al. 
E. (9) $171.46. 

A. Stanton P. Sender, 1211 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Sears, Roebuck & Co., 925 South Homan 
Avenue, Chicago, lll. 

A. Theodore A. Serrill, National Newspaper 
Association, 491 National Press Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Nationa.l Newspaper Association, 491 
National Press Building, Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $121.66. 

A. Leo Seybold, Air Transport Association 
of America, 1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
washington, D.C. 

B. Air Transport Assocl.a.tion of America, 
1000 OonnecrtJcut Avenue NW., W<S.Shington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,125. E. (9) $331.57. 

A. Robert L. Shafer, 1700 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Pfizer, Inc., 235 East 42d Street, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $800. E. (9) $335. 

A. Arnold F. Shaw, 503 D Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Committee for the Recording 
Ar-ts, 9300 Wilshire Boulevard, Beverly Hills, 
Calif. 

A. Shaw, Pittman, Potts, Trowbridge & 
Madden, Barr Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Doubleday & Company, Inc., 277 Park 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. John J. Sheehan, United Steelworkers of 
America, 1001 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Steelworkers of America, 1500 
Commonwealth Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

D. (6) $5,464. E. (9) $1,818.70. 

A. Dale Sherwin, American Farm Bureau 
Federation, 425 13th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,875. 

A. Robert H. Shields, 1156 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United States Beet Sugar Association, 
1156 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Max Shine, 1126 16th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Technical En­
gineers, 1126 16th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $992.50. E. (9) $20. 

A. A. Z. Shows, 806 15th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Avionics Communication Systems Inc., 
5252 Fort Royal Road, Springfield, Va. 

D. (6) $2,650. E. (9) $649.51. 

A. David Silver, 1775 K Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Investment Company Institute, 1775 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Six Agency Committee, 217 West First 
Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $15,460. E. (9) $3,000. 

A. Carstens Slack, Phillips Petroleum Com­
pany, 1625 I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
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B. Phlllips Petroleum Co., Bartlesvllle, 

Okla. 

A. Stephen Sllpher, 812 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. United States Savings and Loan League, 
111 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, ni. 

D. (6) $3,750. E. (9) $22.50. 

A. Smathers & Merrigan, 1700 Pennsyl­
vanla Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Horse Council, 1776 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $6,250. E. (9) $577.50. 

A. Smathers & Merrigan, 1'700 Pennsyl­
vania Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 1920 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $15,000. E. (9) $147. 

A. Donald E. Smiley, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Humble Oll & Refining Co. (a Delaware 
corporation), P.O. Box 2180, Houston, Tex. 

E. (9) $487.42. 

A. Dudley Smith, 732 Shoreham Bulld1ng, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of Sugar Producers of 
Puerto Rico, 732 Shoreham Bullding, Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. Gordon L. Smith, 1145 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Edward Gottlieb & Associates Ltd., 485 
Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $116.26. 

A. Milan D. Smith, National Canners As­
sociation, 1133 2oth Street NW., Washing­
ton,D.C. 

B. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $712.50. 

A. Robert Wllliam Smith, Ford Motor Co., 
815 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Ford Motor Co., Dearborn, Mich. 
D. (6) $70. E. (9) $46.49. 

A. Wallace M. Smith, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Mutual Insur­
ance Cos., 2611 East 46th Street, Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

A. Wayne H. Smithey, Ford Motor Co., 815 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Ford Motor Co., Dearborn, Mich. 
D. (6) $1,950. E. (9) $782.70. 

A. Lyle 0. Snader, Association of Amer­
ican R&ilroads, 300 New Jersey Avenue SE., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American R&tlroads, 1920 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $123.27. E. (9) $99. 

A. Frank B. Snodgrass, 1100 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Burley and Dark Leaf Tobacco Export 
Association, Inc., Post Office Box 860, Lexing­
ton, Ky. 

D. (6) $550. E. (9) $926.12. 

A. Edward F. Snyder, 245 Second Street 
NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Friends Comimttee on National Legisla­
tion, 245 Second Street NE., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,726. 

A. SOCiety for Animal Protective Legisla­
tion, Post Office Box 3719, Georgetown Sta­
tion, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $11,855.64. E. (9) $6,034.76. 

A. Carl A. Soderblom, 1 East First Street, 
Reno, Nev. 

B. Nevada Railroad Association, 1 East 
First Street, Reno, Nev. 

D. (6) $100. E. (9) $478.49. 

A. James M. Souby, Jr., 224 Union Statton 
Bullding, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Western Ra1lroad Association, 224 Union 
Station Bullding, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Southwestern Peanut Shellers Associa­
tion, 6815 Prestonshire, Dallas, Tex. 

D. (6) $150. E. (9) $150. 

A. Wllliam W. Spear, 1000 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Standard 011 Co. (Indiana), 910 South 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. ' 

D. (6) $1,245.69. E. (9) $2.98. 

A. Frank J. Specht, 1725 DeSales Street, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Schenley Industries, Inc., 888 7th Ave­
nue, New York, N.Y. 

A. John F. Speer, Jr., 1105 Barr Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Association of Ice Cream 
Manufacturers & Milk Industry Foundation, 
1105 Barr Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Nicholas J. Spiezlo, 1707 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. Mortgage Bankers Association of Amer­
ica, 1707 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $5,068. 

A. Joseph L. Spilman, Jr., 1625 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Mid-Continent 011 & Gas Association, 
300 Tulsa Building, Tulsa, Okla. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $100. 

A. Louis P. Spitz, 1828 L Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. American Association of Motor Vehicle 
Administrators, 1828 L Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. Lynn Stalbaum, 1026 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Associated Dairymen, Inc., 1026 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $675. 

A. Melvin L. Stark, 1025 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Insurance Association, 1025 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $3'50. 

A. David J. Steinberg, 1028 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Legislative Committee of the Com­
mittee for a National Trade Polley, Inc., 1028 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. Steinhart, Gold·berg, Flelgenbaum & 
Ladar, Crocker Plaza, 34th Floor, Mont­
gomery at Post, San Francisco, Call!. 

B. Valley Center Municipal Water District, 
Valley Center, Calif. 

D. (6) $450. E. (9) $89.23. 

A. Steptoe & Johnson, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Green Olive Trade Association, Inc., 
82 Beaver Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. Steptoe & Johnson, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Robert College of Istanbul, Turkey, 
305 East 45th Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $60. E. (9) $2. 

A. Steptoe & Johnson, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Teachers Insurance and Annuity Asso­
cill!tlon of America, 730 Third Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

A. Eugene L. Stewllirt, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Glass Container Manufacturers Insti­
tute, Inc., 330 Madison Avenue, New York,. 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $450. E. {9) $141.75. 

A. Travis B. Stewart, Hoffmann-La Roch~ 
Inc., 1775 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Hoffmann-La Roche Inc., 340 Kings­
land Street, Nutley, N.J. 

D. (6) $700. E. (9) $300. 

A. Richard H. Stock, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamllton, 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Sterling F. Stoudenmire, Jr., 61 Sainrt> 
Joseph Street, Mobile, Ala. 

B. Waterman Steamship Corp., 61 Saint 
Joseph Street, Mobile, Ala. 

A. Francis W. Stover, National Legislative 
Service, V.F.W. 200 Maryland Avenue NE., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Veterans of Foreign Wars. 
D. (6) $5,724.50. E. (9) $601.88 

A. Wllliam M. Stover. 
B. Manufacturing Chemists Association, 

Inc., 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $925. E. (9) $100. 

A. Herald E. Stringer, The American Le­
gion, 1608 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Legion, 700 North 
Pennsylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 

D. {6) $5,610. E. (9) $693.91. 

A. John D. Stringer, 666 11th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Mutual Insurance Alliance, 
20 North Wacker Drive, Chicago, lll. 

E. (9) $1,230. 

A. John D. Stringer, 666 11th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. (amended). 

B. American Mutual Insurance Alliance, 
20 North Wacker Drive, Chicago, lll. 

E. (9) $1,170. 

A. Norman Strunk, 111 East Wacker 
Drive, Chicago, lll. 

B. United States Savings & Loan League, 
111 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, lll. 

D. (6) $2,250. E. (9) $301.07. 

A. Walter B. Stults, 537 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Asso,ciation of Small Business 
Investment Companies, 537 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $600. 

A. Barry Sull1van, 536 Washington Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of River & Har­
bor Contractors, 536 Washington Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $750. E. (9) $257.33. 

A. G. Don Sullivan, American Mining 
Congress, 1100 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Minlng Congress, 1100 Ring 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $475. 

A. FrankL. Sundstrom, 1776 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C; 

' 
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B. The Tobacco Institute, Inc., 1776 K 

Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $2,225. E. (9) $650. 

A. C. Austin Sutherland, 1616 P Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Tank Truck Carriers, Inc., 1616 
P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Irving W. Swanson, Pharmaceutical 
Manufacturers Association, 1155 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Associa­
tion. 

A. David A. Sweeney, 25 Louisiana Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 
25 Louisiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,124.50. 

A. John R. Sweeney, Solar Building, 1000 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Bethlehem Steel Corp., Bethlehem, Pa. 
D. (6) $425. E. (9) $213.15. 

A. Charles P. Taft, Committee for a Na­
tional Trade Policy, Inc., 1028 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Legislative Committee, Committee for 
a. National Trade Policy, Inc., 1028 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. Rev. Charles C. Talley, 100 Angus Court, 
Charlottesville, Va., 

B. National Congress of Parents and Teach­
ers, 700 North Rush Street, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $138.50. 

A. Roy W. Terwilliger, 1120 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Bankers Association, 1120 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Peter E. Terzick, 101 Constitution Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United Brotherhood of Carpenters & 
Joiners of America, 101 Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $975. E. (9) $772.45. 

A. L. D. Tharp, Jr., Independent Natural 
Gas Association of America, 1660 L Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Independent Natural Gas Association of 
America, 1660 L Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. Clark W. Thompson, Tenneco Inc., 402 
Solar Building, 1000 16th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Tenneco Inc., Post Office Box 2511, Hous­
ton, Tex. 

A. William D. Thompson, Industry-Gov­
ernment Relations, GMC, 1660 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. General Motors Corporation, 3044 West 
Grand Boulevard, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $1,994.28. 

A. E. Linwood Tipton, 1055 Barr Bu1ld1ng, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Association of Ice Cream 
Mfrs. & Milk Industry Foundation, 1106 
Barr Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Tobacco Associates, Inc., 1101 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,519. 

A. H. Willis Tobler, 30 F Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Nationa.l Milk Producers Federation, SO 
F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,800. E. (9) $135.63. 

A. David R. Toll, 1140 Connecticut Ave­
nue, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Electric Cos., 
1140 Connecticut Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $580. E. (9) $546.78. 

A. John P. Tracey, American Bar Associa­
tion. 

B. American Bar Association, 1705 DeSales 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $400. E. (9) $50. 

A. Transportation Association of America, 
1101 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $61.13. 

A. Matt Triggs, American Farm Bureau 
Federation, 425 13th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $2,406. E. (9) $55.80. 

A. Bernard H. Trimble, 1730 Rhode Island 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. _ 

B. National Electrical Contractors Associa­
tion, 1730 Rhode Island Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. Glenwood S. Troop, Jr., 812 Pennsyl­
vania Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. United States Savings and Loan League, 
111 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $5,250. E. (9) $22.90. 

A. James R. Turnbull. 
B. National Forest Products Association, 

1619 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

E. (9) $278.43. 

A. Richard F. Turney, 835 Southern Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Association of Nurserymen, 
835 Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 

D. (6) $20. E. (9) $287. 

A. John D. Tyson. 
B. International Paper Co., 220 East 42d 

Street, New York, N.Y. 
D. (6) $456. E. (9) $146.68. 

A. United Brotherhood of Carpenters & 
Joiners of America, 101 Constitution Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $11,076.25. 

A. United Cerebral Palsy Associations, Inc., 
66 East 34th Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $2,319.53. 

A. United Federation of Postal Clerks, 817 
14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $794,402.97. E. (9) $65,012.57. 

A. United Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Associa­
tion, 777 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,938.22. E. {9) $1,938.22. 

A. United Mine Workers of America, 900 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $23,319.20. 

A. United States Savings and Loan League, 
111 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, TIL 

E. (9) $36,480.49. 

A. United States Cane Sugar Refiners' As­
sociation, 1001 Connecticut Avenue, Wash­
ington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,894.63. 

A. John A. Vance, 1725 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Pacific Gas & Electric Co., 245 Market 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. · 

D. (6) $2,152.50. E. (9) $924.29. 

A. Ted Van Dyk Associates, Inc., 1224 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Hertz Corp., 660 Madison Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

E. {9) $165.98. 

A. Mrs. Lois W. Van Valkenburgh, 1673 
Preston Road, Alexandria, Va. 

B. Citizens Committee for UNICEF, 20 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Venable, Baetjer & Howard, 1800 Mer­
cantile Bank & Trust Building, 2 Hopkins 
Plaza, Baltimore, Md. 

B. Maryland State Fair and Agricultural 
Society, Inc., Timonium State Fair Grounds, 
Timonium, Md. 

E. (9) $61.07. 

A. Richard E. Vernor, American Life Con­
vention, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Life Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $1,330. E. (9) $117. 

A. Mr. L. T. Vice, 1700 K Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B Standard Oil Co. of California, 1700 
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) .$115. 

A. Donn L Waage, 730 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C 

B. Association of Registered Bank, Holding 
Companies, 730 15th Street NW., Washlng­
ton,D.C. 

D. (6) $120. E. (9) $57.75. 

A. E. R. Wagner, 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Technical Service 
Industries, 888 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $207.69. E. (9) $23.03. 

A. Jack A. Waller, International Associa­
tion of Fire Fighters, 905 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Association of Fire Fight­
ers, 905 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,375. 

A. Thomas G. Walters, National Association 
of Retired Federal Employees, 1909 Q Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Retired Fed­
eral Employees, 1909 Q Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,884.80. E. (9) $2,235.20. 

A. William A. Walton, 800 Merchants Na­
tional Bank Building, Eighth and Jackson 
Streets, Topeka, Kans. 

B. Kansas Railroad Committee, 800 Mer­
chants National Bank Building, Eighth and 
Jackson Streets, Topeka, Kans. 

E. (9) $350. 

A. Alan M. Warren, 1025 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Humble Oil & Refining Co. (a Delaware 
corporation), Post Office Box 2180, Houston, 
Tex. 

E. (9) $127.66. 

A. Washington Consulting Service, 1435 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Occupational Therapy Asso­
ciation, 251 Park Avenue South, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $450. E. (9) $340. 

A. Washington Consulting Service, 1435 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Rehabilitation Institute of Chicago, 401 
East Ohio Street, Chicago, Dl. 

D . (6) $900. E. (9) $850. 
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A. Washington Research Project Action 

Council, 1823 Jefferson Place NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D (6) $7,500. E. (9) $2,518.26. 

A. E. Jerome Webster, Jr., Washington. 
D.C. 

B. American Frozen Food Institute, 919 
18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. Clarence M. Weiner, 350 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $8,769.20. 

A. Dr. Frank J. Welch, 3724 Manor Road, 
Chevy Chase, Md. 

B. The Tobacco Institute, Inc., 1776 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Terrell M. Wertz, National Legislative 
Commission, The American Legion, 1608 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Legion, 700 North Penn­
sylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 

D. (6) $3,495. E. (9) $97.40. 

A. Westbay Associates, 1750 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. West Mexico Vegetable Distributors As­
sociation, Post Office Box 848, Nogales, Ariz. 

B. West Mexico Vegetable Distributors As­
sociation, Post Office Box 848, Nogales, Ariz. 

E. (9) $500. 

A. Western Railroad Association, 224 Union 
Station Building, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Clyde A. Wheeler, Jr., Federal Bar Build­
ing, West, 1819 H Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Sun Oil Co., 1608 Walnut Street, Phila­
delphia, Pa. 

E. (9) $1,575. 

A. John L. Wheeler, 1211 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Sears, Roebuck & Co., 925 South Homan 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Wheeler, Van Sickle, Day & Anderson, 25 
West Main Street, Madison, Wis. 

B. Marshall & Dsley Bank, 770 North Water 
Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 

D. (6) $176. E. {9) $26.44. 

A. Ed White. Western Railroad Associa­
tion, 280 Union Station Building, Chicago, 
Dl. 

B. Western Railroad Association, 224 Union 
Station Building, Chicago, Ill. 

A. John S. White, Marathon Oil Co., 420 
Cafritz Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Marathon Oil Co., Findlay, Ohio. 
E. ( 9) $227.24. 

A. Robert L. White, 1730 Rhode Island 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Electrical Contractors Associa­
tion, 1730 Rhode Island Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. Douglas Whitlock II, 910 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Montgoznery Ward & Co., Inc., 910 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) not in excess of $500. E (9) not in 
excess of $150. 

A. Leonard M. Wickliffe, Eleventh and L 
Building, Sacramento, calif. 

B. California Railroad Association, Elev­
enth and L Building, Sacramento, Calif. 

D. {6) $2,499.62. E. (9) $7,092.51. 

A. Claude C. Wild, Jr., 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Gulf Oil Corp., Pittsburgh, Pa. 
D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $250. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Courier Corp., 2 Nevada Drive, 
Lake Success, N.Y. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Society of Travel Agents, Inc., 
360 Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

E. {9) $532.06. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Arapahoe Indian Tribe, Fort Washakie, 
Wyo. 

E. (9) $118.02. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of Data Processing Service 
Organizations, Inc., 420 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $52.41. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah. 
E. (9) $11.82. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. College Placement Council, Inc., 65 East 
Elizabeth Street, Bethlehem, Pa. 

E. (9) $15.70. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Computer Time Sharing Services Sec­
t~on of The Association of Data Processing 
Service Organizations, Inc., 551 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $93.29. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Confederated SaUsh and Kootenai Tribes 
of the Flathead Reservation, Mont. 

E. (9) $306.59. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Crow Creek Sioux Tribe, Pierre Agency, 
Pierre, S. Dak. 

E. (9) $4.32. 

A. Wilkinson, Cmgun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Estate of Albert W. Small, care of Mrs. 
Albert W. Small, 5803 Green Tree Road, 
Bethesda, Md. 

E. (9) $3.90. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Hoopa Valley Tribe, Post Office Box 
817, Hoopa, Calif. 

E. (9) $17.63. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Congress of American Indians, 
1346 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $79.11. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Quina.ielt Tribe of Inddans, Taholah, 
Wash. 

E. (9) $53.81. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Three Affiliated Tribes of the Fort 
Berthold Reservation, New Town, N.Dak. 

E. (9) $130.71. 

A. Francis G. Williams. 
B. American Frozen Food Institute, 919 

18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $100. 

A. J. D. Williams, Williams & Jensen, 1130 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. International Utiltities Corp., 1500 Wal­
nut Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

A. J. D. Will1ams, Williams & Jensen, 1130 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council for Health Care Serv­
ices, 363 N Street SW., Washington, D.C. 

A. John C. Williamson, Realtors' Washing­
ton Committee of the National Association 
of Real Estate Boards, 1300 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Real Estate 
Boards, 155 E. Superior Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $6,000. E. (9) $167. 

A. Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering, 900 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Express Co., 65 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $720. E. (9) $4. 

A. Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering, 900 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Automobile Manufacturers Association, 
Inc., 320 New Center Building, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $1,836. 

A. Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering, 900 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Jonathan Development Corporation, 
Post Office Box 68, Chaska, Minn. 

D. (6) $480. 

A. Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering, 900 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. J.P. Morgan & Co. Inc., 23 Wall Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

A. Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering, 900 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Oil Investment Institute, One Green­
wich Plaza, Greenwich, Conn. 

A. W. E. Wilson, 623 Ockley Drive, Shreve­
port, La. 

B. Pennzoil United, Inc., 900 Southwest 
Tower, Houston, Tex. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $83.75. 

A. R. J. Winchester, 900 Southwest Tower, 
Houston, Tex. 

B. Pennzon United, Inc., 900 Southwest 
Tower, Houston, Tex. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $ 341.89. 

A. Richard F. Witherall, Colorado Rail­
road Association, 702 Majestic Bldg., Denver. 
Colo. 

B. Colorado Railroad Association, 702 Ma­
jestic Bldg., Denver, Colo. 

D. (6) $725. E. (9) $1,825. 

A. Peter L. Wolff, 1 Dupont Circle NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Law Schools, 
1 Dupont Circle NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Nathan T. Wolkomlr, 1737 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 
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B. National Federation or Federal Employ­

ees, 1737 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $6,705.60. E. (9) $877.02. 

A. Women's International League for 
Peace and Freedom, 1 North 13th Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

D. (6) $30,425.84. E. (9) $10,233.76. 

A. W111iam E. Woods, 440 National Press 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Association of Retail 
Druggists, 1 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $750. E. (9) $150. 

A. Albert Young Woodward, 815 Connecti­
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Tiger Line, Inc., Los Angeles Interna­
tional Airport, Los Angeles, Calif. 

A. Albert Young Woodward, 815 Connecti­
cut Avenue NW., washington, D.C. 

B. The Signal Companies, Inc., 1010 Wil­
shire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Calif. 

A. Perry W. Woofter, 1801 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Petroleum Institute, 1801 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $309. 

A. Wyman, Bautzer, Finell, Rothman & 
Kuchel, 1211 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Associacion, Nacional De Cultivadores 
De Cana De Azucar, P.B. 4448, Cali, Colombia. 

A. Wyman, Bautzer, Finell, Rothman & 
Kuchel, 1211 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Association of Motion Picture & Tele­
vision Producers, 8480 Beverly Boulevard, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $50. 

A. Wyman, Bautzer, Finell, Rothman & 
Kuchel, 1211 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. City of Palm Springs, 3200 Tahquitz­
McCallum Way, Palm Springs, Calif. 

A. Wyman, Bautzer, Finell, Rothman & 
Kuchel, 1211 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B . Copyright Owners Negotiating Commit­
tee, c/ o Ph111ips, Nizer, Benjamin, Krim & 
Bailon, 477 Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Wyman, Bautzer, Finell, Rothman & 
Kuchel, 1211 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Paul, Weiss, Goldberg, Rifkind, Whar­
ton & Garrison, 345 Park Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Wyman, Bautzer, Finell, Rothman & 
Kuchel, 1211 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Unionamerica, Inc., 435 S. Figueroa 
Street, Los Angeles, Cii.lif. 

A. John H . Yingling, 905 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

QUARTERLY REPORTS* 

B. First National City Bank, 399 Park Ave­
nue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $200. E. (9) $90.49. 

A. Kenneth Young, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con­
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,412.50. E. (9) $369.04. 

A. Robert C. Zimmer, 1775 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Charge Account Bankers Association, 
1775 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $225. 

A. Albert H. Zinkand, Getty Oil Co., Man­
ager Washington Office, 1701 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Getty on co. 

A. John L. Zorack, Air Transport Associa­
tion of America, 1000 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Air Transport Association, 1000 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D .C. 

D . (6) $900. E. (9) $411.01. 

A. Charles 0. Zuver, The American Bankers 
Association, 1120 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B . The American Bankers Association, 1120 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $271.35. 

*All alphanumeric characters and monetary amounts refer to receipts and expenditures on page 2, paragraphs D and E of the Quarterly 
Report Form. 

The following reports for the fourth calendar quarter of 1971 were received too late to be included in the published reports 
for that quarter: 

A. Actors' Equity Association, 165 West 
46th Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $2,500. 

A. Clarence G. Adamy, National Associa­
tion of Food Chains, 1725 I Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Food Chains, 
1725 I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. AFL-CIO Maritime Committee, 100 In­
diana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $6,833.33. E. (9) $6,212.16. 

A. Paul W. Airey, Air Force Sergeants As­
sociation Inc., 4517 Sunset Drive, Panama 
City, Fla. 

B. Air Force Sergeants Association, Inc., 
1501 Pennsylvania Avenue SE., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Frederick K. Alderson, 40 Fort Williams 
Parkway, Alexandria, Va. 

B. National Association for Uniformed 
Services, 956 North Monroe Street, Arlington, 
Va. 

D. (6) $1,800. 

A. Nicholas E. Alien and Merr111 Armour, 
444 Shoreham Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Music Operators of America, Inc., 228 
North LaSalle Street, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $787.50. E. (9) $110.29. 

A. American Cancer Society, 219 East 42d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $7,325.83. 

A. American Civil Liberties Union, 156 Fifth 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,043.99. E. (9) $6,043.99. 

A. The American College of Radiology, 20 
North Wacker Drive, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $2,641.14. E. (9) $2,641.14. 

A. American Education Lobby, Inc., 20 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $131.35. E. (9) $339.17. 

A. American Hospital Association, 840 
North Lake Shore Drive, Chicago, ID. 

D. (6) $27,292.06. E. (9) $27,292.06. 

A. American Institute of Merchant Ship­
ping, 1120 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

E. (9) $2,898.29. 

A. American Paper Institute, Inc., 260 
Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. American Pulpwood Association, 605 
Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. American Taxpayers Association, 326 
Pennsylvania Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Erma Angevine, 1012 14th Street NW., 
Washintgon, D.C. 

B. Consumer Federation of America, 1012 
14th Street NW., Washintgon, D.C. 

D. (6) $800. 

A. Robert E. Ansheles, Suite 718, 1028 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. CITC Industries, Inc., 1 Park Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $925. E. (9) $778.68. 

A. Arent, Fox, Kintner, Plotkin & Kahn, 
1815 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Conwood Corp., 701 North Main Street, 
Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $1,920. E. (9) $31.24. 

A. Australian Trade Council, Inc., 1030 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,000. E. (9) $7,425. 

A. Gary D. Avery, 900 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Chase Manhattan Bank, 1 Chase 
Manhattan Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

D . (6) $120. E. (9) $45. 

A. Charles W. Bailey, 1900 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Right to Work Committee, 
1900 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Emil F. Baker, 1303 New Hampshire 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
· B. Fleet Reserve Association, 1303 New 
Hampshire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Irvin L. Barney, 400 1st Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway Carmen of the 
United States and Canada, 4929 Main Street, 
Kansas City, Mo. 

D. (6) $3,600. 

A. Robert W. Barrie, 8012 Cindy Lane, 
Bethesda, Md. 

B. General Electric Co., 777 14th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $782. E. (9) $343. 

A. DavidS. Barrows, 214 Century Building, 
Portland, Oreg. 

B. Association of Oregon and California 
Land Grant Counties, Douglas County Court 
House, Roseburg, Oreg. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Ross Bass Associates, 4000 Massachusetts 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Record Industry Association of America, 
1 East 57th Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,250. 

A. Davis M. Batson, Ethyl Corp., 611 Madi­
son Building, 1155 15th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Ethyl Corp., 611 Madison Office Buildng, 
1155 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,050. 
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A. Donald S. Beattie, 400 First Street NW., 

Washington, D.C. 
B. Congress of Railway Unions, 400 First 

Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Daniel S. Bedell, 1126 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Union, United Automobile, 
Aerespace and Agricultural Implement 
Workers, 8000 East Jefferson Avenue, Detroit, 
Mich. 

D. (6) $1,084.13. E. (9) $251.69. 

A. John H. Beidler, 1000 Wisconsin Avenue 
NW ., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for Community Affairs, 1000 
Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $251.81. 

A. Max N. Berry, 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Austrian Trade Delegate in the 
United States, 845 Third Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $1 ,750. E. (9) $202.52. 

A. Max N. Berry, 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Meat Products Group, American Import­
ers Association, 420 Lexington Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $1,155.15. 

A. Andrew J. Biemiller, 8.15 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con­
gress of Industrial Organizations, Federation 
of Trades and Labor Unions, 815 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $7,490. E. (9) $262.05. 

A. Robert J. Bird, 1140 Connecticut Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Transamerica Corp., Occidental Center, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $21.13. 

A. John L. Blake, 260 Madison Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. American Paper Institute, Inc., 260 
Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. c. B. Blankenship, Communications 
Workers of America, 1925 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Communications Workers of America, 
1925 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $5,010.94. 

A. J. Wiley Bowers, Pioneer Building, Chat­
tanooga, Tenn. 

B. Tennessee Valley Public Power Asso­
ciat ion, Pioneer Building, Chattanooga, Tenn. 

A. Cyril F. Brickfield, American Associa­
tion of Retired Persons, National Retired 
Teachers Association, 1225 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Association of Retired Per­
sons, National Retired Teachers Association, 
1225 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

E .(9) $275.92. 

A. W. S. Bromley, 605 Third Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. American Pulpwood Association, 605 
Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 River Road, Rose­
mont, Ill. 

D. (6) $17,350.46. E. (9) $17,350.46. 

A. C. William Brown, National Association 
of Marine Services, Inc., 11501 Georgia Ave .• 
Silver Spring, Md. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $560. 

A. Charles H. Brown. National EducationaJ. 
Association, 1201 16th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Lyman L. Bryan, 2000 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Institute of CPA's, 666 Fifth 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. W. Warren Buck, Jr., 1835 K Street NW., 
No. 705, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Paper Institute, 260 Madison 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. David A. Bunn, 1211 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Hearst Corp., 959 Eighth Ave­
nue, New York, N.Y. 

A. David A. Bunn, 1211 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Parcel Post Association, 1211 Connec­
ticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. J. J. Burke, Jr., 40 East Broadway, Butte, 
Mont. 

B. The Montana Power Co., Butte, Mont. 
Mont. 

E. (9) 16.14. 

A. Donald L. Calvin, New York Stock Ex­
change, 11 Wall Street, New York, N.Y. 

B. New York Stock Exchange, 11 Wall 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Albert A. Carretta, 1815 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Work Glove Manufacturers Association, 
1604 Chicago Avenue, Evanston, Ill. 

A. Richard M. Carrigan, National Educa­
tion Association, 1201 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D . (6) $3,063.60. E. (1) $46.90. 

A. Casey, Lane & Mittendorf, 26 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. South African Sugar Association, Post 
Office Box 507, Durban, South Africa. 

D. (6) $5,000. E. (9) $4,997.46. 

A. E. Michael Cassady, Water Resources 
Associated, 1130 17th Street NW., Suite 500, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Water Resources Associated, 1130 17th 
Street NW., Suite 500, Washington, D.C. 

A. J. M. Chambers & Co., Inc., Inc., 2300 
Calvert Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Cordage Institute, 370 Lexington 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,275. E. (9) $150. 

A. Donald E. Channell , 1705 DeSales 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Bar Association, 1705 DeSales 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. E (9) $20. 

A. Frank Phelf, Suite 303, Congressional 
Plaza Building 220 C Street SE., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Conwood Corp., 701 North Main Street, 
Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $1,800. 

A. Hal M. Christensen, 1750 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. American Dental Association, 1750 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2 ,250. 

A. Albert T. Church, Jr., American In­
stitute of Merchant Shipping, 1120 Connecti­
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Institute of Merchant Ship­
ping, 1120 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $47.50. E. (9) $4.27. 

A. Citizens Committee on Natural Re­
sources, 712 Dupont Circle Building, 1346 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $7,098. E. (9) $8,115.12. 

A. Joseph S. Clark, World Federallsts, 
U.S.A. Inc., 2029 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $766.69. 

A. Clay Pipe Industry Depletion Commit· 
tee, Post Office Box 13125, Kansas City, Mo. 

A. Carl A. S. Coan, Jr., 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Home Builders 
of the United States, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C 

D. (6) $5,156.25. E. (9) $239.31. 

A. David Cohen, Committee for Community 
Affairs, 1000 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $593.97. 

A. College of American Pathologists, 230 
North Michigan Ave., Chicago, lll. 

E. (9) $4208.33. 

A. James F. Collins, 1000 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Iron & Steel Institute, 150 
East 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $12'5. 

A. Committee for Community Affairs, 1000 
Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,684.36. E. (9) $965.23. 

A. Committee of Foreign-Owned Banks, 
Shaw, Pittman, Potts, Trowbridge & Madden, 
910 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,600. E. (9) $6,438.78. 

A. Congress of Railway Unions, 400 First 
Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. Congress of Railway Unions. 
D. (6) $3665.51. E. (9) $3248.49. 

A. Robert J. Conner, Jr., 1100 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Chrysler Corp., 341 Massachusetts Ave­
nue, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $265. 

A. Conwood Corp., 701 North Main Street, 
Memphis, Tenn. 

E. (9) $3,751.24. 

A. Cooperative League of the U.S.A., 1012 
14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cooperative League of the U.S.A., 59 
East Van Buren Street, Chicago, nl. 

D. (6) $1,750. E. (9) $2,305. 

A. Council of Profit Sharing Industries, 20 
North Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Paul L. Courtney, 1725 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. William Kay Daines, 1156 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. J. C. Penney Co., Inc., 1301 Avenue of 
the Americas, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $89.79. 

A. Daniels & Houlihan, 1819 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Importers Association, Textile 
and Apparel Group, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $597.19. 
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A. Daniels & Houlihan, 1819 H Street NW., 

Washington, D.C. 
B. Japan Chemical Fibres Association, 

Tokyo, Japan. 

A. Daniels & Houlihan, 1819 H Street NW., 
Washington, D .C. 

B. Japan Woolen & Linen Textiles Export­
ers Association, Osaka, Jap-an. 

A. Daniels & Houlihan, 1819 Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Vorort des schweizerischen Handels-und 
Industrie-Vereins, Zurich, Switzerland. 

D. (6) $12,000. E. (9) $167.44. 

A. Richard C. Darling, 1156 Fifteenth Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. J. C. Penney Company Inc., 1301 Avenue 
of the Americas, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1250. E. (9) $268.01. 

A. Donald S. Dawson, 723 W•ashington 
Building, Washin gton, "D.C. 

A. Edison W. Dick, Attorney, 618 Southern 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $560. 

A. Evelyn Dubrow, International Ladies' 
Garment Workers' Union, 1710 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. International Ladies' Garment Workers' 
Union, 1710 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $3,445. E. (9) $2,473.87. 

A. Eastern Meat Packers Association, 734 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $39.23. E. (9) $46.55. 

A. Dorothy A. Ellsworth, Brotherhood of 
Railway, Airline & Steamship Clerks, 400 
First Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Stea!IlEhip Clerks, 6300 River Road, Rose­
mont, Ill. 

D. (6) $4,518. E. (9) $994.50. 

A. Joseph T. Elvove, Post Office Box 339, 
Savannah, Ga.. B. D.C. Transit System, Inc., Washington, 

D.C. B. Savannah Foods & Industries, Inc., 
Savannah Sugar Refining Corp., Post Office 

A. Donald S. Dawson, 723 Washington . Box 339, Savannah, Ga. 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Guild of Prescription Opticians, 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Dawson, Quinn, Riddell, Taylor & Davis, 
723 Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Air Transport Association, 1000 Con­
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D_. (6) $750. 

A. Dawson, Quinn, Riddell, Taylor & Davis, 
723 Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. C.I.T. Financial Corp., 650 Madison Ave­
nue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Dawson, Quinn, Riddell, Taylor & Davis, 
723 Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Indian Sugar Mills Association, Export 
Ag~ncy Division, New Delhi, India. 

A. Dawson, Quinn, Riddell, Taylor & Davis, 
723 Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Ling-Temco-Vought, Inc., Dallas, Tex. 
D. (6) $8,000. 

A. DeHart & Broide, Inc., 1150 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C . . 

B. Publicker Industries, Inc., 1429 Walnut 
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $99.80. 

A. Vincent A. Demo, 25 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. New York Committee of International 
Committee of Passenger Lines, 25 Broadway. 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,250. 

A. Ray Denison, Legislative Representative, 
AFL-CIO, 815 16th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con­
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,635. E. (9) $324.03. 

A. Leslie K. Dennis, Brotherhood of Rail­
way, Airline & Steamship Clerks, 400 First 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 River Road, Rose­
mont, Ill. 

D. (6) $661.80. E. (9) $204.10. 

A. Ralph B. Dewey, 1725 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Pacific Gas & Electric Co., 245 Market 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $4,212.50. E. (9) $1,936.06. 
CXVII--1129-Pa.rt 14 

A. Alfred S. Ercolano, 1775 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. College of American Pathologists, 230 
North Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,781.25. E. (9) $58.65. 

A. Ethyl Corporation, 1155 15-th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,050. 

A. Clinton M. Fair, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con­
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW ., Washington, D.C. 

D > ~6) $5,635. 

A. Thomas F. Field, 2369 North Taylor 
Street, Arlington, Va. 

B. Taxation with Representation, 2369 
North Taylor Street, Arlington, Va. 

A. Mello G. Fish, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. AFL-CIO Maritime Committee, 100 
Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $665.02. E. (9) $171.93. 

A. David H. Foerster, National Education 
Association, 1201 16th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,202. E. (9) $63.07. 

A. Owen V. Frisby, 900 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Chase Manhattan Bank, 1 Chase 
Ma.nhattan Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

I_?· (6) $600. E. (9} $1,545.30. 

A. Paula Frohman, 2301 41st Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Zero Population Growth, 330 Second 
Street, Los Altos, Calif. 

D. (6) $540. E. (9} $60. 

A. Frosh, Lane and Edson, 1430 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Building Man­
ufacturers, 1701 18th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $800. 

A. J. Vaughan Gary, 10 S. lOth Street, 
Richmond, Va. 

B. U.S. Coast Guard Selected Reserve As­
sociation, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $960.29. E. (9) $260.29. 

A. Gas Supply Committee, 1725 DeSales 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $8,000. E. (9) $2,874.25. 

A. General Aviation Manufacturers Asso­
ciation, Inc., 1025 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $862.50. E. (9) $392.50. 

A. Mary Condon Gereau, National Educa­
tion Association, 120116th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,176.25. E. (9) $55.74. 

A. Walter Gerson, National Association of 
Plumbing, Heating, and Cooling, Contractors, 
1016 20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Plumbing, Heat­
ing, and Cooling Contractors, 1016 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,125. E. (9) $425. 

A. Ernest Giddings, American Association 
of Retired Persons, National Retired Teach­
ers Association, 1225 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Association of Retired Per­
sons, National Retired Teachers Association, 
1225 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,211. 

A. Jay W. Glasmann, 1700 Pennsylvania. 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Pepsico, Inc., 500 Park Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $20.82. 

A. Jack Golodner, 1225 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Actors' Equity Association, 165 West 
46th Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $310. 

A. W. Lee Gosnell, 1900 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Right To Work Committee. 
1900 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $769. E. (9) $837.28. 

A. Donald E. Graham, National Councll of 
Farmer Cooperatives, 1129 20th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Farmer Coopera­
tives, 1129 20th Street NW., Washintgon, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,437.76. E. (9) $124.38. 

A. Hoyt S. Haddock, 100 Indiana Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. AFI.r-CIO Maritime Committee, 100 In­
diana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $43.97. 

A. John F. Hall, Director of Government 
and Forestry Affairs, National Forest Prod­
ucts Association, 1619 Massachusetts Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Forest Products Association, 
1619 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washing­
ton,D.C. 

E. (9) $530.03. 

A. Robert N. Hampton, National Council of 
Farmer Cooperatives, 1129 20th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Farmer Coopera­
tives, 1129 20th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,463.74. E. (9) $26.86. 

A. L. James Harmanson, Jr., National 
Council of Farmer Cooperatives, 1129 2oth 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Nwtlonal Council of Farmer Coopera-
tives, 1129 20th Street NW., Washington, D.O. 
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A. Herbert E. Harris II, Australian Trade 

Council, Inc., 1030 15th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Australian Trade Council, Inc., 1030 
15th Street NW., washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,250. 

A. Lewis B. Hastings, Automobile Manu­
facturers' Association, Inc., 1619 Massachu­
setts Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Automobile Manufacturers' Association, 
Inc., 320 North Center Building, Detroit, 
Mich. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. H. W. Henderson, 908 West Broadway, 
Louisville, Ky. 

B. Kentucky Railroad Association, 101 
East High Street, Lexington, Ky. 

E. (9) $359.10. 

A. George T. Higgins, 1100 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Chrysler Corp., 341 Massachusetts Ave­
nue, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $800. E. (9) $175. 

A. Teresa B. Hightower, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Osteopathic Association, 212 
East Ohio Street, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $120. 

A. Ralph D. Hodges, Jr. 
B. National Forest Products Association, 

1619 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Howrey, Simon, Baker & Murchison, 
1707 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Pacific Car & Foundry Co., Business 
Center Building, Bellevue, Wash. 

D. (6) $1,600. E. (9) $1,600. 

A. Howrey, Simon, Baker & Murchison,1707 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Power Tool Institute, Inc., 604 Davis 
Street, Evanston, m. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $532.40. 

A. Peter W. Hughes, American Associa­
tion of Retired Persons, Nationa.l Retired 
Teachers Association, 1225 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Association of Retired Persons, 
National Retired Teachers Association, 1225 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $321.32. 

A. Robert R. Humphreys, Air Transport As­
sociation of America, 1000 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Air Transport Association of America, 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6} $320. E. (9) $23.90. 

A. Bernard J. Imming, United Fresh Fruit 
& Vegetable Association, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Associa­
tion, 777 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $312.50. E. (9) $13.55. 

A. Ina Corp., 1066 Arch Street, Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

A. International Brotherhood of Painters 
& Allied Trades, 217 North Sixth Street, La­
fayette, Ind. 

D. (6) $15,096.59. E. (9) $22,427.57. 

A. Walter K. Jaenicke, National Forest 
Products Association, 1619 Massachusetts 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Forest Products Association, 
1619 Massachusetts Avenue NW .• Washing­
ton,D.C. 

D. (6) $700. E. (9) $330. 

A. Mr. Elmer A. Jones, consultant, 1145 
19th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $750. E. (9) $471.29. 

A. W. M. Keck, Jr., 1801 Avenue of the 
Stars, Suite 1110, Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. Superior Oil Co., 1801 Avenue of the 
Stars, Suite 1110, Los Angeles, Calif. 

E. (9) $275. 

A. Cornelius B. Kennedy, 888 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Grocery Manufacturers of America, Inc., 
1425 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $412.50. E. (9) $12.60. 

A. James J. Kennedy, Jr., Brotherhood of 
Railway, Airline & Steamship Clerks, 400 
First Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 River Road, Rose­
mont, Til. 

D. (6) $4,411.20. E. (9) $1,638.10. 

A. Kominers, Fort, Schiefer & Boyer, Tower 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Institute of Merchant Ship­
ping, 1120 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,700. E. (9) $721.80. 

A. Leonard Lee Lane, 2401 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Zero PopulSJtion Growth, 330 Second, 
Los Altos, Calif. 

E. (9) $40. 

A. Walter Lang, 1900 L Street NW .• Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Right to Work Committee, 
1900 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $196.80. E. (9) $247.33. 

A. Reed E. Larson, 1900 L Street Jf!W·• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Right to Work Committee. 
1900 L Street NW .• Washington, D.C. 

A. League for Economic Assistance and 
Development, Inc., 390 Plandome Road. 
Manhasset, N.Y. 

D. (6) $922.63. E. (9) $922.63. 

A. Donald Lerch & Co.. Inc., 1101 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Asahi Chemical Industry Co., Ltd., Ht­
biya-Mitsui Building 12, 1-Chome Yuraku­
Cho, Chiyoda-Ku, Tokyo, Japan. 

A. Don.aJd Lerch & Co., Inc., 1101 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Agricultural Chemical Asso­
ctatAon, 1155 15th Street NW .• Washington. 
D.C. 

A. Donald Lerch & Co., Inc., 1101 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Shell Chemioa.l Co., 2401 Crow Oany~n 
Road, San Ramon, Calif. 

A. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 100 3d Street SE., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $22,636.92. E. (9) $16,269.78. 

A. Lumbermens Mutual casualty Co., 4750 
North Sheridan Road, Chicago, Til. 

A. John M. Lumley, National Education 
Association, 1201 16th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. National Education Assoolation, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,160. E. (9) $222.39. 

A. John R. MacKenzie, AUJtomobile Manu­
~acturer's Assooiation Inc., 1619 Massachu­
setts Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Automobile Manufacturer's Association 
Inc., 320 North Center Building, Detroit. 
Mich. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. John L. McConnell, New York Stock 
Exchange, 1660 L Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. New York Stock Exchange, 11 Wall 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $325. 

A. William C. McGama.Illt, 1725 K Street 
NW., W<S.&hington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. WUHam G. McFadzean, Apostle Islands 
Residents Commi-ttee, 430 Baker Building, 
Minneapolis. Minn. 

D. (6) $1,525.28. E. (9) $942.28. 

A. Stanley J. McFarland, National Ed·uca­
tion Association,120116th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,416.57. E. (9) $189.72. 

A. Joseph B. McGrath, 1625 L Street NW .• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Home Builders 
of the United States, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $6,698.75. E. (9) $834.45. 

A. F. Howard McGuigan, 815 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation ot Labor and Co·n­
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,635. E. (9) $407.56. 

A. Peter E. McGuire, Brotherhood of Rail­
way, Airline & Steamship Clerks, 400 First 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway, Airline & 
Steamship Clerks, 6300 River Road, Ra&e­
mont, Til. 

D. (6) $2,808. E. (9) $1,295.10. 

A. William H. McLin, National Education 
Association-New England Office, 20 Ash­
burton Place, Boston, Mass. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street· NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $529.38. E. (9) $75. 

A. Ben J. Man, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. AFL-CIO Maritime Committee, 100 
•Indiana Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,469.60. E. (9) $512.79. 

A. Man-Made Fiber Producers Association, 
Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Edwin E. Marsh, 600 Crandall Building, 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 

B. National Wool Growers Association, 600 
Crandell Building, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

D. (6) $3,949.68. E. (9) $411.18. 

A. Albert E. May, American Institute of 
Merchant Shipping, 1120 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Insti,tute of Merchant Ship­
ping, 1120 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $577.50. E. (9) $40.02. 

A. George G. Mead, Congressional Relations, 
128 C Street NE., Washingon, D.C. 

B. The American Society of Radiologic 
Technologists, 645 North Michigan Avenue, 
Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $459. 

A. George G. Mead, 128 C Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 
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B. The National Association of Theatre 

Owners, Inc., 1501 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. {6) $3,000. E. {9) $1,202.48. 

A. Mr. Kenneth A. Meiklejohn, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con­
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $5,635. 

A. Clinton R. Miller, 121 Second Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Health Federation, 211 West 
Colorado Boulevard, Monrovia, Calif. 

D. {6) $3,750. E. {9) $1,520. 

A. Joseph L. Miller, 1612 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $4,800. E. (9) $1,000. 

A. Lester F. Miller, National Rural Letter 
Carriers' Association, 1750 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Letter Carriers' Asso­
ciation, 1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $270. E. {9) $12. 

A. Clarence Mitchell, Washington Bureau, 
NAACP, 422 First Street SE., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. National Association for the Advance­
ment of Colored People, 1790 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

A. John G. Mohay, The National Inde­
pendent Meat Packers Association, 734 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Independent Meat Pack­
ers Association, 734 15th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

A. John Morgan, Communications Work­
ers of America, 1925 K Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

E. {9) $519.88. 

A. Kenneth D. Naden, National Council of 
Farmer Cooperatives, 1128 12th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $2,562.51. E. {9) $70.96. 

A. National Associated Businessmen, 1000 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $1,124.86. E. {9) $1,542.42. 

A. National Association for the Advance­
ment of Colored People, 1790 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. {6) $13.911.65. E. {9) $14,151.07 

A. National Association of Food Chains, 
1725 I Street NW., Washington D.C. 

D. {6) $1,100. E. {9) $1,100. 

A. National Association of Home Builders 
of the United States, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $28,944.65. E. $28,742.26. 

A. National Association of Single Tax­
payers, 1010 Vermont Avenue NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. {6) $800. E. (9) $718.74. 

A. National Association of Social Workers, 
2 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. {6) $1,500. E. {9) $1,500. 

A. National Committee for Research in 
Neurological Disorders, 251 East Chicago Ave­
nue, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $7,450. E. (9) $10,000. 

A. National Council of Agricultural Em­
ployers, 620 Southern Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. {9) $12,098. 

A. National Council of Farmer Coopera­
tives, 1129 Twentieth Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. {6) $24,596.43. E. {9) $20,563.20. 

A. National Cystic Fibrosis Research Foun­
dation, 202 East 44th Street, New York City. 

E. {9) $2,000. 

A. Government Relations and Citizenship, 
National Education Association, 1201, 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. {9) $25,146.96. 

A. National Electrical Manufacturers As­
sociation, 155 East 44th Street, New York N.Y. 

A. National Federation of Business & Pro­
fessional Womens Clubs, Inc., 2012 Mas­
sachusetts Avenue NW., Washington. D.C. 

D. {6) $57,122. E. {9) $3,740.05. 

A. National Housing Conference, Inc., 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $8,856.02. E. {9) $13,968.10. 

A. National Independent Dairies Associa­
tion, 2120 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

(9) $91.51. 

A. The National Independent Meat Packers 
Association, 734 15th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. {6) $1,798.99. E. {9) $1,968.51. 

A. National Bight to Work Committee, 1900 
L. Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $1,084.61. E. {9) $1,084.61. 

A. National Rural Housing Coalition, Du­
pont Circle Building, 1346 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $599. E. {9) $832.98. 

A. National Rural Letter Carriers' Associa­
tion, 1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Letter Carriers' Associa­
tion, 1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. {6) $2,106. E. (9) $3,337. 

A. National Sharecroppers Fund, Inc., 112 
East 19th Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. {6) $3,140. E. {9) $7,186.19. 

A. National Tax Equality Association, Inc., 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,001.68. E. (9) $1,950.89. 

A. National Taxpayers Union, 415 Second 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,714.94. E. (9) $1,701. 

A. National Wool Growers Association, 600 
Crandall Building, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

D. (6) $20,193. E. (9) $5,612.63. 

A. Sarah H. Newman, 1029 Vermont Ave­
nue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Consumers League, 1029 Ver­
mont Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,650. 

A. Stanley D. Noble, 20 North Wacker Drive, 
Chicago,Dl. 

B. Council of Profit Sharing Industries, 20 
North Wacker Drive, Chicago, lll. 

A. Robert W. Nolan, 1303 New Hampshire 
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Fleet Reserve Association, 1303 New 
Hampshire Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $100. 

A. Norfolk & Western Railway Co., 8 North 
Jefferson Street, Roanoke, Va. 

E. {9) $1,185. 

A. Daniel J. O'Callaghan, The National 
Independent Meat Packers Association, 734 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Independent Meat Packers 
Association, 734 15th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $218.75. 

A. Richard T. O'Connell, National Council 
o'f Farmer Cooperatives, 1129 2oth Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Farmer Coopera­
tives, 1129 2oth Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,463.74. E. (9) $20.06. 

A. Kenneth G. Olson, Mountain Road, R.D. 
1, Stowe, Vt. 

B. American Importers Association, 420 
Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $56.22. 

A. Michael S. Olson, 501 Raleigh Building, 
Raleigh, N.C. 

B. Carolinas Association of Mutual Insur­
ance Agents, Inc., Post Office Box 2056, 
Raleigh, N.C. 

A. Roy W. Olson, Organization of Profes­
sional Employees of U.S. Department of Agri­
culture, 1341 G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Organization of Professional Employees 
of USDA, 1341 G Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $493.75. E. (9) $25. 

A. Claude E. Olmstead, National Rural 
Letter Carriers Association, 1750 Pennsyl­
vania Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Letter Carriers Associa­
tion, 1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $270. E. (9) $15. 

A. Organlza";ion of Professional Employees 
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1341 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4218. E. (9) $1,199.30. 

A. Lew M. Paramore, Water Resources As­
sociated, Post Office Box 1310, Town House. 
Kansas City, Kans. 

B. Water Resources Associated, 1130 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Judith E. Park, National Association ·of 
Retired Civil Employees, 1909 Q Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Retired Civil 
Employees, 1909 Q Street NW., Washing­
ton,D.C. 

D. (6) $2,865.75. E. (9) $303.26. 

A. Perry S. Patterson, 1776 K Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Automatic Phonograph Manufacturers 

A. Paul, Weiss, Goldberg, Rifkind, Wharton 
& Garrison, 345 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

B. Alaska Federation of Natives, Anchorage, 
Alaska 

E. (9) $1,342.64. 

A. Mr. Lynn C. Paulson, National Inde­
pendent Dairies Association, 2120 L Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Independent Dairies Associa­
tion, 2120 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $62.45. 

A. Pepper, Hamilton & Sheetz, 1629 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. INA Corp., 1600 Arch Street, Philadel­
phia,Pa. 

A. A. Harold Peterson, 715 Cargill Building. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 

B. National R.E.A. Telephone Association, 
715 Carglll Building, MinneapoUs, Minn. 

D. {6) $2,500. E. {9) $2,150.85. 
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A. Kenneth Peterson, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con­
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6} $3,926.25. E. (9) $69.14. 

A. J. Francis Pohlhaus, Washington Bureau 
NAACP, 422 First Street SE., washington, 
D.C. 

B. National Association for the Advance­
ment of Colored People, 1790 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. Carl Pope, 1340 Vermont NW., Washing­
ton, D .C. 

B. Zero Population Growth, 320 Second 
Street, Los Altos, Calif. 

D. (6} $540. E. (9) $60. 

A. Power Tool Institute, Inc., 604 Davis 
Street, Evanston, TIL 

D. (6) $532.40. (9) $532.40. 

A. H. P. Pressler, attorney, 1122 Southwest 
Tower, Houston, Tex. 

B. Gas Supply Committee, 1725 DeSales 
Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

D. (6) $1,580. E. (9) $940.98. 

A. Jerry C. Pritchett, 1414 30th Street NW., 
Washington, D .C. 

B. Mechanical Contractors Association of 
America, 5530 Wisconsin Avenue, Washing­
ton, D.C. 

D. (6} $500. E. (9) $500. 

A. Arthur Lee Quinn, 723 Washington 
Building, Washington, D .C. 

B. Hambro American Bank & Trust Co., 25 
Broad Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Luke C. Quinn, Jr., 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Cancer Society, New York, 
N.Y., et al. 

D. (6) $23,749.98. E. (9) $11,697.67. 

A. Ragan & Mason, 900 17th Street NW., 
Farragut Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Atkins, Kroll & CO., Ltd., 417 Mont­
gomery Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6} $3,000. 

A. Ragan & Mason, 900 17th Street NW., 
Farragut Building, washington, D.C. 

B. Sea-Land Service, Inc., Post Omce Box 
1050, Elizabeth, N.J. 

D. (6) $900. 

A. Alan T. Rains, United Fresh Fruit & 
Vegetable Association, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $450. E. (9) $52.66. 

A. Rial M. Rainwater, National Rural Letter 
Carriers' Association, 1750 Pennsylvania Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $270. E. (9) $10.50. 

A. Recording Industry Association of Amer­
ica, Inc., 1 East 57th Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $10,785. E. (9) $14,752.26. 

A. John T. Reggitts, Jr., Rural Delivery 2, 
Boonton Avenue, Boonton, N.J. 

A. John A. Rellly, Esq., Kenyon & Kenyon, 
Reilly, Carr & Chapin, 59 Maiden Lane, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. Estate of Bert N. Adams, et al. 
E. (9) $25. 

A. w. W. Renfroe, Kentucky Railroad Asso­
ciation, 101 East High Street, Lexington, Ky. 

E. (9) $492.94. 

A. Darrell G. Renstrom, National Education 
Association, 5200 South Quebec Street, Engle­
wood, COlo. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $529.38. E. (9) $100. 

A. Research To Prevent Blindness, Inc., 598 
Madison Avenue, New York City. 

E. (9) $3,000. 

A. Ronald E. Resh, 1300 Wyatt Building 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Wyatt and Sa.ltzstein, 1300 Wyatt Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,250. 

A. James J. Reynolds, American Institute 
of Merchant Shipping, 1120 Connecticut Ave­
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Institute of Marchant Ship­
ping, 1120 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,875. E . (9} $354. 

A. Harry H. Richardson, 335 Austin Street, 
Bogalusa, La. 

B. Louisiana Railroads, 335 Austin Street, 
Gogalusa, La. 

A. Mark Richardson, 342 Madison Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. American Footwear Manufacturers As­
sociation, Inc., 342 Madison Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $270. E. (9) $250. 

A. James W. Riddell, 723 Washington Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. The Kellogg Co., Battle Creek, Mich. 

A. James W. Riddell, Attorney, 723 Wash­
ington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Volume Footwear Retailers of America, 
51 East 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. John Riley, 1625 L Street NW., Wash­
ington, D .C. 

B. National Association of Home Builders 
of the United States, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $628.12. E. (9) $41.36. 

A. John P. Roche, 150 E. 42d Street, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. American Iron and Steel Institute, 150 
E. 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $210. 

A. Nathaniel H. Rogg, 1625 L Street NW., 
WashingtQn, D.C. 

B. National Association of Home Builders 
of the United States, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,965. E. (9) $216.48. 

A. W1lliam E. Rollow, Esq., 815 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Skeet Shooting Association. 

A. Royall, Koegel & Wells, 1730 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Deltona Corp., 3250 SW. 3d Ave­
nue, Miami, Fla. 

D. (6) $2,345. E. (9) $34.48. 

A. Robert A. Sa.ltzstein, 1300 Wyatt Build­
Ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Business Press, Inc., 206 E 
42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $4,375. E. (9) $1,875. 

A. Durward Seals, United Fresh Fruit and 
Vegetable Association, 7'77 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Fresh Fruit and Vegetable As­
sociation, 777 14th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $212.50. E. (9) $30.24. 

A. Clayton A. Seeber, National Education 
Association-Government Relations and 
Citizenship, 1201 16th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,176.25. E. (9} $59.48. 

A. W. 0 Senter, 1725 DeSales Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Gas Supply Committee, 1725 DeSales 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $340.90. E. (9) $12.37. 

A. Leo Seybold, Air Transport Association 
of America, 1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,125. E. (9) $333.18. 

A. Robert L. Shortie, Water Resources As­
sociated, 1147 International Trade Mart 
Tower, New Orleans, La. 

A. A. z. Shows, 806 15th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 

B. Avionics Communication Systems, Inc., 
5252 Pert Royal Road, Springfield, Va. 

D. (6) $1,530. E. (9) $3,031.43. 

A. Smathers & Merrigan, 1700 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Horse Council, 1776- K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $6,250. E. (9) $334.61. 

A. Smathers & Merrigan, 1700 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 1920 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $12,500. E. (9) $305.50. 

A. Dr. Spencer M. Smith, Jr., 1709 North 
Glebe Road, Arlington, Va. 

B. Citizens Committee on National Re­
sources, 712 Dupont Circle Building, 1346 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,086.45. E. (9} $2,119.02. 

A. Lawrence Speiser, American Civil Liber­
ties Union, 1424 16th Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

B. American Civil Liberties Union, 156 Fifth 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,043.99. E. (9) $6,043.99. 

A. J. Gilbert StaHlngs, Esq., 1776 K Street 
NW ., Washington, D.C. 

B. INA Corp., 1600 Arch Street, Philadel­
phia, Pa. 

A. Edward W. Stimpson, 1025 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. General Aviation Manufacturers Asso­
ciation, Inc., 1025 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. James F. Sullivan, American Association 
of Retired Persons, National Retired Teach­
ers Association, 1225 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Association of Retired Per­
sons, National Retired Teachers Association, 
1225 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. Frank L. Sundstrom, 1776 K Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Tobacco Institute, Inc., 1776 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,225. E. (9) $650. 

A. Sutherland, Asbill & Brennan, 1200 
Farragut Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Retail Credit Co., Post Office Box 4081, 
Atlanta, Ga. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $297.45. 
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A. Mpnroe Sweetland, NEA, West Coast 

Office, 1705 Murchison Drive, Burlingame, 
Calif. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $566.88. E. (9) $100. 

A. Russell A. Swindell, Post Office Box 2635, 
Raleigh, N.C. 

B. North Carolina Railroad Association, 
Post Office Box 2635, Raleigh, N.C. 

D. {6) $126. E. (9) $74.83. 

A. Ivan Swift, Communications Workers 
of America, 1925 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Communications Workers of America, 
1925 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $2,451.39. 

A. Robert F. Sykes, American Association 
of Retired Persons, National Retired Teach­
ers Association, 1225 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Association of Retired Per­
son s, National Retired Teachers Association, 
1225 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington. 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. {9) $79.35. 

A. Taxation with Representation, 2369 
North Taylor Street, Arlington, Va. 

D. (6) $664.45. E. (9) $568.73. 

A. Tobacco Associates, Inc., 1101 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. {9) $1,451. 

A. Trustees for Conservation, 251 Kearny 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $6,423.75. E. (9) $4,431.71. 

A. James R. Turnbull. 
B. National Forest Products Association, 

1619 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washing­
ton,D.C. 

E. (9) $212.50. 

A. United Cerebral Palsy Associations, Inc., 
66 East 34th Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $2,405.93. 

A. United Fresh Fruit and Vegetable As­
sociation, 777 J4th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,975.41. E. {9) $1,975.41. 

A. Volume Footwear Retailers of America, 
51 East 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. {9) $21.23. 

A. Paul A. Wagner, 1126 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Union, United Auto­
mobile, Aerospace & Agricultural Implement 
Workers, 8000 East .Tefferson Avenue, De­
troit, Mich. 

D. (6) $676.70. E. {9) $145.85. 

A. Wald, Harkrader, Nicholson, & Ross, 1320 
19th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. INA Corp., 1600 Arch Street, Philadel­
phia, Pa. 

A. Jack A. Waller, International Associa­
tion of Fire Fighters, 905 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Interna.tional Association of Fire Fight­
ers, 905 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,375. 

A. Leonard Warner, Australian Trade 
Council, Inc., 1030 15th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D .C. 

B. Australian Trade Council, Inc., 1030 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,250. 

A. James A. Warren, 5500 Prospect Place, 
Chevy Chase, Md. 

B. REA Express Inc., 219 E. 42d St., New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $450. E. (9) $150. 

A. Fred Wegner, American Association of 
Retired Persons, National Retired Teachers 
Association. 1225 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Association of Retired Per­
sons, National Retired Teachers Association, 
1225 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D .C. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. Edwin M. Wheeler, The Fertilizer In­
stitute, 1015 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. The Fertilizer Institute, 1015 18th Street 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 

A. John C. White, 1317 F Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Private Truck Council of America, Inc., 
1317 F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. American Courier Corp., 2 Nevada Drive, 
Lake Success, N.Y. 

E. (9) $25.35. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Society of Travel Agents, Inc., 
360 Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. Arapahoe Indian Tribe, Fort Washakie, 
Wyo. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. Association of Data Processing Service 
Organizations, Inc., 420 Lexington Avenue. 
New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $151.48. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. Brigham Young University, Provo, 
Utah. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B . College Placement Council, Inc., 65 East 
Elizabeth Street, Bethlehem, Pa. 

E. (9) $24.75. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. Computer Time Sharing Services Sec­
tion of the Association of Data Processing 
Service Organizations, Inc., 551 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $68.65. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Confederated Salish and Kootenai 
Tribes of the Flathead Reservation, Mont. 

E. (9) $84.85. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Estate of Albert W. Small, c / o Mrs. 
Albert W. Small, 5803 Green Tree Road, Be­
thesda, Md. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Hoopa Valley Tribe, Post Office Box 
817, Hoopa, Calif. 

E. {9) $18.33. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW .. Washington, D.C. 

B. National Congress of American Indians, 
1346 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 

E. (9) $88.39. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. Quinaielt Tribe of Indians, Taholah, 
Wash. 

E. (9) $17.60. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Taos Pueblo, Taos, N.Mex. 
E. (9) $173 .23. 

A. Wilkinson, Cragun & Barker, 1616 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Three Affiliated Tribes of the Fort 
Bel'thold Reservation, New Town, N.Dak. 

E. (9) $14.21. 

A. J. D. Williams, Williams & Jensen, 1130 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council for Health Care Serv­
ices, 363 N Street SW., Washington, D .C. 

D. {6) $1,000. E. (9) $0.40. 

A. J . D. Williams, Williams & Jensen, 1130 
17th Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. Pinkerton Holding Corp., 100 Chur ch 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $21.45. 

A. J . D. Williams, Williams & Jensen, 1130 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. International Utilities Corp., 1500 Wal­
nut Street, Philadelphia, P a . 

D. (6) $5,000. E. (9) $66.50. 

A. Kenneth Williamson, American Hos­
pital Association, 1 Farragut Square South, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Hospital Association, 840 
North Lake Shore Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

D . (6) $3 ,300. E. (9) $1 ,658.33. 

A. Burton C. Wood, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Home Builders 
of the United States, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. {6) $4,500. E. (9) $299.06. 

A. William E. Woods, 440 Nation al Press 
Building, Washingt on, D.C. 

B . The National Associat ion cf Retail 
Druggists , 1 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $750. E. (9) $150. 

A. Jack Yelverton, 1303 New Hampshire 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Fleet Reserve Association, 1303 New 
Hampshire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Kenneth Young, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con­
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,635. E. (9) $409.59. 

A. Zero Population Growth, 330 Second 
Street, Los Altos, Calif. 

D. (6) $85,000. E. (9) $1,260. 

A. Robert C. Zimmer, 1775 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Charge Account Bankers Association, 
1775 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. John L. Zcrack, Air Transport Associa­
tion of America. 1000 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Air Transport Association of America, 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW. , Washington, 
D.C. 

D . (6) $900. E. (9) $298.15. 

A. N 'cholas H. Zumas, 1225 19th St reet 
NW., W ::tshingtoTJ , D .C. 

B. Naticnal Music Publishers Association, 
460 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $350. 
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