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Mr. HART. Mr. President, the state of
the Union address, with respect to
changes ahead desired by the adminis-
tration in the location and operation of
the Office of Education and the rewrit-
ing of the ground rules governing the
allocation and use of Federal money for
educational purposes, leaves many ques-
tions, as yet, unanswered.

The budget documents, however, and
an analysis prepared by HEW of the
detail of the administration’s request,
help to bring into focus the reality of
budgetary cutbacks hidden under the
glittering overall totals which seem to
promise an increase in financial relief
and aid to hard-pressed publicly and
privately supported educational institu-
tions at all levels.

Many increases, I fear, may be but
phantoms, beautiful to contemplate, but
singularly ineffectual in meeting the real
fiscal thirst of a parched educational
system.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a comparison chart prepared
by the Office of Education under date of
January 29, 1971, be printed in the
REecorp as Appendix I following my re-
marks. I have had added to it columns
setting forth, both in dollars and by per-
centage, the changes proposed to be made
for fiscal year 1972, as compared to the
moneys actually appropriated by the
Congress for the equivalent educational
programs in fiscal year 1971,

SCHOOL COSTS RISE ANNUALLY

Mr. President, in reviewing the figures
on the chart, we must start out with this
premise:

The cost of educational goods and serv-
ices rose 9 percent in fiscal year 1971,
even though average daily membership
increased by only 0.7 percent. The au-
thority for these statements is a study
prepared by the statisticians of the Na-
tional Education Association and re-
leased for publication January 11, 1971,
under the tifle of “Research Report 1970,
R-15, Estimates of School Statistics
1970-71.” Because of the importance of
the data contained in it for evaluating
the current fiscal problems of education,
I ask unanimous consent that certain
tables from it be printed in the Recorp
as appendix IT to my remarks.

Mr. President, when costs have gone
up by 9 percent, while the population
served, rose by less than 1 percent, it is
readily apparent that to provide the same
dollar amount for a program for fiscal
yvear 1972, as was given in fiscal year
1971, will represent an actual decline in
support levels. Yet, this is what is pro-
posed in the budget estimates for title I
of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965, the program which is
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aimed at providing compensatory educa-
tional programs and services to meet the
special educational needs of education-
ally deprived children.

I find no compelling evidence to sup-
port the contention that a rollback in
school costs is likely in the year ahead.
It is very doubtful that a sound case can
even be made that costs will remain static
in this area. Certainly we are all aware
of discussions now taking place, in area
after area, with respect to salary struc-
tures for professional and other person-
nel employed in our schools whose out-
come will govern educational costs in
fiscal year 1972.

Yet, according to the figures presented
by the administration, for all of edu-
cation at the elementary and secondary
level, some $60 million less are to
be provided than was given in the Fed-
eral contribution of fiscal year 1971. It
is difficult to understand how this kind
of “an expansionary budget' will be very
helpful to local school systems and their
taxpayers.

There are, of course, some areas of
educational support which will be hit
harder than others. For example, Public
Law 874, the impacted aid grant pro-
gram payments, is to be cut by almost
$111 million under the fiscal year 1971
figure of $536 million.

LIQUIDATION OF EISENHOWER PROGRAMS
TNDER NDEA

The budget for the Office of Educa-
tion as presented, can be viewed in a
number of ways. While in some quarters,
it is hailed as a dismantling of the Ken-
nedy-Johnson programs of effective fi-
nancial concern for the well-being of
students, teachers, and educational in-
stitutions, overlooked is the repudiation,
in area after area, of the constructive
educational legislation which was the
product of the Eisenhower administra-
fion. Evidence of this unarticulated con-
sequence of the budget recommendations
is found in the funding proposed for the
various provisions of the National De-
fense Education Act of 1958.

Title IT of NDEA provides low cost, re-
payable with interest, direct loans to stu-
dents through the institutions they at-
tend. The loan fund capital is derived
from annual appropriations which are
matched by an institution on a 90-10
basis and from repayments made on for-
mer advances to students.

The program has operated and is op-
erating with complete acceptance on the
part of the Congress, Authorization and
appropriations for this purpose have
been regularly increased each time the
program has come under congressional
review. Last year, for example, $243 mil-
lion was appropriated as against a budg-
et reauest of $179 million.

This year, the administration is asking
only $5 million to offset cancellation of
loans because of death, military service
or teaching service. No money is provided
for new direct loans. Instead, we are ad-
vised that, through new legislation, an
“NDEA"” type program on an insured
basis will be submitted fo replace and
restructure the current program, It seems

to me that the Congress, while certainly
willing to give careful study and full con-
sideration to proposal changes in existing
laws recommended by the executive
branch, nevertheless must, until such
changes as are viable have been enacted,
continue to operate within existing
statutory authority.

First of all is the time element. Sweep-
ing changes over a wide field—and NDEA
title IT revision is but one of many pro-
posed—cannot and should not, in the
public interest, occur overnight. Without
prejudice to any proposal submitted by
the executive, I submit that the effective
date of any change made might very well
be such that the fiscal effect would be
reflected in the fiscal year 1973 budget,
rather than the fiscal year commencing
July 1, next. Timing is important for
the students and the financial aid officers
of the institutions serving them. They
need to know what resources will be
available as early in the year as possible
for sound planning. To delay a legitimate
appropriation for an approved purpose
until action has been completed upon a
proposed restructuring of a working pro-
gram is not evidence of high responsi-
bility, It would be far better to fund a
program, such as this, at a reasonable
level in light of the factual evidence
presented as to the existing need.

TITLE IIT NDEA CUTS

Title III of NDEA, the matching grant
program for the purchase of educational
technology and materials used in class-
rooms, is also under attack in this budget.

The recommendations of the President
to the contrary notwithstanding, $50
million was provided in fiscal year 1970.
Despite the fact that the program has
achieved much grassroot support, and
that after repeated legislative review by
congressional oversight bodies, the pro-
gram has been expanded, the budget
asks no money for this program.

GUIDANCE COUNSELING AND TESTING

Of course, some of the NDEA provi-
sions of 1958 have already been merged,
for example, the joining together of
ESEA IIT and the guidance counseling
and testing provisions of title V NDEA
by the 91st Congress. This should not
mean, however, that the functions have
disappeared or have been repealed. The
budget no longer expressly highlights
those most helpful programs, but I hope
that most careful consideration will be
given by the substantive congressional
committees when fhe revenue-sharing
proposals of the administration surface,
to assure that those areas of activity
continue to be effective tools for the lo-
cation and evaluation of our human
resources.

Key to the acceptance of much of the
Eisenhower-Kennedy-Johnson educa-
tion legislation was provision for direct
action on the part of the Office of Edu-
cation authorities in contracting for
services for non-public school children
in those States whose own constitutions
precluded the State school officials from
acting.
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The testing provisions of the old tit}
V NDEA now incorporated in title III
ESEA are a case in point.

How this type of child benefit can be
maintained, if it can, under the admin-
istration revenue-sharing proposals will
be just one of the questions which should
be asked and answered before revenue-
sharing proposals are enacted.

TITLE IV: NDEA COLLEGE TEACHER TRAINING

One of the little-noticed provisions in
the proposed budget concerns title IV of
the National Defense Education Act of
1958, which provides supports for gradu-
ate students preparing for teaching
careers at the post-secondary level. A
proposed cut of $20 million under the
amounts provided in fiscal year 1971
would stop all new starts and provide
only grants for those now enrolled. Ap-
parently, the rationale of this slash is
that there is an oversupply of Ph. D.
teachers and that this type of training
should no longer be subsidized.

I hope that in hearings before the
Senate Education Subcommittee on ex-
tension of higher education legislation,
the administration will be prepared to
document the basis of its decisions in this
area. At present, it appears to be incon-
sistent to increase one component of
higher education assistance, as the Presi-
dent proposes to do for undergraduate
student assistance, while decreasing sup-
port for other essential components
needed to accommodate its one area of
increase, namely, assistance for those
who want to teach undergraduates.

More students with fewer teachers in
more crowded quarters seem to be less
than a prescription for healthy develop-
ment. To say we have enough Ph. D.'s
now leads me to wonder what propor-
tion of the academic faculty of our junior
and community systems now is qualified
at the Ph. D. level. One might also ask
if the “Ph. D. surplus” is not so much
a lack of demand but rather a reflection
of cutbacks in support for basic research
and the inability of higher education to
finance the salaries and expenses of
needed professionals.

Have we really and truly reached the
millenium, to choose but one example,
to find that there is no need for teacher
trainers who can prepare students for
work with our exceptional children, those
physically and mentally handicapped,
the emotionally disturbed and the very
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gifted? If this is the case, it will be news,
I am sure, to the many dedicated parents
and professionals who have expressed
concerns in this area.

LIBRARY PROGRAMS HALVED

The Library Services Act was passed
under President Eisenhower in 1956 and
expanded to include construction assist-
ance as a last act of the Kennedy admin-
istration.

Under the Nixon budget for fiscal year
1972, grants for public libraries—LSCA,
title I—total $15,719,000, a cut of $19,-
281,000—more than 50 percent—from
last year’s appropriation.

Due to the minimum $200,000 amount
each State must receive, the proposed
cuts will hit some areas harder than
others. For example:

California drops from $2.278 million
in fiscal year 1971 to $689,000 in fiscal
year 1972;

Florida would drop from $973,5630 to
$360,845;

Michigan would get less than a third,
dropping from $1,442717 to $420,560;

New York would fall from $2,906,000
in fiscal year 1971 to $659,095 in fiscal
year 1972.

I ask unanimous consent that a State-
by-State table, prepared by the Office of
Education, showing grants for library
services, be printed as appendix III, fol-
lowing my remarks.

Mr. President, not only are basic grants
cut drastically, but whole programs of
library services to the physically handi-
capped—LSCA, title IV (B)—and State
institutional library services—LSCA, title
IV (A)—are absorbed into the financial-
ly shrunken title I, LSCA. We are in-
formed further, that not only is librarian
training under title II (B) of the Higher
Education Act to be trimmed from $3.9
million to $1.9 million, but, to add insult
to injury, legislation is to be proposed to
eliminate this program by consolidation
with EPDA part D, with no additional
money being provided under that au-
thority.

Finally, in this area, the $7 million of
last year in construction money for
matched grants evidently bhas evapo-
rated.

WHERE ARE THE INCREASES?

Mr. President, I have detailed several
area specific cuts in established educa-
tional programs proposed in the budget
for fiscal year 1972. Let me emphasize
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my listings are not complete, but I have
tried to indicate some of the problems
I have in reconciling the words and
claims of the administration with the
budgetary actions in the field of educa-
tion.

Yet, overall, the Office of Education
budget, we are told, contains a $1.5 mil-
lion increase from $4.9 billion to $6.1 bil-
lion. To see how this actuarial conclu-
sion is accomplished, look first at the fine
print and the footnotes to charts. There
we find the budget includes emergency
school assistance, $1 billion for fiscal year
1972 and $425 million for fiscal year
1971—in a proposed supplemental. How-
ever, the authorization for this program
is yet to be approved.

The same is true for some $471 million
of the proposed $971.3 million for stu-
dent assistance; for $100 million sought
for the National Foundation for Higher
Education; for $3 million for the Nation-
al Institute of Education. Also, convert-
ing a direct loan to student programs
funded last year at $243 million to an
insured loan program—if the Congress
approves—would result in an outlay of
only $5 million. However, other student
insured loan program changes to be pro-
posed in legislation involve another $500
million which must await authorization.
The Office of Education funding totals
for fiscal year 1972 then levels at $4.1
billion.

In short, the Office of Education budget
proposes actual decreases in existing pro-
grams and only proposals for increases
in other areas. In order to better under-
stand the impact the proposed budget
will have on education assistance pro-
grams, I ask unanimous consent that
a State-by-State breakdown of the fund-
ing of each educational program, com-
paring fiscal years 1970, 1971, and the
proposed fiscal year 1972, as prepared by
the Office of Education, be printed as
appendix IV, at the conclusion of my
remarks.

We have seen detailed in the foregoing
tables the findings of the Office of Edu-
cation as to what each State may expect
from the budget proposals. I ask unani-
mous consent that a table showing State
totals be printed in the REcORD as ap-
pendix V at the conclusion of my re-
marks.

There being no objection, the material
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

APPENDIX I.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—OFFICE OF EDUCATION, FISCAL YEAR 1972 BUDGET

Appropriation

Fiscal year 1972

Increase or decrease in appropriations in fiscal year 1971
versus fiscal year 1972

Percent of authorization

Fiscal year 1971
Authorization 1

Appropriation  Authorization ¢

President’s
budget

Fiscalfear Fiscal year 3
== dollars mn 972 Difference

£l ¥ . e
E y and y

School assistance in federally affected areas
Emergency school assistance. _____________

Proposed legistation. ... __.____________

Education for the handicapped
Vocational and adult education...
Higher education

Proposed legislation

Education professions development ... ___.

Libraries and ed c
Research and development
s prpos.ed Iggiflatiun_. =

Salaries and expenses

Civil rights edueation. - oo - e oo creercceereeceeaaaes

- 1,018, 295, 000

T 1,152311, 455
3. 390,

"777550, 000,000

$4, 590, 396, 213 $4,712, 884, 886

$1, 915, 968, 000
29, 690, 000

Indefinite
500, 000, 000
371, 500, 000

2425, 000, 000

501, 357, 455
970, 239, 000
135, 800, 000 45,000, 000
85, 280, 000 222,000, D00
98,077, 000 35, 000, 000
e b e Indefinite
3, 000, 000 Indefinite

44, 800, 000 Indefinite

19, 151, 000 Indefinite

436, 300, 000
1,238, 561, 455
1, 027,720, 000

Indefinite

220, 000

346, 100, 000
15, 000, 000
“indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite

$1, 855, 218, 000
440, 000, 000

—$60, 750, 000
—110, 657, 000

"110, 000, 000
476, 073, 455
1,816,711, 000

19, 151, 000
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APPENDIX |.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—OFFICE OF EDUCATION, FISCAL YEAR 1972 BUDGET—Continued

Increase or decrease in appropriations in fiscal year 1971
versus fiscal year 1972

Fiscal year 1972 Percent of authorization

Fiscal year 1971

President’s Fscalgear Fiscal year i
Appropriation hulhnmalmnl Appropriation  Authorization ! budget :l:di:l!ars 972 Difference

Student loan insurance fund. SRS AT it oo Indefinite §18, 000, 000 Indaﬁngle A NA NA NA
Higher education facilities loan fund_ - Indefinite 4, 685, 000 Indefinite $4, 610, 000 b NA NA NA

Total, Office of Education $11,033,822,668 4,951,867, 455 $9,847,156,341 6,127,791, 455 1,175,924 4149 62.23 20.74
Less: Permanent appropriations and civil rights education_...____ —9, 761, 455 —30, 645, 455 —3, 761, 455 —11, 410, 455 —19, 235, 000 313.94 116.89 —197.05

Total, Labor-HEW Appropriations Committee._.. __________ 11,924, 061,213 4,921, 222, 000 9, 837, 886 6, 116, 381 000 1, 195, 159, 000 41.27

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school dlslncls
Educati deprived children (ESEA ). .o oo ...
Local ed'ucatlenal agencies......
Handicapped children_______.
Juvenile delinquents in institutions. .
Dependent and neglected children in institutions
Migratory children
State administration_........_.__..
Incentive grants
Grants for high concentrations of poor.....
Supplementary services (ESEA || Pt
Library resources (ESEA 1
E t and minor
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit private schools. F
State administration__ _ » 000
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII). , 000, 10, 31, 500, 000
Bllingual education (ESEA VII).... = 000 25 UDD 000 100, 000, 000
Follow Through (Economic Opportu ty Act, sec i 69, 000 000 Indefinite
Program._.._.__ ¢ “ i 67, 981, 000 Indefinite
Administration. .. .. i 1, 019, 000 Indefinite
Strengthening State dep 29, 750, 000 130, 000, D00
Grants to States ﬁpi ' MR v , 000, 000 28, 262, 500 80, 750, 000 \
Grants for special projects (pt. A). . ......... 1, 487, 500 4, 250, 000 1, 650, 000
Local educational agencies (pt. B).. 20,000,000 ....... e S0, 000000 .. ol
Comprehensive educational planning “and  evaluation

g
=
5528

500000[)0(81 3,642,834,886 1,500, 000,000 .....

Beu
88
8588

16, 579, 312
7,530, 469 126, 198, 171
14,224,737 309, 063, 182
143, 393, 000 592, 250, 000
, 000, 216, 300, 000

g2
g8

=

——ha
ok e
SMaD

8BES88
888888

(pL. C).. . 000,000 - oo
Planning and evaluation (Gen. Ed. Prov. Act. sec. 402y 0] 3,825,000
L R S TR e ok e S ke ! 590, 396, 213 1.915,958,60‘3 #?IZ 884,886 1,855,218, 000 —69 ?*JJ 000

School assistance in federally affected areas:

Maintenance and operations (Public Law 874)_..___._.__.___. 935, 295, 000 536, 068, 000 1,038, 440, 00 425, 000, 000 . 40,93 —16.38
Payments to local educational agencies.... 632, 422, 000 501, 518, 000 700, 740, 000 387, 300, 000 L 55.27 —24,03
Payments to other Federal agencies_. i 34, 550, 000 34, 550, 000 37, 700, 000 37, 700, 000 y X 100. 00 00. 00
Low-income housing . v e s AT 300, 000, 000 NA NA

Com&ru‘hnn (Public Law 815) = : 83, 000, 000 9 17.5 16.44 —1.14

@ to local 65, 000, 50, 00 ; ; 12.70 8.08
Assistance for school construction on Federal property_ __ 900, 000 , 000, \ 5 21.78 —32.78
L T T N U T I Indefinite 1689, 000 Indefinite 700, 000 NA NA NA

Tt 101,205,000 550,657, 000 1,129,690, ouo z m 000,000 110, ss? 000 ! 895 1513

schnol ist

o

| and programs. . __.._....... 3 Indefinite 57, 500, 000 NA NA NA
Community psrti:ipahon i T SR Indefinite 7,500,000 | 1 noo. 000, 000 NA NA

Equipment and minor remodeling. ... TR e T Indefinite 7,900, 000 NA NA
Federal administration and technical assistance_ . Indefinite 11,953, 000 Indefinite NA NA
| VA L Sl el D 2] PR & Indefinite ?4 853 000 _ R NA NA
Proposed Iaﬁlslaﬁnﬂ_.._ 5 ‘42504}0000 > , 000, 00O, 575, 000, 000 85,00 100, 00
Education for the handicap
Stategranlprngmms(i)inalrtli__‘_,_______________..,... 2086, 34, 000, 000 1, 000, 000 16.50 16.18
Early childhood projects (EHA pt C, sec. 623). . u 7, 000, 000 ¥ ?, NA N N
Teacher education and recruitment_ 3 33, 100, 000 87, 000, O 2, 045, 000
Teacher education (EHA pt. D, secs, 631 and 632) 31,500, 000 I 2, 045, 000
Physical education and recreation (EHA pt. D, sec. 634).. 69, 500, 000 700, 000 87, 000, 000 - 00000 s
Recruitment and information (EHA pt. D, sec. 633) 500, 000 | . il
Research and innovation : 96, 000, 000 30, 350, 000 133, 000, 000 + 805, 000 1,455, 000
rch and d tration (EHA pt. E, sec. 641). ... __. 00, 000 455, 455, 000
27, 000, 000 35, 500, 000 NA

Physical education and recreation (EHA pt. E, sec. 642). _
Regional resource centers (EHA pt. C, sec. 621 , l ! I It
Innovation programs (deaf-blind csnters) (EHA pt. C, 36, 500, 000 , 500, NA

sec, 622) | 500, 000

Media services and captioned fi flms (EHA pt. F)__ 12, 500, 000 . 000, 000 15, SN e

Special learning dmhﬂﬂmé[ 5 - S, = 20, 000, 000 , 000, , D00, 500, 000
Planning and evaluation (Gen. E Pruv. ﬁu:i sec. 402) (O] 550, 000 ¢ -

371, 500, 000 B 105, 000, 000 5, D'U'D U‘DD

Vocational and adult education:

Grants to States for vocational education__ 789, 595, 310 389,707, 710 849, 595,310 384, 173, 455 —5, 534, 255

Basic vocational education programs. . 5 609, 595, 310 322, 077, 710 609, 595, 310 381,793, 455

B; (603, 000, 000) (315,307, 460) (603, 000, 000) (374, 302, 000)

, 310) (6,445, 310) 76,445 310) T (7, 161, 455)
National advisory council (VEA, pt. A). 8 (150, 000) (330, 000) & (150, 000) 0 000). - s iaaa e
Plogmrns for studants WIlh speclal néeds (VEA, pt. B 3 20, 000, 000 60, 000, 000 —20, 000, 000
(VEA, pt. F)__. 35, 000, 000 21, 250, 000 50, 000, 000 ($ —21, 250, 000
Work-shldy (VEA ptHY ... o T 45, 000, 000 5, 500, 000 55, 000, 000 —5, 500, 000
Cooperative education (VEA, pt. R... - 50, 000, 000 18, 500, 000 75, 000, 000 —18, 500, 000
State advisory councils (VEA, nt, h B Indefinite 2, 380, 000 Indefinite & Ay L
Vocational resnarth._._....... == 152, 716, 145 55, 749, 745 152, 716, 145 000, —19, 749, 745
Innovation (VEA, p 16, 000, 000 75, 000, 000 (P) NA
Curriculum de\re'|oprnen1 (VEA, ;u_ z) o 4, 000, 600 10; 000, 000 ... NA
Research ] 35, 49 745 67, 716, 145 250, 255
Annyal (VEA, pt. C (67,000,000)  (35,033.600) 10(67, 000, 000) 966, 400
Permanent(Smith— ey ALl o e e (716, 145) (716, 145) (716, 145) NA

Footnotes at end of table.
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Fiscal year 1971

Appropriation

Authorization!  Appropriation

Fiscal year 1972

President's
budget

Authorization !

Increase or decrease in a pmp:iahnns in fiscal year 1971

versus fiscal year 19

= dollars

Percent of authorization

Fiscal f;; 1r Fiscal r;?a Zr

Difference

i | and adult ed i Conti d
Adult education (Adult Education Act)
Grants to States.
Special pru]acts
Teacher education. _
Planning and evaluation (Gen. Ed. Prov. Act, sec. 402)_______

$210, 000, 000
210, 000, 000
¢

$55, 000, 000
45, 000, 000
7,000, 000
3, 000, 000
900, 000

$236, 250, 000
236, 250, 000
®

23.28
NA
2.96
NA

—2.91
NA
-0.37
NA
NA

{1 e e R S

1,152, 311, 455 501, 357, 455

1,238, 561, 455 476, 073, 455

~—25, 284, 000

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments..._.
Educational opportunity grants (HEA IV-A).
lst -year awards

\N‘urk -Study....- .. -
Work-study program (HEA IV-C
Cooperative education (HEA 1V-D

Subsidized insured loans.

Interest on basic NDEA-

lation)__.__...

pe laaﬁé_(b-mposed leg

I ndefinite

0, 750,
(320, 000, 000)
(10, 750, 000)
40, 000

Interest on special NDEA-ype cost-of-education

loans (proposed legislation)
Purchases of loan paper (including advances)
(proposed Ieglstahonf_ b

P'ﬁ“d)s of sales of loan paper (proposed legis-

ation

Interest on prior year loans (HEA IV-B)

Program administration
Administration
Computer services__

Direct loans (NDEA (1)
Contributions to funds. ..
Loans to institutions_.__

Teacher cancellations

Special programs for disadvanlaaed students {HE)\ sec. 408)..
Talent search.......... =
Special services in college__. ..
Upward boun
ngram..._.-...........

Administration

Institutional assistance:
Strengthening developing Iushtuiluns (HEﬂl || ) RS
Construction. ... .. e

Subsidized Ioans(HEFA III)
Grants. ...
Public community mllegas and technir.al in-
stitutes (HEFA 1)-...
Other undergraduate !amlltles (H EFA I)
Graduate facilities (HEFA
State administration and plann!ng (H EFA F)_A
State adm:n[stranan
State planning._ .
Federal administration_ Z
Language training and area studies.
Centers, fellowships, and research (NDEA VI).. ...
Tra:mng grants (Fulbright-Hays Act)._._._________.
University community services (HEA 1).___
Aid to land-grant colleges.. . . .. ..
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)
Undergraduate instructional equipment (HEA V1)
Television equipment
Other equipment_ _
College personnel develop ment..

36,
L) (431 040, 000)

300000 o
s B » ¥ -
7 cm.noo’

1240, 000, D00
Indefinite
(Indefinite)
Indefinite)

, 000
Indetiniie

96, 000, 000

96, 000, 000

(28, 500,
(1, 535, 000)
33, 850, 000

(Indefinite)
91, 000, 000

it

(43, 000, 000) (214 320, 000). - - .-

ndefinite + 300,
Indefinit 917, 300, 000
Indefinite
u !I ndefi niie;
Indefinite
U |ndefinite
Etnderm!e)
1 (Indefinite)
Indefinite

971, 300, 000

651, 800, 000
1 §5, 000, 000
11 20, 000, 000
o Indefinite 1 400, 000, 000

ite 1(—400, 000, 000)
Indefinite 1 160, 000, 000
Indefinite 6, 800, 000

(Indefinite 3, 400, 000)

(Indefinite 3, 400, 000)

n Indeﬁnittz 5, 000, 000

1 |ndefinite

1 Indefinite

1t Indefin

|
Indefinite

Indefinite
u Indefinite

(28,
(1, 600, 000)

38, 850, 000
34, 407, 000
29, 010, 000

(Indefinite)

u Indefinite
1, 013, 000, 000
1t Indefinite
1, 013, 000, DOO

" ?6}‘8, 680, 000)
120, 000, 000)
U |ndefinite
1(Indefinite
u(Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
it Indefinite
Indefinite
o Indefinite . 500, 000
14,720, 000 2, sm,mo
12,120,000 __...
2,600, DgO

s
0 |ndefinite 36, 954, 000

643, 600, 000
NA

883

822388

NA
20, 396, 000

College teacher I’sllnvfshlps (NDEA vy
Training programs (EPDA, pt. E)_.
Planning and evaluation (Gen. Ed. Prov. Act, sec. 402).

288| 8338888388838838s

26,910, 000
10, 044, 000
900,

* Indefi rf:le?z
®

—20, 440, 000
44, 000

Total ...
Proposed
Education).
Education professions development:
Personnel training and development
Training of teacher trainers (EPDA, pt. D)
Meetin ug critical qualllatlve and qusnhlati\rz shorlages
ool personnel._ .

Vocational education (EPDA, pL. F).
St:g}lﬂants for attracting and quahlylng ‘teachers
Aitrachng qushﬁed persons (EPDA, sec. 504)_____..
Other (EPDA, pt.

Meetiln special needs or edu:atfnnai personnel (EPDA,

1" Foundation for

Special programs ser\una “schoals in lo

Teacher Corps (EPDA, pt. B-1).._ ..

Ca{rg:r :Dpﬂl’tﬂl‘lill% "and urhan,fmfa! “school prugrams
Planning and evaTuahln AT

Manpower data collection (EPDA. sec. 503)

Planning and evaluation (Gen. Ed. Prov. Act. sec. 402). .

B e e

"
Indefinite
Indefinite

1,027,720, 000
1 Indefinite

45, 000, 000
o Indefinite

45, 000, 000 44, 500, 000
(45,000,000) (7,400, D00)
i |ndefinite (7, 000, 000)
i Indefinite (300, ;
i |ndefinite (29, 800, 000

3, 000, 000

1, 816, 711, 000
100, 000, 000

59, 700, 000
12, 200,

u | ndefinite
1t jndefinite
U | ndefinite

1 |ndefinite
Indefinite

1 Indefinite
®

B46, 472, 000
NA
~8, 200, 000

7,600, 000
500, 000

—8.000 000
200, 000
100, 000

550, 000, 000

45, 000, 000

301.78
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APPENDIX |.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—OFFICE OF EDUCATION, FISCAL YEAR 1972 BUDGET—Continued

Fiscal year 1971

Increase or decrease in applopriaimns in fiscal year 1971
versus fiscal year 1972

Fiscal year 1972 ~ Percent of aulhoriulion

Appropriation

Authorization 1

Appropriation

Authaorization !

Prasident’s
budget

== dollars

Fiscal year Fiscal {ear
Yﬂ?l 972 Difference

Libraries and
Public libraries:

Grants for public libraries (LSCA 1) .........
Interlibrary cooperation (LSCA 1I1)._.._.___
State institutional library services (LSCA [V-A)_
L"i?' services to physically handicapped

Construction (LSCA 11).
College library resources (HEA 1-A).
Librarian training (HEA 11-B 2
Cataloging by the i_|hrary of Cungress (H EA I -C).
Educational hraadcastmg facilities (cgmmumcahnn Act of
1934, title 111)

LSCA

Research and development:
an | &
Early childhood (Coop. Res. Act). ..
(Sesame Street) (Coop. Res. ncl)
Readlng (Coop. Rss cl).__ i :
and admini i (Cnop Res. Ar.t}
H:gher education (Coop. Res. Act)_ .
Drug abuse education (Drug Abuse Educatlnn Act)
Program..._._.
Prugmm administration_
Environmental education_ .
Program
Program administratiol
Libraries and educational technulogy (Guop Res. Acl)
Nutrition and health g.:oopA E
Other educational R. & D (Coon Res Act)
Experimental schools (Coop. Res. Act)
National achievement study (Coop Res. Act)
Demonstrations (Coop, Res, Act)______. ..
Evaluations (Gen. Ed. Prov. Act, sec. 402)__ .
Dissemination (Gen. Ed. Prov. Act, sec. 412)
Spread of exemplary pracﬂces D
Strengthening State and local dissemin
Educational resources information centers
Interpretive wmmanas
Applied R. & D. in |mpmvmg disseminatior
program d Ly,
graln:ns (({:uoperatwe Research Aci)_

Toll =t

2

s@y 388
23 2388

w0

o
ggul

85, 280, 000

$127, 000, 000
112, 000, 000
15, DL'IU,?GD
)

@)
80, 000,
o Indailnlte
)
u |ndefinite __

15, 000, 000
@

0 222,000,000

$18, 000, 000
15, 719, 000

2,281,000 ... _....

)

5, 000, 000
2. OCIO. 000

4,000, 000
400, 000

29, 400, 000

—3$22, 708, 000
19, 281, 000

NA

NA

~10, 325, 000
—1, 900, 000

—7, 000, 000

—55, 880, 0'00

NA~

14,17
14.03
15.21
NA
NA

NA
NA

73.33
NA

2464

Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite

(10, 000, DOD)
Indefinite
5, 000, 000
(5, 000, 000)
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
¥
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite

60, 577, 000

21, 500, 000

(2 000, 000)
5, 800,

000
6, 600, 000
2,500, 000
6, 000, 000
(5,500, 000)

(500, 000)

# 2,500, 000

# (2,250, 000)

000)

gz

B NN R RN
=]

§§§§§§,5§
88888888

ot
SS8

SEE8
g8

5
8g
gs8

ratn

3, 000,

35, 000, 000
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite

20, 000, 000

(20, 000, 000)
Indefinite
15, 000, 000

(15, D00, 000)
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite

A
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite

3250 000

1, 423, 000

403, 85 177. 14
NA NA

15, 000, 000

98,077, 000

35, 000, 000

Proposed legislation (National Institute of Education). . >
Ed(u;a;ﬁnaf actlwt;es overseas (special foreign currency pmgram)
ublic La
Grants to American institutions...
Salaries and expenses._
Civil rights education (title IV, Civil Rights Act of 1964):
Training for school par&nnnal and grants to school boards__
Technical services and zdministration

[ - |
Student loan insurance fund (HEA IV-B

Higher education facilities loan fund (H %FA 1):
Participation sales insufficiencies. . .

Permanent
i SRR

Indefinite
Indefinite

Indefinite
Indefinite

3, 000, 000
# 44, 800, 000

16, 000, 000
3, 151, 000

1 | ndefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite

Indefinite
Indefinite

105, 000 000

I m.*;s-finite

19, 151, 000

I.ndeiinile

Indefinite

Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite

"~ Indefinite

Indefinite
Indefinite
Indefinite

Indefinite

Indefinite

4,610, 000
2,961, 000
1, 649, 000

4,610,000

! Amounts include specific authorizations only.

' Represents unappropriated authorization from 1971;

653.85 300.00

NA

NA

proposed legislation would provide

2 Proposad supplemental,

! Total of $25,000,000 authorized for planning and evaluation of programs for which the Com-
missioner of Education has responsmmﬂy for administration,

\ Excludes $447,000 transferred to Office of Secretary for Facilities Engineering and Construc-
%l::e-‘\genw and includes $36,000 unobligated balance transferred from other accounts for pay

i

* Excludes $147,000 transferred to General Services Administration for rental of space,

& Included in authorization for regional resource centers and innovation programs,

7 Authorization sets aside 10 percent of State grants for pt. C research; President's budget

provides no funding for research under pt, C.

! Specific authorization represents amounts only for technical assistance to carry out functions
of National Advisory Council,

¥ States would be permitted to use funds under pt. B for purposes previously funded under
this activity.
in:;e;iﬂds requested under authority of Cooperative Research Act, for which authorization is

ite,

u Based on proposed legislation,

12 Amount represents specific authorization for incentive payments; indefinite amount author-
|zed for interest payments,

Total of $25,000,000 authorized from ﬁsca'l i;ear 1959 through duration of act.

" transterred from other accounts for pay raise,

l'ulr' ; E‘:‘: udes $?06 400,000 unappropriated authorization from 1970 and $224,640,000 authorized

indefinite authorization for 1972, y

; 1 ll;ﬂudes $653,600,000 unappropriated authorization from 1970 and $711,360,000 authorized
or

- l‘llélc;uﬂes $120,000,000 unappropriated authorization from 1970 and $120,000,000 authorized
or

¥ Excludes $2,792,000 transterred to Office of Secretary for Facilities Engineering and Con-
struction Agency; and includes $116,000 unobligated balance transferred from cther accounts for
pay raise,

0 Proposed legislation would consolidate authorization for fellowships (NDEA 1V) with training
programs (EPDA, pt, E),

2 Included in $340,000,000 total authorization for EPDA, pts, C and D,

= Activity has been consolidated miu Puhlu: library services (LSCA 1),

% Proposed legislation would authorization for librarian training (HEA 11-B) with
training plograms under EPDA, pt. D,

4 Includes $240,000 unubhga'led balance transferred from other accounts for pay raise.

28 Includes $500,000 under authority of Cooperative Research Act,

2 |ncludes transfers of $2,007,000 unobligated balance from other accounts for pay raise, and
$65,000 from Office of Citizen Parlfr.lpatiun excludes transfers of $2,400,000 to Higher Education
Insured Loan Program for administrative costs, $15,000 to Secretary £ Adwsury Committee, and
$21,000 to Career Service Board.

7 Includes $151,000 unobligated balance transferred from other accounts for pay raise.
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APPENDIX II

Excerpts taken from Research Report
1970-R15 “Estimates of School Statistics,
1970-71 a publication of the Research Divi-
slon-National Education Association.

EXPENDITURES

The total expenditures of the public
schools, including current expense, capital
outlay, and interest, increased from $39,090,-
792,000 in 1969-70 to an estimated $42,379,-
987,000 in 1970-71. The increase of £3.3 bil-
lion includes expected expenditures from
federal appropriations, rising state appro-
priations, and increasing local tax revenues.
Increased expenditures are estimated for all
major categories of expenditure, l.e., current
expenditures for elementary and secondary
day schools, current expenditures for other
programs (community services, community
colleges, adult education, ete., when operated
by local school districts), eapital outlay, and
interest on school debt. Repayment of prin-
cipal on bonded indebtedness is not in-
cluded.

Total erpenditures

The total amount to be spent during 1970-
71 for current expense, capital outlay, and
interest on school debt represents a 8.4 per-
cent increase over comparable expenditures
estimated for 1969-70 and a 152.1 percent
increase over 1960-61.

The total expenditures from 1960-61 to
1970-71, as reported by the U.S. Office of
Education and by the NEA Research Divi-
sion, are as follows (NEA Research Division
estimates are starred) :

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

Percent in-
crease over
previous

Percent
increase

Amount sin over

thousands) 1960-61

$16, 807, 934
18,373, 339
19, 735, 070
21, 324, 993
23,029, 742
26, 248, 026
28,352, 330
31,917, 850
35,782, 262
39, 090, 792
42,379, 987

-
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CURRENT EXFENDITURES

Current expenditure of elementary and
secondary day schools includes amounts paid
for general control, instructional service,
operation, maintenance, fixed charges, and
other school services at all levels of admin-
istration—state, intermediate, and basic lo-
cal. Current expenditure comprises all gov-
ernmental contributions to the retirement
fund and expenditure for school services, in-
cluding attendance, health services, transpor-
tation, food services, and other. This figure
does not include payments for capital outlay
and interest on school debt or, except when
otherwise, noted, amounts spent for commu-
nity colleges, adult education, summer school,
community services, and services to nonpub-
lic-school pupils,

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

The estimated current expenditure in-
creased from $32,683,265,000 in 1969-70 to
$35,851,383,000 in 1970-71. The following fig-
ures show the increases in current expendi-
ture as reported by the U.S. Office of Edu-
cation and the NEA Research Division (NEA
Research Division estimates are starred):

CURRENT EXPENDITURES FOR PUBLIC ELEMENTARY AND
SECONDARY DAY SCHOOLS

Percent Percent in-
' increase crease over
Amount (in previous

thousands)

School year

ot

SN O == OO

29,43, 410
32,683, 265
35,851, 383

H&Nmﬂghm—‘—'
=
= 00 O LN~ L D O,

ORRNEENDDN

!Includes expenditures for community colleges, adult edu-
cation, and summer schoal programs in California,

Annual increases over the past 10 years
have averaged 10.6 percent. In the 10 years
since 1960-61, current expenditures for pub-
lic elementary and secondary day schools
have increased 172.7 percent.

Curvent expenditure per pupil in ADA

The current expenditure per pupil in aver-
age dally attendance (ADA) for elementary
and secondary day schools for 1970-T1 is esti-
mated at $839, an increase of $66 over the
revised figure of 8773 for 1969-70.

The following figures show the average cost
per pupil in ADA for each year since 1960-61
and the percent increases in cost per pupil
in ADA (NEA Research Division estimates
are starred) :

CURRENT EXPENDITURE PER PUPIL IN ADA FOR ELEMEN-
TARY AND SECONDARY DAY SCHOOLS

Percent
increase over
previous year

Percent
increase over

School year Amount 1960-61

LN =1 012 00 TN I SR O

LY it et O £ 3 3 3 0

et e .
POor-Smemmnm)

_
| BRSEEERSSa

Current expenditure per pupil in ADA in-
creased from $393 in 1960-61 to an estimated
$839 in 1970-T1, a rise of 113.5 percent. Varia-
tions among the states in expenditures per
pupil are great. Estimated expenditure per
pupil in ADA for 1970-71 varies form a low
of $489 to a high of $1,429. Expenditures per
pupil in ADA in the 50 states are distributed
as follows:

3453

Current expenditure per pupil in ADA for
elementary and secondary day schools

8450
$500
$550
$600
8650
8700
$750
#800
8850
$900
$950

Current erpenditure per pupil in ADM

Average daily membership (ADM) is rec-
ommended as a better measure than ADA for
use in computing per-pupil expenditure. It
represents an average of the pupils belong-
ing—those attending (ADA) plus those ab-
sent—and provides a measure of the actual
number of pupils for whom the expenditures
were made. Because some states have not
adopted this method of pupil reporting,
figures on expenditures per pupil in ADM are
incomplete.

Column 4 of Tables 11 and 12 glves the
expenditure per pupil In ADM for 1969-70
(revised) and for 1970-71 for each of the
states and the District of Columbila report-
ing average dally membership. From this in-
complete return, the NEA Research Division
has estimated that for the 50 states and the
Distriet of Columbia the expenditure per
pupil in ADM is 8722 for 1969-70 and &787
for 1970-T1, or about 94 percent of the ex-
penditure per pupil in ADA for each of these
years.

The following figures show the average cost
per pupil in ADM starting with 1960-61. The
percent increases In cost per pupil in ADM
are also shown (NEA Research Division estl-
mates are starred) :

CURRENT EXPENDITURE PER PUPIL IN ADM FOR
ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY DAY SCHOOLS

Percent Percent
increase ovar  Increase over
School year Amount 1960-61  previous year

1960-61.._.... $369 |
1961-62.._.. ..
1962-63. ... ...

-
L e [ P T -

s
BESEmEaNNe

969
1970-T1 ...

Current expenditures for other programs

Current expenditures for programs other
than elementary and secondary day school
programs include expenditures for summer
schools, community colleges, adult education,
and for community services (public libraries,
community centers, recreational programs,
etc.) when operated by local school districts.

Current expenditures for other programs
amount to $1,030,063,000 in 1869-70 and to
$1,079,487,000 in 1970-71, an increase of 4.8
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APPENDIX II—Continued

percent. This increase reflects the addition states,

of community college programs in some

increased funds for vocational and panded community services being adminis-
adult education and the many new and ex-

tered by local school systems.

HIGHLIGHTS: 1970-71 AND 1969-70 ESTIMATES—STATISTICS OF PUBLIC ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL SYSTEMS

School year
1970-71 1969-70

Change

Amount Percent

Basic administrative units:

Total school districts............_... 17,89

17,153
743

18,977

18, 076
901

~1,081

—923
—158

Operating school districts____
Nonoperating school districls
Pupil enroliment:

|

i 1| e ]
Sen | o

)

45,880,950 45,495 681 385,269

.- 28,154,794 28, 063, 665 91, 129
- 17,726,156 17,432, 016 294 140

4? 1?3 236

29,203, 080
17,970, 156

Fall, total

Elomentary. ... . -
Secondary_________

| s .
~ia | ool

Il ~

Cumulative, lotal

-

o ommllaol o

Elementary __

- 29,379,159
Secondary.

18, 245, 676

Average daily membership - 45,573,161 45, 248, 568
Average daily attendance__ 42,723, 2 42,262,925
Number of high school graduales ,685,676 2,622, 550
Instructional staff__ 2,269,046 2,233,776

Classroom teachers:
Total 2,039,981 2,008,432

1,124,816 1,109,302
915, 075 899,130
56? 332 652, 586
1,372,559 1,355,846

176, 079
276, 520

324,503

-

|
1
o, |

Elementary school
Secondary school. ...

Women teachers_.........._..

s e
PO L 00 S

Average annual salaries:
Instructional staff
All elassroom teachers. ..
Elementary school teachers . -

School year Change

1970-11 1969-70 Amount Percent

9, 540

Secondary school teachers_. 8, 89

Receipts (in thousands):
Total revenue and nonrevenue re-
ceipts_. - lS 268 215

41,620,934 3,647,281

Revenue receipts by source:
Total 38,192,011 3,744,545

2,767,045 125,912
15,627,751 1,599,025
19797215 2,019,608

3,428,923 97,264

41, 936, 556
Federal 2 892, 957
State_. --- 17,226,776
Local, intermediate, and other. 21 816, 823

3,331,659

Nonrevenue receipts

Expenditures (in thousands):

Total expenditures....... 42,379,987 39,090,792 3,289,195

Current expenditures for elementary and
secondary day schools

Current expendiures for other pro-
grams ( ity services,
nity colleges, adult_education, elc.)
when operated hy tocal school dis-
tricts___.

Capital outlay

Interest on school debt

Current expenditure for elementary and sec-
ondary day schools per pupil:
In average daily membership
In average daily attendance. ...

35,851,383 32,683,265 3,168,118

1,079, 487
4,140,031 4,158,412
1,309,086 1,219,052

1,030, 063

722

839 m3

APPENDIX 11l.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE, OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued
LIBRARIES AND EDUCATIONAL COMMUNICATIONS—LSCA, TITLE |, GRANTS FOR LIBRARY SERVICES

1971 estimate 1 1972 estimate *

State and
Federal local
allotment # matching

) State and
State and outlying local
areas

Federal

1970 actual allotment 3 matching

Total................ 32,967,611 38,428,000 39,147,380 15,719,000 15,164,347

1972 estimate 2
State and
local

1971 estimate 1

State and
. fede{a}i local

State and outlying

areas 1970 actual

174,710

Alabama. ... ... ..
Alaska__ ...
Arizona._ ...
Arkansas. _ .
California.

s 368,270

152, 894
308, 902

Connectic

Maine_.............
Maryland__..._...._._.___
Massachusetts
Michigan___....._.._.._..
Minnesota__ ..

Mississi

1 Estimated distribution of funds for LSCA |: Granls for public libraries, with a basic amount
of $100,000 to the 50 States. the District of Columbia. and Puerto Rico and $25,000 to the other
outlying areas; for LSCA IV-A: State inslitutional library services, a basic amount of $40,000

to the Siales the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico, and $10,000 to the other outlying areas,
ratably reduced to the appropriated amount; and for LSCA IV-B: Library services to the physu:ally
handicapped, a hasic amount of $25,000 1o the 50 States, the District of Columbia, and Puerto
Rico and $5,000 to the other outlying areas; then for titles | and IV=B. the remainder of the funds
are distributed on the basis of total polimtatmn Apr. 1, 1960 gaxr.epl trust territory, 1958). Matching
expenditures computad on the basis of fiscal year 1970-71 **Federal share” percentages,

211,120

New Jersey_... ........._.
New Mexico.

New York. ..

North Carolina

North Dakota. .

Pennsylvania. _
Rhode Island._ _
South Carolina
South Dakota

American Samoa.

Puerto RitO. oo oo eaaceee
Trust Territory
Virgin Islands 45, 12?

P S 7

23,247 11 400 21,327

t Estimated distribution of funds with a minimum allotment of $200,000 to the 50 Slates, the
District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico, and $40,000 to the other uuﬂym% areas; the remainder
distributed on the basis of estimated total population. July 1. 1969 (excep out!vm areas:,'Julr j Ji
1968). Requned matching expenditures computed on the basis of fiscal year 1972-73 Federal
share'' percentages.

1 Subtract title IV-A and B funds from amounts shown under Federal allotments in both fiscal
year 1971 and fiscal year 1972; this will show what amount remains for title | activities. In other
words, an amount of $55, 0110(840 D00 and $25,000) should be deducted from the grants for ““Library
services,'
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LIBRARIES AND EDUCATIONAL COMMUNICATIONS—LSCA, TITLE 11, CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC LIBRARIES

1971 estimate 1

State and

1970

State and outlying areas actual allotment matching

Totl oo 185,094,809 $7.092,500 2,577,271

local

131, 239

192,785
N 2, 706
AT 133, 546

122,724 114, 164
S i S 147,756
103, 236 90,
Nebraska.. 102,137

1972
estimated
allotment

1971 estimate

State and 1972
1970 local estimated
State and outlying areas actual allotment matching allotment

84,475
New Hampshire_ y 89, 520
New Jersey.__. . , 000 175,157
94,31?

343,229
151, 463
20

232,2

116, 519
107,742
257,543
93, 481

Virginia_ _

Washington

West Virginia

Wisconsin. .. ..

Wyoming

District of Columbia

American Samoa. ... ..._..._...

Guam.__.__.......

Puerto Rico

Trust Territory 43,310 |
Virgin Islands...__.. =1 41, 503 20, 503

1 Estimated distribution of funds with a basic amount of $30,000 to the 50 Slates, the District of
Columbia, and Puerto Rico, and $20,000 to the other outlying areas; the remainder distributed on

the basis of total population, Apr, 1, 1960 (amegl trust territory, 1958). Required matching expendi-
tures computed on the basis of fiscal year 1970-71 “Federal share’ percentages.
2 Includes $60,866 for adjustments in fiscal year 1970.

LIBRARIES AND EDUCATIONAL COMMUNICATIONS—LSCA, TITLE II, INTERLIBRARY COOPERATION

1971 estimate

State and

Federal

local

State and outlying areas 1970 actual allotment matching

1972
estimated
allotment 2

1971 estimate 1

State and 1972
Federal local estimated
State and outlying areas 1970 actual allotment matching allotment

Total ... .. . $2,019,126 52,281,000 32,270,937

$2, 281, 000

40,253

Alabama............ AL < bl e
L P R R A

Arkansas.___.________
California........

Connecticut
Delaware..__.._. .
Florida______.__.

| R S R
JoANUSETENE e
IHinois. -

Louisiana. ...

Maine...... ...

Maryland
Massachusetts_ _______. . .. __
Michigan. e TRaee
Minnesota_______________
Mississippi. ... X
Msating s
Mentana. ...

Nebraska ...

42,773
40, 225
41,351
41,578
55,273
41,657
42,338

40,
a1, 142

e e Y 0 Y N
New Mexico

North Dakota

1, 7 R R OERR T
Oklahoma

Oregon
Pennsylvania_ _ ... ............
Rhode island_____________.___.
South Carolina. ........

South Dakota__ . ._..__..

American Samoa_ .

Trust Territory B 3
Virgin Islands 10,028

! Estimated distribution of funds with a basic amount of $40,000 to the 50 States, the District : ! ]
of Columbia, and Puerto Rico, and $10,000 to the outlying areas, and the balance distributed on District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico, and $10,000 to the other outlying areas; the remainder
the basis of total resident population, Apr, 1, 1960, The *‘Federal share' is 50 percent, except for

Trust Territory of the Pacific 1slands for which it is 100 percent.

* Estimated distribution of funds with a minimum allotment of $40,000 to the 50 States, the

distributed on the basis of estimated total population, July 1, 1969 (except outlying areas, July 1,
1968), The “‘Federal share’ is 100 percent.
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EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES

. Fiscal year
Fiscal year 1971
1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF ALABAMA

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1971
appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

diieati

Aid loyschnol d:slru:ts :
Educationally deprived children (ESEA

e
PL A:

State administrative expens
Pt. B: Special incentive grants
Pt.G: Speclal.grants for urban and
rural schools.
Supplementary services (ESEA i)
Grants to States for school library materials
(ESEA I1). =
Sirengthemng State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V,
Grants to States_____
Grants for special projects._ =
Acquisition of ui rnenl and minor re-
modeling (NDE
Grants to tales_________
Loans to nonprofit private schools..
State administration_ .. _______.
Dropout prevention éESEA Vi)
Bilingual education (ESEA V1)
Follow ‘I'hm)gh (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec, 222(a)2

Subtotal, el tary and y
education. - .o oo

$40, 184, 201
401, 842

$41, 441, 904
414,419

624, 835
2,478, 544

702,195 1,321,780

524, 625
85,333 ...

851,705

48 213 522

47,984, 209

9, 535, 000

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)__ 9,572, 484
Construction (Public Law 81-815). ..

school in federally

9,882,880
Emergency school assistance.... ... ... 4

Education for the handi

571, 028

642, 117

l’eacher education and recruitment_
Research and innovation

524, 625

9, 535, 000
5,661,120 .

541, 441, 904
44,4

624, 835
2,456, 331

1,298, 421

574,835

I E 2 A

46, 810, 745
7, 110, 000
600, 000
7,710, 000

662, 940

Subtotal, education for the handicapped. .. 1 345 926 542 ]1?

Vocational and adult education: Granis to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants. _ =
Programs for students with speclal
needs (VEA pt. B
¥ i":', ‘education

6, 850, 464
378,489

(\I'Eﬁ ) 333, 881
Work- sludy (VEA, p 80, 368
Cooperative educatlon( EA, pt. G]_A = 265,122
State advisory councils (V[A pt. B)_ . 42, 566

Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pL. D) 234, 286
Curriculum development (VEA, pt. 1) T
17, 228
1,199, 3?8
65, 00

7,168, 270

413, 257

349, 223
42, 566

Research. .

Adult education (Adui! Education Act):
Grants to States
Special projects and teacher education_

9 -166 ?82

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-
] A

104, 006 .

5,33 s

302,500 ...
T
1,353, 404

9,298,241

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational uppor‘tumty
(HEA IV-A
Work-study
Direct loans (NEDA 11)
So{‘:-Ezr alosrams)for disadvantaged students
Talent search__ ...
Special services in l:mlege
Upward Bound
Institutional assistance:
StwnEgthenlns developmg institutions
2 2,628, 348
Consltucuon
Subsidized loans (HEFA 1H)____. 79,191
Grants: 4
Public communily coileﬁes and
technical institutes (HEFA 1)_
Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA ).
State _administration
(HEFALY..._. ..
Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellnwshms. and research
(NDEA VI)..
Tralrﬂng grants (Fuihnght Hays

granis
cenee- 93,123,600
4,000, 45
2,723, 200

118, 865
609, 339
173, 000

994, 972

and plannmg

Univ ers:ty communily services (HEA 1)
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act).
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)
UaneErgraduate instructional equ:pmenl
(
Television equipment_
Other equipment. ..
College personnel development

227, 680
50, 000

1 §940, 931
3,888, 436

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

3,580,980 . . oo

Ly O LSS N S

B

174,707

50,000

R0 e

Subtotal, higher education.........._.. of -l_& 240, 385

275, 250

Education professions development:
Personnel training and develuﬁmeﬂl_. e
Speclal programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps.______
Career opporlumhes and urban/rural
school programs. . 2 -

1,204, 241

Subtotal, education professions
development_____.________.____
Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:

Construction (LSCA 11)_.
College library ll!SDLlfCES (HEA T1-A)__
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-

munication Act of 1934, title 111}

Subtotal, libraries
communications. _

Resarch and development
Cnitlsr‘;ghts education (hne IV, Civil Rnghts Act of
3 .

and educational

Total, Office of Education.__. B? 2.;? !}25

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF ALASKA

Fiscal year
971

appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts
Educationally deplwed children (ESEA
0-

)
PLA:
Basicgrants. ______..
State administrative expenses_.
Pt. B: Special incentive grants S i
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools_..____.
Supplementary services (ESEA W) ___ . __
Gl&nts to S)lales for school library materials
Slrengthamng Slate ‘departments of educa-
tion (ESEA
Grants lnSlates T b
Grants for special prn]ecls

c-ememe-  3L.874,230 §1,928,163
150, 000 150, 000

18,709

16, 005
526, 496

113,378

Footnotes at end of table.

243, 649

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

§1,928, 183
150, 000

535, 160
120,191

272,009

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States._.
Loans to nonprofit private schools_
State administrative_____
Dropout prevention (ESEA VI
Bilingual education (ESEA VII).
Follow Throu h (Ecunomlc Gppu
sec, 222(aX2

Subtotal, elementary and secondary
education

$52, 995
1333

3, 166, 426

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance gPuhlu: Law 81-874)
Construction (Public Law 81-815)

14, 828, 313
283, 624

Subtotal, school assistance in I'edsmliy
affected areas
Emergency school assistance. ___.___

1,595, 670

"5{) 039

741, 144
131, 239

86,069,460 |

Fiscal year
1971
appropriation

$75,996 .

T S
BRSO

3, 085, 729

18, 744, 000

800, 000

128, 115

128 115

331, 642

65, 216, 933

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

$3,021, 528

!9 155, 000

19 155, 000
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Fiscal year
1970 actual

OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued

Education for the handicapped :
State grant programs (EHA, pt. B).__
Eal_;é;r3 childhood projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

$100, 000

Teacher education and recruitment. ...
Research and innovation. ey ey
Subtotal, education for the handicapped... 258 390
Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
SO TS S s v s s E
Programs for students with suwal
neeﬁs (VEA, pt. B) !
and h
(VEA pt. F)_____._____ o
Work-study (VEA, p
Cooperative sdu:aimn (\IEA pt. G)
State advisory councils (VEA, pt. B)___.
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D)
Curriculum development (VEA, pt. i} .........
Research__
Adult education (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States. _____ -
Special projects and teacher education.

403, 555
22,295
19, 668

7,022
205, 240
42, 566

101, 868
15,000
136, 550

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-
i 953, 764
Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity  grants
(HEA IV-A)__

Work-study
Direct loans (NDEA 11)
Sp(ec!al prusr?'gl; for disadvantaged students

83, 500
141, 039
82,030

A, sec.

Talantsaanch . . .o oemmninee- s

Special services in college... [l Tt

Upward Bound..... I I e L
Institutional assislaﬂce

57,800 ...

Fiscal lyg;sr

appropriation

$200, 000
200 mo :

422, 312
26,240 _.

G R

141, 671

1,125, 438

134,977
144, 182

118,265 ...

NS00 ==t
197 R0 e i s
50,000 ...

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

510, 274

184, 592

723,220

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 1) ____
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1)
Ol?;r undefgfaduata facilities
State admmlstrahnn
(HEFA 1)
Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDEA () SRS i=
Ir:lr;mg grants (Fulbright-Hays

and ptannmg

105, 854
155, 388
50, 000

University community services (HEA I).
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)..
Undariraduate instructional aqu;pment
(HEA V
Tels\rlsmn equipment. ... ...
Other e<1mpmenl.. o
College personnel development

appropriation

L OO o el et e

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year

971

47,491 $26, 625

105, 854
152, 838
50, 000

T 1,127,800
157, 892

Subtolal, higher education._........... :
Education prufessmns development:
Personnel training and development.
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps
Career opportunities and urban/rural
school programs_ ... ... ...

?03 518
113,728

182, 479
102, 603

Subtotal, education pro'!essmns

development ... 433,892

113,728 102, 603

Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:
Services
Construction (LSCA 11)._.
College library resuurces(H.EA 11-A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)__ ot
Educational broadcasting facilities (E:am-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)..

153,034
150

58,807 =i

247, 450

241, 661
547

Subtotal, libraries and educational
commiunications 324, 744
Research and development. __
Cnigaghts education (title 1V, Civil Rights Act of
)

325, 203

21, 376, 953

25,102,721

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF ARIZONA

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal Yse?ar

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Educationally deprived children (ESEA
D:

PL A:
Basic grants
State administrative expenses. .
PL. B: Special incentive grants_..
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools_.._. ..
Supplementary services (ESEA Y
Grants to States for school library materials
(ESEA I1).. e
Strengthening Slale deparlments of educa-
tion (ESEA V)
Grants to States
Grants for special projecls =
Acquisition of egulpmant and rnmur Te-
modeling (NDE Hiy:
Grants to States._.
Loans to nonprofit rivate schools.
State administration_____
Dropout prevenimn%ESEﬁ. VHI)
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)_.._
Follow Through (Econormc Opport
sec, 222(a)2)).

Subtotal, elementary and secondary
education___

$9, 600, 568
150, 000
1,269,737
361,721

369, 169

$10, 537, 286
150, 000
216, 602

103, 802
1,365, 872
680, 887

369, 169

13, 947, 802

$10, 537, 286
15, 0000
216, 602
103, 802

1,390,735
683,279

13, 491, 604

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance EPuhIlc Law 81-874
Construction (Public Law 81-815;

11, 366, 000
3, 100, 000

19, 556, 000
5, 000, 000

Sublotal, school assistance in Tederally
affected areas_.
Emergency school assistance............

1z, 088, 789

14, 466, 000

15, 566, 000

Fiscal year
1970 actual

appropriation

Fiscal year

Fiscal year
971

1972 budget
request

Education for the handicapped:
State grant programs (EHA, pt. B).....
Fag;ya}r.hddhood projects (EHA p

$224,757

Teacher education and rec
Research and innovation

85? 92

Subtotal, education for the handicapped...

$252,738 $260, 934

252, 738 260, 934

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants_____...
Programs  for students with special
needs (VEA, p B) - LT el
C d  education

(VEA, L
Work- stud\r(\-‘[ﬂ . ()
Cooperative aducahon VEA, pl ey
State advisory councils (VEA pt.B).... 31, 68
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D). . 216, 260
(‘.'urnculum dave!opmenl N N o= it

: 15,000

Adutt educahan (Adu!t Education Act):
Grants to Sta 379, 898
Special projects and teacher education_ 000

2,947, 567
162, 854
143, 660

36, 283
229,193

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-

Hons e 4,311,783

3,084, 298
191, 640

203,630
46, 95; 3

3,620, 545

245,948
342,700 -
419,113

4,832, 284

Higher education:
Student assistance:

Grants and work-study payments:
Educational  opportunity grants
Work-study___

Direct loans (NDEA 11}

1,613, 800
1,459,803
2,162, 167

1 679, D41
1,393,728
2,502, 228




EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF ARIZONA—Continued

Fiscal {ear
1971
appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Special programs ior disadvantaged students
(HEA, sec. =
Talent searc :
Special services in- cnllege
Upward Bound ... ... _______

Institutional assistance:

construc an

Subsidized loans (HEFA 111)
Grants:

Public community colle,

technical institutes

OthﬁE #ndergraduaie

GS and
% EFAL).
acilities

Stale  administration and p!annm[
(HEFA 1)
Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDER b ) ) PO

Training grants (Fulhrlg]li Hars
Act;

University cnrnmuml!y sanrices (HEA 1)_
Aid to land-grant colleges
Annual (Bankhea Jnnus Act)......
Permanent (Second Morrill Act).. ..
| d ‘N :Il-):l ti | i t
(HEA VI): i
Television equipment
Other equipment_ .. _

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

February 22,

College personnel development...___.__._

Subtotal, higher education...__
£ducation plufesslans development:
Personnel training and n%velupmenl <
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps

Career upporlumlles and urba','-'m“

school programs..

Subtotal, education
development_________.
Libraries and educational ¢
Public libraries:
Services. ;
Construction (LSCA 11)__
College library resources (HEA 11- -A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)
Educational broadcasting facilities (Cuml
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

Subtotal, libraries and educanunal
communications...____._______
Research and development____
Cnrllégﬁhts educatlon (title 1V, Civil Rights Act of

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF ARKANSAS

2 Fiscal fea f
Fiscal year 9

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

dueation®

and
mu to sl:hooi dfstnr.ts
Edlucalwnaliy deprived children (ESEA

PLA:
Basic grants
State administrative expenses..
Pt. B: Special incentive grants
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools....
Supplementary services (ESEA I11)
Grants to States for school ill:m;r)I materials

$24,750,018 325,585,789
247, 500 255, 858

361, 44
1, 505, 599

380,294 715, 848

(ESEA | ?
Strengthenin Sl.atu ‘departments of educa-
tion (ESEA
Grants toStates_ ...
Grants for special T e N B ST

384,783 384,783

Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States________

448, 166 610, 488

§25, 585, 783
255, 858

1,512,247
718,177

426, 890

Loans to nonprofit private SChO0IS. - oo oo Y

18,376
281, 000

State administration____ 18,278
Dropout prevention (ESEA VI il)
B\Ilngual education (ESEA VII)_.

Follow Th m%(Ewmmic Oppnrtumty AL

sec, 22, s e

Subtotal, elementary and secondary

eduoafion 28 730,405 29,438, 087

28, 860, 405

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance EPublic Law 81-874)
Construction (Public Law 81-815). ____._ ...

2,694, 616 2,824,000
7,209

2,225, 000

Sublotal. schoal assist
affected areas..

: 2,701, 825
Emergency school asSIslance,. 35S

in federally

2,186, 083

Education for the handlup
State grant programs (E!
Early childhood projocts (E

3). :
Teacher education and recruitment a
Research and innovation. .. __

334,914

191,087 _

2, 824, 000

2,225,000

345,775

598,923

Subtotal, education for the handicapped. ._ 334, 91-1

V ocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants_____.
Programs_for students with “special
" needs (V| Ll B)

3,693,674
204,075
and

(VEA, pt. - 180, 024
Work-study (VEA, pt. H 42,330
Cooperative education 234,433
State advisory councils (vm pt. z 31, 068

3, 864, 985
240, 145

54,780

Footnotes at end of table.

345,775

4,517,358

8 |
278,899 .-
31,068

Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, p

L D).
Curriculum dnvslnprnent (VEA, pt. I) _______ <

Research_. ..

Adult education (Adult Education Act):
Grants to 5ta
Special projects and teacher education. _

Subtotal, vocational and adull educa-
tion......_.

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA IV-A
Work-study.
Direct loans (NDEA 11)__
Special programs for drsadva
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent search.__...
Special services m college
Upward Bound
Inshlullﬁnnl assistance:
Stmngthlelrlung rlevelopmg |nsntu.luns
Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEF 111)
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).
Other undergiaduale facilities
(HEFA 1)
State admlmshahun
(HEFA
Language lralnlns and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDE Vi)

and p.anmng

|.|!1IVBISIT'} cummunlty services (HEA I).
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual %Bankhead -Jones Act)...
Permanent (Second Morrill Rct)
Undergraduale instructional equipment

Telovision equipment. _
Other ecrmpmenl
College personne develnpmenl

Subtotal, higher education. .
Education professions development:
Personnel training and development
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps_______
Career opporlunltnes and urban/rural
school programs.. =

Subtotal, education

pmlessmns
development

Fiscal year
1970 actual
$l 013, 200
8 13? 528

915, 019

prl!esspo ns

Fiscal year
1871
appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

591, 157
114, 795

$5 507, 551
182, 441

380, 827

594, 153
44,100

119, 083 ...
41, 228, 995

Fiscal year
1970 actual

$112, 276

15,000

701, 583
171, 000

-!18 418

518, 842

39,707,618

R, 835, 072

Fiscal year
971
appropriation

Fiscal year

1872 budget

request
$254,196
429,443

785, 866

5, 385 463

1,542, 800
2,559,171
1,821, 555

85,131 .
546 025

459, 141
313,893
57,328

142,062

192,476
50, 000

6, 194, 5.‘12

5,123, 308

1528,973
2, 260, 605
2,032,510 .. .. ..

66, 679

Tiazoer T
172,418
50, 000

142,062

B B

8,971, 623
793,478

5,884, 074
186, 674

231,733
115, 551
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Fiscal year
1570 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {g&g{

appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued

1o ications:

Libraries and
Public libraries:
Senvices. .. ..
Construction (LSCA I1).._...
College library resources (HEA 11—
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)._ .. _..

§446,378
115,038

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

3459

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
Fiscal year 1971
1970 actual appropriation

Sublotal, libraries and educational
communications
Research and development
ngsrights education (tltle IV, Civil Rights .ﬂu:l of

$497, 944
108, 018

$292,130

55-;3 ;GIJ $605, 962 $292,130

814,091 .

Total, Office of Education

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

49,361,189 47,654,351 37,193,902

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {ae:?]r

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {ear
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elemantary and secondary education:
id to school districts
Educationally depnved children (ESEA
-

)?t A:
Basic grants_ _ $96, 934, 750
State administrative expenses_ 969, 574
Pt. B: Special incentive g:anbs.,__..........
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rursischools....... s WELLL
Supplementary services (ESEA [IEEETEs
Gm"és ]tna States for school library materials

----- 8,081,360
Strengthenlns Stale ﬁeparimenls of educa-
tion (ESE
Grants tn A
Grants for special projects. __.____....--
Acquisition of aiulprnenl and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States_____..
Loans to nonprofit pn\rate ‘schools_
State administration. . .
Dropout prevention (ESEA Vlll)
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)..
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,

sec, 22(af2))- .-

1,910, 647

2, 580, 066

“1i, 008, 765

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational nppcrtunity g(ants
Work- studr.. 2
Direct loans (NDEA M) _________ -
$113,934, 749 Special programs for dnsadvantased students
1,139, 347 (HEA, sec. 408):
133,907 Talent search.......
Special services in college. _
1,231,803 Upward Bound
12,231,974 Inslitutinnal assistance:
Strenfmening developing institutions
7,612,705

$113,934, 749
1,139, 347
133, 907

231, 803
12 194, 651

7,682, 559

Gonstm:t
Suhsui;zed foans (HEFA 111).
Grants:
Public communily colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).
mheE F\ﬂ'ﬁdergradoate tacilities

1,910, 647

2,098,831

ration

and

Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDE

4

Suhinkal &l tary and
) D e S

129,887,171

Tri]nrng gran!s (Fulbnght Hays
University comrnuniif
e

services (HEA l)_
Aid to fand-grant col

141, 938, 871 dz\rs
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)......

138, 383, 316

Schoal assistance in federally affecled areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)

- 71,447, 365
Construction (Public Law 81-815)_.._...... 452,413

Permanent (Second Morrill Act)__

76, 697, 000 59, 668, 000 UndeE%rnduale instructional equipment

school ist in federally
affected areas.............
Emergency school assistance......._.......

71,899,778

Television equipment_________
Other equipment__ ...
College personnel development

$15,797, 196

1 §7, 050, 028
12,874,714
25, 604, 260

2, 826, 286
18, 240, 987

550, 3
1,712, 238 2is
, 043, 000
356,500 - L
113,244

3,211,048
3,112,252

415, 649 306, 486

1,693, 827

'506,816 506,816

TR
50, 000

394,321 ...
506, 816
523, 740

000

°5, 333,956

76, 697, 000
536, 604

for the h d
State grant prngramr? (EHA,
Earl 3):h|1:ihno projects (EHA

6.
Teacher education and recruitment. _
Research and innovation

2,397,629

159, 922
1,952, 026
2,285,851 .

Subtolal, higher education

66, 881, 446

50,987, 404 751, 369

2,696, 116 2,783,546 | Education professions development:
Personnel training and development
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:

Teacher Corps- - - anericemccaccas

Subtotal, education for the handicapped_.. 6, 795, 428

Career opportunities and urban/rural

2,696,116 2,783, 546 school programs.

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational educahon
Basic ti
State grants
Programs for sludunls with special
neer}s(\l’t:.‘\\El it B)

23,903, 359
1,320, 663

{VEA R i 165 014
Waork- study EA, pt. H 390,
Cooperative education G < 512, 513
State advisory councils (VE# pt. 93, 203

Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D) 211,413
Curriculum dsveh:prnenl(VEA pt ). 23,
60,113
Grants to States. 2,137, 446
004

Research
Adult education (Adult Education Act):
Special projects and teacher education_ . 432,

C

7,262, 570 1,030, 190 264,839

3, 084, 997

1,754,081 ..

Subtotal, education professions
development._._.....

25, 010, 506 29,905, 391

and educational
Public libraries:

Services.. .

Construction (Lsc.ﬂ II) S
College library resources (HEA 11-A)_
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 11)_.____._.

ons:

1,651,218 .
505,

388 -
916, 098 -
93,203

691, 883
2,778,945 _
2,422, 896

"85, 061

Subtotal, libraries and edur.atmnal
communications..........

Research and development._

2,853,833

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-

S s S N L

Cl\ig&shts education (title 1V, Civil nghls Actof

101, 648 1, 030,180 264, 839

2,932,689 744, 705

262, 652

2,786, 412
326, 523

441,948 ...
313, B85

4,278, 610 6,112,935 744,705

17, 020,629 ....

1,227,391

35, 624, 138 32, 844, 285

Total, Office of Education..__.__._..

340, 341,932

315,623,258 235, 440, 060
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APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF COLORADO

Fiscal rear Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971 1872 budget Fiscal year 971 1972 budget
1970 actual appropriation request 1970 actual appropriation request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION Higher education:
Student assistance:
Elementary and secondary education: Grants and work-study payments:
Aid to school districts: Educational opportunity grants
Educationally deprived children (ESEA ENINERY e ., 2
1) Work-study._..__._ ... 1
PLA: Direct loans (NDEA 11). 2
Basic granls. $9,283,738 $10,270, 402 $10, 270, 402 Special programs for disadvantaged students
State administrative expenses_. 150, 000 150, 000 150, 000 (HEA, sec. 408):
Pt. B: Special incentive grants_ .. ..o 109, 941 109, 941 Talent search
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and Special services in college
Tural schonls__-,_,.___ s ey 53,532 53, 532 Upward Bound
Supplementary services (ESEA 111), 1,457,074 1,581,788 1,594,774 Insiilulionat assistanr.e:
Grants to States for school library materials I
(ESEAM).oooo. - 462, 359 870,323 880, 849
Strengthening State dupartmams of educa- Construction:
tion (ESEA V): Subsidized loans (HEFA 111}
Grants to States 411,038 411,038 Grants:
Grants for special projects 430, 161 Public community colle&es and
Acquisition of eiurl)ment and minor re- technical institutes (HEFA I). 493, 581

modeling (NDE Other undergraduale facilities
Grants to States 383,233 531, 257 ERARG. oo o

Loans to nonprofit private schools 3,450 State administration and planning
State administration X 18,814 . (HEFAT). .. i3
Dropout prevention (ESEA VI ... ccceenen Language training ‘and area studies:

Bilingual education (ESEA VII) Centers, fellowships, and research
Follow Through )(Ecunomlc Opportunity Act, (NDE\ V

, 183, 800 | §993, 255
, 998, 802 1,757, 356
, 803,959 3,442,659 .

sec. 222(aX2). L . = 3 T(imkl“ grants  (Fuibright-Hays

2 ' 1 4

10
y University community services (HEA 1). 143, 844 143, 844
education. ... —o—.ooo.oownn.. 13,543,516 13,998,195 13,517, 931 Aid to tat:d-g{ant colleges: )-
. e Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)_.. .. 181, 707 172,012
Schoaol t federally affected areas: Permanent (Second Morrill Act).. 50, 000 50, 000
Maintenance sPuth: Law 81-874). 11,923,927 12,611,000 9,225, 000 Under, Exmduate instructional equipment

T e A O Ly R e N S S S S
Tslevlslnn aquipment. - oo ioioiiiai i 14 7L T

, school assistance in federally Other eﬂuipmsnt_ ...................
affected areas . 923, 12, 611, 000 9, 225, 000 College personnel development......_._..__

y school assi 719,298 Subtotal, highar educatinn.. SO o o I 353 850 '.-' 238, 320 241,908

i 1
tion for the handi A AR
State grant programs (EHA ) et 285, 258 320,771 1 g and 1,473,474 205, 377 119,073
Ear 3|:Iu1m-m«:nrl projects (EHA, pL. C, sec. Special programs serving schnols in low-

SR 3 st income areas:

eacher education and recruitmen Teacher Corps

g e e i i Career opportunities and urban/rural
Subtotal, education for the handi - 1,840,277 320,11 school programs.

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States Subtotal, education professions
for vocational education: development 2,133,450 205,377
Basic vocational education programsA S vl et
State grants' — i{l&"ir;“ e 3,293,775 3,446, 489 4,195,213 | Libraries and educational communications:
Programs for studenls wi pecla Public libraries:
nentis(\‘a" 2 on A s i Services....._..... : 492,634
(VEA, pt. ). v 160, 534 227, 541 i Construction (LSCA II)A.. L e 107,511 _
Worl "“““" (VEA, - 2“5' 451 9 .. College library resources (HEA 11-A)....._._

Cooperative educa un&m pt. 36, = R A4
State advisory councils (VER, pt. g) 31, 068 1,068 Librarian training (HEAI1-B). .. ___.__._...

Vocational research: Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
Innovation (VEA, pt. D). o oceen .. 219,113 Sl munication Act of 1934, title 111).-.
Currmllum de\reIopmenl (VE& pt. 1}_ = }15: %'gg

.\du'.t educatinn ‘(Aduit Education Act): Sugal‘r‘rfﬂhm'cf{i::;s and educational
Grants to States_ ____ % 275, 835 3 1
Special projects and teacher education. . 406, 802 Research and development. __

Civil rights educatmn (title 1V, C
1964

Subtntat vocational and adult educa- LT P
tio 4, 876, 965 5,201, 801 4,661,700 =
_— Total, Office of Education_............._. 43. 537 945 40, 894 907 28, 390, 937

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT

Fiscal year Fiscal year i Fiscal Year Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971 1972 budget Fiscal year 971 1972 budget
1970 actual  appropriation request 1970 actual appropriation request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION Bilingual education (ESEA VI1). o caeaee-n. L LA S i e
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec, 222 a)f

Avinall

tary and dary T 1| s S I e R P
Aid to school districts:
Educationally deprived children (ESEA Subtotal, elementary and secondary
1) 2 education. ... oo o.... 15,204,886 $17,294, 262 $16, 908, 372
PLA:

Basic granis $11,409,297 §12, 868,720 $12,925, 611 | School assistance in federally affected areas:
State administrative expenses.. 150, 000 150, 000 150, 000 Maintenanr.eﬁPuhllc Law 31—8?4;.. e 3,458,763 4,262, 000 3,439,000
PL B: Speclal incentive BIantS . - oo ceecciomesanaie Construction (Public Law 81-815
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools. . e 129, 400 129, 400 btotal, school assist in federally
Supplementary services (ESEA 11i)_ , 887, 2,054,631 2,045,046 affected areas 3,458, 763 4, 262, 000
Grants to States for school library materials
(ESEA 11). 610, 790 1,149,723 1,156, 153 | Emergency school assistance__________
Strengthening Stale departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V): Education for the handnr.ap d
Grants to States 8 s State grant programs B) 369, 463 415, 549 428,931
Grants for spacml projects Eaglg childh promts (E R pt. C, sec.
Acquisition of ipment and minor re- e S e e A i
modeling (NDEA 111): Teal:her “education and recruitment. ... 534, 889
Grants to States 3 xEasoiithiia 336, 161 45# 283 Research and innovation____.____________. 211,659

Loans to nonprofit private s : i O~

State administration_ . e 0eals Subtotal, education for the handicapped... 1,116,011 415, 459 428,931
Dropout prevention (ESEA \I'Ill)____ ===

Footnotes at end of table.
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Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {3?1[

appropriation

I ear Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971 1972 budget
1970 actual appropriation request

Fiscal

OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:

Basic tional education prog
State grants. . ...
Programs for students  with Sl‘l'&l‘.'ia|

needs (VE Ad pt. B)
and h

C
(VEA, pt. F)
Work- sludy (VEA, p
Cooperative educatlon (UEA pt. G
State advisory councils (VEA, pt.
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D)
Curriculum development (VEA, pt. 1)
Research
Adult education (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States
Special projects and teacher education__

$3, 402, 846
188, 007
165, 851

246, 035
ia a1, 068

116, 412

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-
tion...

$3, 560, 314
221,216

$4, 205,720

31,068

272,457 _.

295,500 ==

559, 625 654, 018

5, 654, Uls 4,888, 092

Higher education:
Student assislance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Edur.al:cnai apportunlly sranls
(HEA Ay 2 = , 915,000
Wurk-slud)f » 953, 229
Direct loans (NJEA 11).. ,390, 823
Soenal pmgrams lar dtsad\rantagad students
(HEA,
Talent sesn:h.. Fameal
Special services in callege... D]
Upward boun 3%
Institutional assistance:
Stren Elhﬁnlﬂs develapmx institutions

Cunslruclmn
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111} ...
Grants:
Public community mlieﬁes and
technical institutes (HEFA I).
Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA 1) oo

196, 494

436, 967
385,934

98, 630 _
653, 611
100,000 .

1902, 021 ]
1,663,197 @
3,134,483 _.

43,066 .........

State administration and pl
(HEFAD)._._.
Language training and area studies:

Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDEA Y

$86, 606 $79,519 $44,714

458,060 e

B DB s i n
University community services (HEA l) 162, 807 162,807
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhed-Jones Act)__.____ 210,285 181, 817
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)._ 50, 000 0
Urldelﬁladuale instructional aqulpment

Trsngring granls (Fulhnshl Hays
162,807

Television equnprnent...........................
Other equipment....
College personnel development

Subtotal, higher education. ... ......... - 10,049, 490 6,721,645 257,521

Education professions development:
Personnel training and development. ...
Special programs serving schools in low-

income areas:
Teacher Corps._.
Career opportuni and wurban/rural
school programs... ... . _......

1,439, 382 239, 206 125,034

188,100 ...

dsvelopme nl

2,120,169 239, 206 125,034

Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:
Services.
Construction (LSCA I1)... ..
College library resources (HEA 11-A)___
Librarian Lraining (HEA 11-B)
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 1) - oLl

o 620,977
130, 280 119, 765
167,165 .. ....

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications

Research and development._ __ - ke

Cwﬂ r| hts education (uue l\f' CWII R|ghls Act of

740,742 317,260

3,531, 306

Total, Office of Education

OBLIGATIONS IN THE

STATE OF DELAWARE

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
requesi

ot (1

appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Educationally depuved children (ESEA

1y:
Pt A:

State administrative expenses_.
Pt. B; Special incentive grants =
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools_.. L.
Supplementary services (ESEA il
Grants to States for school library materials
(ESEA 1)
Strenzihomn: Slate dapanmants of educa-
tion (ESEA
Grants to Statas_...........
Grants for special projects. .
Acquisition of ulpmenl and minor re-
modeling (NDE
Grants to States__________ e
Loans to nonprofit private schools.__
State administration_ ... ..
Dropout prsvenunngESEa Vill)..
Bilingual education
Follow Throu h (Econornlc Opportunity Act,
sec, 222(a)(Z

670,251

=133
ESEA VII)_ o e T T

$2, 825, 067
150, 600

22,497
669,714

226, 869

$2, 825, 067
150, 000

22,497
669, 101

220,873

263,311

114,705
13,333

Subtotal, tary and
education_ .. oo ooaeaaao..

4,551, 203

School assistance in federally affected areas: o
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874) 1,811,627
Construction (Public Law 81-815) . . ... __...

4,278, 887

1,919, 000

Subtotal, school assistance in federally

affeciol avees. . _ . xR 1,811, 627

1,918, D00

Emergency School Assistance. ... i

Education for the handicapped:
State grant programs (EHA, pt. B).. ..
Eaélzya;.hildhm projects ( HA, pt
Teacher educalion and recru
Research and innovation

for the h

Fiscal year
1972 hudget
request

Fiscal year
971
appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants_ _
Programs for students “with  special
needs (\-‘U\. pL. B) .

$653, 224 $853,759

36, 080

(V y % Dol e = 31,837
Work- sludy( EA, pt. H). 10,924
Cooperative education (VEA, pt.

State admsurn councils (VE.& pt. B)_... 31, 068
Vocational researc|
Innovation (VEA, pf . 103, 136
Gurncul#m develapment (VF.A pt. ).
earc
Adult education (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States
Special proj

$683, 489

45124 ...
14,137 ..

31, 06

171,704

1,497,930

236,372

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa- 1, 365, 966 1, 118, 485

o Bt o SRR e

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA IV-A). Sy s 367, 700 1 166, 689
Wark-study... 320,153 345, 598
Direct loans (NDEA 11)... 359,374 548, 637
Special programs for d:sadvanlaged ‘students
(HEA sec. 408):
Talent Search. . . oo oo _
Special services in college. T T 64,895 . . e e
Upward Bound.. o 45, 000
Inshtul:onal assistance:
StlsnEsthanmg deve!oping mstlluhans

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111)
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1)
Other undergraduate facilities

29, 724

44,218 52 07
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APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE-—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF DELAWARE-—Continued

Fiscal {aar Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971 1872 budget

1970 actual appropriation

Language training and area studies:
Ce&t‘%ré, i‘a}l}uwshlps, and research
Training grants (Fulbright-Hays
§i11,308 §1ii, 306
155, 601
50, 000

JC 1 RE
160, 612
50, 000

University community services (HEA 1).
Ald to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)._____
Parmanent (Seonn‘:‘l Mnmll Act)....

nstr | equipment
(HER vi):
Talevisinn LT T A R
Other equipment.._ .. e s
College personnel development.._._..._.... 165,942 .

1,947,210

bt L R e
15,623 ...

1,532, 027

191, 030

Subtotal, higher education...............

Education professions development:
Personnel training and development.
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps

306, 094 126,743 104,812

47,212

request

Career opportunities and urban/rurai
school programs

Subtotal, education

pro;essmns
development____._

Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:
SO e cxes
Construction (LSCA 1) .. _._.
College library resources (HEA 11-A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B). ...
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 1I1)_ - ...

Subtotal, libraries and educational
l:ommumcat:ons
Research and developmen
C:\igﬁr;ghts education (tme IV, Civil Rights Act of

Total, Office of Education.... ...

UBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF FLORIDA

February 22, 1971

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal {ga}:'! ]r

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

436, 656

$126, 743

$104, 912

264,938
35

277, 822
000

253, 837

11,119, 258

9,919, 409

7,032, 097

Fiscal year
1972 budgel
request

ear
971
appropriation

: Fiscal
Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year

971

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Edlucatlonally deprived children (ESEA

Basic grants. $33, 005,253
State administrative expenses_. 330, 053
Pt. B: Special incentivegrants_..._.____________
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)
G?E?Eﬁlnl?hm for school library materials
Str;;nst(téanl)ng State dsparhmnts of educa-
on
Grants to States________
Grants for special projects
Acquisition of agulrment and minor re-
modeling (NDE
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit private schools_ -
State administration
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIll)..
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)..
Follow Throu

$36,253, 182
362, 532
12,924

$36,253, 182
362, 532
12,924

290, 264
4,107, 058

2,270,496

290, 264
4,037, 886

1,178,032 2,217,472

e 718,370

718, 370
64, 245

1,089, 430

680, 998
609,787 ...
2,389,000 __.._

h (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec. 222(3)&

Sarhbntal 1,

education

43,982,195 45,423,463 44, 106, 412

School in areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)_________
Construction (Public Law 81-815)__._.._._.

Qeibbakal

fadarall fad

17,317,913 17,763, 000 13, 602, 000
59,730

school assist in tederally
affected areas..........cceeeeeeacncon

Emergency schgni assts!am:e..... o L

State grant prcframs(EHA e L
Early childhood projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

17,376,923 17,763,000 13,602, 000
BAGE2B e

827,903

736, 246

Teacher education and recruitment. .
Research and innovation. ...

Subtotal, education for the handicapped... 1,977, 348 827,903

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational edul:al.i on:
Basic
State grants
Programs for students with special
needs (VEA |J B) =

9,767, 350
539, 646
476, 047

118, 602
295,999

10, 219, 726
634,989
2w Sl L
153,485 _
419,975
60, 690
351, 100
15825 .

1,308, 317 1,168, B46

oA,
Work- stuﬂjr (VEA pt. H)
Cooperative education (VEA, pt.
State advisory councils (VEA, pt. 60, 636
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D) 205, 542
Curriculum development (VEA, pt. 1)___ 60, 636
e PGSR R S 24,563
Adult education (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States 1,519, 832
Special projects and teacher education_ _ 23,000

VI

Subtotal, \rol:atlunal and adult educa-

13,191,907 14,958, 524 13,127, 626

Footnotes at end of table.

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
MEAIN-R).
Work-study... .........
Direct loans (NDEA II)
Special prog for di taged st
(HEn sec. 408):
Talent search........
Special services in mllege
Upward Bound
Institutional assistance:
Stren 'thlsmng developing institutions

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 1ID).......
Grants:
Public community colle, ﬁes and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).
Other undergraduale facilities
(HEFA

Sta
(HEFA t)__... iae
Language training and ‘area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDEA VI)....
Tlil.nl)ng granls (Fulhnght Hays

Universily community services (HEA ).
Ald to land-grant colleges:

Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)_._. .

Permanent (Second Morrill Act)...
Undsrﬁraduale instructional equipment

(HEA V1):
Television equipment
Other equipment. .. __._..__..._
College personnel development ... ........

Subtotal, higher education....... ...

$4,199, 600
4,025, 307
4,549, 558

1,293, 421

e N e i SN

230, 583

1,193,372

111,270

177025 oo

31,155 .
231,724

267,743
50, 000

1,666,900 ...

T % IR

212,142
50, 000

28,461 ..

199. 228 _

$67, 425

231,724

50, 000

20, 298, 659

14,948,723

349, 149

Education prof fiey -
Personnel training and development_______
Special programs serving schools in low-

income areas:
Teacher Gorps. ...
Career opportunities and wrban/rural
school programs. .- .o ..

Sublotal, education
development

professions

2,351,941

368, 487

149,163

o T S I L

368, 487

149,163

Libraries and
Public libraries:
Services.
Construction (LSCA 11)_.____
College library resources (HEA 11-A)..
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title I11)

Subtotal, libraries and
communications.. . ._.

R h and devel .
Civil n%hts edu::ahon (title IV' Civil nghts Act ot

educational

874,972
153, 302

1,017,914
157, 665

405, 865

1,720, 341

1,245,658 ... il

1,175,579

Total, Office of Education

104, 038, 760

103, 606, 307

72,594, 965
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Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
Fiscal year {9?1

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal 1ye.ar
1971
appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Educationally deprived children (ESEA
e

Pt A:
Basic grants
State administrative expenses. .
Pt. B: Special incentive grants__ . __ \
PL. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools
Supplementary services (ESEA 111). -
Gr&nts to States for school library materials

Slrangﬂmn ng State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Granls to States
Grants for special projects. ...
Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to Sta'r.es___
Loans to nonprofit private schools
State administration
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII)
Bilingua! education (ESEA VII)... .
Follow Through (Economic Opportu
sec. 222(a)(2))

$39, 816,759

| 2,852,282

$41, 065, 454 $41, 065, 454
398,168 410 555 410, 655
530, 056

3,150,285
1,738,192

530, 056
3. 169, 488

1,732, 597
625, 028 690, 476

1,372,931

Subtotal, elementary and secondary
education

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874). ______...
Construction (Public Law 81-815). ... __.__

48,936,707 47,598,736

16, 990, 076
211,057

15, 969, 000 13, 191, 000

school assistance in federally

L e N S

Emergency school assistance_.___._____________ ___
Education for the handicap ed. ——

State grant programs (E
Eall :hlidhnad pm}ecfs

Research and innovation. . ... ...

16, 969, 000
§7, 595, 447

17,201,133 13, 191, 000

Subtotal, education for the handi:apped...
Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants
Programs for students with special
needs W E.#\Ei pt. B)

(VEJ\
Work- study (VE.P. pt. H
Cooperative education EA, pt. Gg__ 3
State advisory councils (VEA, pt. B). ...
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D)
Curnculum da\ralnpmenl (VEA, pt. 1) ..

Res 3
Adult udu:atlon (Adu!t “Education Act)’

Grants to States

Special prn]acts ‘and teacher education__

l 810 627

8,907, 572
492, 145
434, 142
103, 581
282, 526

55,348
243, 448

T A

1,515,610
730, 000

9,320,803 10,843, 359

1,035,645 _
1,713,940

1, 035, 815

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-
WO L et

12 785 m3

11,940, 665

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational oppoﬂunn!f granis
A IV-A)...
Work-study__
Direct loans (NDEA 11)
Special pmgtams for disadvantaged students
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent saarch._ L
Special services in calrese_________._._
Upward Bound. _ :
1nshlutmnsi ass{stance.

Cunslruclmn'
Subsidized loans (HEFA 1)
Grants:

Public community colley l-gleel and

technical institutes (HEFA 1).

Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA 1)

%Ela adrmmstrauon and plannms

Language tralnmg and area studies:

(NDEA V1)
Trasr{rng grants

(Fuibrisht—
University community services (HEA I).
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)
Permanent (Second Morrill Act).___ .
Undergraduate instructional equipment
(H Ex v

Television equipment
Other equipment
College personnel development..... ... .

Centers, fellowships, and research

$3,193, 100
3, 354, 360
3, 240, 508

1,095, 526
523,006
87,001

197,128
243,763
50, 000

1,450,109 ..

1 §1,104, 222
4,387, 199
4,068, 453

1,063, 460 .

523, 006 $523, 006

17, 67
121,745 .

Subtotal, higher education.. ... _

17, 462, 404

11,833, 121 830, 747

Education professions development:
Personnel training and development.
S pecial programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps.— ... i
Career opportunities and “urban/rural
school programs

1,684, 441

531, 596
572,008

310, 457 137, 516

Subtotal, education professions
development.._.._.

2,788,046

310, 457 137, 516

Libraries and educational communications:
Puhllscllhranes
Construction (LSCA I1)........
College library resources (HEA 11-A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B). ... .. __.____
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

738,425
161,698
176, 811

66, 572

36, 572

852, 255 360, 848
TG SRR S

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications.. =

Research and development. . _..._____ ... ...
CI}’ll rights education (title 1V, Civil nghls Act of

Total, Office of Education________.___.__.

1, 180, 079
1,333, 800

978,408

102, 501, 427

101,579,518 74,851,804

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF HAWAII

Fiscal fear Fiscal year
971 1972 budget

Fiscal year
request

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

f‘??l
appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

and
Ard tu schunl distric ,
Edluca tionally depnved children (ESEA

Basic grants
State administ Xpenses..
Pt. B—Speclal incentive grants__._____
Pt. C—Special grants for urban and
rural schools
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)
G?Elst;s to States for school library materials

I
Slrangthen?ng State departments of educa-
n (ESEA V):

Gran'ts 1o States
Grants for speclal projects. . oo oooeee. s
Acquisition of rmunt and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit
State administration

vate schools....... ...

2. ?56 533 $3, 325,444
150, 000

32,379
821,878

307,834

, 378, 683
i 150, 000

32,379
818, 058
313,372

775,158
163, 537

230, 891

280, 891

313,072

148,958
i

206,976
13,353

Dropourt prevestion (ESEA VI .. oo iiiiieeies

Bilingual education (ESEA VH)-oco . ...~
Follow Thra% (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec, 2

Subtotal,
educatio

fard o

School assist
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874).
Construction (Public Law 81-815).

. school
affected areas_....
Emergency school assistance..

4,532,770

$5,138,735 $5, 005, 564

9,237, 488

10, 015, 000

10, 015, 000

8, 867, 000

Education for the handicapped:
State grant programs (nam pL. B)

Eaa? childhood projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

Teacher education and recruitment____
Research and innovation

Subtotal, education for the handicapped ...

243, 011
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OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF HAWAIl—Continued

February 22,

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

. Fiscal {ear
Fiscal year 97

1970 actual appropriation

Vocational and adult educatmn Grants to States
1or vocational educatio
Basic vocational educatmn pwgrams
State grants_________. =
Programs for stud
needs (VE.M. L. B).

(V L
Wnrk-stud'f . P
Cooperative educat:n_n EA, pt. G
State advisory councils (VEA, pt.
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pl =
gumcuium develunment (VEA, pt. ).
eseal
Adult education (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States
Special projects and teacher education__

Yo

$1,281,603
70,809

$1,341, 119
83, 328

$1,570,678

1T B e
272,711 259,916

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-
i T R o S
Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA |

Work-study. _
Direct loans (NDEA 11)._
Special programs. {nr disadvantaged students
(HEA, sec. 40
Talent search.
Special services in college_ ol
Upward Bound ..
Institutional assistance:
Stren; henmg dwslnpmg institutions
(HEA NI __
Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111)
Grants: ¥
Public community mileﬁes and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).

Other undergraduate facilities
~(HEFA|

State i
(HEFAD).........

2,343, 401

2, 446, 026 1,858,948

322, 400

1318, 123
601, 709

548, 694
ke R S

171, 585 169, 240

54, 451 31, 074

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fqsz:al{g?1

appropriation

1971

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Language training and area studies:
Centers, felloaships, and research
(NDEA VI)_.
Training grants (Fuihr:ghl Hays
| B s e T
University community services (HEA 1)_
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-lones Act)___
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)..
Underiraduale instructional equmment

Tsle\uslon equipment
Other & E1I.IiDITIeI'It_.
College personnel developm

Subtotal, higher education. .. __.__.._._.
Foucati it ol N

Personnel training and crevelopment :
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps
Career opportunities and urban/rural
school programs.

v b - BT

s biry {1 e

116,439
165, 047
50, 000

157, 941
50,

3, 691

§16, 43

$116,439

: DR A= e
377700 — hi b = R

3,089,771

2,384, 668

197,513

137,212

Subtotal, education
development

professions

Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:
Services.. -
Construction (LSCA 11)...
College library resources (HEA 11—
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)
Subtotal, libraries and
communications
Research and development
Cniga hts edurahun (hﬂe 1V, Civil R|ghts Act of

educational

Total, Office of Education

673,808

137,272

ll]E }'85

290, 189
58, 624

308, 456
925

219, 460

477,427

398, 381

219, 460

20,737,728

20,720, 082

16, 455, 270

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF IDAHO

Fiscal year
971
appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1971

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Educauanaii;r deprived children (ESEA

Pt A:
Basic grants
State administrative expenses..
Pt. B: Special incentive grants
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools
Supplementary services (ESEA 111). 3
Gr&nést inl‘lstm for school library materials
Strengthening Sla!a deaanmanis of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants toStates___________.__.
Grants for special projects. =
Acquisition of equifrnent and minor
modeling (NDEA
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit private schools.
State administration.. ...
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII).

Bilingual education (ESEA VI1). T e

Follow Thm xgzh (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec, 2

Subtotal, elementary and secondary
education

163,334

$3,032,174  $3,332,125
150, 000 150, 000

61, 747

$3,332,125
150, 000
61,747

781,230
288,111

783,885
286,186

TR
153,059

283, 357

313, 648

283,357
Frod 7 R
ST

13,30

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance EPuh!ic. Law 81-8‘.'&;
Construction (Public Law 81-815

Subtotal, school assistance in federally
affected areas

Emergency school assistance_._ .. __ ... ___.

2,794,439 3,106, 000

2, 465, 000

Education for the handi d:
State grant p. grams (EHA
Earl )l:llleIH:ln projects

T and
Research and innovation

Subtotal, education for the handicapped. ..

116, 982 200, 000

25,000 .. ......
08,278 .

200, 000

Footnotes at end of table.

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for_vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants_
Programs for sludenls ‘with ~ special
needs (VEA, pt.
consumer and homamakmg education

(VEA, p! Fe

Work- study( EA, pLL H

Cooperative educai'orr( EA, pt. G

State advisory councils (VEA pL. B)_.
Vocational research:

Innovation (VEA, pt. D).

Curriculum d e\relnprnent '(VEA, pt. T)

Research._ —
Adult education (A ‘dult Education .ﬁ.ci)

Grants to States -

Special projects and teacher education_ .

Subtota', vocational and adult educa-

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Ed{uuca!innal uppurlunrly grants
Work- sludv;I
Direct loans (NDEA 11)__
Special programs for dnadvanlased ‘students
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent searc
Special services in college__
Upward Boun
Institutional assistance:
SlrenEgt ening developmg institutions

Cunslruclinn‘
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111}
Grants:
Public community :olieaes and
technical institutes (HEFA I).
Other undetgraduate facilities
(HEFA 1) -

ate
(HEFA b}
Language training and area studies:

§1,348,046
74,479
65, 703

$1,410, 598

160,473

$1,729, 463

2,413,184

2,022,324

578, 400
648, 557
797, 527

17,885 .

210,209

1293, 197
607, 099
1, 009, 547

206, 857

4 RS L R e

55, 990

Centers, fellnwshlps, and research

(NDEA VI)_.

55,978
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) Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971 1972 budget Fiscal year 971 1972 budget
1970 actual appropriation request 1570 actual priati quest

OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued Career upporlumtles and urban/rural
Higher education—Continued school programs____________________ S0 anasassii
Institutional assistance—Continued

ini i i i fessions
Language training and area studies—Continued Subtotal, education pro
fr:in?ng grants  (Fulbright-Hays development._.________________ _4?3_3_10 . $134, 884 $106,190

B e R e S L e T e e e L Rt e
University community services (HEA ). $115, 039 $115, 039 $115, 039 | Libraries and educational ications:
Aid to land-grant colleges: Public libraries:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)___. 165, 865 158, 373 Services________ 294, 850 314,110 258,790
Permanent (Second Morrill Act). 50, 000 50, 000 ; Construction (LSCA 11)________________ 32, 521 90, 465,
Undarjraduate instructional equipment College library resources {HEn WAy .. 263 ey
l) Librarian training (HEA 11-B)
Television equipment. .. . . oo Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
Other ip P i Tl = munication Act of 1934, title 111)______.__
College personnel development.._...._.._. 153,300 _

I, libraries and educational
Subtotal, higher education_. ... ._._. 3,201,283 2,531,717 197,331 communications

e il 2 - = h and .....‘,

Persnnnd training and da\relopmenl g 308, 810 134, 884 106, 190
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
TR COrPS s s o o snisinaa

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal fear Fiscal year
Fiscal year 1971 1972 budget Fiscal year 97 1972 budget
1970 actual appropriation request 1970 actual appropriation request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION Higher education:
tareaid . SludEnl a&sisinnce:k = .
iniary an onaary rants and work-study payments:
Aid to school districts: =~ Educational _opportunity  grants
E nally dep (HEA IV-A) $8,217,200 1 $3, 305, 408
HH Work-study___ S < 5 | 6, 904, 502
Pt A: Direct loans (NDEA'I1). 9, 409, 954 11,795,487 .. ...
Basic grants_____ $53,256,753 358,140,427 %58, 140,427 Special programs for disadvantaged students
State administrative expenses__ 532, 568 581, 404 581, 404 (HEA, sec. 408):
Pt.B: Spocial Incentive gramts. ..o . - oo e ———— Talent searc
PLC: Sneclai snmis for urban and Special services in college. .
rural school R e - 539, 483 539, 483 Upward Bound. . ......_...
Supplementary senrlces (ESE ) 6,414,033 7,087,572 7,029,053 Institutional assistance:
Gr?nis to States for school library materials

Al 2,271,614 4,275,978 4,293,435
Strengthening State departments of educa- Cnnstrucﬂen

tion (ESE Subsidized loans (HEFA 111
Gf(antslo tates. ... 1,057,244 1,057, 552 1, 180, 269 Grants: : :
Grants for special projects_.. e s e o ! Public community colh;rges and
Acquisition of egquipment and minor re- technical institutes (HEFA I).
modeling (NDEA 111): Diher undargraduate facilities
ﬂ:nst? Stat“'ﬁ't I (1 d ol
3 10 RIRDIY State _adm nisirstiun and  plannin
State administration y (HEFA1)._ 3 g_ 252, 236 175, 796 $108, 263
Dropout prevention sESF.A VD). ol el e IO L - Language training ‘and area studies:
Bilingual education (ESEA VII).. Centers, fellowships, and research
Follow Through (Economic Dppnrtun!ty ‘Act,” (NDEA VI) 937,775 ...
sec, 222(a)(2)) Tr;in{ng grants " (Fulbright- Hays

o e s W T I, e
I, Unlversity community services (HEn I) 332,436 332,436 332,436
education , 076, 73,767,523 71,764,071 Ald 1o 1and-grant colleges:
— Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)_._._. 389,721 276, 519
School assistance in federally affected areas: Permanent (Second Morrill Act)_. .. 50, 000 50, 000
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874) 13, 367, 548 14, 261, 000 11.031,000 Undel‘ raduale instructional equipment
Construction (Public Law 81-815)_ " 77277 Ao MU HER VI

1, 694, 867

b vi):
— i e Tnlevismn equipment 46,246 ...
Subtotal, school assistance in federallf Other ummer?l...... 323,725

affected areas.._..._............... 13,367,548 14,261,000 11,031,000 College psmn:ﬁueveiupment... cemeeeeee  HBIGA i

Emergency school assistance___.__ . ... . .oooaoe- 57, 580 stizsraezenes Subtotal, higher education 33,870,450 24,916,392
Education for the handicap = ==
(Wdﬁ pt. B

State grant programs
Eall;rzyschlldhnu projects (EHA, }J! C, sec.

Education professions development:
1,674,241 1,728,534 | ®%5 0 connel training and development_ : 617,727 192, 966
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps. ...
Career oppnrtunmes and urban/rural

Sublotal, education for the handicapped.... 4,238,391 1,674,241 1,728,534 school programs. .. .. .........

Subtotal, education professions
development._.._...._—........ 4675104

Teacher education and recruitment.
Research and innovation______...........

| and adult education: Grants to States
fan mationatl eduiutlion:ti
asic vocational education programs: .
: ':Stvate grants_ . c = i 12,769,779 13, 360, 897 16, 224, 490 | Libraries and educational communications:
Programs for students  with speclal Public libraries:
needs (VEA, pt. B) 705,533 830, 164
Gonsumer and homemaking education

Fa 882, 100 Construction (LSCA 11}
Workcsludy (VER, . College library resources (HEA 11-A)
Cooperative education g . 604, 788 = Librarian training (HEA 11-B
State advisory counals(veﬂ pt. BY_ZZC 79,345 ibrarian training )- -
Vocational research: Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
Innovation (VEA, pt. D) 162,978 1 munication Act of 1934, title 111} ...
Gumculum uevelapment (VEA, pt. 1)- - 314, 355
Research 32,114 484,58 ... . Subtotal, libraries and educational
Aﬂ“‘&“"g‘t‘;ﬂgég"" Education Act): ey g 4540006 communications. . ... .-——.-....... 2,629,493 2,098,687
ran . 633, , 848, , 244,
Special projects and ToCiar SOUCIION .~ o ame Lol fy o ety Research and development. ... cameeeme. 2,693,451

— Civil rigllls education (title 1V, Civil Rights Act of
Subtotal, vocational and adult educa- 1964)_ iU A S MR e
i

16,912,861 19,848,005 18,553,648 Total, Office of Education....._...__..._ 146,698,504 137,241,165 104,285,709
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APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF INDIANA

Fiscal year
1970 actual

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {ear
971 Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal

February 22,

1971

ear
971

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Md to school disti
Edur.a'lmnally depnved children (ESEA

ic g
State administrative expe ses_.

Pt. B: Special incentive grants___.._____.
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools
Supplementary servlcos (ESEA 111)
Gragsl,s m'?tates for school library materials

3,132, 269
1,090, 524

Strengthening State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):

Grants for special projects. ... oo ocoaeee ...
Acquisition of egquipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 11):
Grants to 889,093
Loans to nnnproﬁt prwaleschools LR o
State administration 48,281
DmpnutprevenhonEESEk\fm) WIS N
Bilingual education (ES A VII)
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity At
L ) ) AT s s P

662, 709

§17,081, 476 ~ $18, 507, 013
170, 815 185, 070

544,509 ___.

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Ed(u}?tionar }nppnﬂun{lr grants
Work-study_
Direct loans (NDEA IL)
$18, 507, 013 Special programs for disadvantaged students
185, 070 EA, sec. 408):
15, 170 ;atenllsean:i i
pecial Seryi C&S |n col 68?_
70, 455 70, 455 Upward Bound.
3,455, 650 3,436,774 Institutional assistance:

Strengthening developing institutio
2,052,751 2,055, 068 Exl : e 5

15,170

Canstl ucllon
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111}
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA I).
Other undergraduate facilities

662, 709 ?35 463

1,051,311
717,108
84,740

1,217,833

State _administration and pfanmn
48, 292 v (HEFA ) ¢

AT Language tralmng and area studies:

Ce{nﬁers fello vships, and research

Tralning granls (Fulhnghl Hays

546, 853

1 1 1 a4

5 tary and
education....___.

23,719,676

i e 44,138 .
i
25, 005, 013 Un:verslty community services (HEA ). 207,436

26, 214, %3 Aid to land-grant colleges:

School assistance in federall
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874
Construction (Public Law 81-815

3, 388, 081

Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)..____
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)..__
Underiladuats instructional equipment

250,870
4,000,000 2,911,000 70 0

Cubhadal ot

school in federally
affected areas

Emergency school assistance_._.._._....

3,388, 081

Television equipment
Other equipment.___ ..

4,000, 000 College personnel development.__._

© 1,963,225

207,43 207,43

Education for the handicap
State grant programs (EHA EﬁL B)si.
childhood projects (EHA, pt. C,

Teacher education and recruitmen
Research and innovation__________

745,215
Earl

Subtotal, higher education 19 05 33?

13236032

837,989 865, 164

Education professions development:
Personnel training and development
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps

2,226,477

Subtotal, education for the handicapped... 1,334,523

e Career opportunities and urban/rural
837,989 865, 164 school programs............ 432,321

| and adult : Grants to States
" for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants
Programs for students with special
needs (V

7,431,298
410,579
362, 189

(\’ EA, p
Work- siudy EA, p
Cooperative educatmn VEA, pt. G 2 .
State advisory councils (VFJ\ pt g). .. 46,175
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D) 131,089
Curnculum dmlupment (VEA, pt. I)_ e T

Research. . 13,688
Adult educetmn ‘(Adult Education Act):

Grants to States 630,936

Special projects and teacher education__ 250,000 ...

348, 543

Subtotal, education

professions
development.._....

2,871,947

7,775,608
, 9 by JRE L e
513,354 .

137,076 .
399,821 ...
46, 175

337, 256

9,452,731 Libraries and educational communications:

Public libraries:
Services_
Construction (LSCA II)

College library resources (HEA 11-A)

Librarian training (HEA 11-B) . - e oo

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

863,956 .. 117"
705,322 1,070,247

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications._.__... =

Resenrch and dwelopm ent...

1,279,338

Subtotal vocational and adult educa-
tio 9,674, 080

11, 261, 695

1,123, 560

372, 582

10, 576, 582

" 62,276, 883

57, 029‘ 762

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF 10WA

Fiscal year
1970 actual a

Fiml{sar Fiscal year
971 1972 budget
request

Fiscal year

ppropriation 1970 actual

Fiscal year
71

appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

tary and dary
Ald to school districts:
Educationally deprived children (ESEA
PL A:
Basic g $15, 057, 157
Statn administ:atwe eXPenses__ 150, 57
Pt. B: Special incentivegrants______ ... . _
Pt. G: Special grants for urhan and
rural schools_._____ el
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)____ ...
G?E?t EI?;““ for school library materials
smnmemng Sntc departments of educa-
tion (ESEA
Grants to
Grants for spaclnl project:
Acquisition of equipment and mi
rnodellng (NDEA 1l1):
ts to Stat

"1,846,969
612,734

460, 360
8,600

486,312
26, 194

Dropout prevention (ESEA VI .. ... ... ...
Footnotes at end of table.

$16, 149, 666

Bilingual education (ESEA VII)........
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec. 222(al M Ly

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

SN2 BBS. plpo Lo s

Subtotal, elementary and secondary
education.._....

19, 1?1 533 521 096, 592

$20, 471, 355

School assist areas: S
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)_________. 1,768, 360
Construction (Public Law 81-815)_______._. 114,099 ___

$16, 149, 666
161, 497 161, 497
435, 002 435, 002

1952000

1 243. 000

72,857
2,002, 056

1,142, 459

school ist in federally
aﬂectedarua.._.....__.._‘-_._A.A_.-
y school assi

72,857
1,978, 800
1, 153, 382

1,882, 459

1,952, 000

1,243, 000

Education for the handicapped:
State grant programs &HA pt. B)

460, 360 Ear azy childhood projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

507, 818
Teacher education and recruitment.._____
653, 104 Research and innovation. . __......._......

486, 776

25,924 1, education for the handi
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Fiscal year
1970 actual

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {ear
971 Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
971
appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants____
Programs for
needs (VEA, pt. B)._
[¥ and h

(VEA, pt. F)___

Work-study (VEA, (w

Cooperative education (VEA, p! é

State advisory councils (\’EA pl )--
Vocational research:

Innovation (VEA, pt. D). __.

Curriculum development (VEA, pt I).._

Research i :
Adult education (Adult Education Act):

Grants to States

Special projects and teacher education

$4, 198,015
231,941

$4,392, 605

Stata admini

Language training and area studies:
Cenr%em fel!awshlm‘ and resear:h
(ND
Training gfa
Act

$5, 465, 011
153 852
215, 572
50, 000

272,930 University communii? services (HEA I).

Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)__._ ..
Permanent (Second Morrill Act).

Undar&raduate instructional equipment

~ 30,991

Teiavi’snon equipment. .. oo e enaa
Other eclmpment-...,,
College personnel development.......

158,862

g

77158, 862
17y e, S
50, 000 50,

Subtotal, higher education

Educati Eocal ol

Personnel training ; and develo ment

507, 064

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA IV-A)
Work-study___
Direct loans (NDEA'11)..
Special programs for disadvantaged students
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent searc|
Special services in cnflega
Upward Bound
Institutional a ssistance:
Slrengﬂlenlng deve[aping institutions
CHEAIID. .. ..
Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111}
Grants:
Public community colle ﬁes and
technical institutes (HEFA I)_
Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA

5,445, 442

734,682
439,125

6, 480,423 6, 150,170 Special programs serving schools in Tow-
income areas:
Teacher Corps_ ...
Career opportunities “and urbanjrural

school programs

239,649

124,738

Srhtatal LI

development.___.___..

1' 25? 353

239,649

124,738

Final .
commu

Libraries and

Public libraries:

Services...

Construction (LSBR ll)
College library resources (HEA
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-

munication Act of 1934, title 111)

577, 891

657, 496
123, 252

313,937

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications. - .. - ..ol

Research and development. ___
Cl\igsrghls education (title 1V, Civil Rlzhis Actof

908, 312
392, 083

TR0 2 St

780,748

43,853, 472

40,247,138

29,070,138

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF KANSAS

Fiscal year
1970 actual

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget Fisca

Fiscal 1year
971 | year
request 1970 actual

Fiscal rear
971
appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Edmtlnnslty deprived children (ESEA

PLA:
Basic grants
State administrative expenses..
Pt. B: Special incentive grants._
PL C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools...

upplementary services (ESEA TII)__.

Grants

Stmnmhun ng State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):

Slatas for school library materials

Grants for special projects.___
Acquisition of
modeling (NDE
Grants to Stalss
Loans to nunpruht private schools.
State administration
Dropout prevention (ESER Vi)
Bilingual education (ESEA VII). ...
Follow Thmu h (El:onnmlc Opportunity Act,
sec.

Cahtntal

education

in federally aff

| reas:
Ma?ntenanca EPubIIc Law 81-878)__.___...
Construction (Public Law 81-815

3

Schoo

school e in federally
affected argas.___ ..
y school

Education for the handicap ed'
State grant programs
Early childhoo pro;ects

623)

Teacher education and recruitment. .
Research and innovation.____.__._.

Subtotal, education for the handicapped ..

u| mant and minor re-

$10,497,614 §
150, 000

"'1,586,903°
410,248

415,179

ST TR

733,952
14,280,633

| Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants - -
Programs for students with special
needs (VEA, pt.
Cunsumer and homernakinn ‘education
$10, 383, 944 (VEA, p R
1 EA, ptH). .- __

3 Wo:k-stu_dy =
13,378 Cooperative education (VEA, pt. G). ___.
State advisory councils (VEA, pt. B) ____
47, 651
1,701, 535

31, 068
Vocational research:
858, 763

$3, 598, 952
198, 84l
10, 838, 944 175, 408
50, 000
13,378
Innovation (VEA, pt. D). 220, 887
ﬁumcupl:m devehpment OVEA, pE ).
Adult education (Adult Education Act):

Grants to es
Special projects and teacher education

47, 651
1,699,025
875, 502

410, 248 450, 383

$3,765, 756
233, 980
248,620

63

$4,620, 536

R s

290,906 .

31,068

262,443 ...

a8 417 -
307,754

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa- <l
tion

563, 945
T B

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational  opportunity granls
(HEAIN-A).__-____._.
Work-study....
glfﬂC‘l loans (NUE;: 1.

pecial p
(HE.& sec, 408):

14,620,243 14, 060, 654

8,125,786
33,91

8,159,704

307,497 207

Talent searc| e e
Special services in college_‘. e
Buund

926?000 7, 547, 000

9, 267, 000 Consirucﬁo
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111)
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1)

Other undergraduate facilities
HEFA |

State adnfinisiral:un

and planning
(HEFA 1)

134,791

1,429,828

Language training and area studies:

380,835 393,185 Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDEAV

BB, 673

52,768

o) GRS R L A B
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APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF KANSAS—Continued

February

Fiscal year
971
appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Training grants (Fulbright-Hays
Act) $7,125 _
University comrnumtr semces (HEA 1) 148, 596
Aid to land-grant coll
Annual (Bankhead- Jnnes Act)......
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)____

Undergraduate instructional equipment
(HE% viy:

201, 805

50, 000 50, 000

Television equipment. . _______._.
Other equipment______
College personnel development.____ . _____

“'$148,596

177,342 _.

Subtotal, higher education____ . __

Education brofessions. devel

pr d p :
Personnel training and development

Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:

118, 595

I I e e e e e e

OBLIGATIONS IN THE

Fiscal year
1870 actual

appropriation

(717 ]

A&y

1971

Fiscal year

971

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Career opportunities and urban’mral

school programs. ... =

Subtotal, education professions
development e
Libraries and educational ¢
Public libraries:
Services..
Construction (LSCA 11)_ 5
College library resources (HEJ\ TETY
Librarian training (HEA 11-B).

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-

munication Act of 1934, title 111)

Subtotal, libraries and
communications..
Research and development____
Cnigaghts education (title IV, Civil Rlshts Act of

educational

Total, Office of Education_. ..

0000 . i

629, 513

$206, 004 $118, 595

99, 503

562, 395
114,171

822, 507
587 ...

41,832,548

38,165,363 27,858,361

STATE OF KENTUCKY

’ Fiscal year
Fiscal year 1971

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Edll.;ca't!ona!ly deprived children (ESEA

PL.A:
Basic grants.____ $35, 976, 081
State administrative expenses.. 359, 761
PL. B: Special incentive grants_.... .. _.
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and

rural schools__.. _.
Supplementary services (ESEA I11).
Gr&nésE toI?tates for school library materials
Sirangthen?ng State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):

$37,468, 749

498, 833
2,246, 048

1, 206, 827

2,078,567

641,127
- 475,514 475, 514
Grants for special projects. 25,600 _ .
Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States_________ o
Loans to nonprofit private schools______
State administration_._____.
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII).
Bilingual education (ESEAVII).....__......
Follow Thmugh (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec. 222(a)2))

697,959
'3}'3'23',{)' o

1 366, 874

374, 687 3

$37, 464, 223
74,642

498, 833
2,245, 669

1,199, 083

525, 328

= U R
'3n.t’ria'_ s
447,000 .

education

42,098,713 43,249,649

School assistance in federally affected areas: ) =,

Malntenam:eEPuhhc Law 81 s?; mreaemmer 74901881
Construction (Public Law 81-815). . . ... ...

8, 739, D06

42,307,778

7,793, 000

haonat

school e in federally

sﬂuctedareas_ IR o el e 7,901, 881 8,739, 006

7,793,000

Emergency school assistance_...___. 311,174

Education Tor the handicapped:
State grant programs (EHA, ﬁt 509, 972
Earl Jchildhon projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

Teacher education and recruitment

Research and innovation_ . ... 533 211

S LR A

. 1,458,953

for the h

Vocational and adult education:
Grants to States for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants
Programs for students with special
r' needs (VEAEI pt. B)
an

6,212,161
343,223

6, 500, 330

king education
(VEA, pt. F)
Work-study (VEA, pt. H)_.__
Cooperative education (VEA, pt.
State advisory councils (VF_A, pt.
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, p
gurricuium dave'lnpmem (VEA, pt. ). ...
lesearc
Adult education (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States
Special projects and teacher educati

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-

Yoo
230,640
B L B 7
1,019,688
477,000

573, 460

403, 891 .

8, 503, 496

Fiscal year
1970 actual

appropriation

Fiscal year
971

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity granis
(HEA IV-A)
Work-study.
Direct loans (NDEA 11)
Special programs lnrmsadvanlaged students
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent search. .. -
Special services in college_ i
Upward Bound
Institutional assistance:
Stren hel?;ng developing institutions

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA II1)......

Grants:
Public community colleges and

technical institutes (HEFA 1)
Otheé Fuﬂm‘ierg:aduate facilities

admmrsllalmn
(HEF.
Language tialmng and area studi
Centers, fellowships, and research

(NDEA V1)

, 300
089, 132
2,985, 847

15909, 364
3,191, 908
3,405,119

54, 000
907,348 ...
174, 000

139,735 ...

584, 841
577,846 ...
23,380

Training grants (Fu'brnghl Hays R R
Act).

University community services (HEA I)
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)....
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)..
Undergraduate instructional equipment
(HEA VI):
Television equipment._
Other equipment._
College personne development._._

Subtotal, hngher education. .

Pelsannel lralnmg am:l :{Evelorlmenl. s

Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:

Teacher Corps_.

Career uppnriumlles ami urban/rural

school programs.

development.

Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:
Services:: o
Construction (LSCA I!)
College library resources (HEA 11-A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

Subtotal, libraries and educational

communications
Research and development. ...
C‘\ilé l‘& hts education (title 1V, Civil nghts A&l ul

Total, Office of Educa.ion

R

81,498

12, 947, 669

9, 044, 351

267,492

904, 349

893,124 __...

686,418 ___

246, 120 125, 964

2,483, 391

246, 120 125, 964

589, 523
141,289
126, 455

703, 594
127,653 ..

324, 425

965, 202
81,626 .

188,743

831,247

324,245

77,097, 343

72,956, 904 59,914, 211

Footnotes at end of table,
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OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF LOUISIANA

d Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal {sa: Fiscal year
Fiscal year 19n 1972 budget Fiscal year 971 1972 budget
1970 actual appropriation request 1970 actual appropriation request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION Higher education:
h Student assistance:
Elementary and secondary education: Grants and work-study payments:
Aid to school districts: En‘ucaimnal opportunliy grants
Educalmnarly deprived children (ESEA (HEAW-A)ee e $2,686,600 131,077,003
1): Work- stud o L, 3, 592, 706 3,772,197
Pt. A: Dtrectloans(NBEAH) 3,587,871 4,021,743
Basic grants. $34,326,959 §36,776,942  $36, 776,942 Special progi ford
State adminis xp 343,270 367, 769 367, 769 (HEA, sec. 408):
Pt. B: Special incentive grants._ L 256, 240 256, 240 Talent S8arc . 128,337 ..
Pt. C: Special grants for urban i 559, 326 _
rural schools.__.__ o s 463, 400 463, 400 i = 2 367,000 _
Supplementary services (ESEA 111). 2,438, 565 2,666, 731 2,657,611 Institutional assistance:
GrnntltoStates for school library Stranglhening developing |r|st|tut|ons
(ESEA I 813,574 1,531, 433 1, 494, 657 (113,00 ] | ) IS e e i S e 1,122,005 .
Slrenglhenmg Slale departments of educa- Construction:
tion (ESEA Subsidized loans (HEFA 111) 144,440 . ___.
Grants to Slates 536, 860 536, 860 585,959 Grants:
Grants for special projects. .. L e e R S S e Public community colleges and
Acquisition of equipment and minor re- technical institutes (HEFA I). 905, 989 939,932
modeling (NDEA 111): Other undergraduate facilities
Grants to States_._ ... 912, 117 . 246, (HEFA 1) ATASE e e
Loans to nonprofit pmrats schools y v L, 7 i State administration and planning
State administration 37,976 (HEFA 1) 170, 599 79,935 $48,602
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII).. e (L A SR oy e Language training and area studies:
Bilingual education (ESEA Vll)_“_.__ : Ccnten fe!luwshins. and research
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Acl (NDEA VI)...
sec. 222{:)? 1,226, 100 T e Tli!n‘i)ng gran!s “(Fulbright-Hays e
"y i " A e e
btotal, el tary and University communily senli:es (HEA 1) 178, 695 178, 695 178, 695
education. ... ... .oooooeoeeoo..... 40,874,171 43, 384 123 42,602, 578 Aid to land- rantcolog
— = Annual (Bankhead-Jones Ach.._.. 227,449 190,806 - . i
School assi in federally areas: Permanent (Second Morrill Act)__ 50, 000 50, 000 50,
Maln!unancsEPuhhc Law 81—3?4) 5 3, 522, 000 Unde: raduale instructional equipment
Construction (Public Law 81-815) 5, 446 900, 000 (HE

Ielews{lneqummenl SN i T
Subtotal, school assistance in fedelaify Other eclmpmenl
aﬂecthedlareas s y College personnel development... ... ___
E school i

— = — Subtotal, higher education , 372, 10, 456, 585 277,297
Education for the handicapped: — —-=
State grant programs (II.EHA ot 4 fessi devel
Ear 5z\r childhood projects (E A nt‘ C, sec. Personnel training and deveio meﬂl \ 285,423 132, 364
100, 000 Special programs serving schools in low-
Tnacher education and recruitment_ _ RIS : = income areas:
Research and innovation 75, 000 Teacher Corps.._....
Career opportunities and ulhan’ruml
Subtotal, education for the handicapped... 1,079,997 641, 887 i school programs LC R ! T
Vocational and adult education: Grants to States Subtotal, education professions
fnrsvo?al umal edu:ahun' development 1, 578, 627 285, 423 132, 364
asic -
State grants 7,152, 052 7,483,934 8,817,824 | Libraries and educational communications:
programs for studenls with special Pubhclibmnes
_ needs (VE A pt. 395,150 Service: Sl 645, 524 739, 547 336, 886
fucati Cnnstruclmn(LSCAll) 3 201, 300 131,086 .. -.-0C

(VEA, pi
Work-study (VER. pt. H) College library resources (HEA 11-A).

Cooperative education (VEA, pt. 6) Librarian training (HEA 11-B)
State advisory councils (VEA, pt. B)__ __ 44 440 y 8 Educational broadecasting facilities (Com-

Vocational research: munication Act of 1934, title 111) P S,
Innovation (VEA, pt. D). ... ...... 236, 157

Curriculum development (VEA, "“)_‘_-_‘_""“'i}'ggg Sublotal, libraries and educational

esearch._ . i p M
Adult education (Adult Education Act): communications 1,279, 326 870,633 336, 886
Grants to Stat : 1,599,212 858,403 | Research and development
Special projects and teachieredacation. . -------———---- | Givil rights education (title IV, Civil Rights Act of
Subtotal, vocational and adult educa- 1964) L e

e SN ST , 962, 11,693, 263 9,726,231 i
Total, Office of Education_____._.._. 80,743,243 79,271,744 56, 357, 059

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF MAINE

Fiscal rsar Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971 1972 budget Fiscal year 971 1972 budget
1970 actual appropriati q 1970 actual appropriation request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION Ballnaua'l education (ESEA VIT).ceeoo ...
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act
Elementary and secondary education: sec. 222(3 r3  EOEE S T S e
Aid to school districts:
Ed lly deprived children (ESEA |
l):P " education 6, 054,451 38,150,703 $7,907, 430
1. — =
Basic groants. oo 3 09 $6, D05, 938 $6, 005.938 School assistance in federally affected areas:
State administrative expenses__ 150, 000 50, 000 Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)___ . 2,492,527 3, 456, 000 3, 073, 000
Pt. B: Special incentive grants_____ 3 84, 765 81 765 Construction (Public Law 81-815)
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools 4,333 4,333 school ist in federally
Supplementary services (ESEA 111) 873,976 921, 749 915, 163 affected areas , 492, 3, 456, 000 3,073, 000
Grants to States for school library materials Emersency school assistance
(ESEA | LT 213, 526 401, 930 409, 218
Stfengthanmg state departments of educa- Educati
tion (ESEA V State gran! pr ;mms (EHA. B)
Grants to States Early childhood projects (EHJ& pt. C, sec.
Grants for special projects e o
M.quidsﬂlmn (cl:ﬂIDE u;ﬁ;lenl and minor re- ‘I'eacher “education and recruitment_____ 3
modeling -
Grants to States va 5 v R EESs DT Reseatesi and IROYEHION. e oo me oz
Loans to nonprofit private schools._ Sissaet
State administration 13,3337 13,333 Subtotal, education for the handicapped... 414, 010 200, 000
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII).




EXTENSIONS

OF REMARKS February 22, 1971

APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF MAINE—Continued

Fiscal year
1971
appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
Fiscal year 1971

1970 actual appropriation

Vocational and adult education: Grants fo States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
tate grants “
Programs for students with special
needs (VSA. pt. B)

R ‘&

Waork- sh.ldy( E.ﬂ pt. H)

Cooperative education (VEA, pt. G

State advisory councils (VEA, pt.
Vocational research:

Innovation (VEA, pt. D)

Cumculﬁlm ds\relopment (VEn pl 1).

anr

Grants to States.__
Special projects and teacher education. _

i

§1,714,714
94,738
83, 572
20,

$1,794, 206 $2, 103, 384

106, 005
180,860 s
219,144 342, 887

15,000

204, 502
249, 000

Subtotal vocational and adult educa-

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA \’—A)..._..___._____..
Work-study__
Direct loans (NDEA |
Siw:ial programs for
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talsnt searc|
Special services incollege.___________.
Upward Boun:
Institutional assistance:
Strengthening developing institutions
(HEA 1ID)
Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 1) ...
Grants:
Public community coll

c?sadvantnsed students

es and

technical institutes (HEFA 1). . ...

Ola:r undargrad uale facilities

.,....G:"Qﬁa lanning
(HEFR ) SERESRNGs R R

A ?35 us 2, 965, 570 2, 474, 625

735, 600
728, 863
771, 868

Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDEA VI)__ Lt
Training grants (Fulbright-Hays
Act

T§iZ6,745
173,048
50; 000

§i20,745 T §120,745
162,164 ____
50, 000

University communit servlces (HEA I)

Aid to land-grant colle,
Annual (Bankhea& Jones Act). .
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)

Un(deggraduatu instructional aqulpment
Television equipment
Other equipment.. FEE R

College personne dmemnmenl........_

Subtotal, Higher Edueation_ ... ___ ... _. : 8"

50, 000

3,507,816 mzs 019

20-1 -Hﬂ
Education professions development:
Personnel training and development________
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:

Teacher Corps

Career upplltumhes and urban,rura!

school programs.. : :

341, 107 148, 665 108, 861

Subtotal, education professions

development 451 -!25

148, 665
Libraries and educational communications:

Public libraries:
Services... 5
Ccnslrur.!ton(LSBh 1.

College library resources (HE

Librarian training (HEA 11-B)___

Educational broadcasting facilit

munication Act of 1934, title I11)

- 335,752 363,733 265, 286
K nt 95, 203

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications.
Research and development______.

Civil rights educajion (title |V, Civil Righls Act of
1964)

Total, Office of Education................ 16,111,531 18, 105, 893 14, 233, 646

OBLIGATIONS IN THE

ear
971
appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal
Fiscal year
1970 actual

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

ya dary
Aid to school districts:
Ed‘u)catlonally deprived children (ESEA

Pt. A:
Basic grants___. e
State administrative expenses..
Pt. B: Special incentive grants
PL. C: Special granls for urban and

Supplementary sennces(ESEk niy-_-
Grants to States for school library materials
(ESEA 11)....
Strengthening Stat
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States
Grants for special projects..
Acquisition of aim{.\ment and m
modeling (NDE
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit private schools_
State administration
Dropout prevention £ESEA Vilh).....
Blﬂnsual education (ESEA VII)_.
Follow Throu (Ef.DI!Ol'I'HC Opportunity Act

sec. 222(a;

e departments of educa-

$18, 207, 980
182, 080

72,355,833

$20,770, 840
20

$20, 862, 349
208, 624
1.730

211,188
2,585, 462

1,547,150

211,188
2,580, 658

1,516, 369

534, 643 534, 643

607, 549

35,310
665, 819

832,052 .-

Suhintal 1 3 4

y and
education. ..o oooeo -

26, 696, 500 26, 023,904

24,470, 085

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance i?uhlic Law 81-874)

e AR g B Ly e S S

25,308,248 24,942,000 16, 757, 000

Construction
in federally
affecte d
Emergency school assistance

24,942, 000 16, 757, 000
900, 044 ...

Education for the handicap,
State grant programs
Ear 3|:Iailclhr.~¢s projects

LR

Teacher education and recruitment__._._ ..
Research and innovation

493,874 5§55, 357 573, 367

, 151 ..

Subtotal, for the h

1,204, 676 555, 357 573, 367

Footnotes at end of table.

STATE OF MARYLAND

Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971
1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1872 budget
request

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
Stalegramisl
Programs for sturjelzfs with special
needs (VEA, pt.

Consumer and homemaklrg “education
(VEA, pt. ).

Work-study (VEA, pt. H)

Cooperative education (VEA, pt. G). _

State advisory councils (VEA, pl. B)_ .

Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pl
Cumcu!um developmert VEA, pt. ).

$5, 241, 683 $6, 413,756

289, 602

255,472
18, 808
263, (64
32,570

233,202
26,799 ..
15, 000

682, 321
73,998

$5, 484, 600
340,780

rch..
A:!url educahnn (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States
Special projects and teacher education. .

763,906 782, 469

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-
Hon === oo ? 192, 519 8,339, 107 7,232, 596
Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA IV-R)
Work-study._
Direct loans (NDEA 11)
Special programs for disadvantaged students
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent searc
Special services in college.
Upward boun
Institutional assistance:
Strengthening developing institutions
(HEA 111)
Construction
Sul s!dued loans (HEFA I11). ... _.
es and

Gra"P bli ity coll
ublic community col
(alffiFA 1).
Other undergraduate facilities

175, 000

702,138
152, 423

technical institutes 691,630
480, 057

82,320

administration and plannmg

Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
NDEA Vi)
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Fiscal year
1970 actual

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {eal
97 Fiscal year

appropriation 1970 actual

OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued

Higher educalinn Cuntinued

Language training aﬂd area studies—Continued
T[i{l‘lil’lg grants (Fulbright-Hays

13,375
178, 822
223,731

50, 000

t)

University communit se:vlces (HEA 1)
Aid to land-grant col!

Annual (Bankhea -lones Act)._..

Permanent (Second Morrill Act)..
Undergraduate instructional equipment

(HEA VI):
Television equipment. __..__._.
Other equipment_ . ___. SRR
College personnel development._.__._._.... 1,098, 100

Career opportunities and urban/rural
school programs

F

"< 591

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Subtotal, education

plofe ssions
development________

l 339, 304

$283, 599

$133, 501

Libraries and educational communications:
$178,822 Public libraries:
188,914
50, 000 College library resources (H
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)..
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)__ .

624, 356

15,346 ___...

713, 867
128,634

337,432

Subtotal, libraries and educational

Subtotal, higher education._ ... " 10,846,425

8,438,956 231 005 communications 1,028,332

Education professions development:
Personnel training and development
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps

992, 154

L K

Research and development 2,157,341

Civil rights education (title IV, Ci
1964

| Rights Act of

283,599 133, 501

297,525

842, 501

337,432

Total, Office of Education...... 73, 844, 455

70, 998, 064

51,338, 805

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal Fiscal year
1972 budget

request

lvear
971 Fiscal year

appropriation 1970 actual

Fisca

appropriation

gar
91

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Edlucatwnaliy deprived children (ESEA

PL A:
Basicgrants. ..o
State administrative expenses_.
PL. B: Special incentive grants
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools_._ ...
Supplemantary services (ESEA ill)
Grants to States for school library materials
(ESEA

$21,630, 141
216, 301

3,232, 286
1,103,113

tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States.... ..
Grants for special projects. .
Acquisition of eqummant and
madeling (NDEA 11
Grants to Ststes......... =
Loans to nonprofit private school
State administration
Dropout prevention ELSEI\ Vil
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)..
Follow Through (Economic Opportun
sec. 222(a)(2))

Subtotal, elementsry and secondary
education

628, 412

29, 415 .J93

Schoal assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874

13, 302, 806
Construction (Public Law 81-815). ... ... = 45, 005

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Ed(u'_t".Etionai opportunity  grants

Work-study
Direct loans (NDEA 1)
Special programs for disadvantaged students
(HEA, sec. 408):

Talent search__.....

Special services in college_ _

Upward Bound
Institutional assistance:

S'tren[g'lhﬂnmg developing institutions

$26, 211, 805

$26, 211, 805
262,118 262,118

277,115
3,554,778
2,076,448

277,115
3,528, 082

2,101,628

Cunslructlun
Subsidized loans (HEFA II)_ .. _._.
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA I).
Other undergraduals facilities

132, 014
628,412

1,076, 094

(HEFA I)
Language training and area studies:
CEII&BI’E“TEHOWSHIDS and research

(Fulbright-Hays

192,303

Tlilni)ng grants
1) S
University comrnumty services (HEA I}
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)..
Permanent (2d Morrill Act)_
LlndeErﬁraduale instructional equipment
(H

34 E.-i& 432 33 085 «126
272,428
R 50, 000

15, Uﬂ:r. 000

12, 305, 000

Subtotal, school assistance in federally
affected areas...
Emeargency school assistance

Televismn equipment
Other equipment
College personnel development_._..__._.___

15, 005, 000 12, 305, 000

215,388

A IV-A). : 152,382, 262

, 007, 058
8,691,191

1,114,870 ..

142, 216

215,38
214,615 ...
5

0, 000

$85,397

215,348

50, 000

Subtotal, higher education 25,950,627

Education for the handicapped: 4
State grant programs (EHA, pt. B).._.. < 750, 780
Early childhood projects (EHA, ch “sec.

6 133,153

1,149, 264

1,049,777

Teacher educafion and recruitment......-.-
Research and innovation. . . oo eoooeeeaoa-

17, 029, 607

350, 745

A devel
c

Permnnel training 2 and development_
Speclai programs serving schools in “low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps.-........
Career opportunities and urbanﬂural

844, 247 871,624

2,443,758

Subtotal, education for the handicapped... 3,082,974

844, 247 871,624 school programs.___...._.

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants_._._.
Programs for students with speclai
2 needs (VEA, p t. B)

6, B66, 845
379,393
334,679

(VEA, p )
Work- studv (VEA, p! r? ]
Cooperative aducahan VEA, pL.G)_ .-
State advisory councils (Vin pt. B)_.
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, p
CHmcutum de\rehpmanl (VEA, pt. I)

284,827
17,269

835, 242
75, 000

Research...

Adult aducahan (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States ... _..
Special projects and teacher education.

351,412

A e et o i T
428,500 ......

145, 507

Subtotal, education professions

development.. ... ........... 3,302,645

351,412

145, 507

8,227,727 | Libraries and educational communications:
Puhléc Iiblaries

7,184, 686
446,412 ...

474, 341
135,814 .

395, 104
42,667

901,649
192, 785

Gollege library resources (HEA I1-A)...... .
Librarian training (HEA 11-B).. ... ...

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title (11)

92,020

358,239

L

050, 278
0,755

381, 280

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications.
Research and development__________

Civil rights education (title 1V, Civil Rights Act of

1,947, 380

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-

L e et R S s B

9,185,015

1964).......

211,033

2,959,387 - ........

381, 280

10, 749, 530 9,394,190

Total, Office of Education.. _.._.._._._... 89,431,774

79,300,321

56,533,772
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APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF MICHIGAN

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal fgear

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
reguest

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {ear
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and smndary education:
Aid 1o school districts
Edlucaunnaily depnved children (ESEA

PL A:
Basic grants. =
State admtmstramu expenses...
Pt. B—Special incentive grants
Pt. C—Special grants for urban and
rural schools
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)
Grants to States for school library materials

$42,339, 833
423,39

5,346,325
ESEA 11) 2,000,378
Strengthening State departments of educa-

tion (E SE&E\?

Grants to States 1,002, 131
Grants for special projects__ ____ ... ...
Acquisition of umment and minor re-
modeling (ND
Grants
Loans to nonprofit private schools.
State administration
Dropout prevention gESEA Vi)
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)...
Follow Through (Economic Upportumly Ap:i
sec, 222(a

1,553,289
86, 366

l 802,333

Suhintal 1

: tary and d
education. ... ...

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance EPuhIic Law 81-874 4, 690, 0‘.-'1
Construction (Public Law 81-815). . ... occecaaas

Subtotal, school assistance in federally
affected areas

Emergency school assistance_____._.___._._.._. .

tion for the handi 3
State grant p rograms (EHA pL. B) 1, 268, 699
Eaélg childhood projects (EHA, pt. C, sec. 100, 000 -

Teacher education and recruitment. 1,479,273 .
Research and innovation......... 737,563 .

4,690, U?I

£

$47, 052, 229
470, 522

5, 696
392,756

5, 857, 683
3,765,418

1,002,131

2,116, 053

85,916 _
L e e

5, 523, 000

5,523, 000
11,832 ...

1,426, 642

$47, 486,

3
474, 861
94!

03
86

392, 7156
5,837, 297

3,780,218

1,116,121

4,983, 000

4,983, 000

1,472, 906

Subtotal, education for the handicapped... _ 3,585,535

1,426, 5!2

1,472,906

Yocationa! and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants ) 3
Programs for students with special
5 needs (VEA, pL B)

12, 038, 767
665, 143

smaking 'a'duIEa"ﬁ&ﬁ'

186, 486

v
Work-study (VEA, pL ).~ .-
o ”8 ; 353, 636

Cooperative education EA, pt. G

State advisory councils (VEA, pt. B)____ 74,803
Vocational research:

Innovation (VEA, pt. D) 280, 886

Curriculum development (VEA, pt. 1) ... ... ...

Research 30,275
Adult education (Adult Education Act):

Grants to States____ = 1, 106, 931

Special projects and teacher education__ 141,999

12, 596, 706

15, 217, 985

782,682 ....

831,649
241,334

552,045 .

74,803

L EV 1T RS S
B2 SRR

1, 248, 005

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-
i 15, 465, 679

18, 168, 676

16, 989, 895

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA IV-A)...___ $6, 815,400 132,894,032
Work-study_... -~ 4,773,268 6,082, 702
Duel:! Ioans (NDEA II) 8,690,339 10, 522, 089
(HEn SBc. 408)
Talent search.. L y
Special services in wtlege.. o A RS PR S SR P S
Upward Bound 240,
Institutional assistance:
Slrenglhennng tle\reiopmg institutions

Cunslructmn
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111)
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).. 1,733, 216
Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA 1) : 1,247,385 .

219, 606

} By WL RS S

156, 601

Language training and area studies:
Cs(nraers fellowships, and research
D

ST AN,

Tr;ini)ng grants (Fnlh(ight~Hays

ct
University community services (HEA 1)..
Aid to land-grant colleges:

Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)___...
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)......
Undergraduate instr

(HE
Telewsnuu equipment
Other sc,unpmenh ==
College personne! devehpment....._._

283, 968
248, 182
50, 000

Subfotal, higher education

Education professions development:
Personnel training and development
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps..
Career opportunit
school programs...

3,015,609 555,910 181,854

TN e
e ey i 877,245

Subtotal, education ptolesstons
development___. . ___.____

4,691,573 555, 910

Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:

Services..___. A e

Construction (LSCATI)_..__ =

College library resources (HEA - .i\) ...... 1

Librarian training (HEA 11-B).co......

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)_________

1,263, 804

344, 588
206,000 o

1,489,643
202,

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications
Research and development________

Civil rights education (title 1V, Civil nghts Acluf
) :

1,875,293 1,692, 349

432,917 ...

115,838,843 111,351,479

Total, Office of Education__.__._...__.._. 84, 561,922

OBLIGATIONS IN THE

STATE OF MINNESOTA

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal f&? {

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Educatlnnally Gepn\red children (ESEA
PL A:
Basic grants
State administrative expenses..
Pt. B: Special incentive grants
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools. . e
Supplementary services (ESEA '.li), ST
G?E%s to States for school library materials
Stranglhemng State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States______
Grants for special projects
Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit private schoo
State administration

Footnotes at end of table.

520, 12? 632
1,276

3,372,733
853,429

719,373
e

$22, 388,089
223,881

5, 696

177, 484
2,597,693
1, 606, 455

548,158

$22, 388, 099
3, 881

177, 484
2,601,921

1,613, 207

610, 264

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
971

appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII)..

Bilingual education (ESEA Vi),

Follow Through (Economic Dpporluni'ry Act,
sec, 222(aM2))- - - - -.

Subtotal, elementary and secondary
education

L e e T R S

25,397,408 %$29,511,552  $28, 560, 552

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance éPubllc Law 81-874
Construction (Public Law 81-815)_ __

Subtotal, school assistance in federally
affected areas
Emergency school assistance...._...

Education for the handicapped:
State grant programs (EHA, pt. B).. ...
Eaalzjschlidhoo projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

3,293,977 3, 486, 000 2,614,000

3,293,917 3,486, 000 2,614, 000

Teacher education and recruitment

Research and innovation 378,043

1, 658, 461

621, 431

Subtotal, education for the handicapped_h_
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Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
971

Fiscal year
appropriation

1970 actual

Fiscal ?ear
Fiscal year 97

1970 actual appropriation

3473

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued

Vocational and adult edu:atmn Grants to States
for vocational education
Basic vocational educatlun programs:
State grants__________
Programs for students with special
needs(\’m L B).. RS
C T ing ed ti
(VEA, p! <
Work- study (VEA pt. Hb %
Cooperative aducatmn( EA, pt. g -
State advisory councils (VEA, pt. B). ... 35,316
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D). s 123,283
Curriculum develupment (\-I'EA pt. l)_...-..._.._
Research. . 15,000
Adult education (Adult “Education Act):
Grants to State . 393,97
Special projocts and teacher education__ 385, 000

$5,683,713
314,026
277,015

78, 808
265, 309

§$5, 947, 246 $7,094, 864
b U T e
392, 643
101,986 _.

349, 651
35,316
SO 795 i DT
""660,805 _

435,130,

778,938

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-
ton._ ..

8, 595,007

7,914,036

Higher education:
Student assislance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA IV-A) RS
Work-study__
Direct loans (NDEA I1)...
Special programs for disadv:
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent searc
Special services in college. .
Upward Boun
I nslltutlonai assistance:
gt ening devs!oplng institutions

1 1,447, 877
3,173,001
5, 242, 794

Cnnstrur.tmn.
Subsidized loans (HEFA HII).______
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA I)_
Other undergraduate facilities

( )RS A L A e S A m e

983, 409 951, 515

State administration and planning
(HEFA 1)

$98, 614 $101, 060

Language training and area studies:
Centers, I'ellowships and research
(NDEA V) Vi) <
Trmmg grants (Fulhrighl -Hays

33,816 _....
177, 698
231,178

50, 000

University community services (HEA ).
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)__..__
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)._
Under%raduala instructional equipment

Telawsmn equipment_..._.._ ...
Other equipment._
College personnel development

677,550 ...

ZRT 805 o B

i7eee
197,800
50, 000

$61, 259

177,698

Subtotal, higher education 15, 734, 887 1 1,508, 714

288,957

Personnel training and development____
Special programs serving schools in
income areas:
Teacher Corps._.
Career opportunities an
school programs..

1,165, 892 294, 507

6T, M3 <
388, 450

134,831

eahintal

development ..

i

2,121,785 294, 507

134,931

Libraries and educational communications:

Puhllsc 1 lhf@riﬁL
ervi
Constru:lmn (LSCA ...
College library resources (HEA 11-A).
Librarian training (HEA 11-B).__
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications.
Research and development.__
Gi\iigl Er";ghts education (title IV, C

39, 898, 858
1, 3?4 ??'l e S
| Rights Act of

336, 419

Total, Office of Education..... 58,165,028 54,916, 159

40, 490, 478

OBLIGATIONS IN THE

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal Year
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

cal year
971
appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts: \
Edlucationally deprived children (ESEA

Pt A:
Basic grants_ .. $41,909,589  $43, 194, 908 $43, 194, 908
State administrative expenses. . 419,096 431,949 431,949
Pt. B: Special incentive graoms. e 141, 626 141, 626
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools_.
Supplementary services (ESEJ\ IH)
Grants to States for school library materials
(ESEA II)
Sllengthenmg State departments of educa-
(ESEA V):

653, 400
1, 788, 456

904, 740

653, 400
1,796, 735
491, 458 925, 097
tion
Grants to States..
Grants for speclal Plﬂj@tls.“___.__.._ e
Acquisition of u:l;rment and minor re-
modeling (NDE
Grants to Sﬁles.....____ S 596, 634
Loans to nonprofit private schools__ ...
State administration. .. __ T35
Dropout prevention (ESEA I e T i o

Bilingual education (ESEA VII)..._..
Follow Th?:u (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec. 22X(a

Subtotal, el tary and y
[ [T S s R B e il

473,438

432,249

432,249

EDE ?93

D e e e e

47,166,986 48, 408, 867 47,588, 507

| and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants_ ____.
Programs for students with spec'.lal
needs (VEA pt.

$4,712,410
260, 361
229,675
375

$4, 931, 282

(\-'
Wn{k-sludy REA pt. H
Cooperative education (VEA, pt. G
State advisory councils (VE.& ptB)....
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D)__
Cumculum development (VEJ\ pt I)..._ S R
Res 15,000
Adult educalian (Adult Education Act):
936, 895
90, 000

Grants to States y
Special projects and teacher education. .

$5, 768, 192

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-

o B S L L e R S

7,201, 484 7,845, 835

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)____._.._. 5,804, 330 2,639, 000
Construction (Public Law 81-815)__ _ e

Subtotal, school assistance in federally
affected areas.

2, 106, 000

2,639,000 2, 106, 000
5,684,698 o coiona s

5, 804, 330

Emergency school assistance

Edurati

for the hand
State grant programs (EHﬁ. . B)_____...,.
Earlzv childhood projects (EHA, pt. C,

Tsacher education and recruitment
Research and innovation_. _.

399,693 449, 452 464, 027

22, 29) no it

449, 452 464,027

657, 021

Subtotal, education for the handicapped...

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HE IV-A) 2, 363, 200
3, 420, 657
2,297,922

1705, 084
= 3,268,911
Direct loans (NDEA 1.

Special programs for dlsadvantageﬁ students
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent search. .
Special services in college.
Upward Bound
I l‘ISlIllITiDn al assistance:

83,389 .....
330,374 .
204,000 ...

Cnnstruc
Suhsidized loans (HEFA 111)....._.
Grants:
Public community colle l}es and
technical institutes (HEFA 1)
Other umlﬁelgraduala facilities

653, 093
OB O08F = o0
81,120 79,743

Language training and area studies:
Cenr:%ré fellowships, and research
Training grants (Fulbright Hays

Act) T

2,722,316 ...
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OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF MISSISSIPPI—Continued

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
71

)
appropriation

University cammunitr services (HEA [). $149,826
Aid to tand-grant colleges:

Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)__._.. 201, 794
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)____ 50, 000

Undaizrsduate instructional equipment

Television equipment
Other equipment_ ___
College personnel developmen

Fiscal year

Fiscal year
971

Fiscal year 1972 bu dget

1970 actual app

P 1 4

$149, 826 '
development

177, 336
50

§149,826

Libraries and educat I ¢
Public libraries:
Services..__.
Construction (LSCA 11y
College library resources (HEA 11-A)..

Subtotal, higher educalion

Librarian lralninséﬂ!ﬁ 11-B)
Educational broadcasting fmhhes (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

Education professions development:
Personnel training and development______
Special programs serving schools in
income areas:
Teacher Corps.- -
Career opportu and
school programs...._......

617,399

459, 841

344,394 ___.

Subtotal, libraries and edur.ahona!
communications. .
Research and development

Civil nghts education (tllle IV, Civil Rights Act of

212,009 119, 590

Total, Office of Education__.__..._.____ ...

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal Y“' Fiscal year
971 1972 budget

appropriation request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Educ_atlnnaﬂ;r deprived children (ESEA

PLA
Basb: gramts. . _.ooo_..o.... 326,049,684
Stale aﬂmlnls!rauva expenses. . 260, 497
Pt. B: Special incentivegrants__._______.____
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and

mrslathoals. . oo bl

Supplementary services (ESEA D). ...

2,797,435
Grants to States for school library materials

994,943

tion (E
Grants to

(ESEA II
Slmntm%n&g\gtata departments of educa-

tates 607, 581

Grants 1or Apectelprolech .o oo T T

Acquisition of ui rnent and minor re-
modeling (NDE
Grants
Loans to nnnprofit pnwate schools. .. _......
State administratio s
Dropout prevention EESH« Vill).
Bilingual education (ESEAVID.......
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec. 222(a)(2))

Subtotal, elementary and secondary
ucation_.___

772,977

?13 285

School assistance in federally affected areas: ™~y
Maintenance EPubiic Law 31—3?4}. =
Construction (Public Law 81-815).._______.

Subtotal, school
affected areas. .
Emergency school t

7,797, 561
71,736

7, B6S, 257

4165
sl e o

33, 475, 434

§1,421,634 $212, 009 ] _5119.590

498, 439 562,317 301,268
122,724 114, 164

676, 481

301, 268

1,112,776
10, 000

R N e e il

73,809, 151 57,266, 784

77,440, 246

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971
1970 actusl appropriation

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational )npportunily granis

$27,760,020  $27,760, 020
277, 600 271, EEIU

270, 207
3,072, 094
1,872,834

Specnal programs lar dlsadvantaged students
(HEA, sec, 40

galer_lllsear_ i

pecial services in college. ... .
270, 207 Upward Boun .
3,091,742 Institutional assistance:
Strengthening devalapmg institutions
1,880,383 (HEA |||)-._..
Constructio!

gubs:dlzed loans (HEFA 11). ... ...

Public community mlle}%es and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).
Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA |
State admini
(HEFA 1)
Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research

607, 581 676, 281

Tfiining grants (?ulbrinht-Hays
ety -
University wmmumlr services (HEA M-
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act).....
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)... . .
Uudelgraduale instructional equipment

34 ‘356 52?

8, 443, 000

33, 956, 233

6, 206, 000

Television equipment.________
Other eciumrnsnl
n

6, 206, 00D College personnel development._.__ . ___

1 §1, 495, 472
, 640, 765
5,529, 152

945, 265
621,762

100, 870 106, 624 $63, B48

79, 576
197,785

23,291 .
163,734 __

1,717,569 ..

8, 443, 000
150, 584 _

Education for the handmap
State grant programs EHA ﬁLB
Earl chlldh projects (E A, pl. ;

Teachal education and recruitment_

Research and innovation. ... ... 2?9 970 -

Subtotal, higher education

18,124,346 12,428,231 311, 633

721,700 745,143 | Education professions development:
Personnel training and development. _ -
Special programs serving schools in “low-
income areas:

Teacher Corps.

1,766,395

Subtotal, education for the handicapped,..—

Career opportunities and urbal

a 721,700 745,143 school programs

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants
Programs for students with special
needs (VEA‘,’ pt. B).

(V
Work- study( EA, pt. H).
Cooperative education (VE
State advisory councils (VEA, pt =
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, p
Curriculum dev 'Iopmsnt (VEA, pt. l)___

Research._._ Fo
Adult education (Adult Education Ach):

Grants to States

Special projects and teacher education __

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa- I

0 e e 9, 343, 522

924,138 326, 759 140, 716

460, 335
619,207 .

Cubintal =¥ |

development

7,353,941 8,786,255 | Libraries and
Public libraries:
Services_.

Construction (LSCA Il)
College library resources (HEA 11-A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)... ......_._.

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title I11)

2, 003, 680

326,759

140, 716

789, 431

914,135
147, 756

217,113 _..

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications.
Research and development

cmt rlg,hts education (hl‘.e IV, Civil Rights Act of

10, 890, 336 9,936, 250

1,331, 262
8,129,424

1,061, 891 361, 553

135,579

Total, Office of Education_._.___. .. _.._

82,178,938 68,979,028 51, 657, 528

Footnotes at end of table,
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OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF MONTANA

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal aa{

97
appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal f'ear
Fiscal year 971

A
1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Educationally deprived children (ESEA
-

):
PL A:
Basic grants.._____ $3, 576, 190
State administrative expenses... 150, 000
Pt. B: Special incentive grants_ .. ...._.
Pi. C: Special grants for urban and
tural schools..____
Supplementary services CESEA 1D .-
Granis to States for school library materials

EA 1) 155, 462
Strengthening Slate departments of educa-
tion (ESEA
Grants to States
Grants for special projects. R
Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States__..___.
Loans to nonprofit private schools.
State administration
Dropout prevention EESEA Vil
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)...
Follow Throu h (Emnomlc Opportunity Act,”
sec. 222(a -

281,090

152, 595

172,496
391,025

739,798

$3,944, 321
150, 000
150, 332

9,274
766, 262

292,134

$3,944, 321
150,
150, 332

9,274
772,936

292,635

281, 030

13333

Subtotal, elamentary and secondary

L R 5,631,989

5,821,219 5,623,915

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance EPuhhc Law 81-87 ;

Construction (Public Law 81-815 "274, 428

5,030, 000 4,804, 000
100, 000 200, 000

school
affected areas
Emergency school assistance.... ...

5, 130, 000 5, 004, 000

Higher education:
Student assislance:
Grants and work-study payments
Educational opportunity grsnts
(HEAIV-R).. ...
Work-study___..__.__._.__. —
Direct Iusns(NDEAII)_._A........A..,,
or d stud

Special p
(H.Eh sec. 408):
Talent searc]
Special services in wilege. =20
Upward Bound. L
Inshtutlonal asslsiance‘

cnnstruc‘;_mn
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111).
Grants:
Public community oollsﬁ.es and
technical institutes (
Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA |

and planninn

State ad minislmu)on
(HEFA I

Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research

(NDEAVI).........
Tr:mmg grants (Fulbright- Hays

University mmmunlt{esemcss (HEA I)_ =
Aid to land-grant colleges:

Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)_.__..
i Permanent (Second Morrill Act)....

nsi
(HEA VI):
Television equipment_ ___
Other equipment
College personnel development...

$803, 000
2,318,975
864, 228

1 §295, 442
628, 051
1, 019, 666

50, 000
275,124 .
97, 000

EPA )L s ol

349, 524
77,187

56, 877

$32,812

SRR
158, 468
50, 000

10,755 ...
114,763
166, 045

50, 000

114,763

Education for the handi
Stste grant programs (EHA ﬂt B).. ”
Earl! l:hlldh projects (EHA, pt. C sec.

Teacher education and recruitment. .
Research and innovation

Subtotal, education for the handicapped .- . 236, 825

200, 000

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
1,233,991

68,178

(VEA, pt. F)_. 60, 144

Work-study (VEA, {’
Cooperative education (VEA, pt. G)
State advisory councils (VEA, pt. B) . __

Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, p
Curriculum devernpmenl (VEA, pt. I)
Research..

Adult education (ﬁdull Education Act):
Grants to States. .. ._...
Special projects and teacher education_ .

1,291,234 1,544, 461

143,471

173, 091 268,018

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-
i 7 Lo SR

R e 2, 042, 060

2,275,025 1, 840, 833

Subtotal, higher education____.._.._____

5,427,723 2,545,974 197, 575

Education professions development:
Personnel training and development
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps._.. __._
Career opportunities and urban/rural
school programs

242,159 135, 432 106, 326

Subtotal, education professions
development

106, 326

Libraries and educational communications:

Public libraries:
Services

Construction (LSCA 1) e e o oceee e

College library resources (HEA 11-A)__..___.

Librarian training (HEA 11-B).............

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-

munication Act of 1934, title 111)____ ..

257,943

295, 873 315, 354
103, 236 90,584 ..
L e e e e

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications_____

Research and development.______
Civil rights education (title 1V, Ci
1964)

452,114, 405, 938

Total, Office of Education

16, 513, 588 13, 230, 532

OBLIGATIONS IN THE

STATE OF NEBRASKA

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
97

appropriation

1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

" Fiscal feat
Fiscal year 1971
appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Educationally deprived children (ESEA

U H
PEA -
Basic grants
State administrative expenses._
Pt. B: Special incentive grants_ ____.._......_...
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools.
Supplementary services (ESEA TN __ =
GT?E?EE] States for school library m
Strengthem)ng State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States .
Grants for special projects. .
Acquisition of equipment and
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States. . .
Loans to nonprofit
State administration...........

313,078

338,712

258, 291

CXVII—219—Part 8

§7,491, 253
150, 000

1,128,290

Ti3ese

$8, 002, 458 $8,002, 458
150, 000 150, 000

- 122, 403 122, 403
53, 198 53,198

1, 205, 611 1,200,758

589,323 585, 063

338,719 374,712
354,630
ST (G

Bilingual education (ESEA VII)...._...
Follow Throu)‘?h (Economic Opportunity Act,

sec, 222(a}2)

education

School assislance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance EPuhhc Law 8‘1—8?4;
Construction (Public Law 81-815

school
affected areas. ..
ool assist

Education for the handicap ()ud:
State grant programs (EHA, pt. B)
Esﬂzv childhood projects (E A, pL C, sec.

Tsacha{ education and recruitment__
Research and innovation

I, education for the

Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII)_______.____ ...

RSB L K R e L

7, 261, 000 4,741, 000

217,458 244,530
HE000 (oo
187, 271

269; 188, C <l i e

788,917 244,530

252, 460

252, 460
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APPENDIX 1V.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF NEBRASKA—Continued

[ Fiscal year Fiscal year - Fiscal year Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971 1972 budget Fiscal year lan 1972 budge t
1970 actual appropriation request 1970 actual appropriation request

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States Language training and area studies:
for vocational education: Centers, fellowships, and research
Sic prog £ (NDEA VI)
State grants_____ $2, 227,091 $2,330,328 32, 767, 668 Training grants (Fulhright-Hays
Programs for students ‘with special [Ty s L T e o e e 2 L e e
needs (VEADLE). oo . 123, 046 T2 s s University community services (HEA 1). - $130, 820 $130, 820 $130, 820
and h Aid to land-grant colleges:
(V R Z 108, 546 L e Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)...... 183, 560 17 R PRI i e )
Work-: studr (‘aEA t ‘ 30, 821 39, 886 Permanent (Second Morrill Act).. 50, 000 50, 000
Cooperative aducatlon VEA, pt. G). 225,076 TR Underﬁraduale instructional equipment
State adwsov{lcounmls(VEA ptiB)... 31, 068 31, 068 28,354
Vocational researc

Telawsmn squitment e e oo
Innovation (VEA, pt. D) 108, 940 - G S Other equipment. . .. T e
Curriculum deveiupmenl(VEA pt.1)..- College personnel development_..._...... 360,704 ..._....
Research 15, 000 258,925

Adult education (Adult Education Act): Subtotal, higher education 6,432,611 5,057,081
Grants to States_...__..._ - 221,891 238,968 401,923
Special projects and teacher education_ - .- --.-.__._.__.____..__._..............| Education professions develop :

Personnel training and development 667,433 171, 354 112,668

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa- Special programs serving schools in fow-
R e A e e S B s A T L 3,694,745 3,197,945 income areas:
— == Teacher Corps. . s | B N R e e i

Higher education: Career opportumhes and urbanjrural
Student assistance: school programs. S T e St e il it

Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants Subtotal, education professions
(HEA IV-A) » 476, 600 1 609, 585 - development._____. . ... . __ 1,343,657 171,354 112, 668
Work-study._ . _ . 142, B74 1,349, 246
Direct loans (NDEA l:!). 846, 632 2,248,848 Libraries and educational
Special programs for disadvantaged students Public libraries:
(HEA, sec. 408): i - 395,609 438, 351 271,747
Talent search._ . > 55, 000 Construction (LSCA ”& 102, 137
Special services in oo!lega * 1386, 555 College library resources ( EA
Upward Bound_. ... .. .. ... .... 100, 000 . Librarian training (HEA 11-B)

Inshluuonalasmstance'l ! Educational broadcasting \‘ar.ilmes (Com-

(uﬁm) 290. 000 munication Act of 1934, title 1B oo~ oo oo

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA D). - - o oo Subtotal, libraries and educational
Gran;s:b!_ ity coll : communications 494,518 538, 488 277,747
ublic community colleges an
technical institfltes(lgEFA = 356, 265 250 068 - s TG R1Mh LML = o = e
OithEFuﬂ?GfilﬂdUBlﬂ Tacilities it Bniléaghts education (title IV, Civil ﬂlgh!s ﬁct ai
HEFA v e e e e L S e e

68, 941 40,173 Total, Office of Education................ 2? A'IZS 523 2?. 797,201 19, 291, 450

State administration and planning
(HEFA 1)

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF NEVADA

) Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971 1972 hudgei Fiscal year 971 1972 budget
1970 actual appropriation request 1970 actual appropriation request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Elementary and secondary education: Basic vocational education programs:
Aid to school districts: State grants..___.. $1, 058, 551 $553, 955 $671, 804
Educationally deprived children (ESEA Programs for students with special
I)APl & needs (VEAdp! B 58, 485
Basic grants $932, 847 $1, 061, 267 $1, 061, 267 (VEA,pL e ok B el g F L S
State administrative s:penses.. 150, 000 150, 000 150, 000 L pt. H) ; 10, 855 _
PL. B Spoctal RContNe B - e im Cooperative education (VEA, pt. G).... 215,008
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and State advisory councils (VEA, pt.
rural schools = 704 704 Vocational research:
Supplementary services (ESEA 111). - ! 623, 087 Innovation (VEA, p 203, 448 210, 309
Grants mSlates for school library materials Curriculum dsve[upment (VEA, pt. l) =R LR, RS T
(ES 188, 572 194, 615 Research._ . it 15, 000
Stransthemng State departments of educa- Adult education (Adult Education Act)
tion (ESEA V): Grants to States. ... 123, 829
Grants to States _ 260,934 290,935 Special projects and teacher education
Grants for special projects ; e R -
Acquisition of equipment and minor re- Subtotal, \rucatwnal and adu!t educa-
modeling (NDEA 111): L M e, S S 1,767, 051 1, 280, 506 898, 275
Grants to States " S
Loans to nonprofit private schools. — o Higher education:
State administration Student assistance:
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII) - Grants and work-study payments:
Bilingual education (ESEA VII).._. Educational opportunity granls
Follow Through (Economic Bppnnu (HEA IV-R) 213, 200 197,031
T £ it o S8 LA L e L = Work-study_ = 340, 408
Direct loans (NEDA l:j) 233,905
Subtotal, elementary and secondary Special pmgrams {or isadvantaged students
education 2,287,760 2,374,788 2,320,608 (HEA, sec.
= - Talenlsaar: T ALY )

School assistance in fed ffected 3 ' Special services in cullage 163,976 _
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874) 3,234,652 3, 408, 000 2,748, 000 Upward Boun = NS
Construction (Public Law 81-815). - . oo iicieeeiecesceeecaeacaes Institutional assistance:

3 Strenglnsnlng developing msmuhons
, school in fedelaliy Al

affected areas________. . ......._..... 3,234,652 3, 408, 000 2,748, 000 Construction:
Emergoncy sohiool assistanes. . . . o icmiebeeaeeeee %ubsiuizedlnans(HEFAIIi)
== rants:
Education for the handi Public community colleges and
State grant programs (EHA L. B) 200, 000 technical institutes (HEFA I). .
Ea‘[)iz';r3 childhood projects (EHA, pL C, sec, OtthFu;?ergmduaie facilities

= 115,796
Teacher education and recruitment. _ s dminist i
Research and innovation (H EFAL)...... 27,821 49,153 27,751
: . Language training and area studies:
Subtotal, education for the h ' Centers, fellowships, and research

Footnotes at end of table.
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Fiscal {ear
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued

Higher ed ucahun—Conhnued

Lan uags tra[nmg and area studies—Continued

ralnl)ng grants (Fulbright-Hays
7T e

University community services (HEA 1)

Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)....
Undergraduate instructional equipment
(HEA VI):

Television equipment. .
Other equipment______ :
College personnel development......

T'§i09, 524 '§i09,524

156, 784
50, 000

153, 580
50, 000

"'§109, 524

Subtotal, higher education

Education professions development:
Personnel training and development

1,642, 020 1,171,734

187,275

122, 827

104,214

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
Fiscal year ¥9?l

1970 actual appropriation

Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps
school programs_. S

Subtotal, education professions
development.

Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:
Services.
Construction (LSCA ..
College library resources (HEA |
Librarian training (HEA 11-B).

munication Act of 1934, title 111)

Career oppnrlunllles and l.nban,hural &

$115,000 ...

Educational broadcasting facilities  (Com-

§122, 827 $104, 214

251,373
84,475

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications
Research and development.
Civil rights education (title 1V
1964)

335 848

252, 046

329,745
00

Total, Office of Education

10, 188, 042 8,894,103 6,710,418

OBLIGATIONS IN THE §

TATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

Fiscal fear
Fiscal year 97

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
1972 budge t
request

Fiscal year
Fiscal year {9?1

1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE DF EDUCATION

diinat?

nd
e sehaor dhicts:
Educationally daprwed children (ESEA

HH
Pt.A:
Basic grants_____ =
State administrative expen
Pt. B: Special incentive grants. ..
Pt. C: Special grants for urban an
rural schools..
Supplementary services (ES|
Grants to States for school library materials
(ESEA 11)... i
Strengthenmg “Stafe departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States
Grants for special projects.___._.....
Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
maodeling (NDEA Hi1):
Grants to States__
Loans to nonprofit private schools. -
State administration
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII)..
Bilingual education (ESEA VII).. =
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec. 222(aX2))- - - -----

Subtotal, elamEnlary and secondary
education....

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874
Construction (Public Law 81-815

school
affected areas_____________._.....
Emergency school assistance_..

§1,627,712  §1,822,638
150, 000 150, 000

755,932
274,924

5545
146, 053

271, 088

271, 088

118, 824

3,304,555 3,453,104

§1,822, 638
150, 000

762,180
281,038

302, 461

3,318,317

Education for the h
State grant programs (EHA
Eagi childhood projects (

Teacher education and recruitment_.

Research and innovation. - - - o-ccocmeoeeo oo

for the handi

3 550

1?3 550

200,000

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants.
Programs for students wth spaciall
rleeds(\l'EAdpt. L e

(VEA, pt P)
Wark- stu:ljr (VEA, p
Cooperative edul:alrcn (VEA, pt. ).
State advisory councils (VEA, pt. ).
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D).
Curriculurn deve!oprnent (VEA pL l)
Research_ ..
Adult edncatwn (Mull Education Mt)
Grants to States
Special projects and teacher education

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa- ~

tion

1,058, 551
58, 485
51, 592
13, 850

211,228
31, 068

205,911

1,107,570
68,817 .

73,124 .
17,923 .
225,728
31, 068

1,324,207

28,354

123,063 _ ...

168,729

1, 805, 968 2,033,694

1,623,197

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA |V-A

Work-study. .
Direct loans (NDEA II)
Special programs far disadvantaged students
(HEA, sec. 40i

Talent searc!
Special services in coliage
Upward Bound.

Insmuttnnal assistance:

Constlur.hun
Subsidized loans (HEFA III).._. ..
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA ).
Other undelgladuate facilities
(HEFA 1)

State
(HEFAT)_....
Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDEA

Training gra nts (Fulhr!ght—Hays
Act)_

University community services (HEA i)
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)..___
Permanent (Second Morrill Act). .
Undergraduate instructional equipment
( EAVI):

Television equipment_____
Other equipment. __
College personnel development.

§745, 100
740, 084
799,685

'52?8 144
508,982
i 015 645

82,249 59, 707 $34, 282

114,912 114,912

157,617
50, 000

i A
164,432
50,000

Subtotal, higher education.________._____

3,652, 488 199 ]94

2,386, 521

'S i H
Parso;nel training and development. __ ..
Special programs serving scl ools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps____.__.
Career appurtumtlss and urbamrural
school programs.. ==

Subtotal, education
development__.

prui essions

Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:
Services..
Construction (LSCA 11)_
College library resources (HEA Ti=hy..
Librarian training (HEA 11-B).

munication Act of 1934, title 111)

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications.. . oo .o.ooo

Research and davelupment =

Total, Office of Education........ .

314,699 133, 287 106, 085

115, 000

Educational hroadcasllng facilities (Gum-

106 035

429,699 133, 287

304, 109
89, 520

258, 640

286, 689
75

409, 819 393,729
104,198 .........

258, 640

11,855,870 10,757, 335 7,436,433
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APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY

February 22, 1971

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
appropriation

Fiscal yea
1972 budge
reques,

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

and
ald lo schmt
Edluca ionally dennved children (ESEA

PLA:
Basic grants.
State administrative expenses.__
Pt. B: Special incentive granis
PL. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools
Supplementary services (ESEA 111) :
Gr?Ents o States for school library materials

Strengﬁ'leni,ns State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants toStates. ._.__________.______ 742,620
Grants for special projects .. - L :
Acquisition of au[l)merlt and minor re-
modeling (ND/
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit private sc ool
State administration. . __
Dropout prevention EESE.& Vil
Bilingual education (ESE A VII)..
Follow Through (Economi ¢ Opnoml
sec. 222(aX2))- - - -----.

$33, 310, 467
333,105

ity Act,

§44, 287, 837
442, 878

2,648,053

742,620

1,283,607 -.-.........

344,287, 837
442

4,561, 080
2,661,181

828, 658

oot 1 4

ry and

e [ Y

54, 259, 912

53, 120, 983

School assist in federally affected areas
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)
Construction (Public Law 81-815)

12, 130, 865
30,897 ..

12, 765, 000

9, 805, 000

1, school in federally

affected areas

12, 765, 000
456

o

for the handicapped:
State mntp rams (EHA, pt. B)
Earl l:hﬁdh projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

Research and inno\rahan__..___.____..._._ T el

for the handi d

1, 526, 686

: Grants to States

| and adult educati
iorB\;mﬁnnal education:

State grants

Programs for students with special
needs (VEA, pt. B)

Cansurner and homamalﬂns odumhon

Wtk :imur

Cooperative educaliun EA, pt. G

State advisory councils (VEA pL.B)____.
Vocational research:

Innovation (VEA, pt.

Curriculum develnpment(\i‘ﬂ\ pt. l)._.... Iy

Resea

Adult educa!km (nduit Education | A:l)'
Grants to States_____.___
Special projects and teacher education

B, 543, 798
472,044
416,411

257,931

a8
1,177,851
226,000 .

8,939,174

10, 770, 595

] R S e e

596, 174
176, 962
452,135

53, 087

373,190
993,242

1, 328, 860

1,429, 901

Suthlnlal vocational and aduit edul:a

12 261 SN

Fiscal rear
Fiscal year 71

¥
1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Higher education:
Student assistance:

Grants and work-study payments:
Ed(uHca'tionil )oppmtnnlty grants
Work-study. .

Dnec.tluans(NﬂEAld)
Sp{!ﬁzl programs for sadvnntaged students
Talent searc!
Special services in c.olleﬁa_
Upward Bound
Institutional assistance

Stren&hsnmg de\reloping mslilulmns

$3, 292, 800
3,076, 858
3,391, 489

131, 264,329
3,385,651

Gonslruct
thsmued loans (HEFA 111)
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).
Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA 1)
;dmln istration

1,193,927
725,600 .
State
(HEF 100, 536
Language training and area §
centers teilow;hnps, and research
(NDEA ; 297,387
Training g
Act). ... e 58, 620
University com ( T 249,
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Al:l)___.__
Permanenl(Smnd Mnrnll Act). .

(HEA VI):
Television equipment
Other etiulpment- et
College personnel development..

71689, aas'

5 S

Subtotal, higher education__ ... ___.___. 15,?42,350

Educats Soaal daund n

pr f :
Personnel training and development._._ ...
Special programs serving schools in fow-
income areas:
Teacher Corps
Career upmr‘tumues and wrban/rural
school programs..

1,698, 498 420,612

1), K O S

420 521

development.

3.099.3?5
Libraries and SR ST
Public libraries:

O N A o A
Construction (LSCA H1)- o cceee oo
College library resources (HEA 11-A)_ ... ...
Librarian training (HEA H-B). .. ... ... ...

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)_ ... ___

1,025, 979
199, 000

165, 363

370,706

1,201,114
1 | SO

157,623

425 BOZ

0000 S rea e S

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications. .
Research and development____

Civil rights education (title 1V, Civil nghts Act of
1964)

1,961, 654 1,376, 271

133,608 .. ...

90,387,046 94,462,395

OBLIGATIONS IN THE

STATE OF NEW MEXICO

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Flscal o

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1872 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid lu school districts:
y deprived

hild

I):
PLA:
Basic granis
State administrative expenses
Pt. B: Special incentive grants
PL C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools ___ 5 sy
Supplementary services (ESEA | III)... RS
Grznts tn States for school library materials

$9,888,110
150, 000

241,078
Strengthening State departments ol educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States
Grants for special projects ... ... :
Acquisition of eguipment and minor Te-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit private schools._
Siate administration :
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIN) ... .. ....oo...

Footnotes at end of table.

317,917

§10,756, 421
150, 000
380, 506

90, 512
, 211

453,791

317,817

$10, 756, 421
150, 000
380, 506

90, 512
998,619

453,958

Bilingual education (ESEA VII)
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec, 222(a)(2))

Subtotal, elemenlary and secondary
educafion _________

1,142, 152

13,963,720

$13,521,984  §13,182,623

School assistance in federally affected areas:
MamlenanceEPuhhc Law 81-874)
Construction

Subtotal, school assistance in fedalally
affected areas........_
Emergency school assistance_...

Education for the handi d:
Stale grant programs (EHA pt. B). --.
Ealr;l:gr3 childhood projects (EHA, pt. c sec.

10,814,878 12, 62? 0oo

10,814,878 12, EZ? 000

175, 883

Teacher education and recrullment 299332 o
Research and innovation. . _....... 835,244 .. .

Subtotal, education for the handicapped ___ 1, 311, 009

Public Law 81-815) . .. ... LN e, O

11, 403, 000

11, 403, 000
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3479

Fiscal year
1870 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budgst
request

Fiscal year
971

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

eal ey
appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants
Programs for students with special
na&ds (VEA, pt. B)

$1, 947, 450
107, 597

(VEA pt. =
Wark-study (VEA, pt. H)_
Cooperative education (VEA, pL.G)_._..
State advisory councils (VEA, pt. B)
Vocational ressarch:
Innovation (VEA, p
Curnl:ufu'n ﬂsvelup'nerlt (VEA, pL 1). T

esearch. .
Adu1t aducatlon (Muft Education Ach):
Grants to States
Special projects and teacher education..

164, 109
190, 000

15000

State administration and planmng
(HEGA .

§2,037,894 $2, 452, 032
126,621 ..

5 e e SR

University communi
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)__....
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)
Unde&mduatu instructional equipment

Other equipment_ ... __
College parsonnel development.._____._._..

$59,653 $58, 706 $34,241

[ T s i e

121,084 Ti21,084
161,935
50, 000

Tele\nsmn equipment. . ... .. .......

B s e e e

226,433 00100
Subtotal, higher education_.___________

5,602, 772 3,443,914 205, 325

173, 081

Personnel training and development.
Special programs serving schools in low-

Suhtotul voeational and adult educa-

T 2900.?98

3,236,652 2,795,584 income areas:

Teacher Corps.........

Higher education:
Sutdent assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational oppanumtr granls
(HEA w-n) e -
rk-study.. .
I}lrect Ioans (NEDfA Il)

pecial
(HEA sec. 408):
}'alentsean:h__.“.... -
Special services in coliage_ -
Upward Bound
Institutional assistance:
Strurlglherung developing mslltulwns
(HEA 111).

1, 100, 795
1,319, 269
1,025, 436

ged students

108, 695
320,8
100, 000

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 1I1).
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).
Other undergraduate facilities

132, 300
362, 462

Career opportunities and urbanjrural
school programs________.________.

867,418 154, 944 108, 830

A i e e
g L1 R R S e

Subtotal, education professions de-
velopment__..........,

1361, 464

1, 600, 995 154, 944 109, 830

1,036, 676 "
1, 298, 931 Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:
Services
Construction (LSCA 1
College library rasuurces( EA 11-A).
Librarian training (HEA 11-B).
Educational hmdcashng facilities (Cnm-
munication Act of 1934, title H1)_.__ .. ..

360,736

Subtotal, libraries and educational
curnmunn:alluns____.__..

B, =

a B
Civil rights education (title 1V, Civil Rights Act of
1964)

547, 224
1,240, 668

BTN e s !

455,653

38,610,807 33,640,147 28, 166, 956

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF NEW YORK

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget

s 11

ppropriation q

Fiscal year Fiscal year
971 1972 budget
appropriation request

Fiscal year
1970 ncrl?al

DFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Educahonally daprwed children (ESEA

1):
Pt. A:
Basicgrants_ ___...___..
State administrative expenses_
Pt. B: Special incentive grants
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools. .
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)_
Grants to States for school library materials

----- $178, 348, 472

3,465, 109

All
Strenmheni’ng State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA \g
Grantsto States. ... ... ... ... 4
Grants for special projects..._........ 49,7
Acquisition of agumrnant and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 11):
Grants to States. ..
Loans to nonprofit
State administration
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIlI)...
Bilingual education (ESEA VH)_.
Follow Through (Economic Oppurlumty A-:t
sec, 222(a)2))

educal:un =

202,197,172

1,783,485
"'10,035, 452

1,477,919
W .-

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:

Basic
State grants
Programs for dudenh with special
needs(\‘

$201, 076, 537
2,010, 765
945, 696

$200, 981, 256
2,009,813
45, 696

2,048,980
11,192,431

6, 522, 557

‘Hurk sfudy (VEA, pt. H)

Cooperative educatlun (VEA, pt. G)_

State advisory councils (VEA pL. B)
Vocational research:

Innovat'on (VEA, pt. D)

Curriculum dwelupment (VEA, pL l)___

Research

Adult education (Adult Education Act):
Grants to Sta
Special projects and teacher education. .

2,049, 980
11, 131, 403
6, 585, 407

1,477,979 1, 660, 634

$20,730,525 §21,689,304  $25, 065, 549

1,145, 363 1,347,641 .

1,010, 377 1,431,949
339,615 439, 501
476, 396
93,203

198,538
416

, 299, 8!
1,123,674

Subtotal, vocational and adul: educa-

B e e

28,558,134 32,628,101 23 873,257

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educaimnal opportunity  grants

H B e R
(rk AT

stud
Direct loans (NDEA 11)
Special programs for disadvantaged students

225, 460, 482 (HEA, sec. 408):

227,392,529

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance gPub'Iic Law 81-874

g._._ —eeee 17,030,747
Construction (Public Law 81-815

354,029

18, 121, 000
000

Taienl searc :

Special services in college_

Upward Bound
Institutional assistance:

142%000

school ist in
affected areas..__________.

17, 384,776

aziom  wasowl U

Emergency school assistance_.__

Subsidized loans (HEFA 111).......

.. s RS Grants:

E ion for the hand
State grant programs (EHA t. B)
Early childhood projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

Teacher education and recruitment
Research and innovation_ .. .-

2,331,331

2,296,111
3,859,112 ..

Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).

2,708, 577 Other undergraduate facilities

2,621, 564

(HEFA .. it
Language training ‘and area studies:

" 3

8,775, 662

for the b

Centers, fellowships, and research
2,706,577 (NDEA V1)

2,621, 564

5, 493, 504
11,297, 260
19,643,969 .. .. oio

1 14, 807, 096
11, 523, 975
I 62

373,210 256, 588

2,052,201
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OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF NEW YORK—Continued

February 22, 1971

Fiscal ‘vear Fiscal year
971 1972 budge:
reques

Fiscal year
1970 actual

appropriation

Trau'ung grants (Fulhnghl-Hays
Act)__ T P T N R T
485,753 §485,753 $485,753

549, 067 360,619 _..___.
50, 000 50, 000

University community services (HEA 1) _
Aid to land-grant colleges:

Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act).__.__
Per t (Second Morrill Act).... .
Undergraduate instructional equipment
(HEA VI):
Television equipment_. ...

Other
College personne

50,000

78,813 oo
o 551,692 _.
6,068,943 ... .

61,270, 251

uipmen!.....__...__':;...___
development._._.._.._. ..

40,841,718

Subtotal, higher education_. ... ____. 692,773

242,595

o . T | il

Parsunnel lrammg and develo, ment. . ____.
Special programs. serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps..._... 3
Career opportunities and urban/rural
school programs__._.._.__.__._.

5,734,681 889,739

1,529, 251
R L RS e G e

Fiscal xyear Fiscal year
97 1972 budget

request

Fiscal year

1970 actual appropriation

Subtotal, educaimn p:ofassmns
development.

$8, 540, 981 $889,739 SZ!Z_.__SQ_?

Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:
Services
Conslruchun (LSCA II)
College library resources (HE& II -A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title I11). ... -

2, 476,908 2,961, 3?3
405,911 343,2
815,863 .......

713,422

185008 e

Subtotal, libraries
communications

Research and dsvelupment.-.-.._...._..
Cl\;l!%ral his education (title IV, Civil Rights Ar.l nf

and educational

4,244,674 3,304, 607 713,422

304,214

Total, Office of Education____..

341,939,624 329,307,494 272,665, 106

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA

Fiscal rear Fiscal year
971 1972 budget

request

Fiscal year

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
Fiscal year fgi 1

1870 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Edu:aliuna!ly deprived children (ESEA

PLA:
Basic grants

$57,588,036  $59, 592,789
State administrative expenses..

$59, 592, 789
575, 880

595,928 595, 928

L b R e T Al e R T T e T il I i
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schoals
Supplementary services (ESEA 111). ;
GraglésEAolSlatas for school library materials

756, 205
3,460,043

1,834,155

756, 205
3,472,478
) s 993,278 1, 869, 699
Strangthanmg Stale “departments of educa-
tion (ESEA
Grants to States 659,015 659,015
Grants 1oy spetia) projeets. . e
Acquisition of amflrnent and minor re-
modeling (N
Grants to States__________ S
Loans to nonprofit private schools.
State administration
Dropout prevention EESE& VIl).
B|I|ngual education (ESEA Vi)
Follow Th I'UL)Igh (Economic Opportunity

720, 045

1, 130, 562

486427 48,470 -

sec. 222

educahun

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)
Construction (Public Law 81-815)

I, school ist;
affected areas

Emergency school assistance__.

e in federally
.- 12,001,820

Higher education:
Sutdent assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA IV-A), ¥
Work-study_ A
Direct loans (NDEA ).
Special programs for dlsadvant&ged students
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent search....... ... =
Special services i
Upward Bound._
Institutional assistance:
Slrlhngl el;mg developing insl[mtmns

(217 T 1) PR e e o

Construction:

$4,293,400 1%1,562,635
5,270,033 5,462, 654
4,547,013 5,620,177

72,565 .
550, 847
390,000 _.

Subsidized loans (HEFA IH)........_.

Grants:

Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA ).
Other undelgraduate facilities

. (HEFA
(HEFA I)___..___.

Language training and area studsss

Canhll%ig fellowships, and research

and pl

Unrversny mmmumh{ services (HEA 1)..
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)
Pennaane‘nt {Seennq Mornl'l Act),___

3{!
(HEA VI):
Television equipment

Olheraci
College personnel development...........

eukb

Education for the handicapped:
State grant programs (EHA, ﬂ!. B) 805, 195
Ea‘r;fzxf childhood projects (EHA, p

115,000 .

905, 436

Teacher education and recruitment.
Research and innovation

5 ion for the h

905, 436 934,798

1,477,098

focational and adult education: Grants to States
for \ral:atmrla! educatmn
Basic
State grants e
Programs for students with sperJaI
needs (V|
and
NEA LB e
Work-study (VEA, pt. H)_____
Cooperative education (VEA, pt. G).....
State advisory cnuncils(VEA LR
Vocationa: research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D)
I:urm:u!um development (VEA, pt. ). _ ...

reh.. = 25,626
Adult edue.aliun (AduH “Education’ Act):
GrantstoStates. . ... oo ... 1,677,851
Special p ts and teacher education. . 395,

10,190,085 10, 662,79

BRI o i

63,317 70,833
347,860 _______.

b 4 L T

1,898,912

1,165,732

Sutt_rtutar, vocational and adult educa-

14,073,145 16,092, 367 13,727, 504

12,490,939 |

I, higher ed

Education professions development:
Personnel training and development
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps_._...
Career apptmunllies and urbanjrural
school programs. ... ..........

1,301,786
884,270
177, 684

1,368,374

120, 512 $72,968

T208/83% 208783
207, 180

50,000

14,196 _.
208, 836
258,341

50, 000

23,036,712 14,797, 418 331,804

1,971,910 326,380 139,715

381,373

Subtotal, education
development

professions

Libraries and
Public libraries:
Services.
Construction (LSCA 11)_______.
College library resources (HEA 11-A)...
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

3,157,373 326, 380

821,432
195, 319
342,974 ...

103, 876

952, 958
151, 463

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications._.. . ___

Research and development
C\\fl!’a his education (title 1V, Civil Rights Act of

Total, Office of Education_ ... _.._._._._ ..

620,859 ____

122,780,549 122,571,100 94, 286, 308

Footnotes at end of table.
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OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

3481

Fiscal year
1970 actual

gar Fiscal year
971 1972 budget
appropriation request

Fiscal

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal fear
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Ald io schoor distncts‘
Edlu)cat:-:rnally deprived children (ESEA

PL A:
Basic grants._
State administrative expenses. .
Pt. B: Special incentive grants_ . =T
Pt. C: Special grants for urhan and _
rural schoals..._...
Supplementary services (ESEA lII)_.
Grants to States for school library materials
(ESEA 11 -
Slrenglhenmg State ‘departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States
Grants for special projects._ .
Acquisition of equnr ment and minor fe-
modeling (NDEA I11):
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit private school
State administration. ... .__
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII)-
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)
Follow Through (Ecunamm Onpartumty Act,
sec. 222(ax2)).

$4,703, 614
150, 000

136, 301
272,292

703,528

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational
(HEA V-
Work-study...........
Direct luans (NDEA II)__ e

) opportunity  grants

$890, 600
780, 361
943,419

15312, 266 i
711,769 3)
FED oy | SR o

1

$4,970, 186
150, 000 15
115, 841

34, 149
728,287
256, 567

$4,970, 186 Special for g
0, 000 (HEA, sec. 408):
115, 841 Talent search_ ..
34, 149 Special services in cul1ege.
725,759 Upward Bou
251,524 Institutional assistance:
Stren

300, 681 (HEA I
Cansl(u:h'nn:

Subsidized loans (HEFA 111).

Grants:

272,292

zlhenmg developing institutions

353,700 oo

Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1)
Other undargraduale facilitie:

46, 800
5

State
(HEFA 1)...
Language traini

AL

Subtotal, el
education. _____.

')r and

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874). .
Construction (Public Law 81-815)

University communi

6,736,908 6, 548, 140 Aid to land-grant colleges:

3, 864, 000 4, D14, 000
700, 000 700, 000
Television equipment_ ...

Sublotal, school assistance in federally
affected areas

Emergency school assistance
Education for the handi

State grant urugrams{EH.q pt. B)
Eallzy childhood projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

Tsacher “education and recruitment.
Research and innovation..._

Other equipment._
College personne!

4,564, 000 4,714, 000

Subtotal, higher education

c p P =
Personnel training and development
Special programs serving schools in

income areas:
Teacher Corps.__ ...
Career opportumtles and urban

200, 000

304, 308

Subtotal, education for the h pped...
Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:

Basic vocational education programs:
State grants_ . _._..._. =
Programs for students with special

needs (VEA, pt. B)
Do(n:umer and homemaking education
pt

Work-study (VEA pt. H)..

Cooperative educahon (VEA pt. G)
State advisory councils (VEA pt B)

Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D)__
Cum:u!:m development (VEA, pt. I)._ .

1,207, 190
66, 697

206, 305

Grants to States_ ...
Specia: projects and teacher education______

15,000
177,469

school programs...

Subtotal, education
development...__.

200 ODU

Libraries and
Public libraries:
Services........
Construction (LSCA II)__. ==
College library resources (HEA 11-A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)____.

1,263,226 1,493, 168

28,851 L ek
I 3RE
188, 322

Subtotal, libraries and educa
communications.
Research and development

Civil rights education (litle IV, Civil Rights
1964

273, ?05

Subtotal, vocational and aduit educa-

L e 1989 l?3

¥ 25@ 091 1,795,227

Total, Office of Education

Training grants  (Fulbright-}
services (HEA 1)--
- — Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)_._.

Permanent (Second Morrill Act)__ . 50, 000
Undergraduate instructional equipment
(HEA VI):

development________

professions

87,276

Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDEA VI).

Hays

113,23 113,23
157, 937

50, 000

i3 LB T
165, 039

.5 e S S
4,185,257 2,748,354 196, 087

468, 571 131, 065 105, 446

low-

.I’rUlal

v RS T T i

762, 467 131, 065 105, 446

308, 403 256,173

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)________.

tional

Acl of

17,558,755 17,028,741 13, 815, 073

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF OHIO

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal fear
971
appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget

Fiscal lyaar
971 get
requ

Fiscal year

1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Edu:atmnal!y deprived children (ESEA

P A:
Basicgrants. _____.... =
State administrative expense
Pt. B: Special incentive grants______________
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools_.._._..._...
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)_
Gl?;tsEAolStates for school library materials
Strenglhen?na State depa(trnents of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants tn States. .
Grants for special projects.
Acquisition of Eqmpment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States_ . -
Loans to nonprofit private schools.
State administration_ .. £
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIll)_ ...

$40, 363,720
"6, 339,620
2,234,209

1,098, 447

436, 075

403,637

Bilingual education (ESEA VIl)..
sec, 222(a)2

Subtotal, el tary and

$88,984 ...

Follow Thm#h (Ecanomic Oppo umty Act

School assistance in federally affected area
Maintenance EPubFil: Law 81-874

$43, 2?3. 050 $43, 378, 050
Construction (Public Law 81-815

33,780 433,780

Srhintal e

school

4 , 175, *$96, 592, 512

T L B SR R TR SRt

L
—emas= 10,530,777 10, 520, 000 7, 149, 000
39,595

7, 149-.-0&‘

404, 801
6,944, 454

4,211,026

404, 801
6,993, 555

4,205, 569

affected areas_.
Emergency; whool awm nce
or th

1,098, 447 1,220, 401

Subtotal, education for the h

10, 570, 3?2

10, 520, 000
392,960 . __

1,519,923 1,709, 142 1,764, 567

938.06?
119,467 _. .

2,652, 457 1,764, 567

1,709, 142
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APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF OHIO—Continued

Fiscal year

Fiscal ?aar
1972 budgel

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Voeational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational edueation:
Basic
State grants
Programs for students with special
needs (VEA, pt. B)
Cunsg:m a]l;lﬁ hnmemaklng edumﬁOn

L
Waork- :tu:!y( EA t. H
Cmpemive adul:allon (VER pt. G
Gtate advisory councils (VEA, pt.
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt
Curriculum deve'lopmenl (VEA, pt. I)_ =

Research

Adult EGucatlon (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States
Special projects and teacher education..

Subtn'tn! vocational and adult educa-

$15, 503, 686
856, 581

$16,221,852  §19,484,174
TO0E 828 jo s lnaa
T T PR
288,289 .
xR R
93,203
487,767 ...
TA, 802,429 100
1, 526,703 2,070,825

382,

93,203
165, 180
29,959 _
38,989

1,351, 381
95, 000 .

19,495,204 23,118,099 21,604, 061

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational oppomlmty grants
(HEA IV-A)_.
Work-study...
Direct loans (NDEA 11)..
Special programs for disadvantaged students
(HEA, sec. 408
Talent searc|
Special services in college.
Upward Bound. ...
Institutional assistance:
Stranglhenlng developing inslilulmns
Cnnstructton‘
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111).__....
Grants:
Public community wﬂerfes and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).

Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA )

2,219,197 2,208,535 .

. R TR e =

Fiscal year
1870 actual

February 22, 1971

Fiscal lyear
971
appropriation

Fiscal
1972

| year
budget

raqu

$189, 038
Language training and area studies:
Cantels lek'nwships, and research

(NDEA VI)..
Trainmg grants (Fulbright-Hays
Univerxlly community services (HEA 1)__
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)___

Permanent (Second Morrill Act)...
I.Indergradua!e instructional equipment
(HEA VI):

4,485

380, 809
50, 000

Television equipment_ .. _____._ .. e
Other equipment._ ...
College personnel development...._ ... .

", =
325, 054

2,173,946 ...

$155, 487

509,013 .

" 325,054
186 ...
50, 000

45, 880

$98, 370

I e

Subtotal, higher education 32,653,978

24, ?03 522

s

pr
Personnel training and development......
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps.... ...
Career opportunities and urbanjrural
school programs

3, 544,765

609, 202 1

473, 424

91, 182

Subtotal, education professions

development.______.__._....... 5,159, 041

609, 202

fax and aducationsi inatt
Public libraries:

Services. .

Construction (LSCA 11).
College library resoun:es( EA 1I-A)..
Librarian training (HEA
Educational hrondcastinx facilities  (Com-

munication Act of 1934, title 111} ... ..

1,512,798
187, 033

208, 527
177,319

428, 345,

1,799, 001
L 244

Subtotal, libraries and educational
Dummunlcaﬁnns

and di
Cl\nl r:ahis education (title IV Civil R|ghts Act of
1964)

2, 520, 082
? 1543

168, 306

2,031,245

Total, Office of Education...__._._.____._ 129,212,782

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

122,259,970

88,327, 697

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
971
appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Educationally deprived children (ESEA

n:
PLA:
Basic grants_____
State administrative expenses_ .

PL. B: Special incentive grants_._._.....

Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)_
Granls to States for school library

ESEA Il :
Siransthen:’ng State departmanls of ed
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States__.______
Grants for special projects. ..

Acquisition of
modeling (NDE
GranlsluStnles___._ - YEEaE
Loans to nonprofit private schools_
State administration. . .
Dropout prevention (ESEA \"HI)__
Bilingual education (ESEA VID)_.... 2
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec. 222(a)(2))
Subtotal,

uifment and minor re-

§18,736,899  $19, 485,325 $19, 485, 326
187, 369 194, 853 94, 853

239,579 239, 579
1,804, 001 1, 805, 272

954, 862 956, 738

1,686,414
507, 271

440, 485

440, 485

488, 416

466, 563
S S

ME! ?09

703,433

education

22,919,618 23,782,361 2, ITO 131

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)

Construction (Public Law 81-815). .. .._.....

Sttt school coa in federall
affected areas..

Emergency school assistance

11,591,736 12,298, 000

9,352, 000

11,519,736 12,298,000 9,352, 000

Education for the handicapped:
State grant programs (EHA, pt. B)A. a e

Tea:her education and recruitment. ...
Research and innovation

Subtotal, education for the handicapped....

366, 917 412, 59 425,976

787,811 412, 596 425,976

Footnotes at end of table.

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal rear
971 1972
appropriation

Fiscal year

budget

request

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants.
Programs tor sludanls With spwnl
= needs(\‘ pt. B)

$4, 541, 401
250,912

(VEA, pL !") =
Work-study (VEA, pt. H)___
Cooperative educalmn (VEA, pt. G)__
State advisory councils (VEA, pt. B)__ ..

Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D)__
Cumcu!um development (VEA Tt I}

Adult aducahon ‘(Aduit Education Act):
Grants to States__. ... »
Special projects and teacher education_

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-

Hopaioe . o .. 6, 031, 645

$4,751, 840
295, 249
313,722

68,412 .

297,767
31,068

7,145,089

$5, 617,020

6,277,483

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA | f = , 505, 600
2,570,138
3,275,618

pecial
(HEA sec. 408):

Talent searc
Spectalsenrlcss
Upward Bound. .

Insﬂmlonal assistance
Strengthening developing Institutions

(HEA 111

170, 000 -

989, 145

Construction
Suhstdlzed loans (HEFA 111}
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA I). 677,728
Other undergraduate facilit es
357,431

State
H 86,359

;dministmiun and planning

Language lramlng and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
NDEA V

Training grants (Fuibﬁght Hays
Act,

1994, 003
2,394, 519
3,712,844 . . _.

o2 RREe S e e AL

652,830 ...

81,125

48,203
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Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal 1\(ear
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

ear
9 1

appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

QFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued

Higher education—Continued
Institutional assistance—Continued
University community services (HEA 1) $153, 920
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)__.. .. 205, 364
Permanent (Second Morrill Act).. 50, 000
Un(de[riraduate instructional equlpment
Television equipment
Other equipment_ _._ o4
College personne! deve:upmsnl......

$153, 920
179, 220
50,0

114,174

Career opportunities and wrban/rural

school programs.___. __..._._... $30,000 .

p

development. ... ... ___.

1, 560, 264 $215,613

$102, 716

Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:
Services
Construction (LSCA 11)__..
College library (asourues( EA 5I~A)_______ =
Librarian training (HEA 11-B).._... o |
Educational hfnadcashng acilities (Com-

519, 768

586, 981
§ 116, 519
122,604

Subtotal, higher education__.__. 12, 451,111 8,348,946 252,123

praf
Personnel training and de\rslupment-- FESR

Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:

Teacher Corps

1,119,354 215,613 120,716

.80

Act of 1934, title 1) .. .....

306, 787

Rs el e el il I

Subtotal, libraries and educational
mmmunlcahnns S
Research and development.

703, 500

747,914
35,742

306, 787

56,762,939 53,202,591

39, 905, 269

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF OREGON

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal fuar
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971
1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

‘ ducation®

and
Ald to schuol districts:
E:fu)callonaily deprived children (ESEA
1
PLA:
Basic grants
State administrative expenses_.
Pt. B: Special incentive grants
PL C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools. . ___ ... ._... ..
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)_
GrEE:ésE lu"S}txtes for school library materials
Strengthening State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States
Grants for special projects
Acquisition of e u: ment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA H1):
Grants to States 338, 665
Loans to nonpmﬂ “private schoolS_ .- —oeeeene
State administration 18,340
Dropout prevention iESEA Vi)
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)
Foltow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec. 222(aX(2))

educavnn____, ot
School assi in f

areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)__________
Construction (Public Law 81-815)_ .. .. __.._....

$8, 256,688  $10,432, 750
150, 000 150, 000
265, 434

32, 688
1,508, 393

803, 112

$10,432, 750
150, 000
265, 434

32, 688
1, 521, 491

776, 894

"1, 406,486
426,653

398, 278

459,537 ...

18172

14, 068354

13,613,747

Aarally aff

3,341,829 3, 566, 000 2,741, 000

I, school
affected areas

3 341,829 3, 566, 000 2, 741, 000
Emergency school assistance. - .. 2

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational nppl!rtun}ty grants
(HEA IV=-R)...

Work-study_ ..
Direct loans (NDEA Id)
Sp::l:lal pmgra;ns for sadvantaged “students
Talent sea =
Special services in mllege
Upward Bound
Institutional assistance:
SlfenEghhemng developing institutions

Constmctiun
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111)
Gramﬁs:hlk ity colleges and
ublic commun
technical institutes (iﬁaﬂ_ .
Other undergrnduaie facilities
(HEFA

512, 143
345, 766

State _administration and planning
(HEFAT)__ 81,283

82,334

biidi

and ar
Centers, fellowships. and research
(NDEA

Training grants “(Fulbright-Hays
A e 27,760 __.
University community services (HEA 1). . 142,508
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)._.... 192, 058
Permanent (Second Morrill Act).. 50, 000
Unde{grsduats instructional equnpment

" 142,508
172,197
50, 000

Telewsmn equipment. ________
Other equipment
College personnel development.._.. ...

tal, higher education. ... ....... 10, 620, 073

6, 836, 088

Education for the handi
State grant programs (EHa EI o
E:iélg3 childhood projects (EHA, pt. C, see.

Teacher education and recruitment_..__.___ - 804, 23
Research and innovation_____.._....._.__.

Subtotal, education for the handicapped. ..

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocationa education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants

279, 058 313,799 323,975

323,975

1,965, 053 313, ?99

3,138,872
173,422
152, 985

42, 525
234,994
31, 068

3,284,314
204, 067 ..
216, 834

55, 032
280, 186 .
31,068

4, 004, 976

(VEA, p
Work- studr REA pt. H)_ -
Cooperative education (VEA, pt. G)
State advisory councils (VEA pt. B)....
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D)
Curriculum ﬂevelupmam (VEA, pt. U__A

esearc
Adult education (Aduit Education Act):
Grants to
Special projects and teacher education. .

255,079 .
364,924 _.

241,935 261,821

274,998

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-

B e e e e

4,691, 297 4,953, 325 4,501,630

pr d
Personnel training and development.
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps
Career opportunities and urban/rural
school programs______.

197, 239

116, 822

development. ...

2,463,104 19? 239

jes and
Public libraries:

433,022
120, 000

495, 055

Construction (LSCA 1!)............_ B
College library resources (HEA I1-A).
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

39,015 ..

JOO N2 T N Y

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications.
h and develop t

Civil rights education (title IV
1964

Total, Office of Education 39,790,890 30,537,612

21,832,369
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APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA

February 22, 1971

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

m:l to schoof n‘nslnc s
Edﬁcat:onslly depnuad children (ESEA

Pt. A:
Basic grants
State administ:
PL. B: Special incentive grants
Pt. C: Special grants for urban a
rural schools. ..
Supplementary services (ES
GrggésE tuIStates for school library m
Strengthening State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States____.
Grants for special projects_ . __
Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States :
Loans to nonprofit private schools.
State administration
Dropout prevention gESEA VI
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)_.__.
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
Sec. zzz(a)f

Subtotal, elementary and sewndary
education......._.__.

Fiscal year
971

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
1970 aclual

$65, 892, 973 $65, 892, 973
668, 930 658, 930

545,534
7,320,915

4, 352,420

545,934
7,413,108

2,338, 965 4,402, 757

1, 070, 926 1, 070, 926 1,177,434
2, 456

76,587,892 82,535,040 e 948 606

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)

Construction (Public Law 81-815)_ . _____.

5 415 000

8, 260, 330

8 283 000

Subtotal, school assistance in federally
affected areas..__.._______.

8,260,330 5, 415, 000

8,283, 000
528, 836

Emergem:y{ school assistance
s 2

State grant programs (EHA pt. B).
Easzy childhood projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

Taal:her education and recruitment__
Research and innovation. . .. ...._ ...

for the h pp

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic tional education pr
State grants_ . ___
Programs for students with special
needs (VEA& pt. B)

Quhintal ad i 4

ing l}duca-tloﬂ

(VEA pL. F).

Work-study (VEA, pt H)___

Cooperative education (VEA, pf

State advisory councils (VEA, pt B) .
Vocational research:

Innovation (VEA, pt. D). ______.______.

Curriculum development (VEA, pt. 1) ..

Research__... - -
Adult education (A

Grants to States_ .

Special projects and teacher e

Suthlotal vocaimnal and adult educa-
{1 1] | S

1,672,090 1,880,253 1,941, 227

1,411,419 -
522,9

1,941,227

3, 606, 192 1,880,253

17, 080, 756
943,714
832,492
233,107
390,876

93,203
300,494
42,956

1, 967, 553
450, 000

17,871, 250 21,112, 893
5 & L 1§ SORE G
1,178, 879

637,377 =
93, 203

2,229,201

22,335,151 25,908,126 23,797, 362

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal rg;i[

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA IV-A)
Work-study.. . .
Direct loans (NDEA |1
Special programs for disadvantaged students
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent search._.
Special services in co
Upward Bound... ..
1nshlulwna| assistance
Strength

$7, 746,700
6, 300,
9,644, 385

160, 000
1,450,842 _
415

593, 252
372,762

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111).
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1)
Other undergraduate facilities
HEFA 1)

2,701,853
1,519,807 .
326,251

Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
NIRRTty s
Tﬁ;m}ng grants (Fulhn’ghl-Hays
et =
University communit{ sarvrces (HEA D). -
Aid to land. %rant college
Annual (Bankhea Junes Act)....
Permanent (Second Morrill Act).._-
Under&raduale instructional equipment
(HEA VI):

619,400 .
» 103, 358
349,235
419, 164
50,000

Television T IR R SR A
Other equipment__.___._. ey Sd e sy
2,820,577

1§3,341,014
8,059,934
11,819,936

2,754,310

181, 481

349,235
292,059
0, 0!

§112, 658

College parsonnel devalopment..___ ...
35,593, 052

Subtotal, higher education

27,246, 242

511,893

Personnel training and development. .

Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:

Teacher Corps.-....

Career opportunities and U(bnn,’rural
school programs..... S

3,911,948

633, 078

194,243

Subtotal, education professions
development._. ceeeee---- 5,710,804

633,078

Libraries and
Public libraries:

Construction (LSCA Ilz,._. i
College library resources (HEA 11-A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B {
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, litle 111)

1,739, 202
134, 428
515,754 .
213,980

284,013

2,063, 968

257,543 .

Subtotal, libraries and educational

communications.
Research and development_ . ... . .......
Cl\{lé E:%hls education (tllie 1V, Civil nghls Act of

2,887,377

7,854,142 _ .

2,321,511

545, 528

Total, Office of Education 162,974,870

149, 337, 086

112, 353, 859

OBLIGATIONS IN TH

E STATE OF RHODE ISLAND

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal 1vear
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Ald tu schual d|stncm
Educatiunally deprived children (ESEA

D
Pt A:
Basic grants_ ______.
State administrative expenses. .
Pt. B: Special incentive grants
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools
Supplementary services (ESEA 111) -
Gr?gésE to S)tates for school library materials
Strengthening State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States_ .. __.._.... =
Grants for special pro]ects“ S KT
Acquisition of uu menl and minor re-
maodeling (NDE ):
Grants to Stales
Loans to nonprofit
State administration

Footnotes at end of table,

$4, 877, 419

$4,261,172  $4,877,419
150, 000 15, 000 150, 000

58, 630
338, 494

810, 511
179, 825

858,894
343, 998

281,321

281,321

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Dropout preuenlicnfism WD e

Bilingual education (ESEA VI1)

Follow Through (Econom:c Uppmlumty Act,
sec, 222(a

Fiscal l\mar
appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

elementary and secondar f
TY 4 6, 447, 531

Subtotal,
education.... ... ...
School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)
Construction (Public Law 81-815)
Subtotal, school assistance in federally
3,493,429
Emergency school assistance_.

$6, 736, 403

SB 590, NG

3, 895, 000
88,291

3,286, 000

Ed
E

s A1

for the h
State grant programs (EH Elt - T,
Eaélg3 childhood projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

Teacher education and recruitment_
Research and innovation. .. .- -...

Subtotal, ed for the handi

127, 696
115, 758,
266

390, 720

200, 000

200, 000

200, 000
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Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 hudget
request

Fiscal {ear .
97 Fiscal year

appropriation 1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {ear
971
appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for voeational education:

Basic vocational education programs:
State grants____

Programs for students with " special

§1,294, 166
11, 503
63, 076

( EA, p!
Wurk-study (VEA 1I)
Cooperative education (VEA, pt. Gg
State advisory councils (‘u"EA pt. B).
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, p
Eurmulﬁlm dsve!npmsnt (VEA, pt. l)
esea
Adult education (Adult Education Al:t)
Grants to Sta
Special pwjucts and teacher education

(HEFA n
Language training and area studies:
CanterEAfgllowships and research

$1,354, 098 $1, 550, 573
.5 bR
B A
23,477 ..
233,018 .
31, 068

222,680

Training grants {Fulbnght-Hays
Act) 11, 000
119, 260
170, 438
50, 000

University community services (HEA 1) ..
Aid to land-grant colleges:
AnnualiBanhhead-Junes Act)......
Permanent (Second Morrill Act).._.
Undergraduate instructional equipment
728,354 HEA VI):
Television equipment_ .. ... ¢ ceeeaaaa..
Other equipment______. o
College personnel development. ... .......

557,289

$59, 750

LY s
37,708 .

150, 455

Subtotal, higher education_ . 4,338, 429

2,875, 488

264, 619
Education professions development:

Personnel training and development.._ ... 337,940

Suhiotal vocaﬂonal and adult educa-

2, 056, 889

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Granésaandﬂwal{(-sludy ?taymenis: "
ucational o uni rants
2 o i 893, 300
583, 283
1,088, 038

(HEA IV- A)_-_..____________..‘
Work-study__......._. B
Direct loans (NDEA 11)_______
Special programs for dlsadvaniagsd students
(HEA, sec. 408):

Talent sea

Special services incollege_ .. _____.__..

u Bound.....
Institutional assistance

Stren&hening devaioplng Inslilulluns

84,975

Constl‘uctinn
Subsidized Joans (HEFA 111)
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).
Other undergraduate facilities

180, 445
137, 870

Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps.._.
Career opportunities and urban/rural
school programs_._...

2,452, 949

1,924, 803

110,018

140, 984

Subtotal, education professions

1 352,922 development 447, 953

107, 449

140,984

658, 598
1,241,470

Libraries and educati c

Public libraries:

Services

Construction (LSCA 11)..._.
College library resources (HEA |
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)
Educational broadcasting facilities

munication Act of 1934, title 111).

320, 887
90, 693

345,699 263, B?D
93,481

educational

Subtotal, libraries and
bommunmatmns
Research and developme:
ngsrights education (hﬂe W Civil Riahts Actof

481 308
, 400

439,180 263,670

Total, Office of Education........ 17,851,614

18, 328 295 12, 576, 252

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {mar
971 Fiscal year

appropriation 1970 actual

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts: )
Educationally deprived children
(ESEA I)'

Basu: [y ) SRRl T Ty
State administrative expenses.
Pt. B—Special incentive grants. .
Pt. C—Special grants for urban and
rural schools._ =
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)________
Grants tu States for school library materials

$34, 304, 985
343, 050

1,837, 849

ESEA 11) 542, 285
Slrengthenmg State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States.....__. e
Grants for speclal prmeclsh____.__._.
Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit private schools
State administration
Dropout prevunt]onéESEA NHD. . .. BN
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec. 222(a)(2))

456, 998

658, 416
26, 879

Varati

| and adult : Grants to States
for vocational education:

Basic vocational education programs:
State grants_____ =
Programs for students  with sneciai

naeds(V e PLB). oo
King

(VEA, p
Wark- sludy EA, pt. H)
Cooperative education {VEA pL. G). .
State advisory councils (VEA pt. B).
Voeational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D).
Curncurum deve!opment(\f[ﬁi pL !)....

Rese

Adult educatmn (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States 1, 056, 859
Special projects and teacher education_. 170, 000

$5, 581, 203
308, 362
272,021

$35,7865,808  $35,786, 808
357, 868 357, 868

531, 281 531, 281
1,971, 261 1,972, 981

1, 020,771 1,008, 460

456, 998 502, 885

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal feﬂl
971
appropriation

$5, 840, 401 $6, 849,938

678,703

1,190,918

Suh'r.utal vocational and‘ adull educa-

BLeRr - F

9, 151, 520 7,567, 485

Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunily grants

26,671 Higher education:

Wark-study A

ry and y
R S e

39, 484, 850

Direct loans (NDEA II ST
Special pmy?l?s for dlsad\rantaged Students
8):

41, 046, 340
(HEA, sec.

40, 160, 283

Hartad

School assist
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)____ i 8,634, 413
Construction (Public Law 81-815)._. __ ... ... .__.

e in federally areas:

Talent search.__.
Special services in mllege =
Upward Bound.

Institutional assistance:

8,916, 000 7,454, 000

1, 000, 000

Subtotal, school assistance in federally

Emergency school assistance_._.........
Education for the handicapped:
State grant programs (EHA, pt. B)..........
Eaélzva childhood projects (EHA, pt C

Teacher education and recruitment__
Research and innovation. _ . ... _____

448,822

Strengthening developing lnstltuhons
(HEA 111)

8, 916, 000 e s 1,227,613
5 6 Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA I11). ...
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).
Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA 1.

504, 698
750, 494

294, 365

Subtotal, education for the handicapped... 600, 485

Sta inistration and p
(HEF}\ IJ-_.......A__.‘_._‘..

oo 64, 594

, 84131
2,994, 439
2,175,711

245,000 _

22,183 .

78,163 46,079
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APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE-—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA—Continued

Fiscal
1970

ear
ual

Fiscal year
971

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
req uest

Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
([GDEA Vi)

Act
University mmmumtr senrices (HEA 1.
Aid to land-grant col
Annual Bankhnad in:ms Act).
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)_.
Undergraduate instructional equnpment
(HEA VI):

Television equipment_ ... ____ . .__.___.

Other ecluipmen!
College personnel development. _.

Subtotal, higher education............._.

Education professions development:
Personnel training and developm
Special programs serving sc

income areas:

s in low-

Teacher Corps. .. .. ... .. .....oeco

“(Ful iEi'gh'tlﬁii's' ST

$156,614

206, 656
50, 000

“'$156,614° 5156, 614
175:808 | L

50, 000 50, 000

8,932, 491

7,105,959 252,690

542,719

191, 361

223,593 121,836

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal fear
Fiscal year 971

W =
1970 actual appropriation

Career opportunities and urhannural
school programs. ... . . cocennnn

$788,832 __.

devel&pment..-. (ot

1,522,912 $223,593 §121,836

Libraries and ed
Public libraries:

Construction (LSCA 11).._.
College library resources (HEA lI—A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B;
Educational broadcasting

cilities (Com-~

munication Act of 1934, title 111y __.__.. .

527,122 595, 903

117,371

Subtotal,

Research and development.
T;Gr;shts education (l:tla l\" Civil nghts Act of

libraries and educational

713,274

245,240 _____._.

Total, Office of Education................

69,072,240 73,101,051 57,387,390

OBLIGATIONS IN THE S

TATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

Fiscal year
1970 actual

cal year Fiscal year
971 1972 budget
appropriation request

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
Fiscal year ?9?1

1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

and
.Nd to schunl dls‘lrl
Eﬂllscatmnally dsprwed children (ESEA

PLA:
Basic grants____._._._

State administrative expenses__

Pt. B: Special incentive grants____
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools.........._.
Supplementary services (ESEA Ill)
Grants to States for school library mate
(ESEA I

Strsngthen?ng State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):

GrantstnStates......,...,.. -
Grants fnr special projects
Acquisition of Fe_xmim-mn! and minor re-
modeling (ND/
Grants to States__.__.__._.
Loans to nonprofit private schools_
State administration.
Dropout prevention ESEA Vill).
Bilingual education (ESEA VII).....__..
Follow Through (Economic Dpportun:ty Aci
sec. 222(a; o i e s et s o

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)
Construction (Public Law 81-815)

Subtotal, school assnstance in I'edsrally
affected areas_.

Emergency school assistance

Education for the handicapped:
State grant programs (EHA, pt. B).
Eaglzgchiluh projects (EHA, pt. c sec.

Teacher education and recruitment. .
Research and innovation_ _

Subtotal, education for the handicapped. .

55,133 638

151, 605
13,3337
220, 000

T LR S —"

%6, 484 106
50, D00
10? 563

36,484,106
150,
107, 563

64, 832
742,638

283,393

64, 882
751,248
279, 069

279, 034 308,322
206, 010
13,333 -

8,476, 846

8, 340, 959 8,145,190

3,899, 252
77,03

4,410, 000 4,198, 000

4,410,000 4,198, 000

0 e

252,789

| and adult educati

fnr vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:

State grants -

Programs for studenls with special
needs (\-‘Eaﬂn;l p} B)

an

&ducauun

wnrk study( EA, pt. H)_

Cooperative edur.almn (VEA, pt. &...

State advisory councils (VEA, pt.
Vocational research:

Innovation (VEA, pt. D’

Curriculum devainpmenl (VEA, pt. 1)

Grants to States__

: Grants to States

1,

104, 470

15,000

165,279

Special projects and teacher education......_.___

1,285,372 1, 508, 620

142,819
174,424

Subtotal vocational and aduit educa-

1,899,679

2, 266, 564 1, 816, 408

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity granls
HEA IV-A). ...:c....-
Work-study__
Direct loans (NDEA'II)___
Spaual programs for disad\rantasad studants
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent search_.. ...
Spacial services in l:olleze.
Upward Bound._. .. .........
Institutianal assistance:
Strengthening u‘svatopmg institutions
(HEA IN)..........
Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111)
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1). .
Other undergraduate lamlttles

Language tra

University community services (HEA 1)_
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)
Permanent (Second Morrill Act).....
Undergraduate instructional equipment
(HEA VI):

Television equipment...
Other equipment_
College personne

40, 400 15298, 163

804, 1
1,083, 5?0

LA RS, S O RS ae £
58, 641 $33,607

S:
Centers, fellnwshlps and researcn
(NDEA VI)__

114, 106
166, 182
000

development. ......... ...

Subtotal. higher education. . .
Educati i L il

pr p :
Personnel training and development__
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps. ... ... ..
Career opportunities and urhan!runﬂ
school programs........coo---

Subtotal, education pro[nsslu ns
development____._.__. ¥

3,999, 891 2,833,996 197,713

364, 176 134,313 106, 043

575,950 134,313 106, 043

Libraries and
Public libraries:
SeTvibes o e
Construction (LSCA II)__.‘. LT S
College library resources (HEA 11-A)____. ...
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)._. ..

Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title I11) -

296, 653 316, 298
362 90,674
A ) L AR RS R S e

8 | SRR et e R R
324,219

Subtotal, libraries
communications.

Research and development______.__._.
Civil fl§h|8 education (ul'le IV, Ciwil nghls m:t uf

and educational

695,938
13,612

406,972 257,344

Total, Office of Education

19, 890, 992

18,592, 804 14, 920, 698

Footnotes at end of table.
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OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF TENNESSEE

3487

Fiscal Ivear Fiscal ye:
Fls:a 971 1972 hudgei
reques

| year
1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal yea
1970 aclual

Fiscal year
1972 budget

request

Fiscal year

appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

M.‘I to s:hw! dlst
Eﬂm:atlorrall:.r deprwed children (ESEA

1):
PL A:
Basicgafts___ .. . .. . ...
State administrative expenses._.

Pt. B: Special incentive grants__...__..

PL. C: Special grants for urban and

rural schools. ST SR

Supplementary services (ESEA IlI)
Grants to States for school library materials

ESEA
Slrengtheni)n State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA
Grants to States

Grants for special projects___. ... ........._.

Acquisition of equmenl and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111
Grants to States. .
Loans to n:unpmﬁt private 00l
State administration. .
Dropout prevention (ESEA ViiD)
Bilingual education (ESEA VII).

Follow Through (Economic Oppo
sec. 222(aX2)).

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA

Work-study .. .
Direct loans (NDEA ll) oo
Special prog for
(HEA, sec. lﬂaﬂ
Talentsmalen . . . oot
Special services in college. -
Upward Bound.
Institutional assistance:
St[angt srll;ng developing institutions

Construc

$37, 706, 969"
377,070

520, 601
2,676, 233

1,405, 151

$36,662,972  §37, 706, 969
366, 630 377,070

20, 601
2 531 550

1,409, 054

2,456,498
748, 560

Grants:
Public community colle IPS and
technical institutes (HEFA 1)
Cﬂhar undersraﬁuate fac:tmes
837, 746 (HEFA 1).
State admimslratiu
(HEFA
Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDEA Vi

543,785

543,785 601,172

Training gra
Act;

University communit

42,475,190 44,409,649 43,287,196 Aid to land-grant colleges:

Annual (Bankhead-Janes Acl)

School assistance in federally affected areas:
MainieaanceEPubInc Law B1-874). _._.__.
Construction (Public Law 81-815)

Permanent (second Morrill Act)... -
Undergraduate instructional equipment
(HEA VI):

6,877,912 6, 746, D00 4, 485, 000
79,453

Television equipment

enhtatsl

school
affected areas

in federally

4, 485, 000

6, 957, 365 6, 746, 000 College perso d I nt
" L A SRR S e
nnei developme

tion for the handi
State grant programs (EH& t. B).
Easzy childhood projects (EHA, pt.

Teacher education and recruitment_
Research and innovation______.___.___

Subtotal, education for the handicapped... o

i lioa Subtotal, higher educati
666, 324 687,932

pr develop <
Personnel training and development.
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps_ ... ....__..
Career opportunities and urhan,.’mral
school programs._.__ ..o .cooeoceeeaa-

592, 555 Ed
157, 505
792,024 _
483,012 .

~ 2,025,09

séé 1324 687,932

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants. .. ..
Programs for students with special
naeds(\-" p B)-cdieiaran -

Pl g)

(VEA
Work- siudr (V£A
Cooperative educahon
State advisory councils (VEA
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, p

D)
curr:culum developmant(\fEn pt. I}___ e e

Research. .

Adult sdur:ahan ‘(Adult Education Act)'
Grants to States_ =
Special projects and teacher education__

Suhtulal vocational and adult educa-

Subtotal, education
development___. ..

professions

, 700
B‘E
537

1, 497, 165

40,984 ...
183,828

234,822
0, 000

1 §1, 196, 620
3,978, 431
4, 407, 664

Subsldt:ed s L L e STl ol SR TR s LA

183,828 183,828

194, 767
50, 000

17,297, 949

11, 258, 725 292, 551

1, 120, 827

270, 606 130, 426

773,881 ...

2, 499, 807

270, 606 130, 426

9,036,829 | Libraries and educational communications:

7,399,834
Public libraries:

408, 841

7,742,788

College library resources (HEA 11- n)___.. s
Librarian training (HEA 11-B). .. ...........

Educational broadcasting facilities (Gum-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

45,979

307, 507

Subtotal, libraries and educational

860,310 . communications
1, 403, 582 R h and devel
. Curl! ﬂghts sdmahnn (tllie 1V, Civil nghts Act of

1,243,389
C LT ot S Rk R

687, 509
81, 400

202,927 —......

790, 484
135, 949

343, 431

T B S s

1,388, 019

00 L e s e

926, 433 343,431

10,501,233 11,818,575 10, 075, 357

Total, Office of Education.___.___._.__._.

83, 667, 899

79,712, 606

59, 301, 893

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF TEXAS

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiseal {ear
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

ear Fiscal year
971 1972 hudsel
appropriation request

Fiscal

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

and
md to schoal dlsirlcts
Edl.;:almna[ly deprived children (ESEA

Pt A:
Basic grants___ .
State administrative expenses. .

Pt. B: Special incentive grants._ ... .-......._....

Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools. ...
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)__
Grants to States for school library materials
(ESEA S
Sirenglharung State depﬂrtmants of educa-
tion (ESEA ¥):
GrantstoStates._..._._..._._.
Grants for special projects.________ L
Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit private schools__ .

State administration

Bilingual education (ESEA VII)
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec. 222( )fl

Dropout prevention EESEA i 1) |

B 08B Lo o

Subtotal, tary and
education........._...

96,178,173

§100, 581,189 $97, 575, 512

$82, 642, 526
826,425

$74,853,133  §82, 642, 526
748, 531 826, -125 School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance EPubilc Law 81-874

Construction (Public Law 81-81

30, 835, 949
134, 005

31, 539, 000

873, 080
7,332, 648

4,383,968

873, 080
7,470,120

4,409,301 | Emerg

, school
affected areas

2,328,984 school

30,969, 954

31, 539, 000
8, :

23,523, 000
918,750 E -

Education for the handicap
State grant programs Eﬁ Lo
Eart r.hlidh pmjacis (EHA, pt. C, sec.

Teachar education and recruitment.
Research and innovation

1,354, 060

1,216, 664 1,216, 664 g
65, 85!

2,326,392 3,198,198

1,598,917

1,797,971

for the h

4,163,094

1,797,871

107, 263 107, 680
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APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF TEXAS—Continued

February 22, 1971

Fiscal lyear
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal 1vear
Fiscal year 971

1570 actual appropriation

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants_ _
Programs for students with spemal
needs(VEA DL B)

$19, 648,794
1,085, 598

( I? 957, 654
Work- study( EA, pt. H)_ 240,910

Cooperative education (VEA pt.G). ... 394, 806
State advisory councils (VEA, pt. B)____ 93,203

Vocational research:

Innovation (VEA, p 169, 450
Curriculurn develupmen! (VEA, pt I)__. 21,161

49, 414

2,823,537

385, 000

$20, 559, 899
1,277, 466

506, 617
2,284,433 _
3,205,110

Rese

Adult aducatmn (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States
Special projects and teacher education. .

$24, 509, 736

1,357,386 ___
311,766 _.

382 ...
93,203

"85, 061

2,091,353

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-

On.....____________.______.._...

30, 242, 262

26, 686, 150

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity g
(HEE IV-A). 13,557, 912
9,372,313
12,725, 222

Work-study .
Dzw:l :oans (NDE[R II)___
or
(HEA sec. 408%
Talent searc|
Special services in college_
pward Bound. -
Inslltuhunal assistance:
Stzsngthe?;ng developing mstlluhons

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111)____...
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical instifutes (HEFA I).
Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA 1)

2,278,572

LRI o

State iministration and planni
CHEEN 1Y e
Language training and area studies:

Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDEA VI).

Tra:m}ng grants (Fuihnaht-Hays
University community servi s‘(HEn !]_
Aid to land-grant colleges:

Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)

Permanent (Second Morrill Act)_. .-
Undergraduate instructional equipment
(HEA VI):

Television equipment. ... ...
Other e1u|pmant
College personnel development

§223, 296 $178, 762 $111,974

268,906 _..

117,880 ___..
333, 605

377,795
50,

"333,605
270, 226

333,605

Subtotal, higher education. - ..

pr
Personnel training and development______
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps. - - ... oo uioeaooo ..
Career opportunities and urhan,’rurai
school programs

3, 889, 867 630, 803 195, 475

Subtotal, education professions
development. .o coooeeoaon

5,990, 870 630, 803 195, 475

Jiirati 1

Public libraries:

Construction (LSCA llr?I =
College library resources (HEA 11
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)
Educational broadcasting facilities (

munication Act of 1934, title 111)

1, 501, 640 534, 371

1,778,185
230, 256

201,193 _.

Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications. .
Research and development__ .
c::nlsnghts education (title 1V,

2,008, 441

534, 371

2,229,136
, 546, 73

1,477, 352

211, 537, 827

204,937,622 150, 866, 363

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF UTAH

Fiscal ijeaT
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {aﬂr
Fiscal year 971

¥
1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Educationally deprived children (ESEA

Pt A:
Basic grants._
State administrative axpenses
Pt. B: Special incentive grants__
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools..... ..
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)__
Gr?ElsEAol?lates for school library materials

$3.507,573
150, 000

$3,923, 445
150, 000
163,959

26,004
1,004, 543
471,954

852, 435
= - 250,725
Strengthening State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States___
Grants for special projects. . 25
Acquisition of e gulpment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111
Grants to States___._____
Loans to nonprofit private schao[s
State administration. .
Dropout prevention (ESEA Vill)._
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)______ i
Follow Through (Economic Dppuflunriy ct,
sec., 222(a)(2)).

328, 529

266, 267
13,333

253,967 ..

328,529

$3,923, 445
150, 000
163,959
26, 004

1,008, 427
468, 570

363, 157

R
13,393 e

Subtotal, elsmantary and secondary
education_. 5, 829 8?6

6, 445, 101

School e in areas:
Maintenance %Puhl_ic Law 81-874).. —
Construction (Public Law 81-B15)__ —5

7,256,991 7,266, 000
18,135

Sarhtntal el

school
affected areas ...
Emergency school assistance...

in federally
7,375,126

Education for the handicapped:
State grant programs (EHA, pt. B).
Easzy childhood projects (EH.‘\ pL C,

‘l'ear.her education and recruitment..
Research and innovation. . ... ...

165, 614 200, 000

125, 381

8?.2 932

200, ﬂDD

Subtotal, education for the handicapped...

Footnotes at end of table.

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants 3
Programs for students with special

needs (\f‘Eh. pt. B)
c and h

g education

(VEA, pt. Fa "
Work-study ( EA, pt. ..
Cooperative education
State advisor councﬂs (VF_A pt.

Vocational researc
Innovation (Vih pt. D
Curnculum ds\refupmenl(\flin p'l. I)_____.. >

EA, pt. G
e

Adult education (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States
Special projects and teacher education_.

$1,926, 943
106, 439
93,895
23,993
219, 649
31,068
210, 345
150000
152, 742

70,000 ...

$2,015,921 $2,442,510
b S e B S 3

<
ATy
160,132 275,648

Sl.{!]tﬂta', vocational and adult educa-
i

Higher education
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational }uppertu nity granls
Work- sludy___
Direct loans (NDEA'11)__
Special programs for dlsadvantased students
(HEA, Sec. 408):
Talent search_____.
Special services in r.olrege__
Upward Bound
Instilulionsl assistance:

Stf(e ns‘thanl)ng dev elopmg institutions

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111)
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1)
Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA'D)...- .-~
State _administrati I
(HEFA T)

2,849,624

3,196, 463 2,746,512

, 460, 700
+ 168, 181
1367, 227

1714, 945
1,017,115
2,461, 346

305, 928
224,368

57,047 70, 070
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L Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal yea
Fiscal year '{9} 1972 budget Fiscal year lyeal 19'.-:2 hudge{
1970 actual appropriation request 1970 actual appropriation request

~ OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued Special programs serving schools in low-
Higher education—Continued ! income areas:
I Cont d Teacher Corps_.
Language training and area studies: Career DDpUllUI‘IIlleS ‘and urban/rural
Centers, fellowships, and research programs B o e e e $114,715
(NDEA VI)_. Loy gy - e e T e Lo e
Training grants “(Fulbright- Hays Subtotal, education professions 579,731 $157,143 $110, 146
Act)_. L S R e LT S T development__.___________.____
University :ummunity services (H EA I) 121,869 $121,869 $121, 869 . Wy
Aid to land-grant colleges: Libraries and
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)_. 171,178 161,177 Public libraries:
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)...-. 50, 000 50, 000 7 g‘;;"s‘f:’:&l&ﬁ WSCATTD; - 3§g ég" 350,814 267,146
Underﬁmduate instructional equipment College library resources ( EA!IA) e o
(HEA VI): Librarian training (HEA 11-B).
Television equipment 2 Educational broadcasting facilities (Cum-
Other equipment_ . __ munication Act of 1934, title 111)

College personnel development.______.__ e Subtotal, libraries and educational
communications. 517, 63g 444,783 267, 146

i ! Research and development.___ c R e | ISR, TR
Subtotal, higher education. s + 390, 214,748 CT!!&&EMS education (hue IV, Civil Rights Act of

Personnel training and development 465,016 157,143 110,146 Total, Office of Education..___.._______._ 24,560,518 22,705,958 14,687,114

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF VERMONT

Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal
Fiscal year 1971 1972 budget Fiscal year {9?1 197?5;.5;2{
1970 actual appropriation request 1970 actual appropriation request

OFFICE OF EDUCATION Higher education:
Student assistance:
and ry - Grants and work-study payments:
md lu schaul d:slncts' : Educational opportunity grants
ly deprived chil (HEA Iv-4) $551, 000 15210, 815
1: 452, 381 414, 601
PLAL . i E : 3 608, 630 745,324
Basic granls. .. _. $2,018,201  $2, 103,845 $2, 103, 845 Special pmgrams for di
State administrative expenses. 150, 000 150, 000 150, 000 (HEA, sec. 032‘
Pt. B: Special incentive grants._ .. ... ....._.. 58, 099 58, 099 Talent searc
PL. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools. . R M 415 415 £
EUF’F'I'GTREE? S?WIC?: (EISiEt? 1) : 593,728 600, 498 602, 767 Insl:tul.lonal assistance: i ’
rants to es for school hibrary mater Strengthening dev ing institutions
(ESEA 11) 94, 392 177,680 175, 899 Tngneng devaloping
Slrengl(hEesnéggvi;,mte departments of educa- ans[ruc[mn I
tion Subsidized loans (HEFA 111
Grants to States_ . 254, 064 25-1 064 281,355 Grants: (¢ )
Grants for special projects.._ ey e Public community colleges and
Acquisition ul [ uI?ment and minor re- technical institutes (HEFA 1)
modeling (ND Other undergraduate facilities
Grants to Sla!es...... o 82,130 M0 e (HEFA 1) 210,087 .
Loans to nonprofit pnvaleschonls.........._._.. State admini
e Statte adm]?lm?ElgEA'irffl')" 13,333 13,333 (HEFA 1), 25,818
ropout prevention T T T Language training and area studies:
Bilingual education (ESEA V1) B0, 808 o e Centers, fellowships, and research
Follow Through (Economic Dppartumty Act, NDEA VI).
sec, 222(aX2)) d Tl;!m)ng grants (Fulbright-Hays

r_'.' and ¥ t HEA |
educafion. e 360025 3,471,968 3,372,380 [ nkveteity commuink eg‘:s"‘“‘( e ).
School assistance in federally affected areas: ' _ Anaual (Bal(ns‘headdifannes :}CA}H =

4 Permanent (Second Morrill Act)....
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)_ __._ .. ___ 144, 000 133, 000 85, 000 i
Construction sPuhIic B MBIy e o e e D R e ”'}“&'ﬁ“m instructionsl equipment

: : Tel 1] T | S ——
Subtotal, school assistance in federally 0?;;:'2’:&;31;‘%‘?"_

affected areas v College personnel development

Emergency school assistance.. ... ... .. e e
i 0B ccmcceceesaes . 2,543,184 1,877, 340
Education for the handicapped: Sl i e s r

Stats grant programs (EHA, EI 200, 000 Edunatt fessions devel =

childhood projects (EHA, pt. C, sec. Personnel training and development 274,525 121,513
: 87,900 <ooocnennnaeemeaannnae - Special programs serving schools in low-

Teacher education and recruitment__._ .. income areas:

Research and innovation_____...._.._.__.. 12,500 ... Teacher COMPS_ - —-.—-... e 61,196 .__. ...
Career opportunities and urban/rural e

Sublotal, education for the handicapped_.. 314,660 200,000 e e

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States 1 Skt P
for vocational education: it U s SRR 121, 513
Basic vocational education programs: i 2 b
I‘;}%g’rg:s"tﬁm Students with special T30 751, 664 Libraries and educational communications:
oceeds (VEA, pt. B) = 39,691 46,704 i e _ 268, 555
Construction (LSCA 11 1 96, 436 1522
WSHE.:ludy (VEA, pt. W - 3‘;’ g%% ﬁ gﬁ College library resources (| = 51,937 . ...
s _EI_N 3 a zg?'zgg 2;?' 3?,3 Iéi‘lhur:aar:funn:a"gilrr:gégi?in"g Bf)aulllies (Com-
Vm?}:;:lafe\;:::ghwumls(vEA o= o : munication Act of 1934, title 111)__.__..... .-

Innovation (VEA, p ’ 102, 602

CUmﬂlle development(\fm pL. 1)-“——----"—'--————---------- : Subtotal, libraries and educational

Research______ 15, 000 communications_ - .- - --o--ceoenn--

It i Act):
Muﬁédn‘igat;oglgtnndsu" Efonilng 1o 135, 709 140,712 225, 840 | Research and development_ - .. .- cooceenraaaae

Special projects and teacher education_ - - - <o ooaeeoeeoccocceaoeano——-- | Civil rights education (title IV, Civil Rights Act of
1964)

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa- ins st e & o
Bon e, L2GT26 LSS LA Total, Office of Education___...._....... 8672210 7,701,805 5,338,617
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APPENDIX 1V.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF VIRGINIA

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year [
1972 budget
request {

Fiscal g;i‘l {

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal rear
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Jlrd to school distric
Edl.;l:ahunally depnved children (ESEA

Basic grants_.____ =
State administrative expenses. .
Pt. B: Special incentive grants. .. .__._

Pt. C: Special grants for urban and

rural schools. .. _
Supplementary services CESEA 111)_
Grants to States for school library materials

$31, 452, 550
314,526

EA II? 909, 967
Sllﬁenﬂhen nn\g!ate ‘departments of educa-

GmnlstoSta!u.......... £ 607, 398
Grants for special projects..___________________
Acquisition of Eiuifment and minor re-
modeling (ND
Grants to States. . s

Loans to nonpmlit prlvate schools_
State administration. _
Dropout prevention fESEﬁ VIII)
Bilingual education (ESEA VI1).
Follow through (Eoonumk: Uppo
sec. 22%(a 1

28T

| Higher education:
| Student assistance:
Grants and work-study paymenls:
] Educational opportunity grants
| (HEA [V-A)
Work-study. . .
Direct loans (NEDA 11).
Special prog for
(HE.ﬁ sec. 408):
Talent searc
Special services in college. . ...
Upward Bound
Inslitutmnal assistance:

$35, 464, 477
354,645

353, 230
3,120,344

1,725, 043

$35, 464, 477
354,645

353,230
3,118,402
1,712,879

Cnnstrur.tion
Suhsmt:ed loans (HEFA 11),
Grants
Puhlll: community mileﬁes and

technical institutes (HEFA 1).
Other Lx'ztllg(graduate facilities

607, 398

676, 063

State imini
CHERR TX i e v
Language training and area studies:
Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDEA V|

Triining grants (Fulbright-Hays
University community services (HEA 1)-
Aid to land-grant colleges:

School assistance in federally aftected areas:
Main{enamEPuhiic Law 81-874
Construction (Public Law 81-815)

Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act).
Permanent (Second Morrill Act).. ..
Un(c:‘u raduale instructional equipment

school 37,475,185
affected areas......

in federally

Talemmn equipment. . __
Other equipment. .

36, 308, 000
45 College personne de\re!epmanl

Emergency school assistance

= Stvl mt{m . (EH L B
ate gran rams A e ol Y,
Eadzy :hlldhoog projects (E?IA pt. C, sec.

Teacher education and recruitment. .
Research and innovation

660, 289

1 §1, 125,952
3,764,934
4,075,365 _.....

1,019, 960
534, 828
125,643
58,588
20, 150
197,653 197,658 197,653
L e

50,0 50,

Subtotal, higher education..

Education professions development:
Personnel training and development_______.
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Tober CoDe. e i
Career npportumhes and urban,frural

742,491 766, 569

Subtotal, education for the handicapped... 1,455, 559

school programs__._______

742, 481 766, 569

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic tional education p
State grants_______
Programs for students~ with spacral
- needs (VEAd pt. B)
and h

8, 325, 655
459,992

(VEA, p 405, 780
Work-study (\.' & R 102, 996
Cooperative edm:amn EA, pt, G) o= 280, 654
State advisory councils (VEA pt. B). 51,732
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D). 242, 463
Curriculum dsvalopment (VEA, pt. i)..-... R 3
Research__ i
Adult education (Adult Education Act):
Grants to Sta
Special projects and teacher education

Subtotal, education professions
development. __ ... ___.

Libraries and educational communicati
Public libraries:
Services.........
Construction (LSCﬁ. II)
- College library resources (HEA 11-A)...... ..
i Librarian training (HEA 11-B)._. =
13 Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

8,711,735 10, 247, 692

Subtotal, libraries
communications

| Research and development

and educational

Suhtutai vocational and adult educa-

| Cn.llgsl;ghts education (llila 1V, Civil R;shts Act of

1, 566, 702 307,392 137,353

200 B £l ap i siins s byl Fnia
] B T R A i Mg

1,910,720 307,392 137,353

741,639
125, 243

856, 169 360,778
e

1,479,693 998, 3%0
R

360,778

875,307 ...

13,129,374 11,291, 891

Total, Offica of Education

105, 976, 634

- 109,729, 791 80, 289, 129

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal rear Fiscal year
971 1972 budget |

appropriation request

Fiscal Year Fiscal year
71 1972 budse{
reques

Fiscal year

1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

and
Ald lo xhoor districts
Educationally deprwed children (ESEA

:
PLA:
Basic grants
State administrative expenses._ .
Pt. B: Special incentive grants.. ..
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools. ... oco oo eee s
Supplementary services (ESEA il)__
Grants to S!xtas for school library materials”

(ESEA 11
Slieng!hsmn State departments of educa-
jon (
Grants to States
Grants for special projects
Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States__. ..
Loans to nonprofit private schools. .

State administrative
Footnotes at end of table.

Dropout prevention (ESEA VI11)..

Bilingual education (ESEA VII)..

Follow Through (Economic Opportunlly Act,
sec. 222(a)2)) D

00, 000
s?m 658 .

| ) iy - S e R R R

1 1 4

education___._ ...

¥

§15, 172, 522

18,906,180 §20,437,882  §19,764,726

$15,172, 522
151,725
138, 665

97, 069
2,291,635

1,320, 448

51,725

School assistance in federally affected areas:
138, 665 Ll T

Ma:nlensmEPuhilc Law 81 8?4;___
Construction (Public Law 81-815

97, 069
2,302,721 | Subtotal, school assistance in federally
affected areas......

1,329, 515 y school

tion for the handi
Slate grant programs (EHA pL B).. =
ch;ldh projects (EHA, pL. C, sec.

Teacher education and recruitment ...
Research and innovation

514,477 572,509

12,854,835 13,849, 000 11, 020, 000
12,621 400, 000 300, 000

12,867,456 14,249, 000 11, 320, 000

Subtotal, education for the handicapped.. .

1,372,184
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OFFICE OF EDUCATION—Continued

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants
Programs for students with special
n&eds(\l'EAd pt. B)

(VEA P
Wark-stud;r (VEA, pt. H)
Cooperative education (VEA, pt.
State advisory councils (VEA, pt.
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D)
Curnculum development (VEA, pL. 1)

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opponumty grants
(HEA IV-A)..........

Work-study._.
Direct loans (NEDA 11)
Special programs for disadvantaged students
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent search
Special services in mliege
Upward Boun 3
Institutional ass!stance'

Cnnstmcnon‘
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111)
Grants:
Public community colle; I%es and
technical institutes (HEFA I)_
Other undergraduate facilities
(HEFA 1)

Fiscal year
1870 actual

$4, 779,695
264, 079

Fiscal 1vear
971
appropriation

$5, 001, 295
310,748
330,191

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

$6, 174, 641

6, 106, 991

7,312,686

11,321, 286
2,460, 216,

4,805,737 .

istration and p ing

(HEFAI)_--..........
Language training and area studies:

Centers, fellowships, and research

(NDEA V1)
Tr:ining grants  (Fulbright-Hays
ct.

Universily community services (HEA 1)~

Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)
Parrnanenl (Semnd Morrill Act).

u te instr

(HEA Vi):
Television equipment
Other equipment. .
College personnel development______...._.

Subtotal, higher education

Education professi L :
Personnel training and developm
Special programs serving sc

income areas:
Teacher Corps

ent.. .
Is in

Career opportunities and urban/rural

school programs_...._....

Subtotal, educat:nn pmiessiuns
development S
Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:

5
Construction (LSCA 11
College library resources (HEA [I-A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)_ .. ..

Subtotal, libraries
wmmunluuans
Research and development_
Cu{lﬂl.sr; ts educatmn (title 1V, Civil Rlshlx Actof

and educational

Total, Office of Education___ ... ... ...

Fiscal year
1872 budsat
request

scal fear
Fiscal year 971
1970 actual appropriation

$95,494 $94, 766 $58, 092

1,264
169,913
217, 847

50, 000

169,913
185, 808

169,913

19, 539
136,773

9,953, 603

1,185, 599 250,877 128,788

230,866 .....

2,154,742 259 8 128,788

327, 367

590, 847
54, 296
177, 248

o e et e SO R

673,214
124,752

327, 367

797, %66

317,35
87,450 ______

56,797,818 53,519, 268 39,186, 010

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal fge?lr

appropriation

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {m Fiscal yea
Fiscal year 971 1972 budgel
1970 actual riati

L

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and smndary education:
Aid to school districts
Ediucat:onally deprived children (ESEA

PLA:
Basicgrants. .. ...co.....
State admimslrahvn e:pens&s
Pt. B: Special incentive grants____
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and

rural schools_._ _
{u plementary services (ESEA 111)__

G?Eg o0 States for school library materials

tion (
Grants to States_ . s
Grants for spsual prn]ec!s o
Acquisition of e Ezulﬂmant and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States__ 2
Loans to nonprofit private schuols. -
State administration__ ;
Dropout prevention (ESEA Vill)_ - .
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)_.___
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec, 222(a)2))

education....... ..
School assistance in federally aff as:
Maintenance {Publre Law 81-874)._ _.......
Construction (Public Law 81-815)

in federally

)--
Strengthenin State departments of educa-
ESEA‘\?

school

affected areas__.... .

Emergency school assistance__._ ...

Education for the handicapped
State grant programs ( Hﬁ& o IR
Enrlzv childh projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

Tear.her education and recruitment __
Research and innovation

Subtotal, education for the handicapped_._.

CXVII—220—Part 3

§19, 517, 670
195,

1,313,050

177

$21, 101, 305
211,013
60, 538

278,998
1,399,228
650, 730

368, 640

524,424 .

$21, 101, 305
1,013

278,998
1,376, 322
630, 804

22 950, ?39

577,833

2-! 8‘] 305

24,062, 130

577,833

314,074

22,781

353,174

364, 627

536, 871

353,174

364, 627

Vocational and adult education Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants_____ -
Programs for studan!s “with spwai
nseds( A it. B)

(VEA PL F)
Work-study (VEA L H).
Cooperative adu:ahn /EA, g
State advisory councils (VEA pt
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, pt. D]

Curriculum de\relopmenl(\fEA-pL I). -

Research

Sulhtnla.‘. vocational and adult educa-
O e e

Higher education:
Student assistance:

Grants and work-study payments:
Edﬁui-alio;wi )upportunl'ty grants
Work-study.__ 2

gixtllnans (HGS!A Id) dvantaged students
al programs for disa vantaged studen
(HEA, sec, 408);
Talent searc!
Special services in college__

pwa

Institutional assistance:

St:angihaning developing  institutions
(HEA 111)

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 1I).._.__.
Grants:
Public community mlteﬁes and
technical institutes (HEFA 1)
Other undergraduate facilities
e st
State _ administrati and
(BEFA Do oeaacanas

$3,708, 689 $4,251,337
230,436 .......

244,851 _
A 023,

31,068
253,901
#2077
613,710

$3.544, 340
195, 824
172,745

41,745
234, 245

31,068
112, 209
Tis000
550, 582

1 576, 497
1,992, 155
2,228,836 .

61,736

96, 676
764, 430
64,279
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APPENDIX IV.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA—Continued

Fiscal year

Fiscal year 971

Fiscal year

1970 actual

appropri

Language training and area studies:
Canlers, Iallowships and research
(NDEA ¥ L,
Training grants (Fulbright- Hays
Act

$138, 584

173, 348
50,000

University mmmunlty services (H EA !)
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)
Permanent (second Morrill Act).. ..
Undargraduate instructional equipment
(HEA VI):

Television equipment.

Other ee}u:pmanl_ Iz

College personnel development.
Subtotal, higher education

70,079

5, 914 138

Personnel training and development
Special programs serving schools in low-
income areas:
Teacher Corps. . _

324,531 __.

1972 b uds:aE

226,423

113, 659

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal lyear
Fiscal year 971
1970 actual

appropriation

Career opporlumt:es and urban.’rural
school programs._.

Subtotal, education
development. _ ..

$319,250 _
professions
1, 150, I?E 51?3?39

$113,659

Libraries and educational communications:
Public libraries:
Services.. =
Construction {LSCA II) I
College library resources (HEA |1 A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)__ o,
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)..

Subtotal, libraries
communications. .
Research and development
Cn.igsnghts education (title 1V, Civil Righ'[s Act of

456,418 287,139
95,217

93T -

510, 124
10,981 _.

and educational

645, 410
1,133,893 .

63, 500

40, 233,636

521, 105 287,139

30,252, 404

37, 945, 852

Total, Office of Education__

OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF WISCONSIN

Fiscal year
Fiscal year (9?]

1970 actual appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

El tary and dary ed
Aid to school districts:
Educationally deprived children (ESEA

:
Pt. A:
Basic grants._ _ -
State administrative expenses.
PL. B: Special incentive grants. . _.......___
Pt. C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools.
Supplementary services (ESEA 111 ) 2,674, 997
982, 463

$17,919, 429
179, 194
310, 421

§17, 432, 234
174,

70, 120
X 2,918,623
Grants to States for school library materials
Al 1, 849, 342
Strengthening State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States_____ ..
Grants for special projects__ . _
Acquisition of eguipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States
Loans to nonprofit pnvate schools_ _
State administration. . _ -
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII). .
Bilingual education (ESEA VII).
Follow Through (Economic Opportunity Act,
sec.ZZZ(a)gZ)}_.. S e a s

569, 933
126,931 ........

781, 646

569, 933

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

$17, 919, 429
179, 194
310, 421

70,120
2,908, 343

1,861,488

636, 994

1,062,970 ... ..

R e s el L TR

Subtotal, el
education

24 920, 714

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874)_ _._.._... 2,272, Goo

E 2,214, 087
Construction (Public Law B1-815). . _. R A

23, 885,989

1, 667, 000

2,272, 000

Subtotal, school assistance in fede(all\r
affected areas...............
y school

for the h
State grant programs (EHJ\ 1. B).-
Earlg childh projects (EHA, pt. C, sec.

2,214,087

Tencher education and recruitment.
Research and innovation_

1, 667, 000

726, 107

Subtotal, education for the handicapped._ .

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants_______
Programs for students with special
nseds (VEAdp

6, 327, 757
349, 608

6, 621, 049
411,391 ..

(\'EA pt. ).

Work-study (VEA, pt. H

Cooperative education (VEA, pt. G).

State advisory councils (VEA pt.
Vocational research:

Innovation (VEA, p

Curriculum devempment (VEA, pt. I)

Research__
Adult education (Adult Education N:t)

Grants to States

Special projects and teacher education. .

1T 2

315, 460
735,672 -
670,924

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa-
tion 9 ?14 145

726, 10/

7,916, 388

437,129 ...

919, 143

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal 1waar
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

Higher education:
Student assistance:

Grants and work-study payments:
[d(u;a!iunal opportunity  grants
Work-study

Direct loans (NDEA Il)
Special programs for disadvantaged students
(HEA, sec, 408):

Talent search__

Special services in wllegc

Upward Bound._.. ..

Ins!ttutmnal assistance:
Strengthemng developing institutions
(HEA 111y,

L §1,725, 664
3, 346, 154
6,037,358 ___.

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 1) _____.
Grants:
Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1).
Other undergraduale facilities
(HEFA I)_. :
State _administration and p!annmg
(HEFA 1)__. _
Language tlamlng and alsa slumes
Centers, fellowships, and research
(NDEAV) o e R
Training grants (Fulbright-Hays
Act)

1,075, 834 1,032,197
Lrelyy i SIS SR T I SR
143, 157 113,409 §70, 216

664, 246

189,322° 189,322

199, 595
50, 000

55,762 ...l
189, 322
243,969

50, 000

University ncnlrnmunal-.r ser\uces (HFA I)
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)__.. ..
Permanent (Second Morrill Act).
Undergraduate instructional equipment
(HEA VI):

24, 623

Television equipment e
172, 363 .

Other equipment_ Toa
College personnel development 996, 512
17,452, 623

1, 583, 426

Subtotal, higher education 12,890, 585

A ool At

F develop :
Personnel training and development__
Special programs serving schools in low-
incoma areas;
Teacher Corps
Career opportumtm and urban/rural
school programs__

323,915 140, 307

282, 458
O e i e R e e

Subtotal, education

professions
development.____ :

2,213, 551

323,915

140, 307

Libraries and educational communications:

Public libraries:

Services

Construction (LSCn (TS RE
College library resources (HEA 11-A)
Librarian training (HEA 11-B). .. ... _______
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-

munication Act of 1934, title 111)_____ ..

853, 676 350,191

739, 596
J G b e B
250 326.....

178,619
A AN G R T =

Subtotal, libraries and
communications __

Research and development._ _

educational
e 1,225,138
2,069,893

995, 659

8 880 423

Civil rlghls education (Inle N Cnrll. Raghls N:t of
1964)

59,540,717 51,820,419

Total, Office of Education 35, 959, 555

Footnotes at end of table.
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OFFICE OF EDUCATION

Elementary and secondary education:
Aid to school districts:
Edﬂc_ahnnally deprived children (ESEA
PLA:
Basic grants_

State administrative expenses ..

Pt. B: Special incentive grants__

Fiscal year
1970 actual

$1,401, 274
150, 000

Pt. C: Special grants for urbanand

rural schools.
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)_

Grants to States for school library matanals'

(ESEA 11)...
Strensthanmg State departments of educa-
tion (ESEA V):
Grants to States__
Grants for special projects.
Acquisition of equipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States__ :
Loans to nonpmﬁt prwale schools
State administrative______._ N
Dropout prevention (ESEA VIII)..
Bilingual education (ESEA VII)
Follow Through (Ecunomrc GDporIunsty Act,
sec. 222(a}2)). - 2

Subtotal, el tary and y
adieitionz o =~ 2o T e T

School assistance in federally affected areas:
Maintenance (Public Law 81-874 :
Construction (Public Law 314!]5} __________

Subtotal, school assistance in federally
affected areas
Emergency school assistance_____.________

Education for the handicapped:
State grant programs (EHA, L B)
Earl 52" childhood projects (EHA,

Tes:hef education and recrunmenl-

 sec.

551,223
73,280

249,024

66,493
13,333 2

323,325 .

2,827, 862

1,885, 899

1,885,899

100, 000

20,087 .

Research and innovation_ .. __._ ... .. ..

Subtotal, education for the handicapped____

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States
for vocational education:
Basic vocational education programs:
State grants___
Programs for Students  with speclal
i needs (V'E.ﬁ )

(VEA, p
Wnrk-study (VD\ 1 3 | AR
Cooperative education (VEA, pL ¢
State advisory councils (VEA pL
Vocational research:
Innovation (VEA, p

s

D). 2
Curriculum da\mlopmenl(\l'EA p!. I)___ S

Research 5
Adult eﬁucatlun (Adult Education Act):
Grants to States_ .

544,453
30, 081

1,068
102, 202

15,000
127,831

Special projects and teacher education___

Subtotal, vocatlunal and adult educa-
hon_._________

10‘90?53

196,676
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OBLIGATIONS IN THE STATE OF WYOMING

Fiscal year Fiscal year |
1971 1972 budget
appropriation request |

Fiscal year
1970 actual

3493

Fiscal year Fiscal year
971 1972 budget
appropriation request

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational upponumlv s!ants
(HEA IV-A)__. s
Work-study . LSS
Direct loans (NDEA 1I) =
Special programs for dnsadvenlased sludents
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent search_
Special services in wllege
Upward Bound.. = LA
Instlluhunal assistance:
Stfenilhamng developing institutions
(HEA 111)

§1, 573, 281

§$1,573, 281
150. 000 50, 000
85, 957

85,957
545,939
136,939

543,385

137,939
Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111)_______
Grants:
Public community colleges and

249,024 275,893

Other undergraduate facilities
9,759 (HEFA |
--- State _administration
13.333 (HEFA 1).
-= = Language training and area sludles
Centers, fellowships, and research
NDEA VI)...

and plal‘lnmg

Training grants (Fulhnghl Hays

== i Act).

University community services (HEA 1).

2,843,638 2,768, 009 Aid to land-grant colleges:
s e Annual (Bankhead-Jones Act)......
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)..--
Undergraduate instructional equipment

(HEA VI):

Television equipment

Other equipment_ ..

College personnel development

Subtotal, higher education

Ed PR
Personne! training and development___..._.
Spmsl programs serving schools in fow-

income areas:
Teacher Corps__
Career opportunities and
school programs. ... ... ........ ®

2, 165, 000

2, 165, 000

200, 000 200000

$398, 700
504, 302
408, 857

technical institutes (HEFA 1) ________.____

19125, 141
283,758
478,437 ... :

149,403 .. ... ..

51,493

106,830

157, 849
50, 000

51,087

106, 830
154, 142
50,000

2,100,312

1,353,413

295,672

116, 701

Subtotal, education professions
development________________

358,652

116, 701

569, 704
35,398 _
37,612

214,150
31,068

209,720

Libraries and
Public libraries:
SO o D
Construction (LSCA 11
College library resources (HEA I1-A
Librarian training (HEA 11-B)____
Educational broadcasting facilities (Com-
munication Act of 1934, title 111)

249,201
86, 474

. o

258,729 248, 549
B I im s mmemnceines

Subtotal,
communications. _

| Research and development_ ______.
c"]"gisla; his oducatmn (mie 1V, Civil nghts Act ul

X et
131,730 20#.458

libraries and educational

929 514 |

1,302,275
Total, Office of Education__ . ____.

8,324,933 6,430,953

OBLIGATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {g&?i’

appropriation

Fiscal year
1970 actual

Fiscal year
1972 budget
request

Fiscal {ear
1971
appropriation

OFFICE OF EDUCATION

1 o s
Ajd t_oyschonl dlencts
Edlul:annnalfy deprived children (ESEA

PLA:
Basic grants___. ...
State administrative e:psnses

PL B: Specual:nc.entwegrants......,... L I e

Pt C: Special grants for urban and
rural schools..._ ..
Supplementary services (ESEA 111)._
Grants to States for school library materials
(ESEA 11).
S!mngthenln State departments of educa-
tion ( BV)
Grarﬂx to States
Grants for special projects

Acquisition of eoguipment and minor re-
modeling (NDEA 111):
Grants to States_ _

Loans to nonprofit private schools
State administration. . _
Dropout prevention EESEA \flil}

Bilingual education (ESEA VI
Follow Through (Economic Gpportumly Act,
sec. 222(a)2)). .

Subtotal, elementary and secondar;r
edveation. .- o oaeeeaa.

§7, 35, 512 $7,451, 155
150, 000 150, 000

88, 015
801,772

262, 348

School areas:
Maintenance fPulﬂlc Law 31-3?43
Construction (Public Law 81-815).. ..

Subtotal, school assistance in federally
affected areas_._.____... ...

272,313

$83,393

$116,292 .

‘.-' 931 462

9060535

59 045 053

5,506,724

5,506, 724

3399[)00

5345000

5, 345, 000 3,399,000
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APPENDIX 1V.—DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATHON, AND WELFARE—STATE TABLES OF 1972 BUDGET ESTIMATES—Continued
OBLIGATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA—Continued

Fiscal year
1572 budget
request

Fiscal year
Fiscal year 971
1970 actual appropriation

Fiscal year I
1972 budget |
request |

Fiscal lyear
Fiscal year 971

1970 actual appropriation

Emergency school assistance. . . . . . .. iiiiiiiiiaieiliicieiiieeiidemeesese- |

for the h o
State grant programs ( EI'M
rJ chiluhang nm;ects (&A pt. C, sec.

Research and innovation

Construction:
Subsidized loans (HEFA 111). . o
Grants:
$100, 397 Public community colleges and
technical institutes (HEFA 1) __. ... __._.
100, 000 L 2 : Other undergraduate Tac!htles
1,085, 718" e g s CHEFATY. 230,786 .
88,629

$48, 138

Ed :

$200, 000

|
$200,000 |
|

3,800,929 __ | State  ad and i
A, Fas (HEFAD._.._.__.
5,067, 1}11 200,000 200, 000 | Language training and area studies:
gt Centers tallewsh:ps and research
= : | (NDEA VI).. . 447, 264
Training grants (Fulbright-Hays

67,385 $39,628

Subtotal, education for the handicapped. .

Vocational and adult education: Grants to States

for vocational education: Act)__

Basic vocational education programs:
826, 189

45, 648

40, 267

o 13, 655

Gg_ o 211,041
) 31, 068

(VEA, pL. F). .

Work-sludy (VEA, pt. H

Cooperative education (VEA, pt.

State advisory councils (VEA, pt.
Vocational research:

Innovation (VEA, pt. D)

Curriculum deveiopment (VEA, p! I) =

Research__ 3
Adult education (.Aduit Education m)

Grants to States. . a 231,310

Special projects and teacher education_ _

205,813
29,838

Subtotal, vocational and adult educa- .
tion__ ="%- < 2,109, 829

Higher education:
Student assistance:
Grants and work-study payments:
Educational opportunity grants
(HEA IV-p).
Work-study ..
Direct loans (NDEA 11)_......_
Special prog for disad
(HEA, sec. 408):
Talent search
Special services in college.
Upward Bound. ... __._.____.__
Institutional assistance:
Slrengihemng dl.we[oplng institutions
(HEA D oo —

15,000

4500‘1’."3..

864, 342
53,705

B2DE5 . oo e (HEA
17,671
225,299
1,088

1,004, 495

Other e?u:pment

28,34 College personne

217,378 ..

Eduicati

University mrnmumt sewmes (HEA I)
Aid to land-grant colleges:
Annual (Bankhed-Jones Act).
Permanent (Second Morrill Act)._.
u nl:fergraduata instructional equlpment

devetopmeﬂt

Subtotal, higher education. . ... ...

64, 891
117,012
168, 166
50, 000

Te{awsron equipment__

BT r R ke el ks ot ST
5 6?6 945 3 529, 286 206, 640

86,038 o

INnCome areas:

249, 708
: Teacher Corps__ . ___

298, 339

school programs
1,812,274 1,331,188
Subtotal,

development

Public libraries:
Services...
1485, 881
726,272
1,792,501

Subtotal,
communications. .
Research and developmem_ o

Cn;islaughts education (tll!e v, Cwll nghls Actof

Total, Office of Education

Personnel llam:ng and development___ ..
Special programs serving schools in low-

Career opportunities and “urban/rural

education

Cunslruchon(LSCA 1
College library resources (
Librarian training (HEA 11-
Educational broadcasting

munication Act of 1934, title D). __ ___.

EIEA?! J\)
?amlltles (Cum-

Iibrsries and

1,004, 026 131, 765 105, 610

i e LA
429,829 ...

urnfess]ons

2,047,688 13] }'65

lD5 EID

Libraries and educational communications:

242,217 330, 006
” 91,983

ducational
3 U! 458, 339 421,989 260, 483
[T il ed P i

184,975 . e

36,825,552 20,500,899 14,548,985

! | nitial year awards only.
* New program does not have a State formula.

APPENDIX ¥

COMPARISON CHART OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN FISCAL
YEAR 1971 APPROPRIATIONS AND FISCAL YEAR 1972
BUDGET REQUESTS, BY STATE

Fisr.alfear Fiscal{ear
971 972
OE appro-

budget
priations

State request

Difference

Alabama.....
Alaska..
Arizona__.
Arkansas__
Calilornia.
Colorado. .
Connecticut. _
Delaware. . _
Florida. .
Gaorg}la. e

Idaho. ..
Iinois. _
Indiana..

$65, 216, 933
23,632, 280
33,835, 072
37,193, 902

235, 440, 060
28,390,937

—$20, 852, 527
—1,370, 441
-5, 872, 546

—10, 460, 449

—80, 183, 198

—12, 503, 970
—8, 963, 122
—1,987,312

—31, 001, 342
—26,727,714

Logisiana_ _
Maine_____
Maryland_ ... _
Massachusetts . __

—22,914. 685
—3,872, 247
— 189, 659, 259
—22, 766, 543
—26, 789, 557
—14, 425, 681

6 364

New Mexico

New York._

North Carolina.
North Dakota. ...

—5, 473,191
—56,642, 388

94,286,308  —28, 284, 792
17,028,741 13,815,073  —3,213,668

Fiscal rge? :E

OE appro- budget
State puatlons request

Ohio__....___.._$122,259,970 %88, 327,697 —3%33,932 273
39, 9 —13,297,322
—8, 705, 243

Fiscal {g;l lr

Difference

Oklahoma. 53, 202, 551

Oregon_____ 30, 537, 612
Pennsylvania 149, 337, 086
Rhode Island_..__ 16,828, 295
South Carolina._. 73, 101, 051
South Dakota____

Tennessue
- 204,937,622
22,705, 958
_ 7.701,605
ms 729,791
53,519, 268
37,945, 852
51,820, 419
B 324,933

20, 500, 899

—20, 410, 713
—54,071, 259

Vermont. .
Virginia_ ..
Washington _
West Virginia_____
35 959, 555
30, 953

14,548, 985

THE TRAGEDY OF SIMAS KUDIREA

HON. THOMAS P. O’NEILL, JR.

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, the recent
and tragic incident concerning a Lithu-
anian seaman named Simas EKudirka
compels many Americans to stop and
reconsider the principles upon which our
country is founded. America has always
welcomed peoples from all over the world.

Wyoming. .. __.._
District of

Columbia —5,951, 914

Our Nation has afforded them an op-
portunity to escape a life of hardship
and misery under intolerable tyranny
and pursue a free life in America. Under
this most cherished ideal generations
of Americans have achieved security and
respectibility, in turn welcoming millions
of Americans in less fortunate positions
than themselves and inviting them to
share the bounty of the land.

Simas EKudirka was responding fto
that implicit invitation. He was seeking
only the same opportunity to enjoy free-
dom that all Americans hold as a sacred
privilege and to which all men are en-
titled. The brutal and inhuman treat-
ment which Simas Kudirka received at
the hands of his countrymen is indica-
tive of the extremely oppressive condi-
tions which exist in the captive nations.

The United States shares some of the
guilt for this atrocity. Our Nation can-
not proclaim its leadership in the free
world until we willingly accept people
who are merely looking for the right to
live under freedom and democracy. I urge
the President and the Department of
State to act immediately and emphati-
cally on behalf of Simas Kudirka. I also
urge the Department of State to prevent
future incidents of this nature by adher-
ing to principles of American democ-
racy.
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LEGAL SERVICES PROGRAM UNDER
FIRE

HON. WILLIAM F. RYAN

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, today’s edi-
tion of the Washington Post carried an
excellent article by David S. Broder en-
titled “The Battle Over California Legal
Assistance.” I am including this article
in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, because I
believe it so well portrays the activities
of the California Rural Legal Assistance
Agency, a legal services program funded
by the Office of Economic Opportunity,
and the political pressures which have
been exerted to destroy that program.

1t is ironic that the administration has
spoken so much of law and order, yet
it rejects the utilization of the legal
process when that process is serving the
poor. Since its incepticn the legal serv-
ices program of the Office of Economic
Opportunity has been acknowledged to
be one of the most successful efforts by
the Federal Government to help the poor
and the disadvantaged. Because of that
very success, the program has been
strongly criticized by those who do not
like to see the so-called “system” shaken.

Yet it is that very system which has
made the poor victims of the welfare
system, of landlord-oriented landlord-
tenant laws, of unscrupulous business
practices and exorbitant interest rates.
The California Rural Legal Assistance
Agency, along with many other of the
legal service programs, has been in the
vanguard in vindicating the rights of
the disadvantaged. That'is its *“vice™ in
the eyes of some; it is its “virtue” in the
eyes of many others of us.

I commend David Broder’s article to
my colleagues:

THE Barrie OveER CALIFORNIA LEGAL
ASSISTANCE
(By David 8. Broder)

The President of the United States has
never heard of Denny Powell, but Powell lis-
tens to the President, listens with the skill of
a good attorney—which is what President
Nixon prides himself on being—and with the
intensity of a man who is accustomed to
testing his own convictions by actlon.

On Jan. 14 of this year, In an address that
was praised as one of the noblest of his pres-
idency, Mr., Nixon told a University of Ne-
braska audience of his hopes for the youth
of America.

“Young people,” he sald, “need something
positive to respond to, some high enterprise
in which they can test themselves, fulfill
themselves . . . And we do have such great
goals at home in America.”

The President said, "I believe one of Amer-
fca’s most priceless assets is the idealism
which motivates the young people of Amer-
ica . . . I believe thatr government has a
responsibility to insure that the idealism and
willingness to contribute to our dedicated
young people can be put to econstructive
use.” And because of those beliefs, the Presi-
dent sald, he was going to recommend co-
ordination and expansion of all the govern-
ment-sponsored volunteer programs for pub-
lic service projects involving young people.

It was a generous and noble speech, and it
sat well with Denny Powell, who at 33, mar-
ried and the father of three children, may
no longer think of himself as young, but who
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knew from his own experience the rewards of
the kind of service of which the President
spoke.

In 1964, Powel:, a graduate of Notre Dame
law school, was working for the Internal
Revenue Service and looking forward to a
comfortable and prosperous career as a tax
lawyer.

He and his wife were members of the
Christian Family Movement in Alexandria,
and when a fire swept through the nearby
black community of Gum Springs, they were
among the volunteers who went in to help.
“I'd never seen anything like it,"” Powell re-
called the other day “A black lady with five
quote illegitimate ungquote children was liv-
ing in a one-room shack. There was a pot-
bellied stove and the windows were covered
with rags to keep the wind out. Seeing that—
it was almost like a religious experience. It
was kind of hard to keep doing tax law after
that."

Denny Powell quit his job, put aside his
plans for a career and moved his family to
California to join a just-starting federal pro-
gram to provide lega: services to the poor. He
was one of the first men hired by the Cali-
fornia Rural Legal = Assistance (CRLA)
Agency, and of all the attorneys who were
involved in launching it, he is the only one
still serving in a field office. He is working
in Salinas as head of a five-man staff that
includes a Mexican-American lawyer from
New Mexico and the son of & DuPont execu-
tlve who is a graduate of Exeter Academy,
Yale and the Harvard Law School. He pre-
fers to remain in Salinas, Powell sald, “be-
cause the people are here and working with
the people is the real compensation.”

CRLA has turned out to be the flagship of
the national legal services program. In iis
first four years, it provided services to some
72,000 cllents, but its greater fame rests on
class-action suits which have obtained gov-
ernment food, housing, welfare and health
benefits and services for needy persons who
were previously denied them in many parts
of Callfornia.

The program has aroused opposition from
some local governing boards and, most not-
ably, from California Gov. Ronald Reagan
(R). It has been investigated repeatedly. The
most recent study, in 1970, by a 14-man Office
of Economiec Opportunity advisory group
headed by retired Supreme Court Justice
Tom Clark, concluded that “while not per-
fect, CRLA is an exemplary legal services pro-
gram, providing a balanced approach between
orthodox legal services and highly successful
impact litigation.”

On the basis of that finding, OEO director
Donald Rumsfield approved a 12 per cent
increase in CRLA’'s funds in a new one-year
grant, announced late last year just before
Rumsfeld moved to the White House as a
counselor to the President.

Last Dec. 26, invoking authority given gov-
ernors by the federal anti-poverty act, Rea-
gan vetoed the CRLA grant. He acted on the
basis of a memorandum from Lewis K. Uhler,
@& former John Birch Society member who is
the director of the California state office of
economic opportunity, charging CRLA with
assorted “gross and dellberate™ violations of
regulations, including “use of legal processes
to harass public and private organizations.”

Facing a confirmation hearing and under
heavy pressure from Democratlc Senators to
override the veto, acting federal anti-poverty
director Frank Carlucci decided to keep
Denny Powell and his colleagues in business
for 30 days while he made a new investiga-
tion of Reagan's charges.

There then occurred some mystifying
events, not all of which have yet made their
way into the public record.

For unexplained reasons, Carlucei’s Wash-
ington office had great difficulty obtaining
the bill of specifications supporting the Rea-
gan veto.
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After several days of wasted phone calls
between Washington and Sacramento, an
8,000-page dossier from Uhler arrived, air ex-
press collect, in Washington. OEO attorneys
reduced the maze of allegations to some 120
specific charges. Investigators sent to Call-
fornia had time to check out about 30 of
them—all but five or six of which they
“threw out of court,” as one OEO official put
it, for lack of any shred of supporting evi-
dence. The other five or six, they said would
require further checking. None were immedi-
ately verifiable.

With the 30-day temporary extension run-
ning out, Carluccl made his recommendation.
It was for OEO to override Reagan’s veto and
reinstate the original CRLA grant, with two
minor provisos. CRLA lawyers would not be
allowed to accept criminal cases in their own
free time, as some had done previously, and
all class-action suits would need the per-
sonal approval of CRLA’s director.

At this point, the record of events is fur-
ther clouded by some vehement denials of
what apparently took place. White House
press secretary Ronald Ziegler has insisted
that the CRLA decision was made not by the
Presldent but by Carluccl, who merely “kept
the White House informed"” on what he was
going to do.

Some facts on the public record indicate
the White House involvement was consider-
ably more substantial than that. During a
7isit to Washington a week after Mr. Nixon's
Unlversity of Nebraska speech, Reagan called
on the President, the Vice President and the
Attorney General. He discussed with them
both the CRLA veto and the disposition of
the California delegation at the 1972 con-
vention, emphasizing, he told a subsequent
press conference, “why we had faken the
steps we had taken” on CRLA and also his
willingness to guarantee California’s sup-
port for Mr. Nixon's renomination.

Members of Reagan's staff sent the same
message to White House aides in blunter
terms—saying they hoped Mr. Nixon knew
how strongly the governor felt about the
veto and remembered Reagan would be lead-
ing the California delegation.

Meantime, in the White House, Rumsfeld
and John Erlichman were marshalling argu-
ments for alternative courses of action on
the veto. There was heavy lobbying from
congressmen and lawyers on both sides of
the question. During the final days before
the decision was reached, Reagan sent Uhler
to Washington and someone sent Assistant
Attorney General Patrick Gray to Bacra-
mento to help along the negotiations be-
tween Reagan and the White House.

Gray's role in the case is particularly in-
triguing, because it was kept shielded from
many of those Involved. A newcomer to his
Justice Department job, Gray had served
previously as an aide to Robert H. Finch,
when Finch was Secretary of Health, Edu-
cation and Welfare. As a former lieutenant
governor of California and a frequent politi-
cal antagonist of Reagan, Finch reportedly
stayed out of the CRLA case In the White
House, where he is now a counselor to the
President.

Gray says he was called into the matter by
OEO officials who feared the dispute might
end in litigation. As head of the Justice De-
partment’s civil division, he would have had
the  responsibility of defending Carluceci
against a suit brought by either CRLA or
Reagan. Hc¢ acknowledges participating in
discussions on the CRLA grant but replies
with a flat “no comment” when asked to ex-
plain why he went to California just before
the decision was reached. "I was there In an
attorney-client relationship,” he says, “and I
may very well end up myself in court on
this thing.” Others say, however, that: Gray
was the key man in the negotiations be-
tween Reagan and the administration.

On Thursday, Jan. 28, Carluccl met pri-
vately with leaders of the organized bar who
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were urging him to override the veto. He
was quoted as saying, “I sure as heck would
hate to sustain a veto based on this report”
(the OEO investigation of the TUhler
charges).

That same day, the Los Angeles Times
and other papers reported that the adminis-
tration “will override” Reagan’'s veto. That
was Carlucecil’s original recommendation,
leaking into print. But by the time the story
had appeared, the decision apparently had
been reversed, and Reagan appeared to know
it, whether Carlucci did or not.

Asked at a Jan. 28 press conference about
that morning’s Los Angeles Times story,
Reagan said, “I still have to say I'm confi-
dent that they won't (override) ... To do
t.hls they'd have to be rather dishonest,

You look for a compromise?" a reporter
asked.

“I'm guite sure it would not be slmply to
override . . ."” Reagan replied.

Reagan was right. Two days later Carlucci
issued a statement saying he would “not
override at this time Governor Reagan's
veto” of the CRLA program.

Instead, he said he would give CRLA a
new grant, of six months duration, which
would keep the program allve while it un-
derwent yet more investigations—one by “a
high-level commission” he would name, one
by the Justice Department and one by the
Civil Service Commission.

Reagan Immediately issued a statement
saying he was “very pleased and gratifi
that his veto had been upheld. The gover-
nor said he had agreed to a short-term ex-
tension only to “permit a smooth transition™
to a new and “more responsible” legal serv-
ices program he sald Uhler would set up
with the help of local bar associations before
“CRLA is phased out next July.”

Carlucci then issued a second statement,
denying this was “a phaseout or transition
grant” and adding that “if the commission
finds that CRLA is conducting its activities
in compliance with the OEO statutes and
guidelines, I will, of course, refund it in full.”
The White House said nothing officially, but
presidential assistants called lawyers who had
supported CRLA to offer private assurances
that the agency was not under sentence of
death.

Reagan, pleased with the outcome, went
before the California Republican convention
that night and publicly pledged to lead a
pro-Nixon delegation to the 1872 convention.

All these events, of course, were being
closely watched by Denny Powell and his col-
leagues in the CRLA office in Salinas, Their
work is continuing and Powell said the other
day, “we haven't slowed down or backed off
a bit.”

“In a way,” he added, “I think the whole
incident has been good for the program. It
has forced us to go out into the community
to explain to middle-class people why law re-
form is necessary, why we should take prob-
lems of the poor into the courts, rather than
let them fester.

“On the other hand,” he said, “what's hap-
pening is pretty frustrating for us. We think
we're dolng our level best to contribute to a
reasonable solution of social problems which
everybody knows exist. We've been audited,
investigated and Interrogated until we're
blue in the face and every time the finding
is that, not only are we not doing anything
wrong, we're doing a lot of things right that
no one else is bothering to do. And then, all
of a sudden, some political fix is on, and
we're on the defensive again.”

There is a practical problem as well, which
Mickey Bennett, a CRLA administrator, men-
tioned. “We can't hire any of the 1971 law
school graduates we've been recruiting,” he
sald, “because we can't tell them with any
confidence we'll have a program for them to
work in.”

This is something that worries Denny
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Powell. “Young people getting out of law
school now are really concerned about these
social problems,” he said. “In our little
county, alone, the legal defender's office has
had 80 job applications in the past year.
Now If CRLA and programs like it are
killed, I don't know where these young law-
yers will go. I'm afraid they will become to-
tally alienated from the legal system, and I
think we need them to make the system
work."

UGLY

HATE FOR MAYOR STOKES

HON. LOUIS STOKES

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, last Thurs-
day Congressman MinsHALL read into the
RECORD a newspaper article by Mr. Phil
Porter entitled “Cleveland—a Sad City.”
Mr. Porter, himself a suburbanite, con-
cluded his article which maligned Mayor
Carl B. Stokes and the city of Cleveland
with the assertion that Cleveland is “the
city gone to hell.” Congressman MinN-
SHALL'S inclusion subseguently received
further publicity in a Saturday article in
the Cleveland Press.

Ironically, the same day the press story
appeared, Cleveland Plain Dealer colum-
nist Thomas Andrzejewski penned an
article revealing the basis for many of
Cleveland's current problems. He noted
that community pride and responsibility
in our city were being poisoned by the
vicious racial hatred much of the ma-
jority white community holds for Mayor
Carl B. Stokes. Andrzejewski points out
the intense level of venom being directed
against Mayor Stokes and his adminis-
tration by white people and particularly
suburban whites who have never taken
any interest in city affairs. He describes
for us both the volume and surreptitious
nature of the hatred and accusations
which he attributes to hearsay, fifth
hand assumptions and unfortunately,
pure racism.

Mr. Speaker, no one in Cleveland, least
of all Mayor Stokes, is naive enough not
to recognize that the city has problems
other than racial hatred. Yet as Mr.
Andrzejewski has perceived, no progress
can be made in other areas until the civic
paralysis white racism has engendered
is eliminated. Mr. Speaker, Cleveland,
Ohio, has the potential of being Ameri-
ca's greatest city. Unfortunately racism
has clouded the effectiveness, dedication,
and achievements of the first black
mayor of a major American city. This
full potential will never be realized until
Cleveland white residents and their
suburban counterparts divest them-
selves of the last vestiges of racism.
Thomas Andrzejewski has done our com-
munity a major service by giving public
attention to this simple truth. It would
have been easy for Mr. Andrzejewski to
have remained a “silent majority re-
porter.” His perceptive analysis of the
cancerous racial climate in Cleveland
could have been left unsaid, This cour-
age in choosing not to be silent, which is
to be commended, is a great service to his
community. I sincerely hope that his
fellow citizens in Cleveland and in subur-
bia were listening.
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Mr. Speaker, I request that the afore-
mentioned article here be made a part
of the Recorp. I include the article as
follows:

UcLy HaTE FOR MAYOR STOKES
{By Thomas S. Andrzejewskl)

About six years ago, there was a great con-
cern here over a still timely topic, the ““hate”
for police. Now there is similarly prevasive
“hate” which 1s more widespread and un-
founded, and rooted not in black or young
minorities, but in allegedly respectable cir-
cles: The “hate” for Mayor Carl B. Stokes.

The venom that flows daily against the
man is unique in two ways—in its volume
and by its surreptitious nature, It is also
partly a racial hatred.

The mayor, who is only a man and not
faultless, is blamed for more wrongdoing
than he could possibly accomplish in a life-
time (the argument being that he is that
sinister) .

Accusations range from his being arrogant
to his being a thief; from faulting him for
the snow Monday to suspecting an inordi-
nate amount of political deals.

It is nalve, of course, to belleve that a man
whose instincts are basically political never
made any political promises and has no par-
ticular allegiance to certain men and ma-
chines.

But the accusations from whites, in back
rooms and out of earshot of even the most
token blacks, are more than naive. They are
based on hearsay, on fifth-hand assumptions
and, unfortunately, on pure racism.

Why? There has been a great changeover
in city jobs. Some posts, long held by Irish
and Polish and Italian political hacks have
gone to black political hacks, Key positions
likewise are now held by blacks in the city
administration, whereas whites had held
them under previous administrations,

Sald simply, white folk don't like their
City Hall being run by black folk. And even
white suburbanites have been equally vocal
in their allegations against the mayor.

After the defeat, this month and in No-
vember, of proposals to increase the city in-
come tax there was talk about “reprisals” by
the mayor. White city residents talk about
how their wards went unplowed and unsalted
during the snowfall. Even side streets in
black neighborhoods were cleared, they say.

(As I recall, the largest traffic jams on
the night of Feb. 8 were in fact in black
areas on the East Side, caused by subur-
banites going home.)

Then there are the complaints about gar-
bage collections. My councilman, Joseph M.
Eowalski, D-14, was fuming the same night
that garbage had not been collected for two
weeks in our ward. He should have been
aware that garbage on my street was picked
up about 10 hours before he decided to com-
plain. And that was only three working days
after the weekly Wednesday collection had
been missed.

Four years ago, before Stokes was elected,
1 can recall doing a story about how the
twice-monthly garbage pickups in the Hough
area were Inadequate. In the face of massive
spending cutbacks by the city administra-
tion, a little tardiness might be tolerated by
whites who have had excellent weekly service
for years.

The snow and garbage complaints from
average white city residents are minor com-
pared to the allegations of corruption from
some suburban whites. These self-proclaimed
congnoscent! have never taken interest in
city affairs (except perhaps because their of-
ficers have been downtown) until Stokes be-
came mayor. The complaints increased when
Stokes became a black mayor.

Corruption in city government should not
be tolerated. It should be pinpointed and
prosecuted. By the same token, effectiveness
in government should not be overlooked.

White city residents and suburbanites
should abandon their racist vendettas.
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THE CULTURAL VOID RESULTING
FROM FEDERALIZED EDUCATION

HON. JOHN R. RARICK

OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. RARICK. Mr. Speaker, self-pres-
ervation is a fundamental principle in
the life of a nation as well as in the life
of an individual. The American system
of education consisting of free public
schools available to all citizens supple-
mented by private schools has from one
generation to the next been a vital force
in the preservation of the heritage of
the Founding Fathers.

In the schools, the minds of the youth
who will in a few years be directing the
affairs of our country are being shaped.
The schools are a most important factor
of influence in fashioning the kind of
society we will have in the future.

For over three centuries, the Ameri-
can system of education reflected and
preserved the basic traditions upon
which this Nation was founded—with
special emphasis on the ideological prin-
ciples which have always been basic fto
our constitutional Republic. Until the
second quarter of the present century.
education had traditionally been di-
rected toward imparting the skills,
knowledge, and ideals accessary to our
free enterprise way—and not to social-
istic collectivism.

Since the 1930's, there has been a ten-
dency to exploit the schools as an in-
strument for socializing America and de-
stroying such time-honored attributes
and virtues as patriotism, thrift, honor,
duty, hard work, and individual respon-
sibility.

Almost every day, we hear of new
strange happenings in the Nation’s
schools which are destructive and evil—
sex education, sensitivity training, bio-
chemical experiments with drugs on in-
nocent children, to mention a few.

The values of private ownership of
property, understanding profit under the
free enterprise system, the theory of con-
stitutional government as well as the vir-
tues of self-restraint and discipline are
as if strangers to many children in the
classrooms today.

The solution to this grave situation in
the schools is for the Federal Govern-
ment to abort themselves from officious
intermeddling with the affairs of local
schools and let people at the local level
control their own schools.

The newsclippings and reports which
follow my remarks point out some recent
occurrences in the Government schools
and what can be done to restore our
schools to sanity again,

The material follows:

|From the Houston (Tex.) Tribune,
Oct. 22, 1970]
UNIVERSITY OF THOUGHT

The University of Thought, sponsored by
VISTA workers which in turn are sponsored
by the ultra-leftist Houston Council on
Human Relations, opened Monday, Oct. 5.

The University of Thought is an extension
of the Pree Universities being held by leftist
“turn-on' groups all over the nation ...
except the local project is aimed at high
school students. Last spring when it opened
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parents throughout the city showed concern
over the anarchistic type of sessions being
held.

There are no grades, no specific texts, stu-
dents plot their own way usually, and most
sesslons meet one night a week for 10 weeks,
primarily at the University of Houston. In-
structors are volunteers, according to the
officlal brochure, “who have something to
share with other human beings.”

As Dr. Garver pointed out, the University
of Thought also has such courses as photog-
raphy, poetry, drama, leathercrafts a ses-
sion on Hemingway, and even conservative
philosophy.

SAMPLES

Here's a sample of courses as described in
tho official brochure:

A practical experiment in media—experi-
ment with ways of manipulating the media
to your ends.

Current black literature in the U.S.—Se-
lected reading includes Leroi Jones, Ossie
Davis, James Baldwin, Eldridge Cleaver, and
others . . . the scope will be determined
largely by the students.

Survival ethics—Libertarians and Rand-
ists welcome. Also anyone who question cur-
rent society's morals. U.8. Survival Society.

CHRIST

The Radical Christ—The majority of be-
liefs commonly held about Jesus are not re-
motely connected with “what he taught or
how he styled his life.” The course will be a
dialogue about these misconceptions and a
hard look at what this victim of Israel’s
“plety” and Rome’s “justice™ really did and
said. A_E. Greer.

Socio-Psychological Studies of the Black
Experience—A reading and discussion course
using the works of black social sclentists . . .
Cleaver, Malcolm X, Carmichael and Hamil-

ton.
Women's Liberation— These discussions,
led by different members of a radical wom-

en's liberation group, will cover such topics
as abortion, sexual attitudes, . . . emphasis
will be put on the need for a new social sys-
tem beneficial to all people. Harriet Tubman
Brigade.

Afro-American History—Current black po-
litical ideology. Eugene Locke.

Chicano Studies—Taught by Pete Vasquez,
a member of the militant Mexican American
Youth Organization (MAYO).

Anarchy—Study of classic anarchists . . .
from the IWW to contemporary antl-state
thinkers,

Group Dynamics—This course has been
described as not being sensitivity training
because it does not employ the “touch”
phase, It is being taught, according to the
brochure, by “SIPOD.”

There's Got To Be A Better Way—Takes
a close look at what helps or hinders the
learning process.

Creativity and Freakout—Class based on
the principle of the Free U. Leathercrafts,
kite construction, paper and/or liquid flow-
ers—Taught by Susan and Cindy.

NO GRADES

The University of Thought features no
grades and the theory that students should
develop their own “thing" or procedure in
class.

A top ranking educator in the HISD com-
mented, “Not giving grades can be equated
to sharing the wealth, including the wealth
of knowledge, without putting out effort to
obtain it on your own.

“If you've noticed, every school which
achieves the rank of quality in education
which we are hearing so much about these
days presents a challenge in the form of mak-
ing grades. A student still does not obtain
a National Merit Scholarship without
grades.”

IMMATURE

This educator said that there are still those

in the professicn who feel that students do
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not have the maturity to recommend what
they will be taught in class.

“If you are going to let them direct them-
selves, why tag them children or teen-agers,
wihy not tag them adults from birth?

"“We are seeing the results today of the lack
of self discipline without authority due to
this permissive attitude in education every
time we experience student militant revolt.
Yet many educators still cannot comprehend
that the very students who are revolting
never had discipline direction in a classroom.

| From the Houston (Tex.) Tribune,
Sept. 10, 19T0]
CoLLEGE ORIENTATION MaY SHOCK PARENTS

According to Dick West of the Dallas Morn-
ing News, this textbook—called "Phase
Blue'—has been assigned to at least some of
the freshmen at North Texas State University
in Denton.

A woman who reported the matter to West
sald also that a few moments after her
daughter sat down in a small auditorium
for an orientation lecture, a militant student
dropped a leaflet in her lap.

On the front of the leaflet was a clenched
fist and the question: *What part are you
going to play in a world in revolution?”

LEAFLET

The leaflet went on to advise freshmen
that they would be educated at North Texas
State to play certain roles, including:

“Sucker—paying high tuition while the
fat cats get fatter.”

“Whore—selling your soul for a grade or
degree.”

“Ostrich—spending time with your head in
a book learning irrelevant garbage while the
whole world is erupting.”

“Smack freak—addicted to the heroin of
white, middle-class values.”

TRASH

What the next Legislature could well de-
cide is “irrelevant” are the school adminis-
trators who permit distribution of such
trash at orientation lectures and the assign-
ing of such textbooks as “Phase Blue.”

It is, to say the least, a most unusual Eng-
lish text. The headings of its 10 chapters in-
clude these: Viclence in America, The Black
Rage, Dialogue Between Generations, Re-
ligion and Philosophy.

Guest writers are included in each chapter.
Among those in The Black Rage are Cleaver,
with an article entitled “The Fire Now,” and
Malcolm X, who wrote something called
“Message to the Grass Roots.”

OTHERS

Other articles in the book include “Why
Students Seize Power,” by Louis Levine; “I
Am the New Black,” by Thee Smith, and
“God is Dead in Georgia,” by Anthony Towne.

As if that were not enough, there also are
articles in this so-called “English textbook”
entitled “The Pill and the Modern Woman,"”
“The Decline of Religion"” and “Should God
Die?”

Some legislators report that they are be-
ginning to get the word from taxpayers that
if the colleges intend to tear down our so-
ciety, they don't want to help finance the
demolition.

Thus, the legislators seem likely to ask
some piercing, probing questions of college
administrators who appear before them seek-
ing increased budgets.

[From the Houston (Tex.) Tribune, Sept. 3,
1970]
SHowpowN WitH TEACHER FEDERATION IS
ESSENTIAL
(By Alice Widener)

New York City.—According to the 200,000~
member big labor organization, the Ameri-
can Federation of Teachers, “anything goes”
concerning teachers’ political membership
and “anything goes” concerning students’
dress and political activity. As a result of AFT
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voting at a national convention in Pitts-
burgh, recently, there no longer is any poli-
tical restriction on teachers’ qualifications for
membership in the AFT. An applicant may be
an avowed communist, Nazl, Eu Kluxer or
Black Panther—name it! The AFT also voted
to give students—even secondary and high
school pupils—total freedom of the press, in-
cluding the right to publish or distribute
literature on school grounds, and total free-
dom of assoclation, that is, the right to join
and to urge others to join any organization
or group.

Okay, parents and civie authorities, now
you know what the deal is for the school year
1970-1971. The deal is that anything goes, If
you object to violence, pornography, fire-
arms, arson, false fire alarms and sexual
license on any campus—all of which are ad-
vocated by various radical student organi-
zations—you won't be backed up by the tea-
chers’ union. So you can take it from there,
and it doesn't require any Imagination to
foresee what will happen.

EVIL PROGRAM

The American Federation of Teachers de-
scribes its irresponsible and evil program as
“democratization of the schools.” According
to it, there can be no bar to communist rev-
olutionary Students for a Democratic So-
clety distributing on campus the criminal
pamphlet “High School Reform: Towards a
Btudent Movement,” which advocates arson
and false fire alarms. (In New York City,
since 1960, false alarms have risen by 400
percent, nearly all since 1968.)

In the name of “democratization of the
schools,” all professional political hate
groups can now enter schools and enjoy
teachers’ consent to the kind of lawless
terrorism advocated by the W.EB. DuBols
Clubs, Black Panthers, SDS Weatherman,
and other radical activist terrorist groups.

In the name of “democratization of the
schools,” all manner of vile language, spo-
ken and written, may now be poured forth
in the classrooms and on school grounds.

And so, as Professor Robert Nisbet of
the University of California at Hillside puts
it, “the life of reason is made Insecure at
best.”

S0OCIAL DYNAMITE

The American Federation of Teachers is
resting all its arguments for “anything goes”
on our First Amendment. Its words are be-
ing transformed, by means of satanic inter-
pretation, into sticks of social dynamite.

Are we going to permit our First Amend-
ment to blow our society to hell? I cannot
believe we have become so degenerate as to
allow it to happen. Certainly, the authors
of our Bill of Rights never intended, when
it was adopted in 1791, that it become an
instrument for corruption of the young.

It is hard to believe that the majority of
American Pederation of Teachers members
will go along with what their delegates did
in Pittsburgh. If they do, then there ought
to be a showdown in every community where
the AFT functions, Parents, taxpayers and
civie authorities ought to line up together
against the AFT and force a showdown.
Otherwise, our schools ‘will become sites of
infection for epidemic anarchy and terror-
ism, places to keep children out of, not to
send them into.

[From Human Events Magazine]
MARYLAND'S READING List

Want to know why some of those college
students turn into radicals? The University
of Maryland provides a possible clue. Fresh-
men preparing to enter the university were
recently furnished a booklet regarding Ori-
entation and Registratlon which stated:

“Only three steps aré necessary to arrange
for attending Orientation and Registration,

“A. Fill out the four enclosed cards.

“B. Enclose a check . . . $13 ... to the Uni-
versity of Maryland, . . .
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“C. Read at least one of the following
books.

“The Autobiography of Malecolm X, by Mal-
colm Little.

“Black Power, the Politics of Liberation in
America, by Stokely Carmichael and Charles
V. Hamilton

“Concerning Civil Disobedience, by Abe

“Crisis in Black and White, by Charles
Silberman

“Ezcellence: Can We Be Equal and Ezcel-
lent Too? by John W. Gardner

“Invisible Man, by Ralph Ellison

“The Other American, by Michael Harring-
ton

“During Orientation you will informally
discuss the issues raised in the book which
you read.”

How's that for objectivity? Not one of these
authors 15 a conservative, nor even “middle
of the road.”

[From the Los Angeles Times, Oct, 19, 1968]

GUNS, DARTS AND BEATINGS IN 4TH GRADE
Book

OrAaNGE—The fourth-grader opened his re-
medial reading workbook and looked at the
words illustrated by pictures showing what
they mean:

To teach “slap,” the picture showed a
women slapping a man, five times on one
page. For “jaw,” one man strikes another on
same. And for “dart,” one boy sticks a dart
into another boy's hand. The vietim runs off,
warning: i

“If Ned starts to toss more darts, I'll have
to get a gun.”

Not for our kids, you don't, Mr. and Mrs,
Jack Hawbaker told the Orange Unified
School District System this week, complain-
ing that the workbook, used throughout the
system, contained a pattern of violence.

The workbooks have been in use since 1967.

Dr. Allen Calvin, president of Behavioral
Research Laboratories of Palo Alto, publish-
ers of the workbook, said the book is less
violent or anti-authoritarian than the Bible,
Grimm's Fairy Tales or Tom Sawyer,

Calvin estimated that 5 million of the
workbooks are now in use around the coun-
try, and the only simillar complaint was re-
solved in Florida with a small amount of
revision.

[From the Phoenix Republican Women's
Club, September 1970]

AMERICANISM REPORT

On August 22, '70 the Arizona Republic
carried a short review by columnist Paul
Bchatt of what he calls “possibly the most
important book of the decade,” Future
Shock, by Alvin Toffler. The gist of the book
according to the reviewer, is that “with all
the uncontrolled technological, sclentific,
and social changes"” (emphasis added) which
will bombard our minds and lives in the
future, we are in for “massive mental break-
down” because these changes are bound to
“subvert the power of the Individual to make
sensible, competent Decisions About His Own
Destiny”. (Emphasis added). Fortunately for
us, the smarties who envision this state of
“future shock” know exactly how to handle
the situation—and us. Just leave everything
to them; they will manage change via “social
futurism”, defined as “the subjection of the
process of evolution itself to conscious hu-
man guidance”. Before that day comes when
humanists belleve they have convinced
enough people that they have made God
move over, Individualists had better heed
author Toffler's words.

This is not the first warning we have had
concerning what the Orwellian People
Planners have in mind for the rest of us. To
avold future shock, Amerlcans had better
face up to some of the present shock already
wired to short circuit any plans they might
have for their own futures. Roderick Seiden-
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berg’s two books, Anatomy of the Future,
and Post-Historic Man spell out their “For-
ward to the ant hill!” plans. Think-Tank
Know-It-Alls have it all worked out by a
genetic program to eliminate all those un-
willing to adjust to the insect level of a
“pure intelligence” Soclalist society. (Theirs
the “intelligence”, yours “but to do or die".)
Long range mongrelization should weed out
the remnant of freedom-loving individuals
who might rise against their betters. (Have
you read the United Nations Declaration of
Human Rights recently? No private property
for anyone—but the bosses.) Sheer numbers
of fast breeders (subsidized by government
Welfare) can overwhelm the more intelli-
gent level of population, who can be penal-
ized with extra taxes if they have more than
one child. (Anyway, you wouldn't want to
add to the population explosion, would you?
Oh, well—there is legal abortion!) Eventually
all can be trained to perform routine tasks
by mere automatic reflex. Conscious thought,
deemed an impediment in this Socialist
heaven, will have been bred out. Global so-
ciety will be the ant hill run by the experts;
man will have long since replaced Pavlov’s
dogs in the labs. (See Luria's Nature of Hu-
man Conflict for inducing nervous breakdown
in pre-school children.)

Because this world is envisioned as having
no past (having been erased from memory
via textbooks) and no future (Who needs
it?) it requires no art, religion, literature,
philosophy, or science, and certainly no cap-
italistic free enterprize. Actually you will not
even have to know you exist. What ant does?
(Should you not want to contribute to au-
thor or publisher, University of North Caro-
lina Press, you can get a good rundown on
Seidenberg in Sara Watson Emery’s Blood
on the Old Well.)

It is natural that the “It can’'t happen
here' die-hards will pooh-pooh: “How could
all this be brought off ?"" The January '69 is-
sue of the National Education Assoclation’s
magazine, Today's Education contalns a clue:
Forecast for the T0's, by Harold and Jane
Shane.

“Educators will assume a formal responsi-
bility for children when they reach the age
of two"”. Blochemical experiments (drugs)
will be used on these tots, who can be
whisked away from protesting parents and
placed in mandatory boarding schools and
foster homes. (Just as in Russia) “Cultural
analysts” are to arrive at an “international
consensus &s to what is desirable in family
life, art, recreation, education, diet, economic
policies, and government”.

Hawali is already implementing this slave
order education. Parents are already battling
school administrators in California, who use
such innocuous terms as Quest or Taxonomy
for a system of indoctrination which will
eventually remove all right of personal de-
cision from our lives.

Taxonomy merely means classifying ac-
cording to a system, but Dr. Bloom adds new
dimensions in his text on the new Taxonomy.
“What we are classifying is the intended be-
havior of students—the ways in which indi-
viduals are to Act, Think or Feel as a result
of participating in some unit of instruction”.
Bkills or knowledge are not important but
the stages of Think-Act-Feel have a purpose.
First, children are classified according to
what Think-Act-Feel standards they acquired
in the home, and tested for depth of bellef
and commitment. After each course of in-
doctrination, they will be reclassified ac-
cording to how well they have been brain-
washed of the old, and programmed for the
new. Eventually they should be sufficiently
reoriented to Think-Act-Feel as Masters
have ordained. In addition to experiments
with *“learning” drugs Sensitivity Training
(also called group encounter, human rela-
tions, soclometry etc.) will destroy free will
and the faculty of critical analysis, unneces-
sary in a robot society. All this will simplify
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detection and removal o1 obsolete material
and pecple. Maximum, even universal, con-
furmity of thought and beliefs, hence of
behavior, is the goal of the totalitarian mind
benders. Teachers become ‘‘cliniclans,” the
instruments of Big Brother's programing
for the future. (Do you begin to understand
why NEA president, George Fischer, advocates
control o©of teacher training, with ‘‘closed
shop™” unions?)

This process can go in indefinitely, de-
pending on how quickly mind erasures pro-
gress. As New Think-Act-Feel takes over,
children will be tested regularly to discover
how dedicated they are to the new concepts.
When they are considered *safe” they are
transplanted to the “activist” category, where
depth of commitment can be tested. This
kind of bralnwashing is expected to provide
almost an unending supply of mindless
bodies to man the activist mobs necessary
for the overthrow of our government and
soclety—a sort of Nihilist-while-you-wait
goal requiring only patience from the world
totalitarians above the U.N.

There 1s no element of chance in any of
this. The Sixteenth Report of the California
Senate Investigating Committee on Educa-
tion ('58) devoted 100 pages to subversion in
the schools via the so-called Mental Health
Programs. (Sex Ed and Family Living sound
modern today.) A good part of this investi-
gation concerned Dr. Jacob Levy Moreno,
“father of sociometry,” meaning he hatched
the techniques of “social doctoring” neces-
sary for creating the one world collectivist
soclety. Tied in with UNESCO, it is preoc-
cupied with “social consciousness” and “hu-
man relations,” which Moreno claims can be
used to indoctrinate small groups with any
ideclogy deemed useful, including Com-
munism.

In his book Who Shall Survive? (Yes, the
title is a gquestion) he envisages the world as
one vast psychiatric empire. And guess who
God 1s. “The psychiatrist in charge'!

In the late Bertrand Russell’'s Impact of
Science on Society ('52) he fortells, *.
Advances in physiology and psychology will
glve governments much more control over in-
dividual mentality than they now have in to-

talitarian countries. (Fichte laid it down)
that education should aim at destroying free
will, so that, after pupils have left school,
they shall be incapable throughout the rest
of their lives of thinking or acting other-
wise than their schoolmasters would have
wished. . . . Diet injunctions and injections
will combine from an early age to produce the
sort of character and sort of believes that the
authorities consider desirable, and any serious
criticism of the powers that be will become
psychologically impossible., Even if all are
miserable, all will believe themselves happy,
because the government will tell them that
they are so. . . . Gradually, by selective breed-
ing, the congenital differences between rulers
and ruled will increase until they become al-
most different species. A revolt of the plebs
would become unthinkable as an organized
insurrection of sheep against the practice of
eating mutton. . . . I do not see how any in-
ternal movement of revolt can ever bring
freedom to the oppressed in a modern scien-
tific dictatorship . . . I do not believe that
dictatorship is a lasting form of scientific so-
ciety unless it can become worldwide.” (Who
ever heard of a revolt among ants?)

Dr. Bella Dodd, once the most powerful,
resourceful and indefatiguable commissar of
Communist Party USA, later defected and
testified before the Senate Internal Security
Subcommittee in 1952. She told how the
Party worked for “progressive education”
which was “eagerly championed by the Com-
intern as an ideal system for limiting the
ability of children in capitalistic societles to
read, write and think or act for themselves,
and so to cause them to depend upon the
state for a guaranteed livelthood and for pro-
tection against the hazards caused by their
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inadequate training for the battle of life.”
The Welfare Rights groups are direct out-
growths of this deliberate short-changing in
education. According to Guzenko, USSR's
director of all this was Zarubin, U.S. Am-
bassador Jullan Huxley, first Secretary Gen-
eral of UNESCO, in his Evolution in Action
wrote of the need for a ‘psychosocial evolu-
tion™ to gain control of all nations of the
free world for totalitarian dictators of the
U.N. Toffler writes of the “subjection of the
process of evolution to conscious human
guidance.”

There is more than one degree of slavery.
That of the soul is meant to be total. With
such sophisticated techniques as Sensitivity
Training and New Taxonomy, Future Shock
is close to being Present Shock, right now.
Just what do Americans need to wake them
up? Who controls your thinking? Where do
You stand?

[From the Dan Smoot Report, Feb, 15, 1971]
REPORTS ON EDUCATION

We have a supply of 17 Reports dealing
with various aspects of public education in
the United States. Together, they give a com-
prehensive picture of what has happened to
our schools, and some concrete suggestions
about what should be done.

Below are titles of these education Reports
and brief synopses of each one.

TAMPERING WITH THE MINDS OF OUR CHILDREN

Ritalin is officially classified as a control
drug, which is potentially habituating or ad-
dictive, and which can produce dangerous
side effects. Psychologists discovered that
Ritalin, advertised as a pep pill for adults,
works on the central nervous system in chil-
dren, with a tranquilizing effect. By the late
1960's, Ritalin was being used widely as a
personality-changing, mind-controlling drug
on small school children who were problems
in classrooms. The drug makes these children
feel happy, and thus makes them easler to
handle. When you teach a child to seek self-
confidence by taking happy pllls, how can
you keep him from seeking it later on by
using marijuana, LSD, heroin?

TOWARD A ROBOT SOCIETY

Despite the fact that no one knows what
mind-control drugs do to children, many rec-
ommend thelr use to calm problem children
in school. The National Education Associa-
tlon magazine has published an article pre-
dicting that the results of brain-research on
animals will be extensively applied for use on
children within the next decade. A new
Master Plan for Public Education in Hawaii
predicts the same thing. Are the public
schools to become clinics, or animal farms
for producing a robot society?

NATIONALIZING EDUCATION

While saying federal aid does not mean
federal control, proponents say federal ald to
education is needed to create uniform na-
tional standards. Federally-imposed wuni-
formity eliminates healthy rivalry among
school districts for excellence: they become
rivals chiefly for federal funds—sacrificing
quality for ostentatious physical facilities
and misleading statistics on mass accom-
plishments. The quality of education seems
to decrease, as public spending increases.
Onece our educational system is totally con-
trolled by a federal agency, that agency can
surrender control to international authori-
ties. A UNESCO Treaty providing for interna-
tional control already exists. To stop the
scheme, we must first stop federal aid.

UNLAWFUL LAW OF THE LAND

The Supreme Court desegregation decision
of 19564 was called the “law of the land"—
though no court has authority to make law—
and was forced upon southern states, in some
cases at gun point. Ten years after the Su-
preme Court decision—in 1964—Congress en-
acted a real “law of the land"” dealing with
segregation in public schools. The law 1s un-
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constitutional, but southern states complied
by adopting freedom-of-choice plans. Fed-
eral judges and officials approved freedom of
choice, until they perceived that students
and parents were not choosing to please
Washington officialdom. Now, the federal gov-
ernment—in contradiction of Nixon's clear
promises of 1968, and what he still prom-
ises—Is violating the Civil Rights Act and
the Supreme Court decision, to force racial
quotas upon schoals.

EQUAL TYRANNY IS STILL TYRANNY

On “Civil Rights'" matters, the south has
been treated like a conquered province, as
in the days of reconstruction. Many south-
erners think that if other areas feel the iron
fist the south has felt, others will under-
stand and join resistance against federal tyr-
anny. But one cannot ellminate evil by
spreading it around, or abolish tyranny by
imposing it on others. Instead of wrangling
about sectional enforcement of illegal fed-
eral guidelines, Congress should stop federal
ald to education, and reduce federal taxes
accordingly. As long as the federal govern-
ment illegally finances schools, it will 1llegal-
ly dictate school policies.

VIOLENCE AND CRIME IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Officials anticipate far greater disorders
ahead In the public schools than we have
ever seen in colleges. A report of the Senate
Juvenile Delinguency subcommittee reveals
that serious assaults on teachers in public
schools occur daily throughout the country,
and this is only one type of crime rampant
in public schools. Most of the violence and
turmoil are caused by forced racial mixing.
Yet the Nixon administration and the fed-
eral courts are using the power of the fed-
eral government to force more and more in-
tegration, faster and faster. And, in doing
so, they are violating the Constitution and
the laws of Congress.

REAPING THE HARVEST OF FORCED INTEGRATION

Racial tensions, resulting from forced in-
tegration, have converted public schools into
the most violent battlegrounds of American
society. In many school systems, teachers
carry guns to school and in class to protect
themselves. During 13 weeks of one school
year, in only 100 school districts, there were
250 injurles to students, teachers, and police;
900 arrests, on charges including murder,
assault on police, arson. The Wichita Falls,
Texas, high schools provide a rather typical
example. When students had freedom of
choice there, all was well. Forced integration
has caused violence and turmoil. The situa-
tion is much more dangerous in many school
systems, which have become lawless jungles.
Instead of using their constitutional power
to stop the senseless tyranny by federal offi-
cials and courts, Members of Congress ap-
propriate our money to pay for it.

THE YORK CASE

A federal court ordered implementation of
an HEW-school-board plan for busing in the
Oklahoma City public schools, to achieve
racial balance. Mr. and Mrs. Raymond York
would not permit their son Ray to be bused,
but continued sending him to the junior high
school in his neighborhood. The school board
confiscated the boy’'s books. The federal court
issued an injunction against his parents. A
U.S. marshal arrested 14-year-old Ray York
for attending his neighborhood school. The
federal court fined his parents and sentenced
each to serve 30 days in jall, suspending sen-
tences pending final appeal. Ray was gent
to a private school, pending outcome of his
case, The federal Congress should stop such
senseless tyranny, by prohibiting federal
courts (including the Supreme Court) from
exercising jurisdiction In any case Involving
public schools.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA JUNGLES

Seventeen years ago, the District of Co-
lumbia had a dual school system: one divi-
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slon for whites, one for Negroes. There was
no diserimination in the financing and oper-
ation of the schools. The enrollment was
about two-thirds white, one-third Negro, The
system was rated academically among the
best in the nation. In 1954, President Eisen-
hower urged instant integration of the Dis-
trict school system, to make it a model for
the nation. Whites left; more Negroes moved
in. Today, Washington schools are almost
wholly segregated again, 92 percent of total
enrollment being Negro. Congress has spent
huge amounts to improve and expand faeill-
ties, Much more is spent on school operations
than in 1954. Yet, today the Distriet schools
are rated academically among the worst in
the nation. Many of them are stews of crime
and violence, where the educational process
is virtually non-existent.

A GREAT TRAGEDY OF OUR TIME

Scholars have presented impressive evi-
dence that the learning ability of white and
Negro children is unequal, and that forced
unnatural mixing in schools, far from help-
ing Negroes, can have a most damaging
effect upon them. Yet( the federal bureauc-
racy—cruelly indifferent to the basic wel-
fare of the people, white or black, but greedy
for the political support of organized Negro
groups—is forecing upon school systems the
most harmful kind of unnatural integration.
Washington bureaucrats, in violation of law
and with the threat of withholding all fed-
eral ald, force school systems to shuffle chil-
dren around to achieve an undefined racial
balance, We, the people, cannot control the
Washington bureaucrats directly; but Con-
gress and the President could control them—
if we would elect men of sense and
courage to Congress and the White House.

NEA’S MALIGN INFLUENCE

Since the mid-1930's, the National Educa-
tion Association has worked to create an edu-
catlon program for a socialist America. The
NEA now has a strangle-hold on public edu-
cation. It also exerts a powerful and baneful
influence on the White House, on Congress,
and on the Supreme Court. Currently, NEA
is lobbying for legislation to glve itself a
virtual monopoly to represent teachers in
collective bargaining with school boards, and
to legalize teacher strikes that NEA calls,
The federal government should revoke the
tax exemption of the NEA. This would so re-
duce NEA power that teachers could dare
not to join and pay dues. We must restore
traditional American education, which
stressed discipline, hard work, honor, and
duty. This cannot be done in an NEA-
dominated school system.

BILLIONS FOR WHAT?

Education lobbyists claim that Americans
are stingy about spending tax money on edu-
catlon. The truth is that more than half of
our property taxes go to schools, In addition
to the billions we pay in state and federal
taxes. Spending of tax money on education in
the past 20 years has increased more than
tax spending for any other purpose. With
only six per cent of the world’s population,
the U.8. now invests annually in education
almost as much as all other nations on earth.
What have we bought with these gigantic
outlays? Thanks, in large part, to the educa-
tion lobby—principally the National Edu-
cation Association—our public education
system has left a generation of Americans
generally ignorant of the baslec economic and
political prineiples on which our nation was
built, and has done a dismal job in teaching
the basic skills of learning.

THE EDUCATION LOBBY

The power of the education lobby has be-
come almost Irresistible. But this is to be
expected. Any amount of federal ald to edu-
cation is illegal, because the Constitution
does not authorize it. Having abandoned

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

this principle, we have lawless federal gov-
ernment. The dykes are down, and the only
checkrein on the pillaging of taxpayers to
buy political support for the pillagers is the
uncertain balance of power between groups
lobbying for their own self-interest. The 1l-
legal federal ald programs are always sold
to the people as the only means of solving
critical problems, but they always make the
problems worse.
COMMUNISM AND THE COURTS HAVE WRECKED
THE SCHOOLS

The so-called ecivil rights movement,
spawned and led by communists, caused the
drive for forced racial integration in public
schools, which, in turn, is responsible for
violence and turmoil in the schools. Com-
munist subversion, through the SDS, is also
responsible, in a more direct way, for much
of the disruption in public schools, SDS
strives to prepare high school students for
communist revolution by corrupting them.
One of its means of corruption is circulation
of filthy underground newspapers; another is
inducing students to adopt hippie hair and
clothing styles. Local laws and school regula-
tions could give adequate protection, if it
were not for federal courts. Congress has con-
stitutional power to control the federal
courts, but will not use it.

MINDLESS POLITICS AND MINDLESS VIOLENCE

Local school districts and state courts—
controlled by the same kind of mentality that
oversees the federal establishment—have
given non-southern communities a taste of
what the south has gagged on. And in recent
years, federal courts and bureaucrats have
begun to do the same. Consequently, people
throughout the nation have had enough of
forced racial-integration to savor the chaos
that results. The mindless violence in and
against the public schools is a product of the
mindless political agitation which has sub-
stituted soclological experimentation for
education.

IF M'GUFFEY'S READERS WERE IN OUR SCHOOLS

More than $40 billlon a year are spent on
public schools, many of which are graduating
children who cannot even read. The essen-
tials for educating children are good teach-
ers, comfortable rooms, and good textbooks.
These are within the private means of the
people, and would produce better education
at less cost than expensive equipment and
costly frills now produce in politically con-
trolled government schools. The old MeGuffey
Readers point the way. A sixth-grade child,
having been thoroughly drilledq in all the
work required in McGuffey's primer and six
readers, would be better educated than most
college graduates today. Throughout the
country, people are building private schools
that educate their young. We can and must
give children the education necessary to pre-
serve our heritage and save our civilization.

LET'S HAVE FREE SCHOOLS

We have the costliest, most elaborate edu-
catlonal system in the history of civillzation;
yet, it graduates young people who cannot
spell, write a correct sentence, work simple
arithmetic problems, or read with under-
standing. The reason is that the public
schools, under influence of John Dewey's
progressivism and now virtually controlled
by federal courts and bureaucrats, have
abandoned scholastic excellence and aca-
demic discipline, and have adjusted school
standards to the lowest common denomi-
nator. What we call free public schools are
costly government schools, which are using
our children for social experimentation. Gov-
ernment schools are not answerable to par-
ents, but to the dispensers of tax money. The
remedy is to abolish government schools,
leaving the billlons they now cost in the
hands of the people, who then have encugh
money to provide real education for children.
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ORVAL L. DuBOIS MADE MARK AS
CIVIL SERVANT AT SEC

HON. THADDEUS J. DULSKI

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. DULSKI. Mr. Speaker, last Fri-
day, a career public servant closed his
desk and completed some 40 years of
service to the Federal Government.

Orval L. DuBois, secretary, joined the
Securities and Exchange Commission
upon its creation and has served in exem-
plary fashion throughout the years as
the agency's role developed.

He had started in Government as a
clerk-typist and was on the staff of the
Federal Trade Commission which was
handling securities affairs before the SEC
was established in 1934.

Mr. DuBois ieft the FTC to become sec-
retary to the late James M. Landis who
helped write the Securities Act and was
one of the original SEC commissioners.

Mr. DuBois soon was named secretary
of the Commission and has served in that
position for 36 years. Additionally, for the
last 28 years he has had the responsibility
of serving also as press officer.

HELD IN HIGH ESTEEM

The esteem in which Mr. DuBois is
held by present and former members of
the Commission is pointed out in the arti-
cle by Manuel F. Cohen, former SEC
Chairman, in the February 21 edition of
the Washington Post.

While I have not had direct association
with Mr. DuBois, I am informed by
many who have worked with him of his
great devotion and efficiency at the
Commission.

It is interesting to note that he com-
bined the job of Commission secretary
with that of press officer to the complete
satisfaction of both the Commission
members and the press—a feat in itself.

Mr. Speaker, as a part of my remarks I
include an article by Sterling F. Green
of the Associated Press, as well as the
article by Mr. Cohen, both having ap-
peared in the February 21 edition of the
Washington Post.

I extend my personal congratulations
and appreciation to Mr. DuBois for his
long and devoted service to the Federal
Government.

The articles follow:

MR, SEc STEPS DowN AFTER 40 YEARS; ORVAL
DuBoI1s—CIVIL SERVANT'S CIVIL SERVANT
(By Sterling F. Green)

Orval L. DuBois left the Securities and
Exchange Commission Friday. He joined it
the day it was created—in fact, even before
that—and some people claim he has held
it together.

DuBois started in the government 40 years
ago as a clerk-typist. He got $120 a month
and felt he was lucky, Then President Her-
bert Hoover cut his pay to $100 a month in
& government-wide retrenchment Iintended
to help cure the Great Depression.

But the federal workweek soon was cut
to 51, days. The bright, discreet and hard-
working farm boy from Agra, Kan., could
hardly belleve his good fortune at getting
Saturday afternoon off with no further pay
cut.

Still bright, discreet and hardworking, Du-
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Bols is retiring at age 60 to close one of the
most unusual records in the federal career
service.

FIRST AT TRADE COMMISSION

A 90-words-a-minute typist and a graduate
of the two-year “commercial training course
at Grand Island (Neb.) Business College,
DuBois passed a civil service exam and came
to work in Washington for the Federal Trade
Commission.

When the Securities act of 1933 was passed
to protect investors—and to protect the
securities market itself from any repetition
of its own excesses, after the 1929 crash—
the New Deal law was administered for a
time by the FTC.

Then the SEC set up shop on July 2, 1934.
DuBols was there, as secretary to the late
James M. Landis, who helped write the se-
curities act and was one of the original SEC
commissioners.

He has been the SEC's secretary for 36
years and its press officer for 28. In the latter
job he replaced three public relations men.
During many of those years he also was the
agency's acting chief trial examiner and its
liaison officer with Congress. DuBois man-
aged all four jobs with a staff of two—a
secretary and a typist.

Along the way he has earned such tribute
as the Washington Post’s citation: “A civil
servant's civil servant.”

PLAYED WAR RULE WELL

Yet he never “leaked” or planted stories.
Never a word-waster, DuBois could handle
telephone calls from reporters while sitting
in meetings of the five-man commission,
keeping the official minutes. In whispered
conversation he would take the inquiry and
promise to call back. Then he would dial
one of the SEC professional staffers who
knew the answer; more whispering; then
finally a whispered return call to the news-
man,

Misuse of information could mean the
gain or loss of fortunes, the sinking or sur-
vival of business corporations.

Looking about a decade younger than his
real years, DuBois plans a complete retire-
ment, He and his wife Vera, whom he met
at Grand Island Business College, will keep
the family home in near by Arlington. But
they plan much travel and a lot of fishing
at a cottage they are building on the Shenan-
doah River near Luray.

It has been suggested that DuBois could
make a handsome income as a business con-
sultant. “Forget it he says. “I won't have
the time.”

MopeErN-DAY HoRATIO ALGER STORY Is
RELATED BY GRATEFUL STUDENT
(By Manuel F. Cohen)

Monday night, almost every living present
and former member of the Securities and
Exchange Commission will be on hand to pay
homage to Orval Lee DuBois on the occasion
of his retirement as Secretary.

In a sense the saga of Orval DuBols is a
modern-day Horatlo Alger story, not in the
sense of rags to riches but rather the rise
from humble position to one of the highest
levels of government.

In February of 1931, in the depths of a
depression brought on in part by excesses in
the securities market, Orval DuBois went to
work for the Federal Trade Commission. At
a time when male stenographers were the
rule rather than the exception, Orval joined
the stenographic pool at FTC. He went to
work for Baldwin Buckner Bane, director of
the newly organized security division of the
FTC, to which had been assigned admin-
istration of the first federal securities act of
general application, the Securities Act of
1933, Not long thereafter, he was assigned
to work for another man whose name be-
came & legend in administrative law and in
securities law, James Landis, then a com-
missioner of the Federal Trade Commission.
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ON STAFF OF MR. LANDIS

When administration of the securities
act was transferred to the newly-created
SEC in 1934, Mr. Landis was named a mem-
ber of that commission and he took Orval
with him as his secretary.

It probably is not known to many that the
selection of the person as the first chairman
of the SEC was the result of some heated
discussions among three gentlemen each of
whom was persuaded that he should be and
was Intended to be the chairman of the SEC.
(At that time and until 1950 the commis-
sion elected its chairman.) Orval has told me
that upon the creation of the commission a
stormy discussion took place among Joseph
Kennedy, Ferdinand Pecora and James
Landis. Eventually, EKennedy became the
first chalrman.

Orval has never told me what went on be-
hind those closed doors or whether the Presi-
dent intervened. But that was not the last
time there was a hassle within the Commis-
sion concerning selection of the Chairman.

A similar incident occurred during the
Truman administration. At that time the
argument raged for at least two days. The
President’'s advice was sought. My under-
standing is that he indicated it was the de-
cision of the Commission to choose the chair-
man,

WAS SIXTH COMMISSIONER

But this story is supposed to be about
Orval. As one who learned the lore as well
as the law at the feet of Orval L. DuBois, I
can only describe his role at the Commission
as that of a sixth Commissioner, a Com-
missioner who brought continuity to the
work of the Commission and perhaps more
important the dedication of a civil servant
devoted to his colleagues, to the public
policies which were behind the statutes ad-
ministered by the commission; and to his
colleagues on the staff and on the commis-
sion itself.

His memory was always phenomenal. He
prevented many including me on many oc-
casions from committing grievous error. He
was the greatest advocate of the Commis-
sion. In many ways he was the SEC’s most
important enforcement person because he
established a relationship with the press
which was warm and trusting on both sides.

It is fitting, therefore, that the party
honoring. Orval L. DuBols Monday night will
take place at the Press Club to which he has
belonged for many years.

In my opinion, the American investing
public owes Orval Lee DuBois a great vote
of thanks and on behalf of that public I
hereby express our gratitude for his great
devotion and untiring efforts over a 40-year
period.

NEW VOLUME ON JUSTICE HOLMES

HON. ROBERT C. McEWEN

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. McEWEN. Mr. Speaker, I bring to
your attention a recently published book
about one of our Nation’s greatest jurists,
Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes.

The title of the book is “What Gusto,”
and it contains stories and anecdotes
about this most distinguished American.
The author of the volume is Harry C.
Shriver, former General Counsel to the
St. Lawrence Seaway Development Cor-
poration, and now a trial examiner for
the Federal Power Commission. Myr.
Shriver was the Seaway Corporation’s
chief legal officer from 1958 to 1962 dur-
ing the closing period of construction
and the beginning of seaway operations.
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This book, published by the Fox Hills
Press, of Potomae, Md., is the author's
third on Justice Holmes.

Stories in the book represent examples
of the learning, wit, and wisdom and
many facets of the character of Justice
Holmes.

REPUBLICAN SPONSORSHIP OF THE
CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT OF
1971

HON. FLORENCE P. DWYER

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mrs. DWYER. Mr. Speaker, on the
opening day of Congress, I introduced
H.R. 15, the Consumer Protection Act of
1971. On the same day, Congressman
HovrrrierLp, chairman of the Government
Operations Committee, and Congressman
RoseNTHAL introduced identical bills.
This was done in the same spirit of bi-
partisanship that existed in the last Con-
gress when a similar bill was reported
by the Government Operations Commit-
tee by a vote of 31 to 4.

Today, I have reintroduced the bill
and I am pleased to announce that, to
date, I have been joined by an additional
21 of our Republican colleagues. I an-
ticipate having more Republican cospon-
sors shortly, and I invite our colleagues
to consider joining with us in a legisla-
tive endeavor which will mean so much
to more than 200 million American
cOnsumers.

Mr. Speaker, I include herewith the
names of the cosponsors: The gentle-
man from New York (Mr. Remn), the
gentleman from New York (Mr. Wybp-
LER), the gentleman from California (Mr.
McCLosgEY), the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. PowegLL), the gentleman from New
York (Mr. LENT), the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. MinsHALL), the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. Mogrsg), the
gentleman from New York (Mr. HAL-
PERN), the gentleman from Vermont (Mr.
STaFrFoRrD), the gentleman from Tennes-
see (Mr. Duncan), the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. ConTE), the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts (Mrs, HECK-
LER), the gentleman from Connecticut
(Mr. McEKINNEY), the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr, ForsYTHE), the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. FuLToNn),
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
Sanoman), the gentleman from New
Hampshire (Mr. CLEVELAND), the gentle-
man from New York (Mr. Rosison), the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Say-
Lor), the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. WipnALL), and the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. O'’KoONSKI)

As our colleagues will recall, through
an unfortunate set of circumstances, a
tie vote in the Rules Committee precluded
a rule from being granted on this bill
during the closing days of the last Con-
gress. A possible factor in this failure was
that a series of amendments worked out
by the sponsors of the legislation de-
signed to clarify the committee’s inten-
tion to safeguard business interests, after
the bill was reported, had not been for-
mally incorporated into the bill at the
time of its consideration by the Rules
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Committee, This has now been corrected
through the incorporation of such
amendments into H.R. 15.

I am convinced today, as I was in the
last Congress, that HR. 15 is the most
effective, reasonable and fair piece of
legislation to protect consumers’ inter-
ests, while safeguarding business inter-
ests, that can be enacted into law. Be-
yond a doubt, it is the most advanced
consumer legislative proposal ever re-
ported to the House and there is a com-
pelling need to make it law.

Items currently in the news should
convince us of that fact. The very life,
health and well-being of the wives, chil-
dren and relatives of all of us depend
upon the sale of safe and reliable prod-
ucts under conditions of economic com-
petition. Yet, in too many cases these
conditions are not being met.

Inadequately inspected food products,
unsafe and worthless drugs, faulty auto-
mobiles and tires, inflammable children’s
clothes and toys, and dangerous products
of all types—these are just a few cur-
rent examples of products that can im-
pair our health and safety. I need not
even discuss the times each of us has
been bamboozled or defrauded in our
purchases,

The Consumer Protection Act will help
to remedy this unfortunate situation.
This bill upgrades the consumer office in
the White House to a statutory body for
the purpose of providing a central, co-
ordinating direction over existing con-
sumer activities in the Federal executive
agencies. By this means, Federal con-
sumer policy will be effectively imple-
mented, consumer education advanced,
consumer information expanded, and
consumer protection made a reality.

The bill also establishes an independ-
ent Consumer Protection Agency to pro-
vide objective and expert representation
of consumers before Federal agencies
making decisions which affect their in-
terest; and to assume the duties of the
National Commission on Product Safety
which did more to get unsafe consumer
products off the market than any other
unit of Government.

It has been charged in some quarters
that this legislation provides unnecessary
duplication and unduly burdens the busi-
ness community. Neither charge is true.

The new agency established by this
bill and the present office upgraded by it
perform separate, distinet, and unique
functions. The only areas where they
could possibly duplicate operations would
be in the receipt and disposition of con-
sumer complaints, the dissemination of
consumer information to the public, and
the submission of reports to Congress
and the President. In each of these areas,
the bill with its amendments restricts
these functions to the carefully defined
role of each organization.

As for charges that the bill is unfair
to business, let me first say that in my
14 years in the Housc I have seldom
seen legislation which is the product of
more complete, careful, tho.ough, and
bipartisan consideration than that given
to the present bill. Extensive hearings
were held. All peints of view were con-
sidered. Administration officials, repre-
sentatives of consumer groups and labor
organizations, and representatives of

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

business and trade associations were
consulted. Every suggestion and every
witness was carefully considered and
every reasonable effort was made to ac-
commodate the views of all parties, con-
sistent with the objective of protecting
consumers,

Second, many provisions were espe-
cially included in the bill to safeguard
legitimate business interests, In addition,
a number of amendments are now in-
corporated in the bill, as indicated above,
which were designed to clarify the com-
mittee’s intention to protect business in-
terests. Beyond this we must not go, how-
ever, or the means to protect consumers
would be seriously undermined. It should
also be stressed, I believe, that this bill
can contribute significantly to safeguard-
ing the interests of reputable businesses
and can especially provide a means for
enhancing the competitive stature of the
small businessman.

I note with interest, Mr, Speaker, that
Congressmen ERLENBORN and BROWN of
Ohio have also introduced a consumer
protection bill. In examining this pro-
posal I was pleased to discover that the
sponsors adopted most of the provisions
ol_’ H.R. 15. Regretfully, however, they
did noi incorporate certain key features
which I believe to be essential if con-
sumer protection is to be a meaningful
reality. The most important difference
involves the location of the representa-
tional functions. While H.R. 15 creates a
separate Consumer Protection Agency to
represent the interests of consumers be-
fore Federal agencies and the courts, the
Erlenborn-Brown bill only confers such
authority upon a bureau located within
the Federal Trade Commission.

Representation is the heart of con-
sumer protection. Time and again, we
have witnessed Federal agencies—
charged with the duty of safeguarding
the consumer’s interests in such areas as
drugs, food, transportation, cars, toys,
clothing, and so forth—failing and fail-
ing miserably at times to assume their
responsibilities. As a result, HR. 15 es-
tablishes a Consumer Protection
Agency—independent of all other Gov-
ernment agencies—to devote its com-
plete, undivided attention to appearing
before Federal agencies to speak for the
consumer,

By way of contrast, the Erlenborn-
Brown bill places this duty upon a bu-
reau which is to be located within and
under the direction of the Federal Trade
Commission. This would have the effect
of downgrading this vital responsibility
by placing it within an agency which has
many other duties, including some which
could pose conflict of interest considera-
tions. The FTC is charged with adminis-
tering a number of consumer-related
programs. It is difficult to see how an ef-
fective consumer oversight can be main-
tained over this agency when the one
charged with oversight is placed under
the one to be overseen.

In addition, new information has just
come to light which supports the provi-
sions of HR. 15 over the Erlenborn-
Brown bill. The President’s Council on
Executive Reorganization—the Ash
Council—has recently announced the re-
sults of a comprehensive study it has
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made of Federal regulatory agencies. The
Council has recommended to the Presi-
dent and the President now has under
active consideration the proposal to reor-
ganize the F'TC by dividing it into two
separate units. One would become an
antitrust board. The other would be es-
tablished ‘as an independent Consumer
Protection Agency. This point should be
emphasized: the President’s chief ex-
pert advisory body on government or-
ganization has recommended the estab-
lishment of exactly the same type of con-
sumer protection organization that is
created by H.R. 15.

The Erlenborn-Brown bill has also
failed to provide other important con-
sumer protection provisions which are
contained in HR. 15. Among these are
the apparent failure to confer specific
complaint authority upon the Office of
Consumer Affairs, the failure to continue
the safety functions of the National
Commission on Product Safety, the
elimination of the requirements that
Federal agencies must indicate publicly
how their actions are being administered
in the public interest, and the elimina-
tion of the Consumer Advisory Council
which provided the one key means for
private citizen participation in consumer
protection activities.

Many significant safeguards have been
incorporated into H.R. 15, as indicated
above, to protect legitimate business in-
terests. Beyond these we must go only
with the greatest caution so that the
interests of consumers will not be under-
mined.

Mr. Speaker, the principal responsi-
bility of a legislative body is to exercise
sound leadership on the basis of rea-
soned judgment in tune with the needs
and aspirations of our constituents and
our society as a whole. While it is self-
defeating, even destructive, to act con-
trary to or in ignorance of these needs
and aspirations, it is equally wrong and
harmful to fail to act when a clear, com-
pelling need and desire exist among a
majority of society to do so. Such is the
case today in the area of consumer pro-
tection. The consumers of the Nation are
becoming increasingly fed up over a fail-
ure to be adequately and fairly repre-
sented and protected. The time to act is
now. I urge every Member to cosponsor
this legislation. I ask for early consider-
ation and enactment of the Consumer
Protection Act of 1971,

MAN'S INHUMANITY TO MAN—
HOW LONG?

HON. WILLIAM J. SCHERLE

OF IOWA
IN'THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. SCHERLE. Mr. Speaker, a child
asks: “Where is daddy?"” A mother asks:
“How is my son?"” A wife asks: “Is my
husband alive or dead?”

Communist North Vietnam is sadisti-
cally  practicing spiritual and mental
genocide on ever 1,500 American pris-
oners of war and their families.

How long?
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PRESIDENT HAS AMPLE AUTHORITY
TO HALT CROSS-FLORIDA BARGE
CANAL

HON. C. W. BILL YOUNG

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
the Congress has been barraged in the
past 2 weeks with accusations and state-
ments triggered by President Nixon'’s de-
cision to halt construction of the Cross-
Florida Barge Canal, one of the most
glaring boondoggles in our recent history.

The assault is part of a slick, high-
priced public relations effort aimed at
convincing the Congress and the public
that the canal will not harm the environ-
ment too badly, and the President did not
have the power to stop it anyway.

It is time, I believe, that the other
side—the side of those who would pre-
serve our great natural resources for this
and future generations of Americans—be
heard.

First, let me answer the oft-repeated
charge that President Nixon usurped his
constitutional powers and trod on the
rights of Congress in halting the Cross-
Florida Barge Canal.

My research reveals that there is ample
legal authority for the President’s ac-
tion—not only in opinion by the U.S. At-
torney General but in case law as well.

Quite simply, the Congress over the
years has appropriated funds to continue
construction of the barge canal. Neither
the appropriations acts nor the legisla-

tion authorizing the canal can be inter-
preted as directing the executive branch
to continue construction.

The appropriations were permissive;
they did not mandate that the project be
completed. So when faced with the evi-
dence that the project would do irrepara-

ble damage to the environment, the
President exercised his constitutional
power and, acting in the public interest
halted the canal.

I feel this was not only his prerogative
but also his duty as our Chief Executive.

As we are all aware, it is far from un-
usual that projects are funded and later
either modified or simply allowed to die
on executive authority. The Congress
must be ever watchful of efforts to erode
its powers and authorities—and must be
equally alert fo preserve executive au-
thority as well if we are to protect the
essential separation of powers which has
helped make our Nation great.

The Congress has been besieged with
dire warnings from some of our col-
leagues in support of the canal that if
the President can do this in Florida, he
can cut off public works projects in any
State.

So be it.

If a project cannot stand the test of
review, if it cannot stand on its merits, if
it is definitely adverse to the public
good—then it should be discontinued, no
matter where it is.

Canal supporters argue that the proj-
ect must be continued because $50 mil-
lion in ‘Federal funds already have been
spent. Must we continue to throw good
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money after bad? Must we run in the
wrong direction simply because we
started off that way? The answers are
self evident.

I am delighted to note that the Presi-
dent's action in halting the canal has
had one favorable effect on canal sup-
porters—it has finally made conserva-
tionists of them. Canal proponents now
agree that the Oklawaha River Valley,
through which the canal would go, must
be preserved for its unique natural beau-
ty and wildlife. Instead, they are push-
ing for a new route taking the canal
away from the Oklawaha.

However, the Council on Environ-
mental Quality, in its interim report on
the canal, also recommended against any
of the alternative routes suggested by
the Corps of Engineers cn environmental
grounds, There is simply no way to move
the canal without severe damage to the
environment.

The Council on Environmental Quality
also challenged the cansal's 1 to 1.4 cost-
benefit ratio, noting that 25 percent of
the alleged benefits are for reported rec-
reational gains that will not result if
the canal is constructed.

The Florida Game and Fresh Water
Fish Commission, for example, stated
that the previously assumed benefits
from fishing and hunting will not be
realized throughout the project life of
the Cross-Florida Barge Canal.

What, then, are the benefits from a
canal stretching 107 miles across the
middle of Florida?

The Nation as a whole will not benefit.
The canal will not reduce the price of
groceries anywhere in America. No one
suggests any longer that the canal is
needed to protect American shipping
from Nazi submarines.

The residents of Florida will not bene-
fit. Nor will the State’s coffers since the
canal will not generate substantial tax
revenues for Florida.

There can be no greater economic
benefit to Florida and the Nation than
the preservation of my home State’s
great natural resources.

These bounties are enjoyed by about
615 million residents, as well as millions
of visitors each year.

We owe it to all Americans to support
President Nixon in stopping the Cross-
Florida Barge Canal. We owe it, ulti-
mately, to ourselves,

BLUNDER AT CHEYENNE
MOUNTAIN

HON. PHILIP M. CRANE

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Speaker, many Amer-
icans may be familiar with a certain
amount, of misinformation involving this
Nation's nuclear defense system. Some
proponents of unilateral disarmament,
for instance, are quick to point to some
sort of doomsday destruction system
which they have seen dramatized in such
movies as “Failsafe” or “Dr. Strange-
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love”—movies in which American nuclear
forces were erroneously and irrevocably
dispatched against Russia.

When these particular movies hit the
screen, and despite governmental reas-
surances that the sort of disasters they
depicted could not occur, there was an
outcry that we guard against systems
which could trigger automatically an un-
intended nuclear holocaust.

What disturbs me at present is the re-
sponse by many persons who regard last
weekend’s NORAD—North American Air
Defense Command—civil defense broad-
cast error as little more than a humorous
and bureaucratic blunder.

The error at Cheyenne Mountain,
Colo., where a tape announcing a Presi-
dentially declared state of national emer-
gency was broadcast to television and
radio stations across the land, may ac-
tually have been a blessing. For the inci-
dent underscores the importance of this
system’s proper functioning as a vital link
in America’s national defense. The wrong
tape alert indicated that our system
which warns of a nuclear attack on the
United States works fine so long as it
is not needed. That is, if the sort of
danger for which the warning alert and
civil defense radio bands were initiated
does not occur, the routine nonfunction-
ing of the system continues to operate
like clockwork.

I am certain that our enemies are busy
evaluating all aspects of the blunder at
Cheyenne Mountain, and we cannot af-
ford to be less inquisitive. We must guar-
antee that the civil defense warning sys-
tem operates properly at all times, For
if we do not take the proper corrective
measures, our national survival may well
be the stakes with which we are gam-
bling.

CLAY RESPONDS TO CRITICISMS
ON BLACK BOYCOTT OF THE
STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS

HON. WILLIAM (BILL) CLAY

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, as one of
those who participated in the “boycott”
of the President's state of the Union ad-
dress, I feel compelled to rebut the edi-
torial criticisms by segments of the news
media. Some newspapers and TV sta-
tions mildly disagreed—calling the boy-
cott “immature,” “short-sighted” and
“negative.” Others were more inflam-
matory in their attacks—calling it “rac-
ism in reverse,” “ignorant"” and “irre-
sponsible.”

Editorials of this type, whether will-
ful or not, have the effect of emasculat~
ing the black leadership, even for some
blacks. And the impressions created in
the minds of whites are too frightening
to ponder although their best interest
would be served by justice and equality
for all citizens.

The news media would be well ad-
vised to discontinue its calculated pol-
icy of trying to create black leaders it
approves of—while emasculating black
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leaders who aftack gut issues. Black
leaders are determined by the following
they generate, not by appeasing the news
media. In a frantic almost paranoic at-
tempt to conceal racist attitudes, any
black man who agrees with the views of
the news media is immediately labeled a
“Negro leader.” The editorial response
of many newspapers and TV stations
suggested the black Congressmen bring
changes through the legislative process—
with 12 votes out of 435. Perhaps, if
those same papers and TV stations would
dedicate their facilities in an effort to
create a climate which would make rac-
ism unpopular—black Congressmen
might be successful in their efforts to
achieve total equality for all. To my
knowledge, not one of the mentioned
media editorialized against President
Nixon for refusing to discuss the grave
problems of black America with us.
Why?

I am certain that President Nixon
knew for a fact that America’s news me-
dia would not criticize him for refusing
us an audience for the purpose of laying
the common concerns of black Ameri-
cans before him from the perspective of
black elected officials. It is apparent that
his legislative programs thus far indi-
cate he needs such consultation. Block
grants, revenue sharing, voting rights re-
visions are cases in point. How then
can our elected representatives be heard?

If we must become “irritants” in or-
der to prick the consciences of all Ameri-
cans—then “irritants” we must become.

Had the news media reexamined the
plight of black Americans, and the frus-
trations of the hopelessly outnumbered

black leaders it would have realized that
the “negative act” engaged in by the 12
black Congressmen was the most “posi-
tive” step forward taken by any Members
thus far in this new Congress.

THE CHOICE IN SOUTHEAST ASIA

HON. LOUIS STOKES

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I once
again rise to express my serious doubts
concerning our national policies in
Southeast Asia.

These reservations stem initially from
what seems unquestionably to be an esca-
lation of U.S. military involvement in
Indochina. Within the past 9 months we
have invaded the Cambodian sanctuaries,
increased our bombing in North Viet-
nam, and afforded total combat air sup-
port to ARVN troops operating in both
Cambodia and Laos. Whether these latter
actions do or do not violate the Cooper-
Church amendment can be argued end-
lessly. What the Congress must do is
amend that law and eliminate dis-
agreement. This is why I have sponsored
amendments to Cooper-Church which
would specifically prohibit U.S. aectivity
outside Vietnam.

But we should recognize that the most
serious aspect of these escalations is the
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underlying policy which they represent.
It is now perfectly clear that while the
President may be interested in with-
drawing from Indochina, he is more
concerned with the political destinies
of pro-American governments in that
area of the world. We have encouraged
and heavily supported South Vietnamese
operations aimed, at least in major part,
at shoring up friendly regimes in both
Phnom Penh and Vientiane,.

This is a policy of confusion and fail-
ure. If the 1 million man ARVN cannot
now protect our withdrawal, they will
certainly not be strengthened by forcing
major battles and taking heavy casual-
ties throughout Southeast Asia. The
President will soon face a choice. We
must abandon either our withdrawal
plans or our dreams of leaving Indo-
china firmly in the hands of our support-
ers. Time is waning. The facade of ac-
complishing both of these aims cannot
last much longer. We must get out soon
or confront another interminable and
intolerable involvement. That decision
should be an easy one.

LETTER FROM CAPTAIN CLACK

HON. BEN B. BLACKBURN

OF GEORGIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I
know that you and the other Members of
this body recently received a copy of a
letter from John Thomas Clack, captain,
U.S. Army, retired. When so many in
our land are crying out for peace at the
price of surrender, the courage of this
young man comes through with a re-
freshing reassurance that there are some
among us who still take great pride in
our country and in her endeavors.

As you know from his letter, Captain
Clack is a triple amputee having lost
both legs and his right arm in Vietnam.
I met him at the Veterans' Administra-
tion Hospital in Atlanta last fall where
he is receiving treatment for his wounds,
and I truly believe that there are few
people who display the courage in the
face of physical handicaps that is dis-
played by Captain Clack.

In his letter, he makes some pertinent
observations regarding current trends in
our country as to medical care for our
veterans as well as the treatment of some
of our military men who have served in
Vietnam. I commend his letter to your
reading, and I am inserting it in the
CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD so that everyone
in our country will have the privilege of
seeing it. Long after Vietnam has ceased
to be a political issue, our country, if it is
to survive, will be dependent upon young
men of the courage and ideals of Captain
Clack.

The letter follows:

ATLANTA, Ga., January 20, 1971.

Dear Sir: I am writing this letter to you
because I care, and I am concerned about
what is happening today and feel something
needs to be done. I hope to bring several
points to your attention, which you may or
may not already be aware of.
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First, let me explain my situation, I am 23
yvears old and have been fortunate enough to
see a lot in those 23 vears. I was wounded
May 20, 1969, in Viet Nam, fighting for a
just cause. I lost both legs and all of my right
arm. I feel no remorse about what I did in
Viet Nam, nor do I feel sorry for myself or
others in similar situations. I have been In
the hospital recovering since that day, and
have met some of the greatest people in the
world. But it is what is happening outside
that needs to be acted upon.

I am very pro-military. In fact, I'm proba-
bly “Hawkish” in my ideals; but the military
has made a grave mistake. Lt. Calley and his
men should not be tried for what they did
in Viet Nam. True, Viet Nam is an unde-
clared war, but our men are being killed over
there; and we all know, as long as man
exists, fighting will exist; and as long as
fighting exists, people are going to be killed.
It is a shame that a country as great and re-
sourceful as the United States, has to stoop
so low to charge one man with an event in
history, Did the United States charge the
two men in World War II for dropping atom
bombs on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, and kill-
ing 66,000 and 39,000 respectively? No!!l So,
why single out one man? Why not charge
everyone who has fought and killed? The
sixth commandment says, “Thou shalt not
kill.,” I sincerely hope more people will speak
up and support Lt. Calley and his men.

Another area more people need to be aware
of is the Veterans Administrattion Hospitals
and other veterans affairs. I have been in the
Atlanta VA Hospital for 17 months, and have
seen it go from good to better; them drop
downward because of deteriorating budget
support, Congress passes very beneficlal bills
which will assist in the recovery of our vet-
erans. However, the money to support these
bills is not always made available at the time
these bills are passed, therefore, this makes
it necessary for the stations to absorb these
expenditures from the Primary Fund Al-
location. How can a hospital, with money
dwindling, but workloads and patlent loads
increasing, function properly and give the
best care. It cannot do this!!!

While the United States keeps building
and spreading, it 1s ignoring those who fight
to keep it free. I am not worried about my-
self, but what about those who are waiting
to come to a Veterans Administration Hos-
pital, or those who will be wounded in the
future? America's greatest resource is her
veterans, so why not give them the best
medical care in the best hospital system? It
could be that If more Iinfluential people
cared.

Along that same line, the military 1s
getting short-changed. Earlier, it may have
sounded as If I were cutting down the
military system, but I was not. True, the
military has its faults, but so do all large
organizations. It seems as if every year the
military gets less and less money for opera-
tion and to progress toward the future. Our
military has made us what we are. It has
defended freedom worldwide, and it is about
time the people quit being anti-military and
anti-involvement, especially when a people’s
freedom is at stake, So let us go all out for
vietory and stay ahead of our foes.

I do hope this letter does not cause any ill-
feeling. I do not mean to be disrespectful
and accusing to any one person, I am just
very “American”, My motto is "Amerlea,
Love It OR Leave It”, which I proudly dis-
play on both sides of my wheelchair, If I
could grow two legs and an arm, I would go
back to Viet Nam to fight for freedom; but
since I cannot, I will settle for saylng what
I think and feel.

I do hope this will reach some. Please pass
it on down the line. I have sent out 815
copies of this letter in hope that others will
speak up. I sent the following number of
copies:
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President Nixon and Staff
United States Senators
United States Representatives
State Governors
State Lieutenant Governors
State Service Officers
Veterans Administration Facilitles
Commanding Officers of Military In-
stallations
Regional Medical
Administration
WSB, WAGA, WQXI, Atlanta TV Sta-
tions
The Atlanta Journal and The Atlanta
Constitution—Newspapers
So, please excuse the duplicated letter!
Thank you!
Your truly,
JoHNNY THoOMAS CLACK,
Captain USA (Retired.)

Directors, Veterans

FASCELL OCEAN-DUMPING BILLS
GAIN SUPPORT

HON. DANTE B. FASCELL

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Speaker, on
Wednesday, February 10, I introduced
three bills designed to promote a national
and international policy and regulation
of ocean dumping. This legislative pack-
age includes:

First. A concurrent resolution calling
for an international agreement, under
the auspices of the 1972 United Nations
Conference on the Human Environment,
to prohibit dumping in the waters of the
world.

Second. A bill requiring an immediate
inventory by the Department of Defense
of all munitions and chemicals on hand
whose retention or ultimate disposal
present a potential hazard to mankind
or the environment, for the purpose cf
determining a date and means of dis-
posal to be certified by the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency.

Third. A bill providing the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency with the final authority within
the executive branch for approval of any
plan to discharge military or waste ma-
terial in international waters.

I was very pleased that more than
50 Members joined me in cosponsoring
this vital legislation. Today I am intro-
ducing all three of the measures with
additional cosponsors.

Mr. Casey of Texas, Mr. Ryan of New
York, Mrs. Aszuc of New York, Mr.
Hanna of California, Mrs. Grasso of
Connecticut, Mr. Dow of New York, Mr.
Hataaway of Maine, and Mr. STegeLE of
Connecticut, are cosponsoring all three of
the bills. In addition, Mr. PIRE of New
York, Mr. FrexnzeL of Minnesota, and Mr.
HorTON of New York, are cosponsoring
the first and third parts of this legis-
lative package.

Mr. Speaker, I urge our other col-
leagues to join with the more than 60
Members backing this important attempt
to stop the pollution of our oceans.
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THE ROLE OF THE LAW AND THE
NEW CONSUMERISM

HON. BENJAMIN S. ROSENTHAL

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. ROSENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I was
recently privileged to address the Queens
County Bar Association on the topic
“The Role of the Law and the New Con-
sumerism.” As a longtime member of that
association, I was honored to respond to
the invitation of its President Bernard
M. Eiber, Esquire, and its program chair-
man, Jules J. Haskel, Esquire, to discuss
some significant trends in legal educa-
tion and practice which respond to the
growing evidence that our legal system
has too long and too exclusively served
the interests of those corporate and aflu-
ent interests of society and too little and
too seldom those of the individual citizen
and the poor.

My address, which follows, also cites
some specific evidence of this healthy
development which is visible in Wash-
ington:

THE ROLE OF THE LAWYER AND THE NEW

CONSUMERISM

(By Benjamin 8. Rosenthal)

In the fall of 1970, 15 law students asso-
ciated with Ralph Nader, picketed one of the
nation’s most prestigious law firms, Wilmer,
Cutler and Pickering, in Washington, D.C.
The students’ signs protested that firm's
handling of a Los Angeles auto pollution
case on behalf of the Automobile Manufac-
turers Association; their actions suggested
the words of Supreme Court Justice Louis
Brandeis, 65 years ago. In a speech at Har-
vard University, Justice Brandeis said: “The
leading lawyers of the United States . . .
have, to a large extent, allowed themselves
to become adjuncts of great corporations and
have neglected their obligation to use their
powers for protection of the people.”

Former Chief Justice, Harlan Fiske Stone,
sounded a similar theme when he said: “Be-
fore the Bar can function at all as a guardian
of the public interests committeed to its
care, there must be appraisal and compre-
hension of the new conditions, and the
changed realtionship of the lawyer to his
clients, to his professional brethern and to
the public. That appraisal must pass largely
beyond the petty details of form and man-
ners which aave been so largely the subject of
our Codes of Ethies, to more fundamental
considerations of the way in which our pro-
fesslonal activities affect the welfare of a so-
clety as a whole.”

That quotation, which is printed in the
preface to the American Bar Assoclation’s
“Code of Professional Responsibility and
Cannons of Judicial Ethics,” is especially
relevant at a tlme when our institutions and
pol;tica.l processes are under persistent at-
tack.

Those who criticize our system sound a
common theme: the blacks, the feminists,
the dissident students, the migratory work-
ers, the angry consumers, and others, give
evidence to the determination of people to
participate meaningfully in the decisions
that affect their lives. The day is over when
public policy is established by a handful of
Government officials who receive a vague
mandate at the polls every two or four or six
years; or by Government bureaucrats and
corporation managers who receive no man-
date at all. The freedom marches and peace-
ful sit-ins in the early 1960’s, the deliberate
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destruction of food products by militant
farmers, the grape workers’ strike in Califor-
nia, the supermarket boycotts of the late
60’'s, all testify to the growing frustrations
of citizens over the dehumanization of our
political processes and institutions.

THE SIGNS ABOUT US

My purpose tonight is to examine with
you the “state of the legal profession” and
the role of lawyer as social architect, par-
ticularly as that role affects the right of con-
sumers to justice in the marketplace. Quite
frankly, there is urgency to my message. For
the reality of life as I have seen it, both as a
lawyer and a United States Congressman, is
that the political and corporate institutions
in our Nation—and the public policy they
create—have exhausted the patience of great
masses of Americans,

The signs are all around us, in the anguish
of low Iincome Americans, the frustration of
middle Americans, the desperation of elderly
Americans, and in the alienation of young
Americans. The consequences can also be
seen in the decay of our citles, the desolation
of our rural areas, the break-down of our
medical care programs and in the callous
gamesmanship which too often character-
izes our free enterprise marketplace.

But I see hopeful signs, too, that the mal-
ady is creating its own antibodies. I speak
chiefly of young lawyers and law students—
the promising new generation of our
profession.

Last fall, 40 students from Harvard Law
School picketed recruiters from the Wall
Street firm of Cravath, Swaine and Moore,
on the grounds that the firm defends the
apartheid practices of its South African
clients; Harvard law students also picketed
the University's own law firm, alleging that
one of its clients is a West Virginia coal
mining company which ignores the health
and safety conditions under which its min-
ers work.

The University of Michigan Law School has
reported that 26 of its graduates entered
Wall Street law firms in 1969 as compared
with an average of 756 in preceeding years.
Harvard Law School reported that the per-
centage of its graduates entering private
law practice declined from 54% in 1964 to
419 in 1968, with a more significant decline
expected. Moreover, one out of every 16 law
school graduates in 1969 applied for the
VISTA lawyers program and hundreds of
law students and recent law graduates have
applied to Ralph Nader's Center for the Study
of Responsive Law.

I think I understand what these young
lawyers are saying. They see that our in-
stitutions are failing because the legal pro-
fession has not taken seriously its responsi-
bility to serve all segments of society. They
are failing because the public and private
persons who make the decisions that create
public policy must deal in competing ideas—
and we, as lawyers, are not representing com-
peting ideas evenhandedly. Our profession,
traditionally, has served the "have" and ig-
nored the “have-nots”; and those represent-
ing the “have-nots" frequently do so In an
inferior fashion.

CORPORATE REFRESENTATION

Public pollcy is determined like decisions
made in a court of law: in an adversary set-
ting—and one set of adversaries is not get-
ting a fair shake. Let's look at whose in-
terests are represented before the three
branches of government and in the private
sector dominated by corporate Amerieca.

What we see, of course, is that with cer-
tain rare exceptions, narrow special inter-
ests are well represented—and the public in-
terest is not.

If we wish to understand why only these
speclal interests are represented, we need
only look to the typical lawyers conception
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of his role in society. That conception begins
with the proposition that the interests of a
private client are paramount and only inci-
dentally related to the interests of the pub-
lic-at-large. Some lawyers may believe that
because the adversary system, like the Tango,
requires two parties, the other party will
necessarily represent the public interest.
Others may believe that the public interest
is Inevitably served by the outcome of any
fair legal proceeding. Neither bellef is valid.

Given this narrow orientation, *justice” is
nothing more or less than success on behalf
of a client’s cause, even though that cause
leads to the perpetuation of bad law or bad
public policy.

Whatever thelir rationale, lawyers for years
have salved their consclences with the bellef
that the defense of indigent criminals ful-
fills all the requirements one may owe to the
public interest. Much progress has indeed
been made in securing proper representation
for Indigent defendants in criminal matters
and even, through contingency fee proce-
dures, for private litigants in certain ecivil
matters. But the need to represent the rights
of private parties in commercial law has not
been similarly recognized. And, in a very
real sense, public policy in this country—the
totality of the programs and policies of our
most important governmental, soclal and
political institutions—is influenced far more
by eivil than by criminal proceedings.

It is disturbing to me that lawyers have
failed to recognize the relationship between
these single-minded services to their private
clients and the breakdown of our court sys-
tem, of the marketplace, and of our govern-
mental institutions.

What we have, according to Ralph Nader,
is “lawyers who labor for polluters not anti-
polluters; for sellers, not consumers; for

corporations, not citizens; for labor leaders,
not rank and file; for, not against, rate in-
creases or weak standards before government
ageneles; for highway bullders, not displaced

residents; for agricultural subsidies to the
rich but not food stamps for the poor; for
preferential business access to government
and against equal citizen access to the same
government.”

BASIC CHANGES NEEDED

To this sad bill of particulars we here
could quickly add: For landlords’ and not
tenants' rights; for “holders-in-due course”
and not those who cannot get performance
on their contracts; for tax loopholes for
business and not tax uses for the public; for
“sewer service”, not due process of law.

The important question for us tonight,
then, Is what changes you and I can make
in the rules of the game and how we can
achieve them.

I respectfully suggest that two basic
changes are needed:

First, lawyers themselves must recognize
that their activities have a rippling social
effect which extend far beyond an indi-
vidual client’s cause;

Second, the institutions which make pub-
lic policy must be restructured to encourage
and take account of public-interest consider-
ations.

I think we are very close to achieving
the first change. We are very far away from
achieving the second.

One striking example of this heightened
social consciousness Is the growth of public
interest law firms. There is mounting evi-
dence that public interest lawyers are be-
ginning to neutralize the monopoly of pri-
vate interest firms in Washington, D.C. By
my latest count, there are 14 public interest
law firms or standing law groups now active
in the nation’s capital.

There is, for example, the Center for Law
and Social Policy which recently obtained a
preliminary injunction from the U.S. District
Court for the Distriet of Columbia to pre-
vent the Department of the Interior from
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issulng right-of-way and speclal-use permits
for construction of an 800-mile pilpeline
across Alaska.

The Center for the Study of Responsive
Law successfully petitioned the U.8. Court
of Appeals for the Distriet of Columbia for
the immediate suspension of registrations for
all pesticides contalning 2,4,5-T. The Cen-
ter also successfully petitioned the U.S. Dis-
trict Court for an order requiring the Na-
tional Highway Safety Bureau of the De-
partment of Transportation to reopen hear-
ings on allegedly defective wheels installed
on 200,000 General Motors trucks; last No-
vember, DOT ordered General Motors to is-
sue notices of defect for these trucks.

A group of law students working under the
direction of a George Washington Univer-
sity Law professor successfully petitioned the
Federal Communications Commission to re-
quire that free anti-smoking commercials be
broadcast by stations that carried cigarette
commercials. This group has also convinced
the Federal Trade Commission to open most
of their proceedings to public Interest
groups.

The public interest law firm of Boasberg,
Granat and Kass filed in court an action
which ultimately resulted in a lowering of
Interstate Commerce Commission tariff rates
for shipments of vegetables and melons from
the West coast to the East coast.

PUBLIC INTEREST PROGRAMS

Another Washington public interest law
firm, Berlin, Roisman and Kessler, played a
major role in getting the Department of
Agriculture to lower the fat limitation in
hot dogs from 33 % to 30%.

In addition, many of the major corporate
law firms across the country have now au-
thorized pro bono ventures. Arnold and
Porter, Washington, D.C.'s second largest law
firm, recently launched a public interest pro-
gram under which all of their lawyers can
spend up to 15% of their time on public
interest cases.

Hogan and Hartson, the third largest D.C.
firm, is getting up a “Community Services
Department.” Piper and Marbury, a Baltl-
more, Maryland firm, has announced that it
will establish a branch office in ghetto areas
to serve the needs of the poor.

We can only hope that this trend toward
public interest representation will be con-
tinued and even accelerated across the
country.

The second major change mentioned
earlier—the need to restructure our institu-
tions to accommodate public interest views—
is hardly underway.

In the private sector, a few corporations
have become more tolerant of consumer leg-
islation which has been proposed in Con-
gress, but opposition is still the normal re-
sponse of most. My own bill to establish an
independent Consumer Protection Agency at
the federal level was violently attacked by
the chief business groups, as were bills to
provide for consumer civil class actions in
federal courts in cases of fraudulent or de-
ceptive practices.

It is my judgment that the single most
divisive influence in corporate and consumer
relations is the Washington-based trade as-
soclation. It has been my experience durlng
the past four years as Chairman of the Spe-
cial Consumer Subcommittee of the House
Committee on Government Operations that
trade associations, particularly those identi-
filed as part of the “food lobby”, are highly
antagonistic to consumer reforms because
they service their most conservative and re-
actionary members. The Chamber of Com-
merce of the United States, for example, re-
ported to its thousands of members through-
out the country that enactment of the Con~
sumer Protection Agency bill would “destroy
the free enterprise system.” I think that the
democratizing of Washington’s many trade
assoclations and business group would go a
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long way toward normalizing relationships
between consumer interests and producer in-
terests.

But Congress must also participate in en-
acting reforms. The first priority, as I see
it, is to amend the tax laws which now pre-
vent most public interest groups from sub-
stantial lobbying activities. The right to lob-
by Congress, which is grounded in the First
Amendment’s guarantees of free speech and
right to petition for the redress of griev-
ances, should be extended to representatives
of all points of view In our society, includ-
ing those who represent the public In-
terest.

Section 501(c) of the Internal Revenue
Code exempts from federal income taxation
crganizations which are operated exclusively
for religlous, charitable, scientific, literary
or educational purposes. If the net earnings
of such an organization do not benefit any
private individual and if “no substantial
part of the activitles” involve “attempts to
influence legislation,” then it acquires not
only tax exempt status but also the status
of an organization to which tax deductible
contributions can be made. Suffice it to say,
that almost all the public interest groups
operating In Washington are dependent on
tax deductible contributions and would be
loath, therefore, to violate the proscription
against substantial lobbying.

On the other hand, a 1962 amendment to
the Code allows corporations a deduction, as
“ordinary and necessary” business expenses,
on the cost of preparing and presenting tes-
timony, statements, or communications be-
fore Congress or other legislative bodies on
legislation of direct interest to the taxpayer.

INFLUENCING LEGISLATION

What thls means, is that the representa-
tives of private enterprise in Washington
are permitted to lobby the Congress and
deduct the cost of that lobbying on federal
tax returns. The inequity is obvious. The
special interest representatives of the oil,
steel and automobile industries, for example,
are permitted to influence legislation where
it ccunts—not at public hearings, but in the
back rooms of committees and In Members’
offices—with the public footing the bill. But
those who lobby for the public are pro-
hibited from this type of activity if they
wish to maintain their tax exempt status.

Congress somehow must also regulate—
perhaps by public disclosure—the frequent
ez parte communications between pgroups
interested in influencing legislation and the
Members of Congress who pass on that leg-
iciation. While the substance of exr parte
communications should be held confiden-
tial, there is no reason to prevent disclosure
of the fact that a contact or a communica-
tion for the purpose of influencing legisla-
tion has been made.

In addition, in order to insure that the
consumer's voice is heard before federal
agencies which make countless decisions af-
fecting health, safety and economic well-
being, I have urged the establishment of a
Consumer Protection Agency. Its responsi-
bility would be to serve as a sophisticated
advocate for the consumer in Washington—
something consumers do not have now.

In fiscal years 19062 and 1970, for example,
three federal regulatory agencles—the Fed-
eral Power Commmission, the Civil Aeronau-
tics Board and the Federal Communications
Commission—approved increases in rates and
tariffs to private industry in excess of #4
billion. In almost every instance these ap-
provals were rendered without consumers be-
ing represented.

I would also urge the enactment of fed-
eral class action legislation to permit per-
sons similarly involved in deception and
fraud to combine their resources for a single
suit. Present federal law gives private citi-
zens no real standing to sue for fraudulent
or deceptive marketplace practices, and state
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laws are often inadequate. But even if pri-
vate clitizens could sue, the damage suffered
by any one consumer would not ordinarily
be great enough to warrant a costly judicial
proceeding, By consolidating numerous
claims of consumers injured in substantially
the same manner, actions can be economi-
cally brought and sound judicial administra-
tlon promoted.

Finally, let me address myself to reforms
needed within the American Bar Association
itself.

Last April, I wrote to the President of the
American Bar Assoclation regarding a re-
port to Congress critical of a major con-
sumer bill, and submitted by the Special
Committee on Consumer Legislation of the
ABA's Bectlon on Antitrust Law. This criti-
cal report was drafted by a committee com-~
posed of members who did not represent the
interest of consumers., Moreover, the report
was not submitted for approval to the mem-
bers of the Section, the Board of Governors,
the House of Delegates, or other sections of
the Assocliation which might have had an in-
terest in the legislation. While I understood
that the report did not formally represent
a position of the full Assoclation, the im-
pression generally created was that this was
the presiglous ABA itself speaking.

CORPORATE EXAMPLES

I have since learned that members of that
Speclal Consumer Committee and units of
other American Bar Assoclation Sections fre-
quently represent special interest clients who
have a substantial economic stake in the
reports and recommendations of those Sec-
tions. Let me note the 1970 affiliations of
the members of ABA's dlvision of Food, Drug
and Cosmetic Law of the Section on Corpo-
ration, Banking and Business law:

At that time, the Vice-Chairman of the
division was General Counsel and Vice Presi-
dent of the manufacturer of Hellman’s May-
onnaise, Mazola Corn Oil and other food
products; the secretary was Vice President
and General Counsel for a major drug man-
ufacturer; the Chalrman of the Standing
Committee on Food Additives was employed
by a manufacturer of food additives and
pharmaceuticals; the Chairman of the Food
Law Committee was employed by Coca-Cola;
the Chairman of the Drug Law Committee
was employed by the Pharmaceutical Man-
ufacturers Association; the Chairman of the
Committee on Beverage Law was in the legal
department of Coca-Cola.

A few additional examples are in order:

The Chairman of the Subcommittee on
Regulations Affecting Advertising of the
Antitrust Law Section was a partner in a
law firm whose clients included the Assocla-
tion of National Advertisers, the Advertising
Research Foundation and the Direct Mail
Advertising Association.

The Chairman of the Subcommittee on
Public Utility and Holding Companies was
Executive Vice President of the American
Electric Power Service Corporation.

The Chairman of the Aviation Law Com-
mittee of the Section on Insurance, Negli-
gence and Compensation was a member of
the law firm whose clients included Trans
World Airlines,

The Chalrman of the Environmental Qual-
ity Committee of the same section was in
the legal department of Continental Oil
Company.

The Chairman of the Communications
Committee for that Section was Vice Presi-
dent and General Counse] for the Bell Tele-
phone Company.

It is my judgment that where lawyers serv-
ing on Sections of the Amerlcan Bar Asso-
ciation represent, for profit, special interest
groups, groups which might have a stake in
decisions and recommendations made by
those Sections, an “appearance of impro-
priety” is inescapable. This is especlally true
if the fact and nature of a possible conflict
of interest are undisclosed.
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Moreover, in appointing members to serve
on comimittees, the ABA should take far
greater cognizance of the existence of pub-
lic interest lawyers and legal experts from
the academic community, Of the 410 lawyers
who were members of consumer-related ABA
committees in 1970, only five derived their
principal income from the academic com-
munity and none, to the best of my knowl-
edge, were members of public interest law
firms, Certainly, it would seem to be desir-
able to utilize the considerable talents of
academicians and public interest lawyers
whose economic interests are unlikely to be
in conflict with the public interest respon-
sibilities of the Bar Association.

Professor Charles Reich of the Yale Law
School comes very close to expressing my
vision of what the emerging lawyer should
be like: “It is important to recognize ex-
plicitly that whether he is engaged publicly
or privately, the lawyer will no longer be
serving merely as the spokesman for others.
As the law becomes more and more a deter-
minative force in public and private affairs,
the lawyer must carry the responsibilities of
his specialized knowledge, and formulate
ideas as well as advocate them. In a soclety
where law is a primary force, the lawyer
must be a primary, not a secondary, being.”

We can be assured that the public interest
is being served only when public policy re-
flects a balance between the wants of the
few and the needs of the many. But in the
final analysis, individuals control institu-
tions and individuals make public policy.
It is Individuals, therefore—and, in this so-
clety of laws that we have created, lawyers
especially—who must ultimately take a pri-
vate oath to maintain that vital balance be-
tween private gain and public good. What we
must do, and quickly, is to get “people to
the power."”

LITHUANIAN INDEPENDENCE DAY

HON. LESTER L. WOLFF

OF NEW TYORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, February 18, 1971

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, earlier this
month, Americans of Lithuanian origin
and descent—more than 1 million of
them—commemorated two very impor-
tant anniversaries. February 16 marked
the 53d anniversary of the establishment
of the modern Republic of Lithuania in
1918, and this month also marks the
720th anniversary of the formation of the
Lithuanian State, when Mindaugas the
Great unified all Lithuanian prineipali-
ties into one kingdom in 1251.

Unlike our own Fourth of July, how-
ever, these anniversaries were not occa-
sions for celebration or joy. Rather, they
were observed solemnly in recognition of
the tragic fact that Lithuania has lost
its independence and today survives only
as a captive nation behind the Iron
Curtain.

During 30 years of Soviet occupation,
the Lithuanians have waged an intensive
fight for freedom. Despite the fact that
the U.S. Government has each year reaf-
firmed its policy of nonrecognition of
Lithuania’s forcible incorporation of
Lithuania into the Soviet Union, many
members of the American public are un-
aware of the plight of the Lithuanians,
and of our Government’s official policy.

I therefore hope that the President
and the Department of State will take
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advantage of the observances this month
to make a public statement of policy to-
ward the Baltic States. This would do
much to increase public awareness of the
plight of these captive peoples, and would
hopefully lead to increased pressure by
the nations of the free world on the
Soviet Union. If the pressure of world
opinion became strong enough, the day
might even come when we could once
again truly celebrate the independence
of Lithuania and the other captive na-
tions.

REPORT TO NINTH DISTRICT RESI-
DENTS—FEBRUARY 22, 1971

HON. LEE H. HAMILTON

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude the following: The first three re-
ports on the Nation’s growing welfare
crisis.

WasHINGTON REPORT
(By Congressman Lee Hamilton)

Eprror's Nore: This is the first of three
reports on the Nation’s growing welfare
crisls,

Recent issues of three national news mag-
azines carried lengthy descriptions of the
country’s growing welfare crisls under omi-
nous headlines which read: “Welfare—The
Shame of a Nation.” “Welfare: Trylng to
End the Nightmare,” and “Welfare Out of
Control.”

The welfare system was created by the
Congress in 1936 to provide assistance to
the *“deserving"” poor—the aged, blind, dis-
abled and the dependent children of fathers
who were dead, absent or disabled. For 35
years, the Nation has limped along with this
system, Why—all of a sudden—has it gune
out of control and become the shame of the
Nation? The answer, in a word, 1s the ex-
ploding numbers of welfare reciplents and
the staggering cost.

Today, there are some 13,56 million Amer-
icans—more than 6 percent of the popula-
tion—on welfare. Ten years ago, only 6.8
million were on relief. While our population
increased by about 13 percent In the last
decade, our welfare rolls increased by 94 per-
cent. There are now more persons on relief
than at any time since the Great Depression,
Equally distressing is the fact that only
about half the number of needy Americans
who are eligible are on welfare rolls today.

The Nation spent nearly $15 billion on
welfare last year, roughly half coming from
the Federal government and the remainder
from State and local governments, Ten years
ago, the Nation’s welfare bill was $4 billion.
Looking to the future, many experts antici-
pate that nearly 8 percent of our population
will be on welfare by 1975, pushing the to-
tal annual expenditure to $25 billion,

Under the present system, welfare funds
are earmarked for six basic programs: Medi-
cald, Old Age Assistance, Ald to the Blind,
Ald to the Permanent and Totally Disabled,
and General Assistance, a locally-allocated
catch-all category. At the heart of the wel-
fare crisis today, however, is the Aid for
Dependent Children (AFDC) program, which
has literally exploded while the other cate-
gories of assistance have remained relatively
stable within our population growth.

In the last 10 years, the number of peo-
ple on AFDC has risen from slightly more
than 3 milllon to 9.5 million. The cost has
skyrocketed from slightly more than $1 bil-
lion to nearly $5 billion—about a third of all
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welfare expenditures, Seven out of every
10 welfare cases are now AFDC cases, and
they are increasing at an accelerating rate.
Four out of every five families recelving
AFDC benefits are fatherless through death,
divorce, desertion, or illegitimaecy.

The reasons for the burgeoning AFDC
rolls are many and varlied, but the major
causes seem to be:

1. Eligibility Rules Have Been Liberalized.
Recent Federal court decisions have abolished
the one-year residency requirements for wel-
fare, ruled that a stepfather no longer is
responsible for his stepchildren unless they
have been adopted, refused to allow assist-
ance to be cut off because of a non-related
male in the house, invalidated the "unsuit-
able home" provision for shutting off bene-
fits.

2. Change in Economic Conditions. Rising
unemployment rates have caused many form-
erly employed persons to go on welfare rolls
because of layofls,

3. Changes in Values, Welfare is losing its
stigma and beilng considered a “right” of the
poor. Increased divorce rates among all
classes has been a fact In putting many
mothers on welfare rolls. Changing attitudes
toward religion, sex and Illegitimacy also
have had an effect.

4. New Actlvist Programs. Increased efforts
by welfare rights groups have made growing
numbers aware of the avallability of wel-
fare and have helped to form an increasing
vocal force for benefit improvements.

5. New Regulatlons. New regulations by the
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare now permit AFDC mothers to disre-
gard the first 30, plus work-related expenses
and one-third of the balance of net income
without benefit reductions. Other regula-
tlons have increased benefits to reflect cost-
of-living increases, and require actlon on
welfare applicants within 30 days of the
date of application, which has added to ad-
ministrative costs.

NexT: Facts and myths about the welfare
system.

ANOTHER FIRST FOR JULIA
HON. ROBERT L. F. SIKES

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, one of the
ablest and most admired Members of the
House is our distinguished colleague
from Washington, Mrs. JurLia BUTILER
Hansen, As a member of the House Ap-
propriations Committee and a subcom-
mittee chairman, she has added sig-
nificantly to her laurels as a Congress-
woman. I take pride in the fact that Mrs.
HansEN has been named a member of
the Military Construction Subcommittee,
of which I have the honor to be chair-
man. This subcommittee, with its great
impact on the future and permanence of
America’s military base complex, has a
singular opportunity to bring moderniza-
tion to the country’s military installa-
tions. In particular are we interested in
military housing with its important bear-
ing on morale and retention in the serv-
ices. The Bremerton Sun, published in
Mrs. HanseEn’s home State, has com-
mented effectively on the subject of Mrs.
HawnseN's service. I am pleased to insert
it in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD:

ANOTHER FIRST FOR JULIA

Washington’s Congresswoman Julia Butler
Hansen has added another first to her im-
pressive legislative record: She has been
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named the first woman to serve on the Mili-
tary Construction Bubcommittee of the
House Appropriations Comunittee.

The appointment was announced yester-
day In Washington, D.C., and Mrs. Hansen
said she was “Delighted to be named to a
subcommittee with such important bearing
on the affairs of western Washington and es-
pecially Kitsap County.”

The committee concerns itself with all
kinds of military construction including:
ships, shore installations and housing for the
Navy.

Rep. Hansen sald she “always has one eye
on Kitsap County and I'm always interested
in the Navy. One of my major efforts now will
be to get our sea defenses into proper order.”

Mrs. Hansen is the second woman ever to
be appointed to the House Appropriations
Committee and she was the first woman to
be named chairman of an Appropriations
subcommittee, that of Interior and Related
Agencies, To be named to the Military Con-
struction Subcommittee, she relinquished her
membership on the Foreign Operations Sub-
committee.

Mrs. Hansen was elected to the Congress
10 years ago after service of more than 20
years in the Washington House of Repre-
sentatives.

APOLLO 14
HON. OLIN E. TEAGUE

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Mr, Speaker, a
recent editorial in Aviation Week by Mr.
Robert Hotz, reviews the outstanding ac-
complishments of the Apollo 14 mission
and compares it with the recent Soviet
space efforts. As the Congress and the
Nation prepares to review the future of
our national space program, I believe
that Mr. Hotz’ editorial provides insight
into the significance of our space effort
and the need for an aggressive and pro-
ductive program in the 1970’s. The edi-
torial follows:

AroLLO 14
(By Robert Hotz)

The successful manned lunar landing mis-
slon of Apollo 14 accomplished many things.
Among them are:

Validation of the Apollo system hardware
which now has logged six out of seven suc-
cessful missions on its lunar explorations.
The relatively minor glitches that developed
during Apollo 14 did not prevent any es-
sential achievement of the mission. With the
background of the major crisis and long
emergency return to earth of Apollo 13,
everybody’s heart naturally skipped a bit
when each new glitch appeared during the
Apollo 14 mission.

Further evidence of the superiority of
manned space exploration over remotely
controlled robots. The three Apollo 14 astro-
nauts produced more useful data on the
lunar environment than all of the U.S. and
USSR robots that have landed on the moon.

Heartening evidence that stout-hearted
middleaged men can still do more than hold
their own in strenuous activity. The perfor-
mance of 47-year-old Alan B. Shepard, Jr.,
on Apollo 14 combined with the heroies of
43-year-old George Blanda on the profes-
sional football guidirons, the rugged play of
42-year-old Gordle Howe, the Natlonal Hoec-
key League’s all-time leading scorer who is
still denting the net regularly, and the
knuckleball rellef pitching of 41-year-old
Hoyt Wilhelm provided a fine spiritual lift
for those hard-pressed breadwinners in that
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age group that have had a little more than
their fill lately of crass youth.

The national space program, and, indeed,
the whole U.S. aerospace complex, badly
needed another demonstration of its basic
technical competence that Apollo 14 pro-
vided In contrast to the steady spate of sad
management news that has monopolized the
headlines for so many months, It should
again remind all Americans and particularly
their political leaders that this nation has
a unique and vital asset in its aerospace tech-
nology as solid and valuable as coal, oil,
gold or any other natural resource. It should
remind them that continuation of the poor
management of this vital resource from the
top down will produce economic disaster
and national infirmity.

We emphasize again that Apollo cost just
half of its original estimates principally be-
cause it was pushed hard with adequate
funding forthcoming to support the maxi-
mum technical pace. It was not stretched,
delayed and finally canceled as so many
other programs of great technical promise
have suffered. It is axiomatic in technical
development that every dollar cut by pro-
gram stretch-outs at key development stages
simply adds three dollars farther down the
line. This is how false economy has infiated
so many technical development programs to
a fiscal bloat that has invited cancellation
as the only cure.

Apollo 14 also demonstrated the steadily
expanding capabilities for sclentific explora-
tion available from its now thoroughly fiight-
tested spacecraft and equipment. The sci-
entific achlevements of the Apollo 14 mis-
sion—both on the lunar surface and in
welightless experiments on the return voy-
age to earth—probably will exceed the ac-
complishments of both previous lunar land-
ings combined. This is simply because once
the feasibility of the lunar landing was dem-
onstrated and the reliability of its equip-
ment proven, the emphasis could be shifted
from flight testing to sclentific accomplish-
ment.

It was hard for anybody long familiar with
the flight test cycle of new aircraft to under-
stand the spolled-child petulance of 50 many
otherwise mature scientists over the charac-
ter of the early Apollo missions. We hope
that they now understand that the flight
hardware has to be proved first before it can
be adequately utilized for its primary mis-
slon of sclentific exploration.

The Soviets were also a bit miffed over the
success of Apollo 14. Their propaganda mill
dropped all pretense of the spirit of inter-
national goodwill that was the official party
line on Apollo 11. The fact that the United
States has now landed three crews of astro-
nauts on the moon, where they performed
incredible scientific research and planted
equipment to continue these experiments,
has scaled the Soviet lunar robot
down to its proper perspective. The simple
fact 18 the Soviets are forced to conduct their
lunar exploration with these remotely con-
trolled, minimal-data~yielding devices be-
cause they do not yet have the capability of
putting men and equipment on the moon
and returning them to earth. The Moscow
press commentary on the Apollo 14 mission
was sour and denigrating and once again em-
phasized that neither accuracy nor the hu-
man spirit have much value in the Soviet
system.

Apollo 14 also demonstrated that man still
has much to learn about the moon. Even
with the ability to land in relatively rough
areas and to extend useful working time on
the moon, the experience of the Apollo 14
duo in the Fra Mauro area indicates that
better new equipment is needed to extend
the range and accuracy of their explorations.
And once the various typical areas of the
lunar surface are reached it is obvious that
vehicles with payloads much larger than
Apollo will be required to haul the equip-




February 22, 1971

ment needed to establish permanent scien-
tific working stations on the lunar surface.
For not until that is accomplished will man
really begin to reap the full harvest of knowl-
edge from his lunar capabilities.

CONGRESS MUST END RUSSIAN
MONOPOLY OF WORLD CHROME
MARKET

HON. JAMES M. COLLINS

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. COLLINS of Texas. Mr, Speaker, I
have introduced a bill today that gives
Congress the opportunity to stop a gross
mistake in our country’s foreign policy.
The cries of protest that this error should
provoke have been muffled in stacks of
bureaucratic papers and reports. Yet,
when this issue is brought into focus,
the glaring error in judgment is magni-
fied and we must demand a return to
practical commonsense in this phase of
our foreign policy:

First. Are you aware that the United
States is cutting itself off from a vital
strategic material, chromium, through
its economic sanctions against Rhodesia?

Second. Are you aware that we are de-
pendent on Russia for 60 percent of our
supply of this strategic material?

Third. Are you aware that the Office of
Emergency Preparedness is preparing to
ask you, in this session of Congress to re-
lease 30 percent of our chromium for the
Nation’s strategic material stockpile in
order to meet the demand for this vital
metal? At this rate our stockpile will be
completely depleted in just 3 years.

You may wonder why chrome ore is so
important. Chromium is essential in the
production of our military jet aircraff,
missiles, and satellites. Commercially,
chromium is the ingredient that makes
stainless steel “stainless.” Therefore, it is
essential in the production of everything
from industrial tools, to automobiles, to
home construction, to kitchen items, and
to multiple other areas.

Let us compare the statistics on
chrome ore before the embargo went into
effect. According to the U.S. Bureau of
Mines, Rhodesia supplied us with 37 per-
cent of our total chromium import prior
to the sanctions. At the same time Russia
was supplying us with 27 percent of our
chromium at a healthy competitive price
of about $30 to $33 a ton. At this time,
there was no shortage of this strategic
metal. Russia had bought her way into
our market by the good capitalistic
method of pricing her chrome at slightly
below Rhodesia’s price.

But when the United Nations, with
the compliance of our Government, put
economic sanctions against Rhodesia,
look at what happened in the free mar-
ket. American-owned chrome-producing
mines in Rhodesia became semidormant.
I was interested to discover that the two
largest chrome mines in Rhodesia were
owned by American companies. Any
profits were aceruing to Americans. But
with the economic sanctions we began
channeling the same money that had
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gone to these American firms into the
hands of the Russians. We do business
with the Russians who are the major
madterial support for our enemies in Viet-
nam. Hence, the United States is in the
uncomfortable position of having to rely
upon the Soviet Union for more than
60 percent of its chrome requirements.

What is more, the Soviets, taking ad-
vantage of the stranglehold they have on
us, have skyrocketed the price of the ore
to almost three times the presanction
costs. Russia’s presanction prices were
lower than Rhodesia’s. Today, we pay
Russia approximately $28,000,000 a year
when we could be receiving the same
amount from American firms in Rho-
desia for approximately $17,000,000. One
American company which buys from
Russia reports that it has been forced
to accept 1 ton of substandard ore for
every ton of high-grade ore purchased.

Understandably enough, the State De-
partment has realized this embarrassing
situation and has now quietly recom-
mended to Congress that we supply the
deficit in our need for chromium from
our emergency stockpile instead of be-
coming more dependent on Russia. If
our rate of dependency on Russian
sources continues to increase as it has
so far, in a few short years we would be
95 percent dependent on Russia for this
strategic material.

To become this dependent on Russia
is bad enough but let us take a look at
the alternative offered by the OEP, We
retain our 60 percent dependence on
Russia without increasing it. At the same
time we take 30 percent chromium ore
out of our stockpile on an annual basis.
In 3 short years our stockpile is depleted
and if the Russians cut off our supply,
we are left with extremely inadequate
sources of import, with no reserves in our
stockpile, and with no more stainless
steel, I am assuming that this is in time
of peace. In the case of a national emer-
gency, I do not need to tell you how
crucial this would be.

To bring the issue more sharply into
focus, let us listen to the warning of
a past Deputy Director of the Office of
Emergency Preparedness, Mr. Fred Fus-
sell, in his testimony before the Digg’s
committee on October 31, 1969. Mr. Rus-
sell said:

Further sales from the stockpile would
only serve the need for the relatively short
time it would take to exhaust the stockpile
excess, Assuming that the U.SS.R. would
continue to ship chrome ore to the United
States at the present level indefinitely, real-
izing that the other known amounts of chro-
mium ore elsewhere in the world gradually
are becoming exhausted, and knowing that
the United States chrome ore needs are in-
creasing each year, there is no way to see
the chromium ore needs of the United States
being met without chromium ore from
Rhodesia.

Let us review a few other curious facts.
Communist China imports no chromium
ore from the U.S.SR. I quote from a
London Times article entitled, “Who
Buys Rhodesia’s Chrome?”:

It has been going to Communist China,
Because she is not a member of the U.N.,,
China is not bound by the resolution. Peking
Radio calls Rhodesians “fascists aggressors™
pbut Peking buys Rhodesia’s chromium. China
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uses it in her defense industries and it may
well have accelerated her progress towards
becoming a nuclear power.

Another curious incident is to be
found in the case of the Japanese, who,
like the United States, support the U.N.
trade sanctions against Rhodesia. Japan
has substantially reduced her chrome
imports from Russia but has moved
ahead of the United States in her pro-
duction of stainless steel. Is Japan buy-
ing Rhodesian chrome?

Our last startling fact is that the
U.8.8.R. is self-sufficient in 29 major in-
dustrial raw materials whereas the
United States is only self-sufficient in 10.
The more dependent we become on Rus-
sia for our resources, the more vulner-
able becomes our national security. We
must not be blind to the fact that this
fits right into the Russian General Lo-
garskij’s theory in his book, “Strategy
and Economics,” in which he expounds
his “weak-link commodity” theory. This
theory explicitly calls for Russia to
develop strategic material markets until
other countries slowly develop a weak
link in their own supply line thus becom-
ing completely dependent on Russia. We
are doing just this and handing Russia
a powerful weapon.

Congress is the only governmental
body that can change this state of af-
fairs. It is obvious that the State De-
partment must place the needs of the
United States uppermost, and no longer
continue to weaken our national secu-
rity. Why we should try to hurt the small
country of Rhodesia and help Russia is
beyond my comprehension. And at the
same time we are seriously impairing
our national economy.

Gentlemen, the issue is quite clear, Will
the United States buy chrome so as to
profit Russia, or will we buy chrome so
as to build national security for the
United States?

POSTAL REFORM

HON. ROBERT H. MOLLOHAN

OF WEST VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Speaker, when
the Postal Reform and Reorganization
Act was passed last year, there were
many of use who shared some hope that
this would give the Post Office the flexi-
bility and opportunity to improve the
mail service.

Unfortunately, there is little appear-
ance that this is being done. Before the
reorganization, the northern panhandle
of West Virginia was plagued by a prac-
tice in selecting a city in every State to
which mail was directed as a center point.
In the case of West Virginia, the mail was
sent to Charleston, and then redirected
to Wheeling from there rather than
being sent directly to Pittsburgh which
had been previously done. Wheeling and
Weirton, W. Va., are much closer to
Pittsburgh and our roads between these
cities are better than the transportation
between Wheeling and Weirton and
Charleston.
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This has accounted for a rather uni-
form 1-day delay on all mail coming
from the East. The other problem that
has plagued us is the very slow service in
the large city centers of the East, par-
ticularly New York City.

Combined, these two practices, the slow
and inefficient work in the East, and the
insistence on using State rather than
regional distribution points, have had
substantial impaect on mail service in
northern West Virginia.

It is my hope that the Post Office will
reexamine these practices. It is my hope
that in this reexamination, they will be
willing to institute new methods where
they will serve to deliver the mail more
efficiently.

For, Mr. Speaker, this was the purpose
of reorganizing the Post Office. The peo-
ple of the United States have grown
weary of paying more and receiving less
from the post office, and justifiably so,
for there is no doubt that they are not
receiving the quality of service they had
received in the past.

I will, at this point, insert a news ar-
ticle and an editorial from the Wheeling
News Register which document the case
I have just presented. The news article
appeared in the February 15 edition of
the paper, and the editorial appeared 2
days later on February 17:

Mam LaTe? DonN't BuaMe Crry Post OFFICE
(By Charles Callaway)

It can happen to anybody.

You are In your home or your place of
business when the postman delivers your
mail,

The first letter, sent by first class mail,
that you open may be dated as having been
written four, five, even six days ago.

The first reaction you may have is: “Has
the post office gone back to the days of the
Pony Express?”

Or: “What have the boys been doing down
at our post office? Are they playing chess
instead of sorting mail?”

Before you fly off the handle the next time
this happens to you, take a look at the post-
mark on the letter.

The chances are it has been on its way
from New York or some other city for three,
four or even five days.

A News-Register investigation shows the
fault does not lle in the Wheeling Post Office.

First class mail coming into the Wheeling
Post Office today is delivered no later than
tomorrow. That's a requirement of law and
it is lived up to.

The trouble is a breakdown in service some-
where along the line before your letter
reaches Wheeling. More about that later,

First, the News-Register made a random
survey to hear what heavy mall-users think
about the postal service. The answers varied.

At Horne's, Fred Horne sald the service
“hasn't been what it used to be. It takes
us much longer to get mail from other cities
into Wheeling.”

He said his firm has found it takes from
three to six days to receive mail from New
York. “You pay more and you get less and
they still want to raise the rates,” he said.
“It's ridiculous!” he exclaimed.

On the other hand, Frank Cerutti, man-
ager of King's Jewelry, said “we really haven’t
had too many problems."

He sald the store recelves two deliveries a
day as do other business houses in the busi-
ness distriet. “The New York mall is all right.
‘We order things and get them in two or three
days. I think that is pretty good. Only in a
rare case 1s there a delay.”

He left the interview for a moment to find
the store's copy of the previous day’'s Wall
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Btreet Journal. It had arrived at 10:30 a.m.
that day. “I would say we have no com-
plaints,"” the manager said.

Rudy Roth, who is In charge of the malling
department at Wheeling-Pittsburgh BSteel
Corp.’s Wheeling office sald that, while he
believes the federal setup of having mail from
Pittsburgh go to Charleston and then sent
back to Wheeling causes some delays, “we
have what I consider normal service. We have
got used to it. If something comes up that is
out of line we make a call and it is straight-
ened out quickly.”

Roth, who is chairman of the Upper Ohlo
Valley Mail Users Council, says few com-
plaints about service have been received from
the members representing business and in-
dustry.

“I'm really amazed sometimes when I hear
people tell how long it takes them to recelve
madil. I don't know what the story is.”

He sorted through malil received that day
and found out that letters malled two days
before had been received from such places
as New York, Atlanta, Houston, Kansas
City, Indianapolis, Richmond, South Hamp-
ton, Buffalo, Dayton and Chlecago. “And all
of them had been mailed in the evening after
the close of the business day,” he said. He
even found mail that had been delivered
in one day from Louisville and Columbus.
“There is such a thing as overnight service,”
he commented.

Robert Levenson, president of Relchart’s
Furniture Co., sald slow mail service is being
encountered “all over the country.”

“SBome times we get very good service, while
at other times it is bad,” he said.

Levenson sald he believes part of the
trouble lies in other cities where “hard core”
unemployed are being employed in post of-
fices.

“I don't think our problem is the local
post office,” he said. “I think we have one of
the best post offices in America.”

Minter Bliss, head of the sales and mer-
chandising department of Stone & Thomas
sald, “We don’t have any more problems than
in years past with first class mail.” He sald
it takes about three days to receive a letter
from New York.

“It has been that way for some time,” he
said.

Bliss sald the handling of promotional mail
by the post office “has been generally good.
We have a feeling that the post office staff
are very desirous of pleasing us if we have
problems. They are very cooperative.”

Bliss sald Stone & Thomas would be hap-
pler if there were air freight service coming
into Wheeling. He said the lack of fast air
service In delivering special orders from New
York and other citles hampers the store In
glving top service to its customers at times.

At the Post Office, the last stop in the in-
vestigation, it didn't take Postmaster George
Fahey long to reach the subject of Wheeling's
lack of air service.

He winced when he said “we have air mail
letters received here all day long and they
don't go out of here until 9 o’clock at night.”
That's when a contract truck takes the day’s
receipt of alrmail to Pittsburgh. When it
leaves that city is questionable—probably
some time the following day.

Fahey quickly pointed out that the Post
Office Department is not responsible for the
delay in alr mall letters leaving here, or ar-
riving here. There 1s no longer airline mail
service coming into the Wheeling-Ohlo
County Alrport.

But other than that, the Wheellng Post
Office is a well-coordinated team effort to sort
the mail quickly and get it on its way not
only to residents in the ecity but to all other
post offices in the Northern Panhandle.

Wheeling's Post Office is one of 15 sectional
centers in West Virginia.

It is fed incoming mail primarily from the
Charleston Post Office, a National Transpor-
tatlon Center.
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It serves West Virginia and recently was
rated the top center in the Washington-
Baltimore Reglon.

Wheeling's Post Office is buzzing with ac-
tivity early in the morning while the city
sleeps.

About 2:30 a.m. a load of mall comes In
from Pittsburgh carrying mail from points in
Pennsylvania and contiguous states.

But somewhat later the “big load"” comes
in on a tractor-trailer carrying Panhadle
mall received in Charleston and processed
there at the rate of 360 first class letters a
minute through a bank of machines that
can outdistance human hands by many min-
utes—and minutes are what count in this
profession.

When the big loads of mail are dumped
out on sorting tables at the post office the
“unknown” men hidden in the rear reaches
of the building quickly go into action. They
are the clerks who with sure hands and al-
most infallible memories begin putting the
letters exactly where they should go. This
is done at the top possible human speed be-
cause trucks are walting at the docks.

Those trucks are driven up or down the
Valley, their drivers seeing to it that the
malil is delivered on time at post offices from
Newell in the northern tip of the Panhandle
to Proctor, just south of the Mason-Dixon
line,

But, as Fahey and Superintendent of Malls
Virgil Thompson admit, there are letters
coming in here that were postmarked in some
other city four, even five days earlier.

“There had to be a breakdown in service
somewhere,” sald Fahey, and Thompson
nodded in agreement.

Thompson put his finger on several pos-
sible causes.

“Some of the bigger offices haven't had
the space or the money with which to expand
to take care of the heavier volume of mall
that has come about over the years. He point-
ed to the outmoded conditions in Chicago
where mail is handled in a building about 12
stories high. The mall often has to be kept
running back and forth between floors be-
fore it 1s finally processed.

“We don't have that problem,” sald
Thompson, & 25-year veteran. Wheeling’'s
modern post office at Twenty-fifth and Chap-
line streets is on one floor and is lald out for
top efficlency.

Jammed-up traffic in New York plus a ter-
rifiec turnover in personnel are contributory
factors to slow mail in that city, the local
officials belleve.

The manpower problem in New York where
postal workers receive less pay than garbage
men is complicated by an average of 300 ab-
sentees a day for one reason or another.

New York is not alone. Postal workers don't
last long on temporary jobs in California.
They leave for greener pastures at a high
rate—and the mail lies unattended. The
turnover is 40 per cent a year in California.

Fahey doesn't have that problem. The
turnover here is about three persons per year.

“These people are dedicated,” the postmas-
ter said of the workers who sort the mail and
deliver it. “It's & team, all right., When one
does the job right it is a pat on the back for
all of us.”

Then he added, “When a goofup occurs,
it’s a black eye for all of us.”

WHY THE SLow Marn SErvicE?

Trying to find the reason for slow mail serv-
ice here is not the easiest assignment a news-
man can draw. News-Register Reporter
Charles Callaway was the latest newsman to
get this frustrating assignment and he
turned up the usual reasons given to ex-
plain why it sometimes takes five days to
get a letter from New York or Chicago to
Wheeling.

For example, much of the mail coming
into Pittsburgh for our area first Is sent
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to Charleston where the post office has been
designated a National Transportation Cen-
ter. Then it is hauled into Wheeling on a
tractor-trailer where 1t is sorted for distri-
bution to other post offices throughout the
Northern Panhandle. Postal officlals may
argue that this {s a more efficient operation
but the trip from Pittsburgh to Charleston
and back to Wheeling from our experience
hasn't worked satisfactorily.

Other reasons for the breakdown in mail
delivery service here as learned by Reporter
Callaway include traffic jams in New York,
outmoded post office conditions in Chicago
and other cities, terrific turnover in person-
nel in the big city post office and high rates
of absenteeism among postal employees in the
larger cities.

Reporter Callaway did agree that his in-
vestigation showed that Wheeling's post of-
fice is not to blame for tardy mail delivery.
He watched the postal employees at work
here and reported they were very efficient in
moving the mail out quickly. He noted also
that in Wheeling the turnover of postal em-
ployees runs about three persons per year,
thus we have the advantage of skilled work-
ers on the job.

If it is any comfort to know, others around
the country also are at wits’ end trying to
figure out what is happening to the mail
service. The St. Louis Post-Dispatch be-
moaned the other day that it took six days
to deliver a letter from St. Louls to Pitts-
burgh. The newspaper said it is a base canard
that mall between that city and Pittsburgh
is carrfed by a little old man on a bicycle.

“We are confident,” the Post-Dispatch
sald, “that Postmaster Blount put our letter
aboard a towboat as it passed under the
Popular Street Bridge and sped it up the
Ohio at 10 miles an hour.”

Taking note of the expected rise in postal
rates this spring the newspaper said that
once Mr. Blount starts getting eight cents
instead of six cents for a letter, he is going
to investigate reports that faster means of
transportation have been developed. We cer-
tainly hope so.

REVENUE SHARING ON SHAKY
LEGS

HON. WILLIAM D. FORD

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. WILLIAM D. FORD. Mr. Speaker,
sometimes we in Washington think that
we are the only ones who are concerned
with complicated national issues, and
that our constituents back home do
not give much thought to such things as
revenue sharing, budget deficits, and
similar topiecs.

Recently, a reporter in my district, in
a weekly newspaper column, commented
with great insight and perception on the
philosophical and financial fallacies in
President Nixon's so-called revenue-
sharing proposals.

Writing in the weekly Observer News-
paper, reporter Tim Richard analyzed
the revenue-sharing idea and concluded
that it “rests on a pair of fundamentally
shaky legs.”

I include a copy of the article in the
Recorp at this point, and recommend it
to the attention of my colleagues:

REVENUE SHARING ON SHAEY LEGS

The notion behind revenue sharing is a
laudable one. The idea is to get more money
into the coffers of state and local govern-
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ments, which after all are closer to the peo-
ple and satisfy most of our domestic needs.

The case for revenue sharing, however, rests
on a pair of fundamentally shaky legs.

First, there’s the false theory that the
federal government has “pre-empted’ the
most productive tax of all, the graduated-
rate income tax, and that the state-local
units are doomed to fall behind because they
have less productive sources of revenue.

The truth is that there's nothing in the
U.8. Constitution restricting the graduated-
rate income tax to federal use. The states
and to some extent local units, are perfectly
free to adopt it as their legislatures and
voters see fit. If they fail to do so, that's not
Washington’s  fault, and Washington
shouldn’t be accused of hogging all the
money.

While this observer shares with the Nixons,
the Millikens, the Rockefellers and that
crowd that hopes that the state-local units be
invigorated and strengthened, I don't think
their getting a share of federal revenues is
the way to do it.

Indeed, that would be an admission of
fallure. Revenue sharing would make our
states not vigorous solvers of problems, but
hollow shells, through which the julces of
fiscal life would pass on the way from
Capitol Hill.

The states should—and can—put thelr
own houses in order. Michigan got halfway
there financially under the 1963 constitution
that has enabled us to multiply the aid to
universities and local school districts, take
many giant steps In mental health, do an
Impressive job of improving our recreational
sources, and even begin granting aid to
urban centers and public transportation. The
Job should be completed.

The second fault with revenue sharing is
that it puts the responsibility of collecting
the money at one level (the federal) and the
fun of spending it at another (the state-local
units).

The most fundamental law of economics
is that our needs always outstrip our re-
sources, that we never have enough money to
do all we need to do, let alone want to do.
Imagine the spectacle of state and local of-
ficlals constantly concocting new schemes for
spending it and hollering to Washington to
put the squeeze on the taxpayer.

One thinks inevitably of the hipple who
has rejected work and capitalism but is al-
ways hitting mom and pop for some “bread”
so that he can travel across the country to a
peace demonstration.

Our state and local units aren't like the
unfortunates on ADC., If the state-local units
want more tax money, let 'em face the voters
themselves.

Those are the big arguments agalnst rev-
enue sharing. There are all sorts of little
ones—e.g., it will perpetuate regressive state-
local tax patterns, it will probably discrimi-
nate agalnst some states (those things al-
ways do), and current federal controls on
how aid is spent aren’t all bad, and so on.

If, when our Vietnam adventure is over,
we begin running surpluses at the federal
level, we should do what Eisenhower did
following the Korean war: cut federal taxes
and let the state-local unlts raise theirs, It's
a proven ldea, and it won't subvert our entire
federal-state-local system of government.

PERU, IND., CIRCUS CITY, US.A.

HON. ELWOOD HILLIS
OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971
Mr. HILLIS. Mr. Speaker, a city in my

district, Peru, Ind., has long been known
as the circus city of our Nation, For
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years all the major circuses used Peru as
their off-season quarters.

Many of the circus performers have be-
come valued residents of this community
and add a great deal of useful color to
the Miami County town. The arts of
acrobaties, juggling, high wire walking,
and other skills are commonplace among
Peru residents.

This Saturday, at 11 a.m., the National
Broadcasting Co., will feature an hour
long special on Peru. It is my hope that
every Member of Congress will find time
to wateh this program.

I want to include a letter from John R.
Nixon, president of the Peru, Ind., circus
city festival and the request that my col-
leagues take the time to read this letter:

Nixon NEWSPAPERS, INC.,
‘WassasH, INp., February 19, 1971.
Representative ELwoop H. HmLLis,
U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

Dear RePRESENTATIVE HILpis: I write you,
Senator Hartke and Senator Bayh as Execu-
tive Vice-President of the Peru, Indiana Cir-
cus City Festival and as a newspaper man
who competes in the normal sense with tele-
yision.

I am aware of the criticism given to the
television industry for some of the industry’s
shortcomings,

By the same token I am aware of much of
the fine work that television does.

I most urgently request that you and your
congressional associates take the time to view
the NBC program, Circus Town, at 11 am.
EST, Saturday, February 27. We of Peru and
Miami County consider this as television at
its very finest.

It is an hour-long story about the amateur
Circus City Festival and circus which we
stage here each year.

I don’t ask you to watch this because it is
about Peru or its festival, necessarlly, but be-
cause it is an extraordinary and extremely
accurate capture by NBC of a unique effort
undertaken annually by a small community.

I hope this letter might be included in the
Congressional Record if it will be a means
of encouraging people to see this most con-
structive effort by NBC.

Sincerely,
JounN R. NIxow.

TRIUMPH: MANNED SPACE
FLIGHTS

HON. DON FUQUA

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. FUQUA. Mr. Speaker, Americans
have become somewhat cosmopolitan
about their space program, The launch-
ings of our Apollo missions have been
fantastic achievements in technology
and mark the highest scientific accom-
plishments in the history of man.

The Evening Star of Washington, D.C.,
published an editorial on February 10,
1971, which points out most vividly my
personal feelings about the value of the
manned space flights.

Apollo 13 and Apollo 14 were triumphs
of man’s ingenuity and his ability to cope
with technical problems which would
have ended unmanned flights in utter
failure.

The editorial follows:
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TrRioMPH—THE HARD WaAY

The Apollo 14 moon mission, which ended
yesterday with a flery plunge through the
atmosphere and a gentle drop into the South
Pacific, will go intc the record book as a
triumphant vindication of manned space ex-
ploration.

Surely it was a triumph. The observations
of the moon-workers during their two long
lunar outings, the bags of moon matter they
collected, the battery of sclentific experi-
ments they left in place, will contribute more
to man’s knowledge about the moon and the
earth than all the centuries of theorizing
have produced. But it was a triumph made
the hard way.

Apollo 14 was a succession of technological
failures and mechanical problems adding up
to a spectacular man-made success. There
was the docking problem on the way to the
moon. There was the indication of an elec-
trical problem in the lunar lander, the brief
fallure of the landing radar, the problem
with Alan Shepard’s portable radio, the
evidence of a slow leak in Edgar Mitchell's
moon suit. And there was the final, disap-
pointing pullback short of the Cone Crater
rim after a two-hour struggle up the boul-
der-strewn slopes.

All of those problems, Including the turn-
back from Cone Crater necessitated by the
limited oxygen supply, were caused by tech-
nological hitches. In every case, disaster was
averted and the mission salvaged by human
ingenuity, guesswork and luck. The result
was the successful completion of the first
major scientific exploration of the moon.

The flight of Apollo 14 is certain to rekin-
dle the debate over manned versus un-
manned space exploration and over the rel-
ative merits of the Russian and the American
routes into space. The SBoviet Union and the
United States seem determined to argue,
even when no wvalld argument exists. The
Apollo program has demonstrated, beyond
any reasonable doubt, the value of putting
man's flexible intelligence on the spot. The
small sample of Iunar material returned to
earth by Lunar 16 and the sporadic auto-
mated wanderings of the Lunar 17 vehicle
cannot be compared to the wealth of infor-
mation, material and continuing data
gained from a single Apollo landing. The
landing by the Soviets of an instrument
package on Venus, on the other hand, has
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provided the only direct knowledge man pos-
sesses about the forbidding planets that
share the sun with us.

The resolution of the argument is obvious:
Both methods are valld. For the present,
only the moon is within man's grasp and
should be explored for the information it
can reveal about the origin of the solar sys-
tem. The Soviets have demonstrated the
practicality cof instrumented landings on
those regions that still lle beyond man's
physical reach. Both countries should con-
tinue their work in space. And both should
move to end the pointless and expensive
rivalry, to begin an era of cooperation so
that all knowledge can be fully shared and
every achievement can be hailed in the name
of all mankind, to whom it belongs.

SHOE IMPORTS CONTINUE TO
INCREASE

HON. LOUIS C. WYMAN

OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. WYMAN., Mr. Speaker, for still an-
other year footwear imports have in-
creased at an alarming rate. The Ameri-
can Footwear Manufacturers Associa-
tion reports in the following tables that
during 1970 shoe imports increased 27.8
percent over the 1969 level.

This unregulated dumping of foreign
imports continues to cost American
workers their jobs. In my State of New
Hampshire first quarter 1970 employ-
ment in the shoe and textile industries
was down some 4,000, representing a
wage loss of over $2 million. And that is
just one small State. The loss to the en-
tire country is staggering.

We cannot continue to subsidize dol-
lar-a-day wages abroad at the expense
of the livelihood of thousands of Ameri-
can workers and their families. I urge
prompt consideration of orderly market-
ing legislation, such as my bill, H.R. 4276,
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which passed the House and is similar to
the Mills bill of last year but without dise
or oil import concessions. The time is
approaching when we will have no shoe
or textile industries left to protect with-
out reasonable restrictions on imports.

AmERICAN FOOTWEAR
MANUFACTURERS ASSOCIATION,

New York, N.¥. February 5, 1971.
IMPORTS: JANUARY-DECEMBER 1970 NoNRUB-
BER FooTrweAR TotaLEp 235 MiLrLioNn PaAms

With 19,730,800 pairs of nonrubber foot-
wear imported into this country in Decem-
ber, the year of 1970 totaled 235,683,600
palrs—a 20.4% increase over 1969. The f.0.b.
value of this footwear amounted to $5649,140,-
500 for the year representing a 27.8% increase
over last year. At the wholesale level the
value was estimated to be worth $889,607,610
which ultimately means that at the retall
level the American market absorbed more
than $1,779,200,000 worth of nonrubber im-
ported footwear in 1970.

Following is a summary by major types
and by principal sources comparing 1970
with 1969,

TYPE OF FOOTWEAR

1970 1969 Percent
(thousand  (thousand chan
pairs) paus) 1.9'.-‘0?1

33,463
16, 264

75,941
77,288

6,743
8,347

Men's, bnys leather. .
Men's, boys’ vinyl. .
Wemen's, misses’

28,974
704

59, 658
70,777

5,151
8,111

+15.5
+66.9

+27.3
+9.2

+30.9
+2.9

Women's, misses’ vinyl_
Chi.ldron s, Infants’

eather
Ghildren s, “infants’
L e S SR

MAJOR SOURCES (10 LARGEST)

West Germany_ ...

IMPORTS BULLETIN—TOTAL IMPORTS OF OVER-THE-FOOT FOOTWEAR

Type of footwear

Decemb

ar
1970 pairs
(th ds)

12 months, 1970

1970/1969

(percent)

Leather and vinyl, total______

Leather, excluding slippers. ... _ ... ... ... ooo.....

Men’s, youths', hors R o e
Wclmens,mfsses
Childrans infants’

18, 856. 1

+26.2

223,437.4

Pairs
(thousands)

Value
(thousands)

Average value
per pair

Percent change, 1970/1969

Pairs

Value

$531,643.5

$2.38

+19.2

10,711.2

+45.0

119, 640.0

427,535.4

.57

+24.0

O!her Ieathar (including work and athietie)_ ... ...

+
t
&

_i..

+
oy

33,463.1
75,941.2
6,743.1
535.9
2,956.7

mel supported uppers. _

Men's and boys'___.
Women's and misses’.
El;gﬂten s nnd Infants

Other nonrublmrlypm_ L By, ot ) ol s S

Fahnc uppe s
Other, not dsewhere specified

Grand total, all types....

X .

312.7
103, 484.7

151, 493, 9
252,661. 1
10,202.8

616.5
12,5%1. 1

4.53
3.33

808.3
103, 299. 8

o+
= cn

I =
= =]
o | mio || wwwne

S | Sah

e SE
AER2
B d

21,589.7
73,756.5
6,835.4
,118.2

74.

5

17,497.0

203,
605.9
64.9

~w| B
g8

9,958.3
6,073.3
1,465.4

4,495.2

El wo~ | M| N

235. 583.
47,806.8

9,140.5

549,
45,097.9

24,226.0

283,390.4

591, 819.1

Note: Details may not add up due to rnundingb Figures do not include imports of waterproof
er soled fabric upper footwear Includes non-

rubber footwear, zo and socks. R
American selling prlzi:%ym R

Avenue, New York, N

Source: American Footwear Manufacturers Assoclation estimates from census raw data. For
further detailed lniurmntinn address your inquiries to the association, room 302, 342 Madison
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“HUCK"” BOYD RECEIVES W. A.
WHITE AWARD

HON. KEITH G. SEBELIUS

OF KANSAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. SEBELIUS. Mr. Speaker, in rural
and smalltown America, we are espe-
cially aware of the vital role our commu-
nity newspapers play in providing com-
munity leadership, informing the peo-
ple, and perhaps most important in be-
ing the conscience of a community. I am
proud to say that in the “Big First” Dis-
trict of Kansas, our editors and news
directors not only report the news but are
actually a vital part of the community.

Kansas enjoys this kind of “grass-
roots” journalism at its best. For years,
Kansas has had a proud tradition of
newspaper editors second to none and
exemplified by the famous William Allen
White. Mr, White, the editor of the Em-
poria Gazette, was a smalltown news-
paperman whose commonsense and
down-to-earth editorials received world-
wide attention.

This year, McDill “Huck” Boyd, editor
and publisher of the Phillips County Re-
view of Phillipsburg, Kans., received the
William Allen White Foundation's
Kansas Award for Journalistic Merit.
This is an honor held in high esteem by
every newspaperman, Huck Boyd is more
than worthy of this honor. Like most
outstanding newspaper editors, Huck’s
contributions to his community, his
State, and Nation cannot be measured
only in newspaper terms. His record of
selfless public service stands as an ex-
ample for the “William Allen Whites” of
the future.

As Huck Boyd's friend and admirer,
I am most proud to commend the fol-
lowing Associated Press article from the
February 10 edition of the Salina Journal
to the attention of my colleagues and
that it be printed in the Extensions of
Remarks:

“Huck” Boyp RECEIVES W. A, WHITE AWARD

LAwreNCE, EAns—McDill “Huek” Boyd of
Phillipsburg recelved the Willlam Allen White
Foundation’s Eansas Award for Journalistic
Merlt today and was lauded as & man who is
“living proof that everyone does not have to
go to the city to become successful.”

The presentation, at the foundation’s
meeting held each year on the birthday of
the late Willlam Allen White, editor of the
Emporia Gazette, was made by Henry B.
Jameson, editor and publisher of the Abi-
lene Reflector-Chronicle.

Boyd’'s mother, Mrs. Mamie Boyd of Man-
kato, recelved the foundation's award in
1967.

Boyd is editor and publisher of the Phillips
County Review and a member of a family
that operates newspapers at eight places in
Eansas, He is a Republican national com-
mitteeman from Eansas and is a former mem-
ber and chairman of the Kansas Board of
Regents,

Jameson referred to Boyd’'s “many and
varied accomplishments” and described him
as & man who is “indeed a credit to the pro-
fession of journalism."”

“Our citee today is a past president of the
Kansas Press Assoclation, has received other
newspaper honors and held numerous other
high offices,” he sald.
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Jameson recalled that Boyd was named by
the Republican national committee to be in
charge of the Midwest regional GOP con-
ference at Des Moines a year ago, and added:

“Just last summer, he brought great credit
and honor to the United States, and to
Kansas, as a lay member delegate to the
United Nations Economic and Soclal Council.
This was a presidential appolntment, the
same chair once held by Mrs. Franklin D.
Roosevelt. The council met in Geneva, Switz-
erland, for a month or more.”

Jameson said that while at the meeting,
Boyd “did not forget he ls a newspaperman,
first” and wrote a series of articles on the con-
ference.

“Officials thought they were so good they
were then compiled into pamphlet form for
further distribution,” Jameson sald.

Accepting the award, Boyd sald he learned
a simple creed from his parents—*You
worked hard, you pald your bills and you
never forget that your newspaper was a show
window for your community.”

“I have enjoyed my political experience—
the disappointments, the fallures, the suc-
cesses,” he sald. “I am proud of the friends I
have made, and do not begrudge one minute
of my affiiction,

“But in retrospect, I am not too sure that
& newspaperman should become this closely
involved in polities, It becomes most difficult
to remain objective. I can easily see the good
points of a Bob Dole or a Jim Pearson (Re-
publican senators) but (Democratic Gov.)
Bob Docking's admirable traits are more ob-
scure. I can find many fine things to write
about our senators, but acknowledge some
difficulty in accepting at face value the Dock-
ing version of an infiated state budget.

“I am careful, however, to editorlalize on
the editorial page, and to treat both parties
equally in our news columns.”

RESOLUTION OF SAN FRANCISCO
LABOR COUNCIL

HON. PHILLIP BURTON

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, recently
the San Francisco Labor Council passed a
resolution directed to the Congress and I
feel that it is important that it be in-
serted in our REcorDp 50 all Members may
be aware of it.

I inelude the article as follows:

RESOLUTION

Whereas, the time has come for the Labor
Movement and all working people to de-
nounce prejudiced conduct and penalties im-
posed by the courts and by the National
Labor Relations Board, and

Whereas, in such situations as the present
Independent-Journal labor dispute in San
Rafael, the institutions and courts of this
country are increasingly being used as
partners of management against laboring
men and women, their organizations and
representatives, and

Whereas, we charge the Superior Court in
San Rafael, at the instigation of a reaction-
ary National Labor Relations Board, with
interfering with Labor’s rights to engage in
free speech and to picket and to protest
against an evil employer who refuses to ac-
cept Labor's offer to mediate or arbitrate an
amicable solution to a lengthly dispute, and

Whereas, decent and responsible labor lead-
ers with long records of participation in me-
diation, conciliation and other means of pro-
moting industrial peace in this San Francisco
Bay Area have been sent to Jall in an un-
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precedented demonstration of pro-manage-
ment bias, and

Whereas, a review of the facts in this case
indicate a reprehensible viewpoint on the
part of the Judge and the NLRB that we can
only believe constitutes antl-labor conducts
which must have been militated by conflict
of interest

Be it therefore resolved, that the San Fran-
cisco Labor Council, in session assembled
this 8th day of February, 1971, does call upon
the State Bar of California and upon our leg-
islative delegates in the Congress and in the
State Legislature to thoroughly examine
and evaluate the actions and motives of these
purported public servants in their repre-
hensible activities and demonstrations of
anti-labor bias and to initiate needed and

necessary corrections.
Adopted by the San Francisco Labor Coun-
cil at meeting of February 8, 1871.

THE PANTHERS, THE POLICE,
AND THE PRESS

HON. ROBERT McCLORY

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. McCLORY. Mr, Speaker, no area
of legislation has received more thought-
ful and more soul-searching considera-
tion than that affecting civil rights. The
tensions which have developed from time
to time resulting in militant and some-
times violent action evidence the deep-
seated nature of this problem.

Straightforward and honest delinea-
tion of the problen;l 1121 es.send gal Inm?g-—
dition, progress (a reducing p -
dice and (b) in expanding educational
and job opportunities deserves public
notice and appropriate coverage by the
news media.

The inexcusable disservice to the en-
tire cause of civil rights by the leveling
false charges against our Nation’s po-
lice—and the irresponsible and inflam-
matory repetition of the false claim that
our Nation’s police “had shot to death
28 members of the Black Panther Party”
require both a full airing and an appro-
priate repudiation by both the news
media and those prominent individuals
who have echoed this vicious and false
charge.

The informative and responsible edi-
torial which appeared in the Sunday,
February 21, issue of the Washington
Sunday Star elaborates on this subject
and represents the kind of journalistic
and leadership soul-searching which
must be carried on if true and honest
civil rights progress is to be achieved.

I congratulate the editors of the Sun-
day Star, and I commend to my col-
leagues and to the people of the Nation
this thoughtful and illuminating arti-
cle which suggests the strong need for
responsible and factually accurate re-
porting. Only in this way can the wounds
inflicted during our centuries of racial
prejudice be assuaged—and genuine
progress toward brotherhood, mutual
understanding, and racial equality be
achieved.

The editorial follows:

THE PANTHERS, THE POLICE, AND THE PRESS

Rumors are to the newspaperman whab
weeds are to the farmer,
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Unwanted seeds, falling on the fertile sofl
of preconditioned public opinion, take hold,
spread and threaten to choke out the truth.
It is the duty of the nmewsman to identify
the falsehood and to uproot it before it he-
<comes firmly implanted. It is a duty that is
not always fulfilled. There is, for example, the
matter of the Black Panthers and the police
vendetta.

On December 4, 1969, the Chicago police
staged a pre-dawn raid on the Illinois head-
quarters of the Black Panther Party In a
search, according to their warrant, for illegal
weapons. The Panthers’ state chalrman, Fred
Hampton, and a party member, Mark Clark,
were shot to death. Four of the seven other
Panthers present and one member of the 13-
man police ralding party were wounded. Less
than a week later, three Panthers were
seriously wounded in a similar raid on the
Los Angeles headquarters.

The press dutifully reported the facts and
quite properly started asking some questions.
Was the similarity between the raids a coin-
cidence, or did it indicate a federally or-
chestrated assault on an organization that
preaches race hatred and revolution? Was
the gunfire a justified response, or was it an
inexcusable use of police power? Had the
Panthers, in fact, been marked for extermi-
nation?

In the prolonged journalistic debate that
followed, one very specific item of informa-
tion was repeated time and again, The police,
it was sald, had shot to death 28 members of
the Black Panther party. The figure appeared
in news storles, columns and editorials, some-
times qualified by attribution to Panther
sources, sometimes stated simply as a fact.
But, in effect, the press accepted the figure
as a fact, contributing to the growing sus-
picion that the Panthers were the victims
of police persecution.

Now we know that the debate was unnec-
essary, that the figure was a phoney, and
that the press as a whole failed in an im-
portant part of its job. We know because of
an article in The New Yorker, a magazine
noted for its wit and its literary quality,
written by Edward Jay Epstein, who is teach-
ing fellow at Harvard working for a Ph.D.
in political science.

The original source of the figure was readily
identifiable. Charles R. Garry, the chilef law-
yer and frequent spokesman for the Black
Panthers, was interviewed shortly after the
Chicago and Los Angeles raids. Hampton and
Clark, he announced were “in fact the 27th
and 28th Panthers murdered by the police”
within the year. There was, he sald, “a na-
tional scheme by various agencles of the
government to destroy and commit genocide
upon members of the Black Panther Party.”

That quotation, Epstein notes, was widely
reported. So it should have been. The state-
ments and opinions of a recognized spokes-
man for the Panthers constituted a legiti-
mate part of a major news story. But within
the week, Epsteln discovered, two journalistic
giants—the New York Times and the Wash-
ington Post—had reported that figure as a
fact, without attribution or qualification.
The first assertion that 28 Panthers had been
killed by police during 1969 was, Epstein sald,
sent by those two newspapers to hundreds of
clients of their wire services. Civil rights
leaders, on the basls of the stories, took up
the cry: Roy Innes of the Congress of Raclal
Equality demanded an investigation into
“the death of 28 Black Panther members";
Whitney Young of the National Urban League
spoke of the “nearly 30 Panthers . . . mur-
dered by law-enforcement officials”; Ralph
Abernathy of the Southern Christian Leader-
ship Conference talked about “a calculated
design of genocide”; Julian Bond of the
Georgla State Legislature said that the Pan-
thers “are being decimated by political as-
sassination.”

The rumor—or, more properly, the flat mis-
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statement of fact—began to fatten on itself.
The newspapers now could guote those civil
rights leaders (who were commenting on the
press statements), lending still more cre-
dence to the picture of wanton police murder
and widespread guerrilla warfare in the
streets of the inner cities.

There were some attempts to verify the
facts and some questioning of the Garry
figures, primarily by individual columnists.
James J. Kllpatrick, in a column that ap-
peared eight months ago, challenged the
Garry figure and suggested that a top In-
vestigative reporter should be assigned to
digging out the truth.

But no major newspaper, it seems, did
what Epstein did. None of us asked Garry
just who those 28 victims were. And so none
of us found out, as Epstein did, that the
Garry indictment was a work of fiction.

When Epstein asked for the names, Garry
amended the total number of victims to 20.
Of these, 19 were actually members of the
Black Panther Party. Nine of these were
killed by non-policemen: One by a store
owner during a holdup, one by his wife, one
dled in a shootout with an acquaintance,
four were killed by a rival black-militant
organization, one—according to three con-
fessions—was tortured and killed by fellow
Panthers, one was shot by an unknown gun-
man using a foreign-made pistol that was
not a police weapon.

That leaves 10 Panthers who were, in fact,
shot to death by police. Six of these, Epstein’s
investigation disclosed, were killed by police-
men who had been seriously wounded by
those they subsequently killed, or by an ac-
complice. Two were shot after threatening
the police with a gun. One was shot while
running from the scene of a gun battle in
which three policemen were wounded, One—
Fred Hampton—was killed in what must, on
the basis of the officlal inquiries into the case,
be termed unnecessary, uncontrolled and un-
Justified police gunfire.

A reading of Epstein’s documented indict-
ment of the press led, as might be ex-
pected, to a quick check of The Star flles.
We had, it developed, avolded the obvious
trap. The figure of 28 police killings was, in
observance of the first law of cautious jour-
nalism, always attributed to Garry or to a
Panther spokesman. Our first instinet was to
congratulate ourselves for belng less em-
barrassed than our competitors on the Post,
who ran a forthright editorial last Friday
confessing their error. We were technically
clean,

But, in this case, technical cleanliness
is not enough. The ritual handwashing of
attribution may suffice the first time a state-
ment is reported. But when the statement
is repeated, as it was in The Star, more than
a dozen times over the course of a year, the
covering phrases just won't do. The fallure
to check a statement so shocking in its im-
plications from so obviously biased a
source was a cardinal sin of omission., In-
deed our own measure of blame is in-
creased by the fact that Kilpatrick, in his
column of June 18, had cited many of the
facts later verified by Epstein’s research—
including the conclusion that the Chicago
shootout was the only case of suspect police
action, Kilpatrick’s column appears In The
Star, and is distributed by The Star syndi-
cate.

But we falled to take the hint and went
on repeating the lie. And the repetition,
even with the qualifying cliches, must be
counted as a contribution to the climate of
uncertainty and fear in a soclety that was
already dangerously divided. It fed the myth
that the Panthers are the targets of a police
vendetta—a myth that has, with the pas-
sage of time, become a fixed part of American
thinking, and that has contributed to the
distorted picture of the police in the minds
of much of this country’'s youth, both black
and white.
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Garry has been frank about his role in
the affair. He picked the figure 28, he sald,
because “it seemed to be a safe number.”
He was, he sald, justified in using any figure,
however inflated, if it focused attention on
even one improper killing of a Panther by
police.

Epstein tends to clear Garry of blame for
the flasco. “I think a lawyer has a license
to exaggerate,” he sald. “It's the press that
should be suspect of Garry."

Epstein Is correct—at least in his con-
demnation of the press. We should have
learned to suspect the casual statistic from
the bitter history of Senator Joseph Me-
Carthy, who transformed the numbers game
into an impure art.

The charge is justified. The plea is guilty.
The pledge is to resharpen the instinect for
skepticism that is the first requirement of
responsible journalism.

NEW MEXICO'S WINNING ESSAY IN
THE VOICE OF DEMOCRACY CON-
TEST

HON. MANUEL LUJAN, JR.

OF NEW MEXICO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, the follow-
ing is the winning essay in the State of
New Mexico in the Voice of Democracy
contest sponsored by the Veterans of
Foreign Wars of the United States and
its ladies auxiliary. It was written by
Miss Arlene Brown, a student at Los Al-
amos High School and I think her essay
represents the true spirit of America. We
can all be proud of Arlene.

The essay follows:

VoicE oF DEMoCRACY CONTEST BY Miss
ARLENE BrROWN

“We hold these truths to be self-evident,
that all men are created equal, that they are
endowed by their Creator with certain un-
alienable Rights, that among these are Life,
Liberty, and the Pursuit of Happiness.”

If you happened to come upon a person,
standing on a street corner and holding a
petition containing these words, would you
slgn it? This is exactly what happened In a
recent poll taken by a prominent magazine.
The results were startling. Of the hundreds
of people questioned in the poll, one in fifty
agreed to sign the petition. Nineteen called
it a Communist plot, three threatened to call
the police, four refused to sign, and the rest
simply didn't have the time to even read it.
I say the results were startling because the
so-called petition was, of course, the pre-
amble to our own Declaration of Inde-
pendence.

Two hundred years ago our “Founding
Fathers” fought a war In order to establish
a new form of government based on the prin-
ciples of freedom of speech, freedom of reli-
gion, and freedom of the press. In order that
this might truly be a government of the
people, by the people, and for the people,
they lald the foundation for a free educa-
tion for all eltizens. Thelr philosophy was,
in the words of Thomas Jefferson, “If a na-
tion expects to be ignorant and free, In a
state of civilization, it expects what never
was and never will be."” Today, thanks to our
universal, free educational system, the
United States has one of the highest literacy
rates In the world. But just because our
cltizens can read and write does not neces-
sarlly mean that we are educated. The mag-
azine poll shows that.

We here in the Unilted States have in-
herited the greatest gift of all—freedom. We
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are free to formulate and express our own
opinions about anything and everything. We
are also free to express our ignorance, as the
magazine poll also shows. Unfortunately, too
many of us are perfectly contented with our
ignorance and never stop to ask guestions,
We are like the Scotty in James Thurber’s
fable, “The Scotty who Knew too Much.”

“Several summers ago there was a Scotty
who went to the country for a visit. He de-
cided that all the farm dogs were cowards,
because they were afraid of a certain animal
that had a white stripe down its back. ‘I can
lick the little animal with the white stripe,
he boasted. '‘Show him to me. ‘Don't you
want to ask any questions about him?' sald
the farm dog. ‘Naw,’ said the Scotty. ‘You
ask the questions.’

“So the farm dog took the Scotty Into the
woods and showed him the white-striped ani-
mal and the Scotty closed in on him, growl-
ing and slashing. It was all over in a moment
and the Scotty lay on his back. When he came
to, the Scotty said, ‘He threw vitriol, but he
never laid a glove on me.’

“A few days later the farm dog told the
Scotty there was another animal all the farm
dogs were afrald of, ‘Lead me to him,’ sald the
Scotty. ‘Don't you want to ask any questions
about him?’ sald the farm dog. ‘Naw,’ sald the
Scotty . . . and he closed in, leading with
his left and exhibiting some mighty fancy
footwork. In less than a second the Scotty
was flat on his back, and when he woke up
the farm dog was pulling quills out of him.
‘He pulled a knife on me,’ said the Scotty,
‘but at least I have learned how you fight out
here in the country, and now I am going to
heat you up.’ So he closed in on the farm
dog, holding his nose with one front paw to
ward off the vitriol and covering his eyes with
the other front paw to keep out the knives.
The Scotty couldn’t see his opponent and he
couldn’t smell his opponent and he was so
badly beaten that he had to be taken hack
t0 the city and put in a nursing home,

“Moral: It is better to ask some of the
questions than to know all the answers.”

We need to apply the same moral to our-
selves. We need to ask ourselves a few ques-
tions. Why is it that we Americans claim to
be educated, but so few of us know anything
about our heritage of freedom?

Why is it that of us educated Americans
only one in fifty would agree to sign the Dec-
laration of Independence-—one of the three
documents which guarantees us our heritage
of freedom?

Why is it that fewer than one in fifty of us
even recognizes the Declaration of Inde-
pendence when we read it?

And most importantly, what can we Ameri-
cans, as a nation, do to correct the situation?

Because if we don't correct the situation
we'll find ourselves in the same situation as
the scotty. That is, we'll be fighting to pre-
serve our heritage of freedom with one hand
covering our nose and the other hand cover-
ing our eyes. As the scotty found out, it can’t
be done. Thomas Jefferson's words keep
echoing back from the past. “If a nation ex-
pects to be ignorant and free, in a state of
clvilization, it expects what never was and
never will be.”

VITAL HO TRAIL RIVALS THAT
OF GREAT HANNIBAL

HON. WILLIAM E. MINSHALL

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971
Mr. MINSHALL. Mr. Speaker, Plain
Dealer readers are indebted to that out-

standing journalist, George J, Barmann,
for his consistently excellent reporting,
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most recently a concise and excellent de-
scription of the Ho Chi Minh Trail. He
has written one of the best articles I
have seen in the public news media on
this critical supply artery and I want to
share it not only with my colleagues in
the Congress but with the widespread
readership the RECORD enjoys:

Virarn Ho Tram RivaLs THAT OF GREAT
HANNIBAL

(By George J. Barmann)

In the Second Punic War (218-201 B.C.),
between Rome and Carthage, the great gen-
eral of antiquity, Hannibal, marched his
forces up through Spaln and crossed the Alps
“to arrest the destiny of Rome.”

The Romans controlled the sea, and Han-
nibal decided on the overland route, taking
battle elephants across incredibly rough ter-
rain. Imagine the astonishment of the Ro-
mans as he suddenly appeared on the plains
of northern Italy!

In the war in Indochina (1946 —), the
longest war of the 20th century, which in-
volved first France and then, after 1954,
America, the North Vietnamese have man-
aged to build a series of amazing jungle
routes to supply the fighting in the south.

The United States controlled the sea, and
the enemy, who first used a water route, had
to abandon it. So the jungle line grew in sav-
age mountain country. When U.S. pilots first
discovered it and saw whole columns of
trucks rolling south, they were as astounded
as those Romans.

“None of the American generals believed
the Reds could build this kind of highway
undetected in the jungle,” a Frenchman said
some time ago In Vientieane, the dusty ad-
ministrative capital of the kingdom of Laos.

“No one knows to this day how they did
it,” he said. “But there it is.”

This is the Ho Chi Minh Trail.

In World War II, there was the Burma
Road, over which Allied supplies flowed to
China.

Now, in this endless war in Indochina in
the panhandle of Laos, a gentle little land-
locked country—but a tremendously impor-
tant little country in Southeast Asia—there
is the Ho Chi Minh Trail.

South Vietnamese soldiers, backed by
American aireraft, have moved into Laos and,
according to reports from Washington and
Saigon, have blocked a section of the trail
network, cutting off some of the flow of ene-
my troops and supplies to the south.

It is said that the operation, known as
Lam Son T19—the name of an area where
the Vietnamese won a decisive victory over
the Chinese in the 17th century—Iinvolved
an estimated 15,000 combat troops from
South Vietnam.

The operation in South Vietnam—until
it reached the Laos border—involved 9,000
American troops. But Americans have been
forbldden to cross that border—the help to
Salgon comes from furious U.S. bombing of
the trail. By agreement, no foreign troops
can cross.

What is this Ho Chi Minh Trail?

First of all, it is not a trail.

It is a network.

It's a trail in the same sense that Lake
Erie is a river.

It is a series of roads of mostly dirt,
jungle paths, river crossings, bridges,
streams, pipelines and tunnels. Some of the
roads are gravel surfaced with timber cor-
duroy topping. Width is generally about 10
feet.

A U.S. Air Force officer once described
it this way: “It is a spider web and another
spider web lying on top of it and another
and another.”

On a detalled map of this area in Laos,
the road network, in the last three years or
so, has grown to resemble the Los Angeles
freeway system. Except that you don't
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have signs saying, ‘“Glendale. Next five
exlts,” and it is not so comfortable to ride.

One military man said the trall had ab-
sorbed more bombing from the air than
Nazi Germany did in World War II.

Still, it’s there. In the thick jungle shroud-
ing the red earth. In trackless barely ex-
plored country. In mountains that go as high
as 6,000 feet. In the rain forests. Under a
maze of natural vegetation and clever cam-
oufiage.

A few days ago, after troops cut across
the trail, the South Vietnamese opened
about a mile of it for inspection to western
correspondents. It turned out to have painted
traffic signs and a lattice work roof cov-
ered with camouflaging vegetation.

In places, the newsmen sald, the con-
cealment gave the impression of a roof gar-
den.

Part of the system they saw led into
three circular supply depots. A sign in red
paint on a rough wooden board said, “Dong
Ra,” an exit. Another sign warned workers
not to loiter, but to unload quickly and
move on. Another directed them to food

ni st.
; :?nrecna of the searched areas, military
spokesmen said, South Vlietnamese troops
found 2,000 chickens, ducks and cooking
ots.
8 How long the Ho Chi Minh Trail is depends
upon who measures it. And measuring it 1is
ifficult.
4 One source sald the trail runs 200 to 300
miles and is 30 or more miles wide.

Another put the serviceable network at
1,500 miles, including at least three north-
south routes and connecting links.

Still another totals the jungle arteries at
6,000 miles.

An Austrian writer, Euno Enoebl, in a book
called “Victor Charlie,” said, without quali-
fication: “The total length of the paths, trails
and roads, collectively described as the Ho
Chi Minh Trail is greater than 12,600 miles.”

He said the trail “runs through a territory
that stretches from the Chinese frontier fo
Cambodia.” Of course, the trail was not used
nearly so much in the days when the French
were fighting there because that war was go-
ing on largely in the north.

“It is impossible to control this enormous,
almost unpopulated area for long with
ground troops,” he wrote, “unless whole ar-
mies are deployed.

“Paratroopers could seize sections of the
trail, destroy them or control them for &
while. Yet, a few miles from their area of
operations, behind the next mountain ridge
or through the next ravine, there is possibly
another trail running south, and patrolling
forces may not even know of its existence.

“Tt is impossible to make combat contact
with Communist troops on the trail; an at-
tack force could wander for weeks through
the jungle without actually coming across a
single enemy soldier.”

The full extent of this system—which, like
the war itself, is constantly shifting—may
not be known for some time,

Hanol operates freely in this mountainous
panhandle area of the kingdom of Laos. This
area is controlled by the Pathet Lao, which
means “Free Laos.” The Pathet Lao has been
mainly interested in keeping the troops of
the Laotian government in check, but the
Pathet Lao is a Communist regime and,
therefore, works closely with the North Viet-
namese.

Laos is in the heart of Southeast Asia. It
is the keystone of the entire peninsula.

Laos was carved out of the French Indo-
china empire. It is small, having a popula-
tlon (there never has been a census) of
about 2.6 million. North Vietnam’s popula-
tion is 19 milllon. South Vietnam is 17 mil-
lion.

If you look at the map of Southeast Asla
you see at once the strateglc position of
Laos—it borders on every nation of the area:




3516

Burma, China, North Vietnam, Cambodia,
South Vietnam and Thailand.

In this country, which is about the size of
Britain, the prinecipal cash crop ls opium,
legal opium. The airlines there, such as they
are, have been known collectively, because
of their cargo, as "Air Oplum." Vientiane has
become a bit of a hipple haven recently.

A strange country it is—Iit doesn’t have a
single mile of railroad track, but they used
gunpowder rockets 300 years before Cape
Eennedy. And in Vientlane you can buy
French wine in flip-top aluminum cans.

The Ho Chi Minh Trail was named by the
French, back In those days when they were
still unaware that, figuratively, it was going
to take them right back where they came
from, Parls,

Ho Chi Minh became the president of
North Vietnam, Sometimes he was known
as “Uncle Ho."” He died in September 1069.

In North Vietnam, the name for the trafl
is Duong Tuyen Dau, which means “the road
to the front.”

But whatever they call it, the Ho trail
does not show up on standard U.S. milltary
?aé:: of eastern Laos, the Associated Press

nds.

Scattered throughout the maze of alter-
nate routes are uncounted depots and trans-
fer points where weapons, ammunition, food
and other supplies are unloaded and redis-
tributed for shipment toward the Vietnam
border or reloaded for the continuing trip
south.

There are also hospitals along the route.

And the North Vietnamese have also built
a pipeline of undisclosed length through the
mountains from their country into Laos. The
line carries oll. About a dozen waterways are
used to float barrels and waterproof bags
south. Sometimes pilots have fired bursts at
these barrels and bags.

At one place, a river crossing, the Reds
bullt a bridge with the roadway a few inches
below the surface of the water, making it
almost impossible to detect from the air.

Even bomb craters are often utllized by
the ingenious North Vietnamese. Supplies
are sometimes put into the craters and cov-
ered with netting and a thin layer of soil
and foliage, another indicatlion of the en-
emy's masterful use of concealment.

Until recently, according to the AP, major
enemy ground units were not needed to de-
fend the mountain trail system, The North
Vietnamese positioned hundreds of sophisti-
cated antiaircraft weapons along the ridges,
along with radar, and bullt bunkers as much
as 10 feet thick to protect the gunners from
U.S. bombs and rockets.

U.B. fighter-bombers roam over the trail
and the B52 strateglic bombers hammer the
entry points from North Vietnam day and
night. Supersecret B57 bombers and C119
and C130 gunships, with speclal electronic
equipment to peer through the night skies,
range across the trails at night.

A type of sensor device, which is dropped
by parachute, registers and records sounds
of the movement of people and vehicles—a
voice or one footstep. The data are stored
and planes fly over and collect the informa-
tion by electronics and send it to computers
in Thalland, which then report on the loca-
tlons of convoys and troops.

Penetration bombs are dropped on under-
ground fuel lines, Combat aireraft drop mines
into the numberous navigable waterways.

Between 300 and 400 combat aircraft have
been In action over the trall every day—
probably many more now that the South
Vietnamese offensive against the trail is un-
der way.

Intelligence sources say North Vietnam
has a fleet of about 5,000 trucks. Most of
them are Zils, which are Russian; they are
similar to the American Ford truck. A sin-
gle truck rarely makes the full run on the
trall. Instead, there is a system of transfers
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from point to point, with these gray-green
trucks, bicycles, oxcarts and human backs
all bearing the burdens of war. Even ele-
phants, reminders of Hannibal, are often
used.

As many as 20 transfers may take place
on the trall. For instance, a box of am-
munition may move on one truck at night.
It goes eight miles. Then it pulls info one
of the camoufilaged parks and unloads. The
next day another truck takes the box over,
moving it on to another point, and so on.
Because of the bombings, most of this driv-
ing is done at night.

One source sald there are about 1,500 of
these truck parks and storage areas along
the trall. And there are also dummy trucks
to fool pilots.

The first transports from the north
started as far back as 1959. They used old
colonial routes and paths through the moun-
tains and the jungles. As noted, the trail
played a lesser role back In those days; 1t
grew to increasing importance as the fight-
ing in the South became more intense.

Maintaining the Ho Chl Minh Trall is a
back-breaking job any time of the year.

When a portion of the road is knocked
out by bombs, an army of “ants,” work-
ers with shovels, hoes and picks and wicker
baskets and small wheelbarrows, work fran-
tically and silently to make the repairs.

An estimate some time ago said that
about 75,000 persons work on the network,
including a coolie force of Laotian tribes-
men and villagers, During the wet season,
which is May to October, rains wash out
roads and floods them. Again the coolles
and the tribesmen, called the montagnards,
who bulld thelr bamboo huts in a circle to
ward off evil spirits, go to work.

Now, with the South Vietnamese cutting
into Laos and swarming astride the Ho Chi
Minh Trail, watching from the dark palms
and the blue-green elephant grass, a deci-
slve moment of the war may be at hand.

The premier of Laos, Prince Souvanna
Phouma, has said: “If Hanol loses the Ho
Chi Minh Traill, they would lose the war in
a few weeks.”

But then, Gen. William C, Westmoreland,
who is now army chief of staff in Washing-
ton, once was quoted as saying: “There 1s
very little, almost nothing, we can do about
the Ho Chi Minh Trail.”

A curious war in a strange setting, with
elephants completing the bizarre scene—and
the guns never tiring.

CONGRESSMAN McCLORY REPRE-
SENTS PRESIDENT NIXON AT LIN-
COLN MEMORIAL

HON. LESLIE C. ARENDS

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, our col-
league from Illinois, Mr. McCLORY, repre-
sented the President of the United States
on February 12 at the Lincoln Day cere-
mony at the Lincoln Memorial. To select
Congressman McCLorY, a native son of
the State of Illinois—the “Land of Lin-
coln”"—and the president of the Illinois
State Society, was a logical choice, and
his assignment was carried out with
poise and dignity.

Accompanied by Maj. Gen. Roland
Gleszer, commanding officer of the Mili-
tary District of Washington, Mr. Mc-
Crory laid a wreath—on behalf of the
President—at the foot of the Lincoln
statue.
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Following an introduction by Mr. Fred
Hunt, president of the Military Order of
the Loyal Legion—descendants of Civil
War veterans—Mr. McCLorY spoke
briefly in these words:

REMARKES OF CONGRESSMAN McCLORY

On this occaslon of calm reflection in re-
spect to the memory and the unique great-
ness of Abraham Lincoln, it is entirely ap-
propriate that we should gather here together
at this historic shrine and pay tribute not
alone to Abraham Lincoln’s memory but
also the prineiples which he courageously
embraced in holding our turbulent and rest-
less Nation together, and in directing our
path toward understanding and compassion,
one for the other, to the end that we might
achieve both material and spiritual great-
ness,

President Nixon, whom I have the privi-
lege to represent, declared in his Lincoln's
birthday message:

“As we observe the anniversary of his
birth . .. we think again about the prin-
ciples he observed and how they can be im-
plemented In our time.

“Lincoln knew that free people and open
opportunities were the driving force of
America: Today we must protect individual
freedom and expand individual opportu-
nity: . oM

On an earller occasion, President Nixon
declared:

“I believe that a nation, like a person, has
a spirit.

“I believe that a national spirit comes to
the fore in times of national crisis.

“I believe that each time a national spirit
makes itself felt, 1t speaks to its own time
with a different message directed to the prob-
lems of that time."

President Nixon now occuples the same
Executive Mansion where Lincoln lived dur-
ing his final years and where the deep
thoughts and wise decisions were formulated
resulting in both preserving the Union and
In mapping its growth.

Today, wé humbly pray that that same
spirit which directed Lincoln as he appealed
on bended knee for guidance from above may
guide and direct the spiritually minded man
who now occuples the White House—and
that this great inspiration of Lincoln may
cause Americans throughout the Nation to be
motivated by those words we heard just a
few moments ago—and that we may “be
here dedicated to the great task remaining
before us . . . and that this nation under
God, shall have a new birth of freedom, and
government of the people, by the people, for
the people shall not perish from the earth.”

Also participating in the impressive
wreath-laying ceremony were the new
Secretary of the Interior, Rogers C. B.
Morton, and the ‘“‘dean of the diplo-
matic corps,” Ambassador Guillermo Se-
villa-Sacasa, of Nicaragua, and repre-
sentatives of the District of Columbia
government, and the National Park
Service.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate all who
participated in the celebration at Lincoln
Memorial in the city of Washington—
and particularly our colleague from Illi-
nois, Mr. McCLORY.

POOR MAN'S ARMY
HON. WILLIAM D. HATHAWAY

OF MAINE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. HATHAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to bring to my colleagues’ at-
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tention an excellent article which ap-
peared on the editorial page of the Feb-
ruary 21 Washington Post, pointing up,
as the “critical defect in the proposal for
the volunteer army,” the relative ease
the proposal would afford national lead-
ers in making the initial decision to wage
war.,

This valuable essay is entltled “The
Case Against an All-Volunteer Army,”
and is the product of the most impressive
mind of Joseph A. Califano, Jr., former
Special Assistant to the Secretary and
Deputy Secretary of Defense and Special
Assistant to President Johnson.

The article follows:

THE CASE AGAINST AN ALL-VOLUNTEER ARMY

The decision to wage war is usually the
most serlous that any national leader makes
during his public career. True as this has
been throughout history, in the age of nu-
clear weapons any such decision is fraught
with catastrophic undertones. It is thus im-
portant that every reasonable inhibition be
placed on those who have the power to make
the declsions of war and peace. There should
be no cheap and easy way to decide to go
to war in the 1970's.

The greatest inhibltlon on the decision of
a democratically elected leader to wage war
is the need to have the people’s support. It
took Roosevelt years of persuasion and the
Japanese sneak attack at Pearl Harbor to
bring the nation to a point where they were
willing to wage war In the South Pacific.
North Africa and Europe. Truman’s decision
to fight In Eorea was one he had to make
with the knowledge that as the war pro-
gressed, it would likely be unpopular and
costly to the political fortunes of a party
that depended upon the support of the
American people in order to retain control
of the White House.

The concept of a volunteer army—paild at
a rate just high enough to attract those at
the lower economic levels of our soclety and
ending a draft which exposes every economic
and soclal level to possible military service—
lifts from the President the most inhibition
on a decislon to wage war. It is likely to
produce a poor man's army fighting for decl-
slons made by affiuent leaders. It is unlikely
that many of the senators, congressmen,
presidents, cabinet officlals and national se-
curlty advisers who, In the first instance
make the decision to wage war, will have
sons who will choose a military career be-
cause It pays more. The economic incentives
put forth by proponents of the volunteer
army proposal are unlikely to attract many,
if any, middle and upper class Americans
with higher paying, less dangerous career
alternatives.

It is remarkable to me that so many doves
on both sides of the aisle have joined in
support of President Nixon's proposal for a
volunteer army. Indeed, some wish to put it
into effect even faster than the President
suggests. The broad base of support against
the Vietnam war has come from those col-
lege students and their middle and upper-
middle class American parents who are per-
sonally affected by the cold fact that the
draft 1s color blind as far as economic and
social status are concerned. These Ameri-
cans simply will not permit their sons to die
waging a war in which they do not believe.

Moreover, any President or national leader
must constantly reassess his position today
on the Vietnam war and any future adven-
tures in armed conflict to make certain he
can continue to make his case to the Ameri-
can people. He must have some hope that
they will be with him, as President Lyndon
Johnson used to say, on the landing as well
&s on the take-off.
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This is the critical defect in the proposal
for the wolunteer army: It could make it
too cheap and easy for national leaders to
make the initial decision to wage war. It
is from that initial decision of one or a few
men that it is so difficult for subsequent
leaders and an entire nation to retreat, as
we have seen through the administrations
of four presidents who have struggled with
the problem of Southeast Asia.

Much of the attitude of supporters of the
voluntary army is similar to the thinking
that has degraded the original concept of
foreign ald. Our AID programs were begun
as an act of magnificent humanity after
World War II, when former enemies were
accorded dignified treatment as human be-
ings and given the assistance to rebuild
their societles, preserve their national integ-
rity and live in human decency. Plece by
piece and chip by chip, foreign ald finally
reached the point epitomized by Senate
Minority Leader Hugh Scott’s statement late
last year in support of President Nixon’s
#2556 million request for aid to Cambodia:
“The cholce here 1s between dollars and
blood.” Put another way, we can buy a war
that others will fight for us; in Scott’s case,
the Cambodians. In short, let's make it their
bloed and our money.

It is largely this attitude which has per-
mitted the Russlans to be so adventurous
since the end of World War II with few
internal repercusslons. The Chinese and
North Koreans fought, with Russian f-
nancing, in the early 1950’s. The North Viet-
namese fight with Russian and Chinese ald
in Southeast Asla. The Egyptians and Arabs
fight with Russian arms in the Middle East.
The Soviets in effect buy mercenary “volun-
teer” armies of citizens of other countries,
just as our AID program has often been
used to buy forelgn mercenaries for us.

There are other problems with the volun-
teer army, not the least of which are the
enormotus financial costs and the dangers
to a soclety of harboring 2 or 3 million
men dependent soclely for their livelihood
on the most powerful military establishment
in the history of mankind.

According to the report of the President's
Commission on an All-Volunteer Force,
chaired by former Defense Secretary Thomas
Gates, to attract a volunteer force of 2 mil-
lon men, the nation would have to pay
#1.5 billilon per year In addition to what
it is now paying. To support a volunteer
force of 2.5 million men, the nation would
have to pay $2.1 billion per year in addi-
tional pay and allowances. To add an addi-
tional 500,000 men and support a volunteer
force of 3 million men, the taxpayers would
have to put up an additional $4.6 billion
per year, That 20 per cent increase in man-
power from 2.5 to 3 million men requires a
staggering 100 per cent plus increase in the
cost to the nation, from $2.1 billion to $4.6
billion each year.

In an age of urgent domestic needs, I
would prefer to spend that $4.6 billlon (or
the lesser amounts) on any number of needs
at home—Iimproving the delivery of medical
services, housing, job fraining, anti-pollu-
tion efforts, education.

There also should be some concern in any
democratic society at putting 2 or 3 million
men throughout the most productive years
of their lives in professional military careers.
Several military officlals have expressed pre-
cisely that concern to me. At the policymak-
ing level, civillan control of the military is
no easler than civilian control of the eivilian
bureaucracy or mayoral centrol of a local
police force. As powerful and well connected
as the military establishment is in the busi-
ness community and in the Congress, there
is at least the continuing check of a turn-
over in both the officer and enlisted corps of
scores of thousands of men who enter and
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leave the military each year and make their
careers in a varlety of civillan professions.
To take an extreme but actual case, what
would the chances have been of exposing the
Mylai massacre if the only Americans pres-
ent had been soldiers who were totally de-
pendent on the Army for their career and
thelr retirement?

This is not meant as a commentary a Ia
Elsenhower on the military-industrial com-
plex. For the dangers of parochialism and
stagnation from having the same people in
the same job too long are apparent through-
out our society: In the steel industry, the
senjority system in the Congress, some labor
unions and even an automobile assembly
lines. Moreover, the learning process goes
both ways. If any good can be said to come
out of war, it s from the survivors (in and
out of the military) whose experience temp-
ers their willingness to wage war again and
makes them reluctant to permit their sons
to wage war. Finally, there is more truth
than most people would like to admit in the
afirmative aspects of discipline and traln-
ing that a military organization provides not
only for many enlisted men, but for a signif-
fcant number of relatively affluent college
graduates from middle America.

The arguments propounded for an all-
volunteer army are not convincing to me.
True, as the Gates Commission points out,
we have had volunteer armies for the greater
part of our history except during major wars
and since 1948. But those volunteer forces
were substantially smaller than they are to-
day. The power and longistic capability of
Presidents to station them in any part of
the world and intervene in any war is mark-
edly greater today. And hydrogen bombs
were not an integral part of the military es-
tablishment before World War II.

True, as Senator Goldwater contends, it 1s
increasingly difficult to make deferment de-
terminations in consclentious objector cases
since the Supreme Court decision last June.
But judgments concerning a man’s intent
are made every day in the courts of our
land and there is nothing so special about
judging the sincerity of a man’s intention in
the context of the draft.

True, as so many liberal supporters of the
volunteer army argue, this proposal would
relieve the burden of military service from
young men who prefer not to have thelr ca-
reers interrupted by even a few years serv-
ice In the military. But I, for one, do not
wish to lift from the President and the Con-
gress the substantial frritant and inhibition
of young men who do not want to be drafted
to fight in a war unless they are convinced
the cause is just. Most presidents are both
lions and foxes and their decisions to make
war, while founded in conscience for the
good of the nation, are not taken without
significant measures of shrewd calculation.

What are we to say of a soclety that can
no longer inspire its young men to fight for
its national security policies? Not simply (I
hope) that it's fortunate that we have
enough money to buy mercenary volunteers.

The very concept of a high paid volun-
teer army reflects the continuing erosion of
the will to sacrifice, particularly on the part
of our affluent citizens, The prosperity of
the 1960's certainly must increase our con-
cern with the impact of affiluence on the
fiber of our soclety. Along with its vast bene-
fits, the economic prosperity of the 60's
brought self-centered cries of more and bet-
ter and a greater reluctance on the part of
the affluent to sacrifice for public purposes
and the needs of our disadvantaged citizens.
The wealthy have been able to leave the
center city or to live there in such protected
cocoons that they are immune to the dan-
gers of crime and the human indignities of
congestion and filth. The more affluent are
able to hire the talent to avold payment of
falr shares of income taxes;, Indeed, many
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pay no taxes at all. To say to them that now
we will 1lift from you any concern that your
sons might have to fight a war is further to
pander to the more selfish, baser instincts of
their human nature.

What is of profound concern is that so
many of our leaders eagerly support any
move to ease the burdens of the affluent
and make it easier politically to engage In
military adventures abroad at a time when
the nation desperately needs a real measure
of sacrifice at home and the strictest kind of
inhibitions on further military adventures in
far-off lands.

PROJECT MAST—MILITARY ASSIST-
ANCE TO SAFETY AND TRAFFIC

HON. HENRY B. GONZALEZ

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr, Speaker, Project
MAST—Military Assistance to Safety
and Traffic—is a test program, initiated
through the efforts of the Secretary of
Defense and Department of Transporta-
tion, designed to test the feasibility of a
helicopter ambulance rescue service for
use in rural and isolated areas. Secretary
Laird deserves to be congratulated on
this achievement.

Originally scheduled to end on Decem-
ber 31, 1970, the program was extended
until March or April of this year.

The first MAST program was initiated
at Fort Sam Houston, Tex., to serve San
Antonio and the 10 surrounding counties
which make up the Alamo Area Council
of Governments. Since that time, MAST
programs have been put into operation
at four additional sites: Mountain Home
Air Force Base, Idaho; Fort Carson, Colo-
rado; Luke Air Force Base, Ariz.; and
Fort Lewis, Wash,

Since the inception of the program on
July 15, 1970, MAST crews at Fort Sam
Houston have responded to 135 calls for
assistance—as of February 8—71 mis-
sions during the day and 64 night mis-
sions.

Of these 135 missions, only one was
aborted due to weather conditions. An
additional seven were canceled while the
helicopter was en route due to death of
the patient or arrival of ground ambu-
lance.

On the 135 missions, 159 patients were
transported to medical facilities. Thirty-
four were taken to military hospitals and
the remaining 125 to civilian hospitals.
One mission transported medical person-
nel and supplies from Santa Rosa Med-
ical Center in San Antonio to a local Air
Foree base to be flown to the disaster
area caused by Hurricane Celia.

Twenty-five of the missions involved
onsite pickup of patients and subse-
quent transport to a medical facility. The
remaining 110 missions were interhos-
pital transfers.

The majority of the patients trans-
ported were suffering from fractures
and/or lacerations incurred in various
types of accidents—mostly automobile
accidents. Other types of injuries and
illnesses represented include heart at-
tacks and cardiac strokes; severe burns;
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gunshot wounds; and coral snakebite.
Several newborn infants were taken to
San Antonio hospitals for intensive med-
ical care. Only four patients were dead on
arrival at the receiving medical facility.

Medical personnel and equipment, in-
cluding portable incubators, were present
on many of the flights.

The average mission took 49 minutes
from the time the call was received at
MAST operations until the patient was
delivered to a medical facility. Patients
were transported from distances rang-
ing up to 100 miles,

Total flying time to date on missions
is 126 hours and 45 minutes.

Emergency resuscitative care adminis-
tered enroute by the medics includes
bandaging of wounds, applying splints
to fractures, and administering oxygen,
intravenous fluids and antishock treat-
ment.

Of the 18 hospitals within the Alamo
Area Council of Governments which are
participating in the project, all have uti-
lized the services of the MAST rescue
team. An additional 9 hospitals in ad-
joining communities have requested and
received assistance from a MAST unit.

The rescue missions have aided per-
sons of all ages, both military and ecivil-
ian, suffering from a great variety of in-
juries and ailments. MAST has brought
the extensive and sophisticated medical
facilities of a large urban area within
reach of injured and ill persons in rural,
outlying areas where only severely limited
medical care is available—when it is
available at all.

The speed and efficiency of the MAST
personnel have saved lives and prevented
much unnecessary suffering on the part
of many persons.

CHAIRMAN HAMPTON OF THE CIVIL
SERVICE COMMISSION AIMS FOR
EXCELLENCE IN CAREER FEDERAL
SERVICE

HON. JOE L. EVINS

OF TENNESSEE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. EVINS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker,
Chairman Robert Hampton of the Fed-
eral Civil Service Commission is a man
of action—and an article in the current
issue of Government Executive points out
that “things are really happening over
there” in this Commission which he
heads.

Bob Hampton is able, genial and innov-
ative. His leadership has carried for-
ward the progress in improving the qual-
ity of the Federal civil service employee.

Because of the interest of my col-
leagues and the American people in the
work of this most important Commission,
I place the article from the Government
Executive in the REcorp herewith.

The article follows:

Civirn. SErRVICE CoMMISSION'S HaAMPTON AIMS
AT ACHIEVING AGENCY "RESPONSIVENESS"”
(By Samuel Stafford)

Over the years, the U.B. Civil Service Com-
mission (CSC) has drawn as much criticism
for 1ts real or Imagined fallings as any Fed-
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eral agency and probably has been the target
of more brickbats than most.

It still has its detractors on Capitol Hill
and in Government agencies, Federal em-
ployee unions and the media since modern
personnel management still is an inexact and
controversial science, but the critics seem—
perhaps it is only the Imagination—both less
numerous and less belligerent than in former
Years.

As one longtime critic told Government
Erecutive: “I hate to admit it, but things
are really happening over there.”

“Things"” have been happening, of course,
ever since the first three commissioners and
their entire staff of four aldes opened for
business in a $3-a-day room in Washing-
ton, D.C., in 1883, for the essentially negative
purpose of curbing rampant political patron-
age and corruption in public service.

Beginning in the 1930's, the CSC’s role—
paralleling the rapid growth and increasing
complexity of the Federal Government—
slowly began shifting in the positive direction
of bullding an effective modern personnel ad-
ministration system for the Federal estab-
lishment.

During the last decade—and particularly
during the Johnson and Nixon Administra-
tion under the leadership of former CSC
Chairman John Macy and present Chairman
Robert E. Hampton—the commission has, say
the veteran CSC-watchers, made impressive
gains in meeting tough new Federal person-
nel challenges. Significantly, the spurt of
activity in an agency with a longtime musty
image of a paper-shuffling, foot-dragging
bureaucratic bottleneck has paralleled the
rapid growth of Federal employee unioniza-
tion and general social and technological
ferment in this country.

Among the solld advances made in fairly
recent years: liberal revision of the Federal
Merit Promotion system, extension of the
Federal Employee Health Benefits program,
firm establishment of the prineiple of pay
comparability with the private sector, grow-
ing sophistication in dealing with labor-man-
agement and equal employment opportunity
problems, establishment of new programs to
recruit and train Federal executives and
broad Federal involvement for the first time
in inter-governmental programs to upgrade
the quality of state and loeal personnel.

To CSC Chairman Hampton, 48, who was a
Civil Service commissioner for eight years
before assuming his present post in 1969, the
“new look" in his agency s here to stay, and,
with continuing White House and Congres-
sional support and pollicy-making involve-
ment, however amiable, of employee unions,
the prospects for future innovative person-
nel management advances are bright.

“The first thing I initiated after becoming
chairman was a review of every operating
program of the commission—rules, regula-
tions, laws and so forth—in the light of
contemporary problems,” Hampton said.

“I always got the impression that here
was a great big plece of granite . .. that
everything revolved around it and had to
adapt itself to the system.

“So one of the points stressed in our re-
view was to make the system responsive to
the needs of today—the idea that merit prin-
ciples do not have to equate with rigldity—
that they can be flexible principles. We didn't
lose sight of the main idea which is that
the hiring and promotion of employees
should be done on the basis of their qualifica-
tions and thelr contributions.

“Looking at the system in this light, we
asked ourselves: 'Is it responsive to the needs
of management and the needs and interests
of employees and the public? And in general,
what iz the environment around us in which
personnel policles are made?'”

“So our reviews indicated that there were
a number of items that required new legisla-
tion or changes in Executive Orders and we




Februcry 22, 1971

placed these in an order of internal priority,
realizing that it was impossible to achieve
major reform in one great big package In a
program that had been modified by law and
Executive Order for nearly 90 years. Actually,
we came up with some 44 requirements for
changes in the law and 77 indicated Execu-
tive Order changes.

“These are basic reforms. Some are bread-
basket issues and some are aimed at setting
up a methodology and a machinery whereby
we get where we want to go.”

Hampton said: “The second thing we did
of significance, I believe—and something
that ties into the idea of agency responsive-
ness—concerned a reexamination of our in-
stitutional attitudes.

“You know, we don't really need some-
body always telling us how and where we
went wrong. Our attitude should be that we
are our own severest critics . . . that we have
the machinery available to us to collect the
views of the users of the system and to learn
about and correct flaws rather than saying
there are no deficiencies or lamely trying to
defend them. In other words, we have to
recognize our problems and move boldly to-
ward really solving them.

“In this connection, we have no informa-
tion in the commission that is classified or
otherwise to be kept from the public except
for internal working papers such as inspec-
tion reports, medical records, investigative
files on individuals and documents submitted
to the President on which he has not yet
acted.

“We approached the problems of making
reforms on an open basis, We established
methods of consultation with most of the
Government unions and before policy matters
become issues we go to the unions and give
them a draft of what we have in mind and
say: ‘Here it is, now take a shot at it—let’s
have your views, what's right and what's
wrong about {t?*

“The unions have responded very well and
their criticism of documents we've given
them for consultation has been constructive.
Of course, they don't lose sight of their ob-
Jectives and there are some tough struggles
on various points, but this is to be expected.”

Following his first year as chairman
Hampton listed these gains, among others,
in areas of CSC activities:

Institution of new or substantially
changed programs, Government-wide, in
equal opportunity, labor-management rela-
tions and merit promotion.

Adoption of new recruiting methods af-
fecting college graduates, worker-trainees
and others,

Opening of new Federal information cen-
ters with the General Services Administra-
tion, expansion of Federal executive boards,
and establishment of the first “listening
posts” in large cities in llne with the CSC
aim of becoming more “responsive.”

Takeover of the entire Post Office examin-
ing system.

Among other accomplishments last year,
Hampton said, was the setting up of a frame-
work of the labor-management system called
for by Presidential Executive Order, retire-
ment system improvements, a beefed-up em-
ployee health benefits program with the
Government’'s contribution raised to 40 per-
cent and assured automatic adjustments
each year, an overhaul in grievance and ap-
peals procedures, passage of the Intergov-
ernmental Personnel Act providing for aid to
states and localities, and passage of the Fed-
eral Pay Comparability Act of 1970.

Of these, several have been hailed as “land-
mark” advances by many.

One of the most far-reaching is the pay
comparability legislation which takes classi-
fied pay setting out of both Congressional
politics and Presidential politics.

Under the new system, data on private en-
terprise pay will be related to Federal sal-
arles. There will be consultation with union
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officials and any differences will be resolved
by an objective third party committee,

If the President agrees with the findings,
he will order the adjustments into effect
immediately. This is seen as eliminating a
customary lag of a year or more in effecting
such pay adjustments.

Should the President propose smaller or
later raises as during “national emergencies,”
he must send his plan to Congress, which
may veto it by a simple majority vote.

Passage of the legislation, which gives em-
ployee unions a larger voice in pay recom-
mendations, tells much about both Robert
Hampton's stewardship at the CSC and about
the prevailing Federal labor-management
climate.

Many, if not all, of those who have worked
with Hampton in hammering out legislation
see him as more candid and open than the
usual bureaucrat and a man who is flexible
enough to work toward a meaningful com-
promise if this is indicated as the best solu-
tion.

The pay act in which Hampton engaged
in the final give and take with John Griner,
president of the AFL-CIO American Fed-
eration of Government Employees, Rep. Mor-
ris Udall (D-Ariz.) and others, was such a
compromise.

Hampton told Government Executive: *I
think this legislation will go a long way to-
ward establishing a more professional pay-
setting methodology free of the political
process and the pressures that can either es-
calate or de-escalate or otherwise dictate
what the pay should be.”

A task force meanwhile is conducting a
two-year study of job evaluation and pay
practices in Government, with a preliminary
report of findings due this Spring and a leg-
islative proposal expected to be ready next
year.

Of the task force's work, Hampton said:
“One of the things I think is essential is
that we have a coordinated system within
the total Federal picture of how you price a
job and there are a variety of systems for
doing this in both industry and the Govern-
ment.

“What our task force is trying to do is to
find the best methodology they are able to
find for evaluating job classifications in the
Federal Government.”

Hampton sees the continual assessment of
labor relations problems as “something that
will be with us for a long time.”

As part of the general review of CSC oper-
ations early in the Nixon Administration, a
review was made of a former Executive Order
bearing on labor relations. An earlier review
had been made at the end of the Johnson
Administration and rather than rehold hear-
ings, Hampton's aides reviewed findings from
those hearings and “added in problems that
had come up in the intervening period.”
Following the review, they wrote another Ex-
ecutive Order which was approved and issued
by the President.

“About that time,” Hampton said, “there
was a postal strike and a sickout by air
traffic controllers and many critics were quick
to say that the Executive Order was obso-
lete, but we could not agree with this assess-
ment."”

He sald: “Labor relations in the public
sector is an evolving situation similar in
many ways to that which evolved in the pri-
vate sector, but also quite different.

“I personally don't believe that the Fed-
eral Government at this time can interpose
an across-the-board collective bargaining sys-
tem. Management in the Federal Govern-
ment isn’t ready for it and the unions aren't
really ready for it.

We have extreme difficulty in arriving at
appropriate bargaining units—who does the
bargaining and how do you go for a quid
pro quo.

“But we had to have a beginning frame-
work and I think the Executive Order gives
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us that. It's difficult even to administer this
Executive Order because it sets up new rela-
tionships—new give and take—on both sides.

“Leadership of the program is vested Iln a
Federal labor relations council rather than
the commission, but the commission, Labor
Department, Federal Mediation and Coneil-
lation Service and others, including an im-
passe panel have specific responsibilities.

“The head of an agency lost some of his
autonomy for one thing. And we do have
third-party involvement ... we're begin-
ning to have third-party precedents estab-
lished in labor-management situations. I
think people are beginning to realize the
benefits of being able to go to an impasse
panel as they now can do as well as having
the Assistant Secretary of Labor involved in
electlons, determining bargaining units,
things like that.”

Hampton thinks it is “possible” that there
will be Government-wide collective bargain-
ing some day, though not in the near future.

“But looking at it pragmatically,” he said,
“you'd still have labor tensions even with
collective bargaining.”

“I think you have to look at the long record
of relative labor peace in the Government.
Look at the pay increases, changes in fringe
benefits—retirement and so on that have
been obtained by Federal employee unions.
And the pay act which gives labor a greater
voice than ever before. So there is some-
thing in the system that has given it some
stability.

“What I'm saying is that this is an evolving
situation. We're learning and the labor unions
are learning.”

He added: “There are differences In the mo-~
tivations of people toward public service to-
day than was true formerly, I'm not saying
employees are less public service minded to-
day, but I do think they are much more
aware of the necessity of being treated similar
in terms of pay and working conditions to
people in the private sector these days.

“I think that in many cases the Govern-
ment was remiss in not recognizing this and
moving faster to do something about it.”

The CSC has a central staff dealing ex-
clusively with agency Ilabor-management
problems and 10 labor relations experts in
regional offices (“our eyes and ears”).

“But we haven't really developed a model
in labor relations,” Hampton said: “We really
need to do more pioneering thinking. In the
near future we will probably have formulated
a labor relations policy in terms of our goals
and possible methods of achieving them."”

The Executive Assignment System, drawn
up and established over the past two Ad-
ministrations, envisioned a data bank or in-
ventory of 25,000 or more high-level Federal
executives from which agencies could draw as
the need for specialized talent arose.

Other programs aimed at upgarding and
making the best possible use of the Federal
executive manpower pool include a university
fellowship program for young executives,
executive seminar courses at Eings Point,
L.I1., and Berkeley, Calif. (with & future semi-
nar program slated for Oak Ridge, Tenn,),
and a Federal Executive Institute.

How has the Executive Assignment System
talent bank operation been working? Has it
fostered mobility among the executive force?
And have agency managers tended to draw
too heavily from those in their agencies on
the list to the detriment of outsiders?

“Agencies have been using the talent
bank,” sald Hampton, “but I think it's been
minimal. As for managers drawing heavily
from their won agencies, I think it's difficult
to say categorically that this is detrimental to
the program.,

“I personally think there should be more
mobility, more movement across agency lines
but mobility seems to be something that is
highly personal with an executive.

“All in all, the agencies are coming to us
more than they did formerly.
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“We have a staff proposal on this that
hopefully will be part of the Administration’s
legislative package, Essentially, it moves from
a position-oriented system to more of an
individual rank-in-the-man system and
would provide for greater freedom of move-
ment in the use of these (executive) re-
sources within the system. And it also faces
up to the controversial issue of tenure—
there has been some feeling that there might
be abuses In terms of job transitions—that
people might be moved out of jobs because
of political reasons or cronyism. This is not
our purpose.”

He added: ‘“The whale area of executive
development needs some real attention—
not only in terms of who is coming into the
system but also who is already in the system.
There has to be a more orderly development
of executives, recognizing the need. In Gov-
ernment, you have a multi-billlon dollar
operation—one of the biggest in the world—
and you simply must have people who are
well qualified and up to date if the Govern-
ment 1s to function properly.”

Among other points made by Hampton:

The CSC's first-time Involvement In a
grant-in-aid program under intergovern-
mental personnel legislation providing for
grants to states and localities to upgrade
public service there “is in line with the
President's concept of federalism because
if this concept is to work, it has to be
underpinned by a first-class personnel sys-
tem at the grassroots.”

Under the program, he said, the CSC will
take over from the Labor and Health, Edu~
catlon and Welfare departments merit sys-
tem functions they have been performing in
connection with other grant programs,

His alm, he said, is “a minimum of red
tape and a maximum amount of the avail-
able money for the actual grant part of the
program.”

Revisions of Hatch Act provisions regard-
ing political activity by Government em-
ployees probably will be forthcoming.

“Sex dlscrimination issues are very diffi-
cult to deal with. There is discrimination by
managers, of course, but I don't think there
are as many instances of It as the critics
would have us belleve.

‘“Regarding public service in general, if
you were to include state and local govern-
ment, I'm not sure that our educatlonal
system 1s producing enough talent with the
right skills.”

Does Hampton belleve that the old stereo-
type of Government service as a refugee for
shiftless paper shufflers is dying out?

“It's hard to say,” he said, “I think our
image is better, but we'll always draw criti-
cism. It's ingrained in Americans to con-
tinually reexamine thelr governmental in-
stitutions.

“I don't want to seem callous about this,
but while image is something we constantly
try to improve, it’s not necessarily a good
measure of whether you're accomplishing
your purposes.”

Summing up his feelings about his two
years as top man at the CSC, Hampton, a
native Tennessean who likes to golf and
hunt, sald: “I'm particularly pleased at the
progress we've made in moving basic reforms
along. And I'm proud of the way our stafl
has taken up the challenge to make the
agency more responsive—to leave no doubt
that we are what we should be—the servant
of the people.”

FREEDOM—OUR HERITAGE
HON. WALTER S. BARING

OF NEVADA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. BARING. Mr. Speaker, each year
the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the
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United States and its ladies auxiliary
conducts a voice of democracy contest.

It is my pleasure to insert the speech
by the winner of that contest from the
State of Nevada, Miss Debbie Austin, of
Sparks High School, Nev. Miss Austin is
the daughter of Mr. and Mrs. Martin
Austin of Sparks.

For the benefit of my colleagues, I
insert Miss Austin’s speech at this point
in the RECORD:

FREEDOM—OUR HERITAGE
(By Debbie Austin)

When my eyes first rested upon it, my
breath was suddenly cut short—a chill shot
down my spine trying to sting a tear from
my eye, There, way above the trees, was a
fiag, furling proudly. A huge, brilllant
American flag, adorning the sky and bring-
ing warmth to my heart. It inspired me. I
was moved by a sense of pride like I have
never felt before. No, it was not fiying over a
state capital or adding grace to an old court-
house, That flag was holsted by a new serv-
ice station. Yes, just an ordinary service
station, on an ordinary day—but it was no
ordinary flag. The American flag is a con-
stant reminder of our heritage—man’s great-
est desire—man’s greatest need—freedom.
Our founding fathers based this country on
the fundamentals of liberty, equality, and
justice—a perfect foundation. However, man
is not a perfect being, so free men (men who
have fought for their own freedom) have
ironically denied liberty to other men caus-
ing ever constant struggles for freedom
within a free soclety. Is this not the most
beneficial way, though? Men who fight for
their freedom to worship hold it so much
more dearly than if they could take it for
granted. A Negro's strife for equality makes
him more aware of his potential—more in-
tent upon self-improvement—a drive many
“free whites” forsake. A woman demanding
her rights, her recognition as an equal, can
never be called a totally unworthy cause.
Good or bad—they have a right to crusade
for their grievances. Student dissenters de-
manding their freedom of expression, their
right to be heard. Their need to see action.

Many may regard these struggles for free-
dom as paradox to the basic concepts of
our society, but aren't they the very things
upon which our country is based? If within
your heart you feel something with enough
conviction to earnestly strive towards ob-
taining it—or perhaps even to lay your
life down for it—then it is certainly well
worth considering.

Of course, when these demonstrations
come to the point of innocent manslaughter
and infringing upon other people’s freedoms,
they can’t be tolerated, but by the same
token they can’t be ignored—or hushed. Ours
is & country born from rebellion and strong
from change and acceptance of new uni-
versal ideas. If we are to maintain our
strength, we have no choice but to keep
changing—keep re-evaluating. But that
doesn’'t mean we should protest every concept
laid down by the establishment just for
the sake of protest, or just to buck the
establishment. Those who rebel and dissent
should only feel qualified to do so if they
have a feasible replacement or alternate plan
for what they are disputing.

Throughout the years, since the first set-
tlers landed in America, millions of immi-
grants have flocked to our shores for relief
and the free enterprise system. There surely
must be something worth preserving if so
many have fled to it for one promise of a
better 1ife—of hope!

We have taken our freedom for granted—
too many have forgotten what it means to
be free—too many can’'t conceive of what the
alternatives are. Our nation provides more
freedoms than have ever before been seen
on the face of the earth and surely will not
be found existing anywhere else in this
troubled modern world, Women have cried
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for it. Men have died for it. This ambiguous
term, freedom. We are all so involved In
freedom, we cannot even recognize it. It is
here—it is now—we are free. Let's not lose
the thing upon which men thrive. Let's not
lose this thing—freedom.

THREE BILLS TO PASS APPROPRIA-
TIONS MEASURES ON TIME

HON. DONALD G. BROTZMAN

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. BROTZMAN. Mr, Speaker, I am
today introducing three pieces of legisla-
tion which should collectively result in
Congress passing the regular appropria-
tions bills on time each year.

The first bill provides that the fiscal
year of the U.S. Government coincide
with the calendar year. The second re-
quires continuous sessions of the House
whenever an appropriations measure has
not passed by the beginning of the fiscal
year. The third is a resolution which
would permit appropriations measures to
be considered 30 days prior to the com-
mencement of the next fiscal year even if
authorizing legislation has not been
passed by that time.

Conversing the fiscal year to the calen-
dar year should generally result in the
timely passage of appropriations bills.
However, it would not necessarily do so
and that is why I have introduced the
other two parts of this legislative pack-
age. The specter of continuous sessions
should serve as a sufficient incentive to
pass the appropriations bills on time, Al-
lowing the consideration of appropria-
tions during the last month of the fiscal
year, irrespective of the passage of au-
thorizing legislation, would make con-
sideration by the end of the year prac-
ticable.

Mr. Speaker, the idea of coinciding the
Government’s fiscal year with the calen-
dar year is not a new one. As a matter of
fact, the two did coincide until 1842 when
the present fiscal year was adopted. In
1842 it made good sense to utilize a July
1 to June 30 fiscal year because Congress
was then a part-time body which finished
its legislative business early in the year.
It was extremely difficult to project the
monetary requirements of the Govern-
ment many months in advance, and Con-
gress decided that by commencing the
fiscal year in July, expenditures and
revenues could be anticipated on a more
accurate basis. It was never a problem
to pass the appropriations bills on time
in the 19th century because Congress in-
variably finished all of its business and
ggjl;umed sine die prior to the first of

Even as there were good reasons to
adopt our present fiscal year in 1842,
there are good reasons to now establish
the calendar year as the fiscal year. As
we well know, Congress now stays in
session most, if not all, of the year. The
Federal budget has grown enormously in
both scope and size. Appropriations bills
require more study and preparation. Six
months would probably not be enough
time fo enact all of the appropriations
measures under the most favorable of
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conditions, In the 91st Congress, for ex-
ample, not one single regular appropria-
tions bill had been signed into law by
the beginning of the fiscal years involved.
The past four Congresses have consid-
ered 102 regular appropriations bills.
Only eight of those had become public
law by the beginning of the fiscal year
to which they pertained.

It is unfortunate, from a number of
standpoints, whenever an appropriations
bill is not passed on time, but it is a
critical national problem when, as it has
over the past 8 years, Congress passes
92 percent of the appropriations bills
after the beginning of the new year.

Mr. Speaker, I do not think we can
overestimate the importance of having
regular appropriations made by the be-
ginning of each fiscal year. Two separate
types of governmental waste occur when
continuing appropriations resolutions,
providing for a continuation of programs
at the previous year’s levels, are passed
pending enactment of the new regular
appropriations bill.

The first type of waste comes about
when Congress ultimately increases a
program’s funding over the level of the
previous year. In this case, the adminis-
trators of the program are forced to
operate at the lower level for part of the
year, Suddenly they find themselves fully
funded. Of course, the administrators are
anxious to at last commence programs
which had been authorized by Congress.
But, all too often, the money cannot be
spent efficiently during the balance of
the year. Nevertheless, the decision will
be made to spend all of the money be-
cause of a fear that Congress will be
reluctant to refund a program which did
not consume its full appropriation in the
previous year.

The second type of waste occurs when
Congress ultimately decides an appro-
priation cut is in order. Here, the de-
partment or agency will have to cut back
on programs which had been funded on
the basis of a continuing appropriation
resolution. One result in this type of sit-
uation could be the discontinuance of
much work already under way and thus,
the wasting of the money already spent.
Another possible result, and one which is
just as bad, could be that Congress would
be hesitant to kill genuinely wasteful pro-
grams simply because they had been al-
lowed to go into the new fiscal year under
a continuing resolution.

Few areas of endeavor have felt the
havoc wrought by operating the Govern-
ment on the basis of continuing resolu-
tions more than education. In fiscal year
1970, appropriations for the Office of
Education were not signed into law until
March 5, 1970, more than 8 months
late. In the interim school districts were
using guesswork to determine budgets
and mill levies. Although educators have
been able to cope with this situation re-
markably well, a haphazard situation has
nevertheless resulted. After all of the
sophisticated analysis and planning is
completed, school officials are required to
complete their budgets on the basis of
their best guess as to how much Federal
assistance Congress will provide. The
waste of the taxpayers’ money under
these circumstances is inevitable.
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I introduced an identical legislative
package in the 91st Congress, Mr.
Speaker. Following the introduction I
asked a number of school officials in
Colorado to advise me of their reaction.
A number of responses follow:

CoLorADO FEDERAL LiAaisoN OFFICE,
Washington, D.C.
Hon. DonaLp G. BROTZMAN,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Dow: I have read with interest your
remarks relative to the bills and the resolu-
tion through which you propose to bring
appropriations action in the Congress into
a more reasonable relationship with the fis-
cal year in which funds are to be spent.

As I have sald to you when we discussed
this matter, it is my judgment that the prob-
lem you have attacked is the most serlous
problem we face in terms of establishing an
efficient system for planning, both from the
viewpoint of the Congress and from the view-
point of the administrative departments.

It would seem to me that the greatest sin-
gle obstacle to be overcome would be the need
to appropriate actually for an eighteen month
period in the Initial appropriation.

You are to be commended for moving to
resolve a very serlous and a very baslc
problem.

Sincerely,
Wniriam C. HINKLEY,
Ezecutive Director.
Apams CoUNTY/ScHOOL DisTrICT 14,
Commerce City, Colo.
Hon, DoNALD G. BROTZMAN,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

My Dear MRr. BroTzman: I feel that the
education of children should be the na-
tion's number one priority, not only in name
but in fact. Quality education is predicated
upon enlightened educational planning,
committed implementation, sound evalua-
tion, and the necessary financial resources to
accomplish the task. The local district, the
state, and the natlion ultimately benefit from
such an educational program. However, when
any step of the process is disrupted, all suffer.

I have reviewed your proposals and concur
that, if adopted, they would greatly alleviate
some of the problems that occur when federal
funds are not appropriated in sufficient time
to derive maximum benefit from dollars
spent. If the schools could know the amount
of funding avallable for the next school year,
planning could begin immediately, the best
teachers recruited, and sound evaluation
techniques devised to the betterment of all.
I feel it would offer stabillly to American
education.

If I personally could be of assistance to you
in your effort to correct the present funding
situation or help with the concept of for-
ward funding please feel free to call on me.

Sincerely yours,
James E. WIGGINS,
Director of Federal/State Relations.
BouLbER VALLEY PUBLIC SCHOOLS,
Boulder, Colo.
Mr, DoNALD G, BROTZMAN,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

DeEar CoNGrEssMAN: Thank you for your
letter concerning the legislative package you
have introduced into the House of Rep-
resentatives.

The resolution and legislation are, as you
stated In your remarks, desperately needed.
Ever since the advent of significant federal
funds for public school use, the problem of
late appropriations has been a nightmare.
Efficient and effective use of funds demands
careful planning, and planning is almost im-
possible when we have to estimate what our
federal revenues will be.

A case In point, of course, s the matter of
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PL 874 money for this year. In our district
this amounts to over $500,000 of a $17 mil-
lion budget. This is a significant amount
and has a direct bearing on the mill levy
which the Board of Education must set in
the district. It would have been most help~
ful to the Boulder Valley Board of Educa-
tion if we had known exactly what we could
count on before having to have our budget
certified.

You are to be commended for your con-
cern in this area, and if there's anything that
we can do at the local level in getting action
on your package, please do not hesitate to
let us know.

Sincerely yours,
PauL E. SBMITH,
Superintendent of Schools.
JEFFERSON COUNTY
ScrHooL DisTrICT R-1,
Lakewood, Colo.
Hon. DoNaLD G. BROTEMAN,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN BroTzMAN: Thank you
for your letter. I am certainly happy to see
that you understand the problem. We have
budgeted our 874 money and still have no
assurance we will recelve it. The same is true
of ESEA and other federal funds,

It really appears to me that the federal
government should attempt to do their plan-
ning a little bit ahead so that they don't
make us all break the law, as we are now
having to do to live within their actions.

Thanks agaln, Don, for your efforts. I hope
something comes of it.

Sincerely,
W. DL WALKER,
Superintendent.
ST. VRAIN VALLEY PUBLIC SCHOOLS,
Longmont, Colo.
Mr. DoNALD G. BROTZMAN,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mg. Brorzman: I would urge you to
pursue with determination your position
on the legislative package you presented con-
cerning the fact that educational assistance
be designated and passed into law for the
beginning of each fiscal year.

As a school administrator I want to thank
you for your efforts in our behalf.

Sincerely,
Jack O. Porg,
Assistant Superintendent For Instruction.

DENVER PUBLIC SCHOOLS,
Denver, Colo.
Hon. DoNALD G. BROTZMAN,
Member of Congress,
Washington, D.C.

Dear DowN: The educators In the greater
metropolitan area are most appreclative of
your many fine efforts in behalf of the edu-
cation of our youth.

I heartily concur with you that there is
a great need to get the matter of the fed-
erally impacted school area decided to give
an opportunity to revise the formulas that
are of great concern to all of us.

Very truly yours,
Howarp L. JOHNSON,
Deputy Superintendent.
THOMPSON ScHoOL DisTRICT R2-J,
Loveland, Colo.
Hon. DoNALD G, BROTZMAN,
Member of Congress,
Washington, D.C.

DeArR CONGRESSMAN BroT1zmaN: Thank you
very much for writing to me Iin regard to
your proposed legislation concerning Con-
gress' failure to enact the appropriations
bill for educational assistance by the be-
ginning of the fiscal year.

I am certain that a definite date for mak-
ing appropriations would be most helpful to
schools in planning the budgets for the
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next year. I realize that it is dificult to
have such a date definitely established, but
the advantages far outweight the problems,
in my opinion. At best, predicting revenues
for budget bullding is a risky business. We
must use estimated increases in assessed
valuation, estimated enrollments, and esti-
mated revenue Ifrom non-tax sources
throughout our planning. This leads to in-
consistencies with the actual picture when
the final budget is determined., Many thmes
programs are planned and must be cut
drastically when the revenue to finance them
is not forthcoming.

The proposal for having the Federal fund-
ing on a calendar year basis would cer-
tainly be helpful to Colorado School Dis-
tricts, since it would then coincide with the
calendar fiscal year in such Districts. How-
ever, I feel it important to point out that
Colorado is only one of several States that
does have a calendar fiscal year, and there
are many States which still operate on the
July 1st through June 30th fiscal year. I am
not certain as to the appropriateness of this
proposal to such districts. So long as the
appropriations were made for the calendar
year, it would at least give even these dis-
tricts the advantage of knowing what their
revenue would be from July through Decem-
ber of the budget year which they are build-
ing. This is certainly an improvement over
the present situation where they are more
than six months into their budget year, and
the appropriations have not yet been deter-
mined.

It appears to me that the change of
House rules to allow consideration of appro-
priation measures, irrespective of authoriza-
tions, would be a necessary procedure to
establish a definite date for appropriations.
In addition, it appears to me that this would
provide a stimulus to the passage of author-
izatlon measures well In advance of the
established appropriation date.

I would certainly encourage you to con-
tinue in your efforts to see such legislation
enacted.

Sincerely,
C. E. STANSBERRY,
Superintendent.

Mr. Speaker, I believe the statements
from the Colorado educators which I
have just included point out the impor-
tance of passing appropriations bills on
time. Hearings should be held at an
early date so that legislation can be
passed in time to prevent the experiences
of the past few years from recurring in-
definitely into the future.

PRESERVE COMPETITION IN FUELS
INDUSTRIES

HON. ROBERT W. KASTENMEIER

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Mr. Speaker, in
recent years, a growing number of oil
companies have acquired substantial
financial interests of one sort or another
in the coal and uranium industries, a
trend that could all but end effective
competition between the oil, coal, and
uranium industries, The traditional in-
terfuel competition, which has been the
most effective weapon for business and
consumer protection in the energy field,
is seriously threatened by this design
toward economic concentration which
could, eventually, lead to the complete
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domination of the fuels industries by the
vast oil corporations.

A 1970 study by a Washington, D.C.,
research firm revealed how alarming the
penetration is by the oil companies into
the other fuels industries. Of the 25 larg-
est oll corporations, 11 have holdings in
coal and 18 have uranium interests.
These acquisitions have taken various
forms, such as the purchase of reserve
holdings, the buying of existing com-
panies in the other fuels industries and
the establishment of new ventures either
alone or jointly with other companies
within or outside the petroleum indus-
try.

In the coal industry, four of the Na-
tion’s largest 11 coal operations now are
oil company subsidiaries, and oil-owned
coal production by these four firms, in
1969, accounted for approximately 20
percent of the country’s total bituminous
coal output. The four controlling oil cor-
porations, with their percentage of the
total bituminous coal production, are
Continental Oil with 9.6 percent, Gulf
Oil with 1.4 percent, Occidental Petro-
leum with 5.7 percent, and Standard Oil
of Ohio with 2.2 percent. Other petro-
leum companies with coal holdings are
Standard 0Oil of New Jersey, Texaco,
Shell, Atlantic Richfield, Sun 0Oil, Ash-
land, and Kerr-McGee. The Nation's
largest oil company, Standard Oil of New
Jersey, through its major domestic af-
filiate, Humble, owns substantial por-
tions of coal reserves which reportedly
make it one of the two largest owners of
coal reserves in the Nation.

In the uranium industry, the oil com-
panies already have a large stake in the
mining and milling stages and are ex-
panding rapidly into the other areas of
the uranium fuel cycle. The petroleum
corporations account for one-sixth of the
uranium production, hold about 45 per-
cent of all known uranium reserves and
make more than half the new discoveries.
Kerr-McGee is the single largest pro-
ducer in the uranium industry, account-
ing for 23 percent of the total uranium
milling capacity directly and another 4
percent through half ownership. Humble
is planning a mill equivalent to another
8 percent of current total U.S. capacity,
for full operation in 1973. Eerr-McGee is
one of two companies in the business of
converting uranium oxide into uranium
hexafluoride—UF,—a compound used in
the uranium enrichment process. At-
lantic Richfield will be one of two com-
panies with capacity to convert slightly
enriched recovered uranium to UF, and
has the only present capacity for con-
verting highly enriched recovered
uranium to UF,. In the reprocessing field
which involves taking spent nuclear fuel
and preparing it for further use, five
plants are in existence or under con-
struction. Oil companies own four of
them. In addition to Kerr-McGee,
Standard Oil of New Jersey, and Atlantic
Richfield, other large petroleum com-
panies with uranium interests include
Texaco, Gulf, Mobil, Standard Oil of
Indiana, Shell, Phillips Petroleum, Con-
tinental Oil, Sun Oil, Union 0il of Cali-
fornia, Cities Service, Getty, Standard
Oil of Ohio, Pennzoil United, Inc., Amer-
ada-Hess, and Ashland.
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Mr. Speaker, the oil industry has long
held a privileged economic position in
this country, and it has benefited and
prospered from such Government pol-
icies as the oil import quota and the 22
percent depletion allowance. Now, the oil
industry, unimpeded, is consolidating its
grip on the other fuels, which will give
the petroleum companies a strangle hold
on all segments of the economy that de-
pend upon the various fuels for their
sources of energy and that traditionally
relied upon competition within the fuels
industry, particularly between oil and
coal. Despite legitimate antitrust ques-
tions that arise from these oil ventures
into the other fuels, the Department of
Justice has remained strangely silent.
However, we know from past history that
economic concentration can lead to col-
lusion, agreements for price fixing and
sharing of the market. This must not be
allowed to happen in the fuels energy
market, nor must this critical sector of
our economy be dominated by one force—
oil. In order to preserve competition
among corporations engaged in the pro-
duction of oil, coal, and uranium, I am
introducing, today, legislation to declare
it unlawful for any oil company to ac-
quire any coal or uranium asset, and to
require the divestiture by the oil com-
panies of all coal or uranium assets
within 1 year following enactment of this
measure.

LESSONS OF THE CONFERENCE

HON. JOHN G. SCHMITZ

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr, SCHMITZ. Mr. Speaker, the fol-
lowing article which appeared in the New
York Times of February 20, 1971, gives us
some interesting insights into the Soviet
system of government. Mr. Eugen Loebl,
former Minister of Foreign Trade in
Czechoslovakia and now an instructor at
an American university, points out that
the “de-Stalinization” carried out under
Khrushchev was simply a change within
the system advancing the security of the
individual members of the Politburo. A
one-man dictatorship was replaced by
a dictatorship of a handful of men.

Mr. Loebl also points out that the re-
newed courtship of the Soviet Union by
free world politicians will again result in
free world losses.

The article follows:

THE LEssoN oF “THE CONFESSION"
(By Eugen Loebl)

When my American friends saw the fAlm,
“The Confession,” they asked only one ques-
tion: Were the real prisoners of the Slansky
trials treated as brutally as the characters
are treated in this film? I was disturbed to
learn that they were surprised by the brutal-
ity that exists in the Soviet bloc.

I answered their gquestion by saying that
the real torture and sufferings were far worse
than those depicted in the film. Arthur Lon-
don, the author of “The Confession” and the
film's hero, told me that although he had been
In many capitalist and fascist prisons and
had been tortured many times, he had never
confessed. But a “soclalist” prison broke his
resistance,
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London’s personal tragedy is similar to
the tradegy of thousands of revolutionaries
who were forced to “confess" in Soviet Hun-
garian, Bulgarian, Polish and Csechoslovak
prisons. All of these confesslons and trials
bore the signature of Soviet intelligence
interrogators who applied the methods used
in the famous Moscow trials in the nineteen-
thirties to the satellite countries after the
war. This, in itself, indicates that torture
and imprisonment are a fundamental part
of the Soviet system.

I expected Americans to ask: why were
innocent revolutionaries and devoted mem-
bers of the Communist parties imprisoned,
tortured and forced to confess treason? And,
why were the victims then rehablilitated by
the same party and the very same system?

I will {ry to answer these questions from
my own knowledge about the Slansky trials,
I was the first of the defendants in the
Slansky trials to be imprisoned (I was im-
prisoned in November, 1949, and London
at the beginning of 1951).

After the Czechoslovak Communist party
came to power in 1948, its leadership decided
to bow to Soviet pressure and accepted the
Soviet “offer” to ‘“detect” Yugoslav and
Anglo-American agents in its rank and file.
It allowed the creation of a special Sovlet
security group which took control of the
Czechoslovak Ministry of Interior. Within a
few months every member of the Govern-
ment and party leadership became depend-
ent on these “advisers.”

In this way Czechoslovakia fell under
Soviet rule. Any political action that was
not in line with Soviet policy was con-
demned as high treason. Thus in essence the
trials were a condemnation of the policy of
an independent road for Cgechoslovak soclal-
ism.

Under Soviet pressure, the party leader-
ship betrayed their own political program,
then betrayed the independence of their
country, and finally, threw overboard those
who had carried out their orders. Although
the Slansky trials had fourteen formal de-
fendants, in truth, Czechoslovakia was on
trial. After the trials, those in charge of the
Communist party became the tools of the
Soviets.

Stalin's one-man dictatorship of the So-
viet Union created a situation where no one,
even in the highest echelons of power, could
be certain that he would not be purged. The
book, “EKhrushchey Remembers,” explicitly
describes the feeling of permanent danger
that accompanied the purges. When Stalin
died, the party leadership took steps to pre-
vent the concentration of power in the hands
of one man. Beria (head of the secret police
and the most powerful man In Russia after
Stalin’s death) was murdered by the major-
ity of the Politburo in order to forestall the
rise of a new Stalin. To justify his murder
and prove their “innocence,” the new leader-
ship declared that the crimes perpetrated by
the Soviet system were, in fact, the crimes of
Stalin, Berla, and their followers. Naturally
at least some of the victims of thelr excesses
had to be rehabllitated.

The reform that followed Stalin's death,
“Ehrushchevism,” is widely misunderstood
in the West as a liberalization of the Soviet
system. In reality, Khrushchevism was little
more than the distribution of power among
the members of the Politburo so that it could
not be turned against any of those in power,
The activities of the State Security organs
and their arbitrariness were also curtailed.
But, these changes represented reform
within the system, not a change of the sys-
tem. The arbitrary rule of one man was re-
placed by the arbitrary rule of a handful of
men. The restriction of the rights of the
Soviet cltizens and the erushing of the Hun-
garian revolt under EKhrushchev were con-
sistent with the worst aspects of Stalinism.
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Stalin justified the purges with the philo- Jice murders.” We owe him and the mag-

sophical claim that class struggle becomes
more intensive after the realization of so-
cialism. On Nov, 18, 1970, at a meeting in
Prague, Mr. Starikov, secretary of the Soviet
Embassy there, repeated Stalin's claim and
stated that the last 14 years had proven that
Stalin was right. Mr. Starikov sald that he
expects that the next Party Congress in Mos-
cow will confirm this thesis.

This system still exists; the changes have
been peripheral. The prospect of the hu-
manistic regime in Czechoslovakia became a
threat to the Soviet Unlon, and despite
solemn promises to respect Czechoslovakla's
sovereign rights, the Red Army led the in-
vasion that occupled Czechoslovakia.

Despite its crimes and repressive activities
the Soviet Union remalins a highly respected
world power, courted even by American poli-
ticlans, Despite his rise to power at the
height of the purges, Ehrushchey is de-
scribed as a man “good for his country and
the world.”

History teaches us that those who are not
able to learn from the past will have to learn
in the future, It also teaches us that as time
goes on the price of these lessons is higher
and higher.

THE DEBUNKING OF A MYTH

HON. RICHARD H. ICHORD

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. ICHORD. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to bring to the attention of this
House the lead editorial in the Washing-
ton Post of February 19. It begins:

It is with mixed emotions (chiefly envy
and chagrin) that we call your attention to
an article by Edward Jay Epstein in the
February 13 issue of the New Yorker—envy
because it is a work of debunking we wish
we had undertaken ourselves, and chagrin
because, For Your Information, we are among
those newspapers whose careless perpetua-
tion of an untrue statement Mr. Epstein has
rightly seen fit to criticize.

The editorial, Mr. Speaker, then goes
on to acknowledge that the Post and
other news media—including the New
York Times, AP, and UPT—have for some
time been accepting at face value the
statement of Charles R. Garry, an attor-
ney for the Black Panther Party, that 28
of his Panther clients have been de-
liberately murdered by police.

The New Yorker article to which the
Post Editorial refers examines in depth
each of these 28 cases and the author
concludes that:

There are two cases in which Black Pan-
thers were killed by policemen whose lives
were not being directly threatened by those
men—The Panthers.

Mr. Speaker, the House Committee on
Internal Security, which I have the duty
to chair, held an extensive series of hear-
ings on the Black Panther Party during
the 91st Congress. We concluded long
ago that the Panthers were not the in-
nocent victims of police brutality but
rather that they were a group of armed
terrorist thugs.

Mr. Epstein’'s New Yorker article is a
thoughtful, well-researched analysis of
those deaths referred to by Garry as “po-

azine a debt of gratitude for the revela-
tion. As to the article itself, I refer you
to the ConcrESSIONAL REcorp of Febru-
ary 18, where it was inserted by the
Honorable H. R. Gross of Iowa.

However, I would direct the attention
of the press to a speech made by Assist-
ant Director of the FBI, William C. Sulli-
van, on October 12, 1970, which I placed
in the ConcrEssroNAL RECcORD on Novem-
ber 30, 1970, wherein Sullivan laid down
the facts of the alleged panther killings.
This information has been available to
the press for months. Apparently the
press did not lend any credibility to the
speech of Mr, Sullivan.

I would now like to enter the Washing-
ton Post editorial confessing its role in
perpetuation of this myth that police
have been hunting down and deliberately
slaying Black Panthers:

F.YI

It is with mixed emotion (chiefly envy and
chagrin) that we call your attention to an
article by Edward Jay Epstein in the Feb-
ruary 13 issue of the New Yorker—envy be-
cause it 1s a work of debunking we wish we
had undertaken ourselves, and chagrin be-
cause, For Your Information, we are among
those newspapers whose careless perpetua-
tion of an untrue statement Mr. Epstein
has rightly seen fit to criticize. The state-
ment in question was apparently made in
December of 19690 by Charles R. Garry, coun-
sel for the Black Panther Party. In a week
which saw struggles between police and Pan-
thers in Chicago and Los Angeles, Mr. Garry
was reported to have claimed that the two
Panthers who had died in the Chicago gun-
fire—Fred Hampton and Mark Clark—were
the “twenty-seventh and twenty-eighth Pan-
thers” to have been “murdered by the police.”
The assertion (with a more neutral formula-
tion, such as “killed by” or “died in clashes
with"”) was picked up by the press and by
a number of public figures in their com-
ments. Attribution to Mr, Garry—or anyone
else—tended to vanish. Thus, it soon became
part of the “factual” background of stories
and expressions of opinion con the
Panthers and the police that “twenty-eight"
Panthers had died as & result of armed con-
flict with the police. Mr. Epstein demon-
strates this assertion fo have been extrava-
gantly untrue.

The Washington Post's role in reinforcing
this misconception was twofold, involving
first a sin of commission and then a sin of
omission. On the first count we did in fact
fail to provide any attribution or qualifying
“reportedly” or similar conditioner in a news
story of December 9, 1969. Three days before,
on the 6th of December, we had reported:

“Jay A. Miller, executive director of the
ACLU in Illinois, sald it is ‘absolutely im-
perative’ that the facts be explored promptly
[concerning the Chicago deaths] and that
the public be given a complete report . . . He
saild 28 Panthers have died in police shoot-
ings since January, 1968."

The next day, on the Tth, we reported:

“Twenty-eight Panthers have died in po-
lice shootings since January, 1968, according
to Charles Garry, San Francisco attorney and
general counsel for the Panthers.”

On the 9th, in a story put together from
news dispatches and added on to another
such story dealing with the Los Angeles
rald that had just occurred, direct attribu-
tion was dropped. Thus:

“Jay Miller, Illinois director of the Ameri-
can Clvil Liberties Union, asked for an in-
quiry into a whole range of reported Panther
slayings. A total of 28 Panther members have
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died in clashes with police since Jan. 1,
1968."

The source—or one of them anyway—was
lurking right up there a sentence away—but
the statement, inexcusably, was asserted as a
bald fact.

So far as our inkstained plunge into the
clips has been able to indicate (and so far
as Mr. Epstein charged), that the one occa-
slon on which The Post presented the allega-
tion as fact, rather than as someone's ver-
sion of the fact. With attribution, however,
the figure darts in and out of subsequent
material in The Post, and that brings us to
our sin of omission, which seems to us, at the
very least, to be as grave: in the weeks and
months that followed, albeit with attribu-
tion, we reprinted this charge without ever
subjecting it to scrutiny, without—in short—
doing what Mr. Epstein, to his great credit,
now has done.

You will have wondered at what point,
summoning our endless resources of self-
pity and understanding of the dificulties of
our trade and sensitivity to even slightly un-
fair criticism of our performance, we would
choose to sob a little in our own behalf, The
answer is, Now. So as not to be too embar-
rassing about it, we will run through the case
for the defense quickly. We note first the
fact that we deal each day with a new tor-
rent of conflicting and/or suspect assertions
(the front page on the day of this writing, for
example, presents a Calley version, a Stans
version, a Udall version, and a presidentlal
version of various facts and events under
challenge). And in this connection we note
that, by Mr. Epstein’s own account, some six
to eight months were required to produce his
attempt to straighten out the faulty record
and that even with time, checking and re-
checking, his article is not wholly free of
misimpressions as to who sald what when.
Agaln, we suspect that Mr. Epstein is some-
what too dismissive In his attitude toward
police-Panther encounters that have not
ended in Panther deaths or any deaths, but
which nonetheless have occurred and make
an important part of the background that
caused so much anxiety over the Chicago and
Los Angeles encounters and their meaning
and effect. Borrowing a page from the Vice
President’s book, we go on to observe that
many of the quotations from The Post were
clted in a way that made them sound more
culpable than they were. Finally, we would
invoke the ease with which a busy, pressured
deskman could have produced that unattrib-
uted quotation in an amalgam of dispatches
on December 9th.

Having thus functioned as counsel for the
prosecution and the defense in our own case,
we might as well complete the process by
weighing in as jury. The verdict takes no time
to reach. It 18 that the press of business, a
slip of the hand, and the difficulty of getting
to the bottom of a complicated assertion rep-
resent an insufficlent defense on all counts.
There is no adequate excuse for making this
kind of error in the first place and none for
failing to pursue the truth behind the phony
“facts."” In short, we find ourselves guilty
and—with some reservations concerning Mr.
Epstein’s presentation of his case and his
manner of quoting—we commend him for
his effort to set the record straight.

FISH FARMING ACT ENDORSED

HON. CHARLES H. GRIFFIN
OF MISSISSIFPI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971
Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, the cur-

rent issue of the American Fish Farmer
contains an impressive editorial in sup-
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port of the Fish Farming Aect of 1971
jointly sponsored by the gentleman from
Texas, Mr. PickLe, and myself.

With clarity and eloquence, editor
James T. White discusses the need for
consolidation of Federal assistance to the
fish farming industry. I would like to
underscore Mr. White’s assertion that
the Griffin-Pickle proposal in no way
contains criticism of Federal personnel
who have worked in this field so effi-
ciently and effectively. They have ren-
dered great public service, but we feel
that it is best for efforts and activities in
this area to be placed in one Government
agency.

I am pleased to call to the attention
of my colleagues Mr. White's comments,
which follow:

COMMENTS ON THE NEWS—VIEWPOINT

It is likely that in a philosophical argu-
ment among anthropologists about the rela-
tive importance of the invention of the wheel
and the invention of the fence, the wheel
would win. The wheel has received more
publicity, for one thing. However, if the
argument was over the importance of the
fence and the bow and arrow, we think
that the vote should go to the fence as being
more important to mankind. As long as
man depended on the bow and arrow to
secure his food, he had to look forward to
a long and arduous chase with an uncertain
outcome at its end. But when some prehis-
torie genius figured out that bullding a fence
around a cow might make it easler to catch
her, the human race made progress. After
that, it didn't take too much of an intel-
lectual leap to conceive of building the en-
closure and then putting the animal inside
where it could be fed, bred, fattened, and
easlily caught.

The invention of agriculture has, in fact,
made modern eivillzation possible. Our pres-
ent soclal structure could not exist without
it. In view of this, it is truly amazing that it
has taken man so many thousands of years
to begin to apply these same principles to
the agquatic environment. It is only in the
recent past that we have “built the enclo-
sure and put the animal inside” when the
animal was a fish or crustacean. And even in
our more or less enlightened age, most peo-
ple still think that fish either come from the
capture of supposedly limitless ocean stocks
or from the leisure-time efforts of folks who
enjoy dangling a balted hook in a lake or
stream.

The fact is, however, that there is just as
much difference between the “long and ar-
duous chase"” of wild fish in streams or
oceans and the controlled farming of fish as
there is between depending on the capture
of wild animals for meat and the controlled
farming of cattle. And the analogy between
the two 1s precisely the same, Aguaculture
is farming in every sense of the word.

In view of this, it is indeed gratifying to
learn that two Southern Congressmen, J. J.
Pickle of Texas, and Charles Grifin of Mis-
sissippi, have proposed legislation that will
treat all forms of fish farming as a speclal-
1zled branch of the nation’s agricultural com-
plex.

If this proposed legislation is passed and
effectively implemented, it will provide a
much-needed consolldation of the research
and development efforts that are presently
scattered in several governmental depart-
ments., This is not, of course, to sell short
the splendid efforts that have been made
by personnel of the National Marine Fisher-
les Service, the Bureau of Sport Fisherles
and Wildlife, the USDA’s Soil Conservation
Service, the Environmental Protection Agen-
¢y and others, The services that these groups
have rendered to agquaculture have, to a very
large extent, made possible the present state
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of the fish farming art. Furthermore, there
has existed an atmosphere of cooperation be-
tween these diverse agencles and bureaus
that is seldom found in the ordinary func:
tioning of our government.

The point 18 that none of these agencles
have the advancement of aguaculture as
their basic goal. Their missions are almed to-
ward other areas, and therefore programs to
assist, promote or develop aguaculture have
all too often been accorded the status usually
given an unwanted and somewhat embarrass-
ing stepchild. Drawing aquaculture programs
together into a Farm Fisherles Bureau in the
Department of Agriculture is a proposal that
makes sense from the standpoint of effi-
ciency; but more importantly, it is a proposal
which will advance agquaculture to the status
given the other bona fide contributors to our
nation's farm productivity.

The Fish Farming Assistance Act will bring
about two much-needed results. First, 1t will
consolidate and add significantly to the im-
pact of the research that is being done in
aguaculture by channeling the results of
that research through the department that
is directly responsible for the conduct of
agriculture. Second, the bill will bring great-
er financial stability to the industry by
making it possible for fish farmers to receive
the same financial assistance that is prea-
ently extended to other farmers.

The fish farming legislation proposed by
Congressmen Griffin and Pickle makes good
administrative sense. And, it is also a far-
sighted proposal in that it is wisely struc-
tured to cover all phases of aquaculture, The
farming of several useful and potentially
profitable aquatic specles is now beginning,
and as it 1s worded, the Fish Farming Assist-
ance Act will provide the climate for rapid
development of these areas of aquaculture.

The Fish Farming Assistance Act is a vital
proposal for all who are engaged in aqua-
culture in any way, and it deserves the vigor-
ous support of all who are thus engaged. It
Is, in fact, a legislative proposal which pro-
vides the means by which fish farming can
come of age.

HOW DO YOU SHIFT GEARS?
HON. JOHN M. ZWACH

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr, ZWACH. Mr. Speaker, it is uni-
versally agreed that countryside America
is in need of help and that has been my
top priority since I have been in Con-
gress.

Sometimes it is hard to make people
understand what needs to be done, what
can be done, for the countryside.

A recent editorial in the Wheaton,
Minn., Gazette explained the condition
of the countryside and offered some
commonsense solutions.

Mr. Speaker, I insert this editorial in
the ConGrEssioNAL Recorp and I urge
all of my colleagues to read it:

How Do You SHIFr GEAms?

Finding the ways and means to bring new
life to rural communities really isn't such
a major problem. There are two basic means
for getting the job done, as we see it. Per-
haps there are more.

Baslcally, all people need is an oppor-
tunity for employment. With a job in a rural
community, most of the other problems like
housing and pollution will take care of them-
selves.

Rural areas need two things—more in-
dustry and better conditions for agriculture.
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Let's talk about industry. With trans-
portation as it is today, industry can oper-
ate very effectively and very profitably in
small towns. What added costs may develop
for transportation can readily be more than
offset by better and cheaper labor than that
found in the cities. All overhead, as a matter
of fact, will come down.

So how do you get Industry to rural towns?
The surest way the government can help
is to provide an incentive—and incentive
starts with a dollar sign. We're talking about
a tax benefit. If a real tax benefit were of-
fered for industry to locate in a town of
say 5,000 or under 10,000, you would see
new life in this field. People would start
moving back out of the cities to the rural
towns. The economy of rural areas would
be bolstered. Pollution, if not cured, would
at least be spread.

And then there's agriculture. This, In an
area such as ours, is so much more important
than industrial development you almost hate
to talk of the two at the same time. As
the populations statistics indicate, the loss
of people in outstate areas such as our own
is totally due to the loss in farm popula-
tion. People are leaving the land. As they
do, fewer people can find opportunities in
the services communities of the rural areas.
So some of them must leave. As agriculture
goes down the drain, so also does the entire
rural community. It's that simple.

How can the government play a part here?
That’s nothing particularly difficult to figure
out either. They've already shown how the
job can be done—by doing directly the
reverse.

The federal government has been con-
cerned for many years now with keeping
the cost of food down for the people of
this country. There was a time, not very
many years ago, when Americans pald about
25 percent of their income for food—the
cheapest in the world. But as farm prices
dropped the infiation soared, bigger pay-
checks for other segments of the economy
brought a decrease in this percentage. Soon
the American working man was paying about
20 percent of his check for food. Then It
dropped to below 18 percent, crept down
below 17 percent. And now the latest figures
we've heard indicate that in 1970 Ameri-
vans dished out only about 15 percent of
their money for food.

This type of thing is unheard of any-
where else in the world. To add to the
wonder of it all, you must consider that
while the economy of the nation as a whole
has been in an upward whirlwind, & muilti-
tude of industries directly involved in the
provision of food have also been affected.
A great number of firms In allied indus-
tries, such as processors, transporters and
the like have kept in step with the times.
Their costs have gone up—but at the same
time, the proportionate cost of food has
not. This means that the whole load has
come right back down on the initial pro-
ducer, the farmer. He has carried the bur-
den of the nation’s cheap food all by him-
self.

The government has controlled it, let
there be no question about that. Support
prices have been established not to con-
trol production but to control food costs.
And right now we see yet another drop in
the support prices. Imagine that! Yet an-
other drop in support prices when costs of
everything else skyrockets upward.

Well, this is the way the government
has controlled income for farmers. They
can very simply reverse the trend and pro-
vide reasonable support prices. The added
cost for the finished food product would
be virtually unnoticeable. At the same time,
the economy of the rural area would bene-
fit llke no industry could ever make it
benefit.

Quite frankly, we're sick of hearing about
all the problems of the clty. We think the
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rural area, with the slightest bit of help
from the governmental bodies, provides an
answer to a multitude of problems in our
nation at a cost that would look lke a
weak candle beside the beacon light of city

rebuilding costs.

A POSSIBLE SOLUTION TO THE
PROELEMS OF THE URBAN AREAS

HON. NORMAN F. LENT

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. LENT. Mr. Speaker, the problems
of the urban areas of our Nation have al-
ready reached the critical stage, a fact
that is well known to all of us in the Con-
gress. The expectation, moreover, that
our population will increase by as much
as 75 million in the next 30 years, with
most of that increase being absorbed by
the cities and suburbs, makes it all the
more urgent that we find practical solu-
tions.

One possibility that has been widely
discussed is the creation of new cities, in
varying sizes, in parts of the country re-
mote from the most heavily populated
areas. In a recent speech to the Regional
Plan Association in New York, Mr, David
Rockefeller, chairman of the board of the
Chase Manhattan Bank, outlined a pro-
posal to finance the development of 110
such new cities. He suggested bringing
the resources of the private sector into
a cooperative effort with Government in
order to raise the necessary $10 billion,
acquire the land and implement this
long-range plan.

I believe that Mr. Rockefeller’'s pro-
posals merit the serious attention and
consideration of this Congress, and I
therefore include the text of his speech
in the RECORD:

ADDRESS BY DaAvID ROCKEFELLER

I appreciate enormously the generous rec-
ognition that has been given this evening
to the things I've tried to do toward improv-
ing this eity that we all love so much. Even
though it causes us anxiety.

To be singled out for acclaim by the Re-
gional Plan Association is a heartening trib-
ute, indeed, and I am most grateful to you,
Rusty Crawford, and all your fine associates.

I should warn you, though, that you may
be establishing a dangerous precedent at
these annual dinners. My brother Nelson was
the speaker at last year’s affalr, and I my-
self have that honor tonight. I just wonder
whether you are aware that there are three
more Rockefeller brothers!

Actually, father was a strong supporter of
this Association. At one time, he stipulated
that funds he provided for land acquisition
and an extension of the Palisades Interstate
Park System in the area north of the George
Washington bridge be used in accordance
with the First Regional Plan of 1929,

When Nelson originally ran for Governor,
I suspect he had occasion to feel sorry that
father was so self-effacing, He found to his
dismay that the name most frequently asso-
clated with Palisades Park was Harriman!

Seeing David Frost here this evening as
Master-of-Ceremonies reminded me that my
place on the program this evening had im-
proved considerably since we last met. On
that occasion, David invited me to appear
on his TV show, and of course I was happy
to accept. I didn’t mind so much waiting in
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the wings while he interviewed two famous
Hollywood actors—but I did think David car-
ried the “upstaging” bit a little too far
when he then brought on the Prime Minister
of Sweden!

As Rusty Crawford can testify, it is par-
ticularly reassuring these days for a banker
to hear anybody say unice things about him
becasue, frankly, in these inflationary times,
we have been getting far more brickbats than
bouquets.

From time to time, I am asked what I think
about inflation, and I've never been able to
improve upon Milton Berle's definition. In-
flation, he said, is when people’'s money won't
buy what it did during the Depression when
they didn't have much of it anyway!

Bankers have been forcefully reminded of
inflation’s impact by several recent develop-
ments, including the soaring cost of build-
ing and outfitting new branches—and you
know how many of those are opening up all
the time. One survey showed recently that
our Avenue of the Americas now has more
banks than bars!

Some people, I'm afraid, would not look
upon that as a forward step in regional
planning!

Some friends and I were discussing urban
planning recently while watching the tele-
vision coverage of Apollo 14. One of the group
raised the question why, since we can put
men on the moon, we cannot solve our urban
problems which are so much closer at hand.
“The explanation is simple,” said another.
“We know where the moon is!"

In reflecting on this comment, I couldn't
help feeling that it pretty well summed up
the difficulty we have in coming to grips
with that tangled complex of problems we
call “the urban crisis.”

As the Regional Plan Association found
out early in its very useful life, the urban
crisis 1s not just a single problem. Rather 1t is
a kind of witches' brew blended from all the
major ills of our time—inadequate educa-
tional systems, hard-core unemployment,
poverty in the midst of plenty antiquated
transportation, shameful housing, insuf-
ficlent public facilities, and all the rest.

This evening I'd like to touch briefly on
some of the problems we face—problems that
have been starkly delineated in the assocla-
tion's recent and the comprehensive Sec-
ond Regional Plan. Then I'd like to explore
a concept of development and financing that
seems to me to have application not only to
our urban areas but also to the exciting de-
velopment of “new towns" and “satellite
cities.”

I should tell you at the outset that I per-
sonally am not a devotee of the new fashion
of urban pessimism. This is the dispirited
and disillusioned cult that never ceases to
predict an early end to all our cities. Buch
an attitude, in my judgment, does much
less than justice to the thousands of dedi-
cated civil servants, determined businessmen
and conceined citizens who have opted for
enterprise and ingenuity as their response
to a troubled era. To me, it would be both
impractical and unthinkable to surrender
to frustration at a time when there is so
much constructive work to be done,

I spoke earlier of how difficult it is for the
average citizen to see the urban crisis in per-
spective. Perhaps it helps if we think of the
United States as two broad geographical
areas,

One is rural America, a region so huge that,
if it were a separate country, it would rank
in area as the world's ninth largest. Yet, at
the same time, a region so low in income
that, by itself, it would be the world's sixth
largest underdeveloped nation.

This Rural America contains the highest
proportion of our poverty, the lowest average
per capita income, the most inequitable dis-
tribution of educational opportunity, and the
bulk of America’s inadequate housing.

The second geographical element consists
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of six large urban-and-suburban sprawls: The
Boston-Washington corridor down the Atlan-
tic seaboard; from Buffalo along the Great
Lakes beyond Chicago; the spill-out of Los
Angeles engulfing over half the California
Pacific; the Florida spread; the Atlanta-
Piedmont crescent; and the Fort Worth-
Dallas-Houston complex.

Statistics confirm the pattern that this
Nation’s urban areas accomodate T0 per cent
of all Americans on about 10 per cent of the
land.

Thus, in our rural areas, we have more
room than people—more than enough space
to expand, together with a need for the ad-
vantages that business and industry can
provide.

On the other hand, we have the urban
areas with far more people than room. In
these areas, we have seen haphazard
growth in which social ills tend to multiply.

Given these disparities, it is only natural
to ask: Why don't we get people to move
from metropolitan centers to
sparsely settled rural areas?

In a regimented soclety that might be a
good way to do it, but it is hardly the Ameri-
can way.

Though romantics may still dream of the
glories of small-town life, thousands of
Americans continue by preference to pour
into our great urban reglons to take advan-
tage of the unparalleled opportunities they
do, In fact, offer. To the country lover it may
seem surprising that nearly all the increase
in our national population, over the past
decade, took place in metropolitan areas—in
the central cities and suburbs.

In view of this trend, and because of the
huge investment we have in our existing
cities, it is the height of folly to think—
as some do—that we can ignore the refur-
bishing of our present metropolitan areas in
favor of creating new cities away from the
congested corridors. Realistically, we have no
cholece but to do both.

Today we have a population of some 206
million. Projections show that we are likely
to add as many as 75 million more people by
the end of this century—Iless than 30 years
away. While this represents a lower rate of
population growth for the U.S. than in the
past—and 1s substantially lower than that of
the developing nations—it still means that
we must assimilate vast additional numbers
of people in our country. In short, our urban
problems will grow, not diminish, in the
remaining decades of the 20th Century.

Seldom does a day pass that we don't hear
the question: “What’s the solution?"

But I wonder if a more realistic query
wouldn't be: “What's the best approach to
these problems?”

Experiences I have had in relation to
Morningside Heights, Lower Manhattan and
urban activities of our own Bank in recent
years suggest that the right approach is all-
important.

I might add, parenthetically, that this les-
son on the proper approach was reinforced at
least in my own mind, when I tried to con-
vince some of my assoclates, at our friendly
little loan company, to decorate their offices
with contemporary art! That's a job that
definitely calls for the right approach.

At any rate, in approaching urban prob-
lems, it is absolutely vital to gain the co-
operation of three elements: private business,
Government, and the local citizenry. Unless
these three can reach a broad consensus, even
the finest plan will become nothing more
than a blueprint for failure.

I believe that the basic task of urban reha-
bilitation is one for private enterprise. But
it must be a co-operative venture. Govern-
ment must lend support through =zoning,
through supplylng essential services, and
through tax incentives. Furthermore, the
goodwill of the local residents and their con-
currence in the program is an indispensable
ingredient.
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Clearly, the business and financial com-
munity has a growing stake in the economic
health of our cities. Good zoning, traffic con-
trol and adequate water supply are essential
to the entire community, but they also bear
directly on the successes of business located
there. To attract and retain top talent willing
to live and work in our cities, business needs
progressive community leadership that is
alert to the problems which exist and is pre-
pared to do something about them.

Conversely, cities need the help of business
if they are to expand job opportunities and
generate an adequate tax base. During this
decade of the Seventies, we must create jobs
in the United States for about a million-and-
a-half men and women who will be entering
the labor force every year. Since most of these
jobs must be in metropolitan areas where the
population is concentrated, a basic function
of any city must be to encourage and support
the business and commercial activities that
provide its economic base.

It goes without saying that in performing
its primary role of producing goods and serv-
ices efficlently, business is accomplishing a
vital function of great public importance,
Beyond this, however, more and more busi-
nesses are coming to recognize that they have
a responsibility to assume a larger share of
the soclal burden as well, hand-in-hand with
Government., A notable recent example of
business initiative which went beyond the
conventional role of a strictly profit-oriented
project was the case of nine commercial
banks which are cooperating with the city in
providing nearly $75 million for the construc-
tion of the Waterside Housing Development,
to accommodate some 1,600 low- and moder-
ate-income families, on a novel six-acre plat-
form over the East River.

This is just one example of an expanding
corporate trend toward direct partieipation
in community improvement that is becoming
nationwide in scope. I am not suggesting, of
course, that business singlehandedly—with-
out Government assistance—can solve the
problems of our cities. However, it can take—
and is taking—a livelier interest and is play-
ing a larger role, And I belleve it will do even
more as it becomes convinced that its efforts
will receive encouragement and support from
Government and the community.

One promising area for future collabora-
tion between public and private sectors is in
the exciting planning and development of
“new towns” and “satellite cities.”

I say exciting because this represents a
dramatically new concept of urban building.
Look at any of our present towns and clties
and you can see unmistakable reflections of
the way they were built—piecemeal.

How much better it would be to have an
overall concept of the community which can
shape the development right from the out-
set. That, in essence, is the new town ldea.
An imaginative builder comes in with a com-
prehensive plan and works cout the detalls in
cooperation with local government.

The location of the community center is
carefully selected. You don’t have the situa-
tion many of us are famillar with today
where one municipality waits for its neighbor
to provide the shopping and community fa-
cilities for both. Housing is planned to meet
the needs of all those who will be working in
the community. You don't run into situa-
tions where one municipality drags its feet,
hoping the next town will provide the low-
and middle-income housing, while it ac-
commodates only the well-to-do.

In recent years, there have been about a
dozen communities started which can be
classified as “new towns"—that is politically
new and independent units with a wide range
of options for housing, employment, worship,
education and recreation. Perhaps the out-
standing example of a new town in this coun-
try is Columbia, Maryland, halfway between
Baltimore and Washington. Because Chase
Manhattan participated in its construction
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financing, I have followed this particular
“new town" with special Interest.

Columbia was started in 1963 and ls ex-
pected to be completed in 1980. By that time
the population—now about 10,000—should
reach 110,000. Of its 14,000 acres, about hall
are for residential use, A quarter of the land
is for open space, while another quarter is
for commercial and industrial purposes.

A core community is surrounded by what
ultimately will be a dozen tree-shaded vil-
lages. Each village has been subdivided into
racially integrated neighborhoods of about
1,000 families, with homes in & variety of
styles and prices, clustered around churches,
shops and schools. There are transportation
loops around the villages that connect with
Columbia’s central core. Industrial sites are
situated on the outskirts but with easy access
routes to residential and shopping areas. The
city is designed to be a balanced community
with recreational and social facilities to satis-
fy the human needs of urban living, in addi-
tion to the businesses which provide employ-
ment and the economic base.

Seeing Columbia evolve, one can readily
understand the growing support for new
towns which is springing up all across the
country.

As an example, The National Committee
on Urban Growth Policy has recommended
the creation of 100 new communities the size
of Columbia and, in addition, ten new cities
of at least one million people each.

The Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1870 set up a Community Development
Corporation to handle the financing of new
communities, and provided some of the funds
to get them started. These steps are very
much in the right direction, but the funding
presently avallable is still far below the
waterline of adequacy to get the job done.

I have been giving considerable thought as
to how the process of promoting new towns
can be expedited. I have come to the con-
clusion that additional legislation will be
required as well as added financial support.
Bpecifically, it seems to me that two steps
are needed.

One is a mechanism to help in acquiring
land so that sufficiently large and contiguous
tracts can be put together. In the case of
Columbia, a few parcels could not be acquired
and in the end the planners just had to de-
sign the city around them. If more parcels
had been held out, or if they had been in
more critical locations, this could have un-
dercut the whole project. The chanciness re-
lated to land acquisition is much too great
as things now stand.

The other need is for new sources of fi-
nancing to provide the enormous sums re-
quired before new towns get underway and
begin collecting revenue on their own.

To take care of both these needs, I would
suggest the creation of two corporations na-
tlonwide in scope—one public, the other
private or quasi-publie.

To deal with the problem of land acquisi-
tlon—and perhaps provide guidance in terms
of national land use planning—we mneed
either a new Federal agency or an existing
agency supplied with special additional
powers for planning and obtalning sites
for new towns.

Such an agency might well require the
power of eminent domain., But sufficlent
flexibility and safeguards should be bullt in
so that the rights and desires of those al-
ready living in proposed sites would be pro-
tected and so that there would be no im-
proper Infringement on states’ rights,
Whether it be an Executive Branch mecha-
nism or a creation of Congress should be
a matter for sober reflection. But the plan
would call for a Federal agency with the
abllity to determine sites and projects in a
manner consistent with the economic needs
and goals of the communities involved as
well as those of the Natlon. Thus a single
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agency would handle land acquisition and
site location.

The second agency, either private or quasi-
public, would be organized to provide the
financing. Possibly a new kind of bank
could be devised which would seek its capi-
tal from commercial banks, insurance com-
panles, industry and other sources. To do
80, the new bank would need to offer long-
term investment opportunities in the form
of equity or debentures that would make
possible full development of a new town,
and be sufficlently remunerative so as to
assure a continuing flow of capital for other
new towns. If the new communities are well
conceived, there is no reason why the bulk
of the eapltal should not come from private
sources,

The two agencies would need to work in
close cooperation to see that the site loca-
tions of new towns not only meet the public
standards desired for national growth but
also to make sure that they would be attrac-
tive to residents and to Industry.

Working together, these two agencles
could create a whole series of new inde-
pendent communities, providing adequate
housing at reasonable cost and bringing to-
gether both the white and blue-collar work
force required for industrial expansion.

Aside from the building of new towns,
the plan I have outlined could readily direct
investment into existing core cities where
our national growth policy determined that
programs of redevelopment or rehabilita-
tion were desirable.

Perhaps the greatest benefit would be the
harnessing of private financing sources,
which up to now have not been attracted
by urban Investment, and directing them
into responsible urban developments that
are not only profitable but that enhance the
environment as well.

Obvlously, the bullding of new towns is
an expensive venture. One recent study esti-
mates that a community the size of Colum-
bia might cost as much as $50 million in pre-
development charges alone—In land acqui-
sition, planning and management, and in-
frastructure such as streets and utilities.

These start-up costs are the very ones
that the developer finds so burdensome un-
der present conditlons and the ones that the
proposed new financing agency would be de-
signed to handle. As a new town project
moves ahead, it can obtain funds in the con-
ventional money market or—in case of lower
income housing—from various government
programs or the new National Corporation
for Housing Partnerships. But the pre-
development costs are the big road blocks.

If we use this $50 million as a base figure,
then the recommendation of the National
Committee on Urban Growth Policy for 100
communities of Columbia's size, and ten of
one million people each could cut cost in the
neighborhood of $10 billion.

Standing by itself, this is an imposing fig-
ure, Indeed. Yet it is less than half of what
we have already spent on the man-in-space
program. And as great as the benefits from
that program have been, I believe that the
advantages of new town development—cer-
tainly in human terms—could be Incalcula-
bly greater.

In conclusion I would like to suggest that
in tackling urban problems, we should keep
five points In mind:

First, that because these problems are so
closely interrelated, they call for the estab-
lishment of overall national goals and guid-
ance,

Second, that federal and state assistance
must be closely coordinated to stimulate re-
sponsible local actlon and serve the best
long-run interests of the overall community.

Third, that the amount of state and local
building and rebuilding required is so vast
that it will make necessary the expenditure
of a steadily increasing share of our total
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national income. Both private and public
funds will be required. Since states and mu-
nicipalities are already straining thelr tax-
ing powers, I belleve the federal government
will have to bear a larger share than in the
past. That is why I personally applaud
President Nixon's proposal for what he calls
“general revenue sharing.” The idea of giv-
ing local governments greater flexibility in
spending a larger portion of federal tax rev-
enues on urban development is eminently
sound, and I would hope that the President’s
approach would eventually find the broadly-
based support it deserves on Capitol Hill.

Fourth, that it is imperative for any new
town or redevelopment project to include
enough profitable activities whether in hous-
ing, commerclal development or industry to
generate tax revenues sufficlent to make the
project viable with a minimum of public
subsidy.

Fifth and finally, that the task of refur-
bishing our existing core citles and bulldingz
new towns can best be accomplished if pub-
lic and private efforts are creatively com-
bined in such a way as to win the support of
the community.

In shaping our cities of the future, we are
limited only by the intensity of our concern,
the reach of our inquiring minds, and the
strength of our determination to provide a
better life for all our citizens,

CANCER: A CURE WITHIN REACH
THIS DECADE

HON. JAMES HARVEY

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. HARVEY., Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to have joined as a cosponsor in
introducing legislation, House Concur-
rent Resolution 27 on January 22, 1971,
calling for a national commitment to be
immediately undertaken in hopes of
achieving a cure and control of cancer
within this decade.

Not that the mere introduction of this
legislation will result in an instant or
magical cure, but the fact that President
Nixon, the administration, and the Con-
gress are committed to conquering this
dreadful disease and are willing to put
themselves on record by supporting this
legislation providing adequate funding
cannot but help in the battle to save lives.

Each year cancer is among the leading
causes of death in the United States—
ranking second only to heart disease.
There are few families within our Nation
who have not lost some relative or close
friend as a result of cancer.

Sixteen percent of all deaths in the
United States, representing some 329,000
persons, were caused from cancer in 1970.
This year the American Cancer Society
estimates the cancer death toll will climb
even higher to 335,000. This is about 920
persons dying a day from cancer—or
more than one every 2 minutes.

As far as cancer fatalities are related
to population, the U.S. ranks 18th among
the 40 nations reporting mortality statis-
tics, according to the American Cancer
Society.

More thar 52 million Americans now
living will eventually have cancer. This is
about 1 in 4 persons, according to pres-
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ent population. Over the years cancer

will strike 2 of 3 families,
In the 1970's alone, it is estimated
there will be 3.5 million cancer deaths, 6.5

million new cancer cases and 10 million
under treatment for the disease.

It has been projected that in the State
of Michigan alone, there will be 13,800
deaths from cancer this year, and 26,000
new cases reported.

As shocking as all these figures are,
some progress has been made in the fight
against cancer. In 1960, 267,000 people
were victims—representing more than
17 percent of the death rate.

Back in 1930, the hope of survival for
a person who was stricken with cancer
was less than 1 in 5. Today the odds have
risen to 1 in 3.

However, despite today's odds—which
are still heavily weighed against the vic-
tim—the success that has been achieved
lies primarily in the early detection of
the disease, as opposed to any strikingly
new “cure” treatment or breakthrough
discovery. True, there have been some
wonder drugs and therapy treatment
that have prolonged the life of those
sufferers.

But early detection, which has to a
great extent been made possible through
the public and private educational pro-
grams of various interested groups, has
been primarily responsible for today’s
1 in 3 odds of survival.

It has been unfortunate, indeed, that
there has been a lack of what could be
termed an actual major medical break-
through toward a cure in combating and
controlling cancer.

But, funds for research have been lim-
ited in past years. Congress appropriated
for fiscal year 1969 some $185.2 million
for the National Cancer Institute. The
American Cancer Institute had a 1968-69
budget of about $61.5 million—about $20
million which went for research. A large
remainder went to public and profes-
sional education.

Therefore, I think it important that we
increase the amount appropriated for
cancer research. Our Nation’s leading
medical authorities have almost all
agreed that we probably can, through
proper research, control cancer within
this decade—provided we provide the
funding.

This bill will not only provide the type
of vital funding, it will also establish a
new national agency for centralizing the
administration of cancer research funds.
It furthermore provides for the construc-
tion of five new critically needed research
institutes in the United States during the
first 2 years of appropriations.

SMALL OIL SLICKS RISE, POSE A
WORSE THREAT THAN MAJOR
BLOWOUTS

HON. JOHN D. DINGELL
OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr, DINGELL, Mr. Speaker, in the
February 10, 1971, issue of the Wall
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Street Journal, Mr. James C. Tanner
wrote a very thought-provoking article
regarding the fact that it is the small and
often unnoticed oil spill that eventually
results in the most far-reaching damage
to our environment. These spills, when
taken together, are a far more serious
threat to the environment than the oc-
casional spectacular incident.

It is estimated that over 3 billion gal-
lons of oil a year are presently released
into the oceans of the world, and Mr.
Tanner’s article points out that many
pollution experts feel the problems may
be even more serious.

Mr. Speaker, it is requested that Mr.
Tanner's article appear in the REcorp
at this point.

I include the article as follows:

SmaLL Om. Sricks RisE, POSE A WORSE THREAT
THAN MaJor Browours—DAILy SprLs,
Drirs AND LEAKS BY Prees, BOATS AND
BARGES SEEN CAUSING Bic DAMAGE—SICK
BIrDS AND SoOILED BEACHES

(By James C. Tanner)

New OrLEaNs.—It is a sunny, cloudless day
In this delta ecity as A. L, Prechac Jr. and
a pllot take off in a Cessna plane, As the
amall craft climbs toward the southwest, a
lush carpet of green marshes laced with
bayous and spotted with lakes opens up be-
low. The waters of beautiful Lake Salvador
gleam in the distance.

But those gleaming waters bother Mr. Pre-
chae, who is head of the antipollution-en-
forcement section of the Louislana Wild Life
and Fisheries Commission. He points out to a
passenger that part of the gleam is caused by
the sun’s bouncing off a spreading oil slick.
A few miles further, over some marshes and
waterways, brilliantly colored ralnbows re-
flect off oil creeping along the surface of
canals. Beyond that, an oil slick oozes over
part of an inlet.

Before the Cessna returns to New Orleans,
Mr. Prechac will have observed, and duly
notated, enough violations of the state’s anti-
pollution laws to warrant issuing 18 or 20
citations to companies and individuals. Few,
if any, of these violatlons will recelve any
widespread publiclity, however, For unlike
dramatic tanker collisions and massive ofl-
well blowouts, the slicks here, when consid-
ered Individually, are far too minor to arouse
public indignation.

A BERIOUS THREAT

Yet, taken together, these small slicks are a
far more serious threat to the enyironment
than are the occaslonal spectacular blowouts,
conservationists say. "“It’s the small but
chronic discharges that are the most debil-
itating,” says Kenneth E. Biglane, a marine
blologist who directs the division of ofl and
hazardous materials of the Environmental
Protection Agency, the new federal antipol-
lution agency.

The smaller spills can be blamed on a
number of factors, including minor leaks in
wells, deliberate dumping by ships, routine
transfers of oil and minor accidents at sea.
But whatever the cause, the small spills are
difficult to detect; and desplite new laws and
harsher penalties, they are often impossible
to prevent.

The amount of oil going into the seas
around the world now is estimated at three
billlon gallons s year, Some authorities say
that during the past five years more than one
million gallons of oil have been accidentally
leaked into the waters off the Texas coast.
This figure is more than twice the amount
spilled in California’s Santa Barbara Channel
In January 1969—an accident that provoked
a major ecological uproar,

But many pollution experts maintain that
petroleum problems are even more serious in-
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land. They say oll In increasing amounts is
being leaked, dripped, spilled and poured into
lakes, streams, marshes, bayous and bays.
“Soon there will be oil all over the water, and
that will be that,” one pollution fighter
glumly predicts.

CHASING PETROLEUM POLLUTERS

Recognizing the problem of small spills,
Clark M, Hoffpauer, director of the Louisiana
Wild Life and Fisheries Commaission, In mid-
1969 established a special pollution inspection
force made up of game wardens. About 30
agents for the commission now spend much
of their time chasing petroleum polluters,
rather than game poachers,

Mr. Hoffpauer’s inspection force, armed
with Polarold cameras, photograph whatever
pollution violations they find, There’s no lack
of subjects. Mr. Hoffpauer suggests, In fact,
that the oll companies should consider min-
ing some of Loulsiana’s lake bottoms. “There
is more oil in that mud than in ofl shale,”
he says.

Mr. Prechac's recent flight over Lake Salva-
dor {llustrates the magnitude of Louisiana’s
problems with “small” spillage. After com-
mission pllot Leo Rodriguez has flown a few
miles beyond the apparently faulty rig oper-
ated by Texaco in Lake Salvador, Mr, Prechac
spots five wells and one crude-oil waste pit
that seem to be leaking into the marshes and
waterways of Texaco's Lafitte field.

The plane heads south toward the Guif
Coast. About 10 miles offshore, a 22-well Shell
01l Co. platform has been blazing out of con-
trol since last Dec. 1, and a silvery sheen of oil
is seen stretching along five miles of the
beach front. As the Cessna turns to trace the
sheen, however, it's seen that the source of
pollution isn't the burning platform at all.
Rather, it seems to be a tugboat pumping its
bilge into the water,

TAGGING A TUG

The pllot swoops low over the tug, and its
name is jotted down by Mr. Prechac. Regain-
ing altitude, the plane passes over Port
Sulfur, on the Mississippl River, and the cap-
tain spots on oil barge dripping petroleum
into the waters of nearby Lake Washington.

Across the river in the Black Bay ofl field,
small slicks are spreading away from three
producing platforms and oily rainbows fan
out from several rigs. Mr. Prechac, busily tak-
ing notes, says most of the offending installa-
tlons are operated by Gulf Oil Corp.

After his flights, Mr. Prechac usually radios
his agents responsible for the aerially sur-
veyed territories. The agents then go out in
boats to collect additional evidence. More
often than not they find what they're look-
ing for; citations have been averaging about
100 a month. On this day, however, rather
than issuing citations Mr. Prechac calls the
oil companies and tells them what he has
stieen and warns them to clean up the situa-
tion.

The citations, however, carry an initial
penalty of only $100, Purthermore, few oil
polluters are fined. Louisiana courts appear
reluctant to prosecute petroleum producers,
some observers say, since oil 1s the state's
major producer of revenue.

This isn't to say that the oil companies
don't respond to Mr, Prechac’s citations. Most
major producers, increasingly concerned
about outcries from ecologists, attempt to
avold adverse publicity by quickly correcting
pollution offenses. “If we can get with an oil
spill right away and get it cleaned up, it
doesn’t get into the newspapers.” says an
official of one large oil company.

“There is no way, when you're working over
an old well or a new one, not to spill a little
oil,” says a spokesman for Gulf. “We contract
for people to work over the wells, and it's aw-
fully hard to get good workover crews.”

A Texaco spokesman says his company is
“concerned as much as anyone, maybe more
than most, about situations like this. We
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do everything we can to prevent even the
smallest sheen. We work very closely with
the Loulsiana authorities and the little mis-
hap is taken care of on the spot.”

The Texaco spokesman doesn't deny that
Texaco gets a lot of citations in Louisiana,
but he insists that the oil spotted by Mr.
Prechac should be called “sheens,” rather
than “slicks.” “There is & big difference be-
tween a slick and a sheen,” he says, “Sheens
can be caused by outboard motors.”

Over and above bad publicity, the com-
panles are becoming concerned by the in-
creasingly tough stance of federal regulators
regarding spills in coastal or mnavigable
waters, Early last year, following a big spill in
the Gulf of Mexico by Chevron Oil Co., a
Standard Oil Co. of California subsidlary, the
federal government charged nine companies
with failing to follow proper safety precau-
tions in offshore drilling. Thus far, eight of
the offenders have paid fines totaling more
than $2 million.

The Chevron spill is also credited for
speedy congressional enactment last year of
legislation providing stiff penalties for petro-
leum pollution. The penalties, which reach 2
maximum $10,000 fine for each violation, are
imposed on any concern that knowingly dis-
charges ofl into the water or that falls to
report accldental spills.

But those U.8. agencies charged with en-
foreing the new federal restrictions aren't
yet sufficiently geared up to be fully effectlve:
“We cannot control the (spills) situation,
says an officlal of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, “but perhaps we can mitigate
the damages.”

The extent of such damages isn't yet
known. Gulf Coast resort operators have been
increasingly grumbling about globs of oil
they claim are spoiling their beaches. And
environmentalists note with despair that
pelicans and other coastal birds from Florida
to Loulsiana are often found dying from oil
soakings.

Conservationists, however, believe the
harm done to the birds and beaches is but
a small segment of the total pollution picture
in Louisiana, Throughout the state, they say,
formerly beautiful and fertile woodlands
have been lald waste by the seepage of ofl
and brine from nearby petroleum fields. They
add that some swamps and water bodles have
become almost devoid of marine life because
of oil runoffs.

Oil is important to Louisiana’s economy,
but the state’s waters—sustaining vast fish,
oyster and shrimp industries—are also major
producers of revenue, some Loulsianians note.
Hardy oysters usually purge themselves of
oil within a few weeks, but some species of
fish continue to carry an oily taste long after
contact with spills. And some shrimpers are
complaining their catches are down because
of the oil leakage problem,

The oil companies reply that the industry’s
antipollution spending has reached $1.5 mil-
lion a day—more than double the figure of
five years ago. In addition, they say, the
American Petroleum Institute has a 1971
budget of $3.5 million for its drive against air
and water pollution. The largest single item
in this budget is $1.8 million to study the
best means for cleaning up oil spilis.

The oil companies, In fact, are currently
financing extensive research In the control
and prevention of petroleum pollution.
Shell’s research laboratory in Houston is so
highly regarded that Mr. Prechac plans to
enroll some of his agents there for courses.

For Louislana's waterways, however, the
immediate future is clouded. Research aside,
executives of the oil companies say they
can’t operate without a certaln amount of
spillage if they are to meet rising petroleum
demands, “Railroads can't operate without
derailing some cars,” says one philosophical
oilman. But that argument doesn’t soothe a
lot of people.
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THE VOICE HAS NOT DIED WITH
THE MAN

HON. NICK BEGICH

OF ALASKA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. BEGICH. Mr. Speaker, on Febru-
ary 3, 1971, Lawrence 8. Fanning, one of
Alaska’s most outstanding citizens and
one of the Nation’s finest journalisis
died. His death was a shock and a great
loss to the people he loved and for the
people he worked with.

Tributes to Mr. Fanning have come
from the people who have had the good
fortune to work with him and from
people whose lives he so deeply touched.
Journalists across the Nation, in numer-
ous articles, have expressed their ad-
miration and respect for Lawrence Fan-
ning. Perhaps one of the most moving of
those articles was written by the staff
who served with him at the Anchorage
Daily News. I would like to insert this
editorial into the Recorp as a tribute to
Mr. Fanning and to demonstrate in the
most eloquent words his profound influ-
ence on his friends and staff:

TaHE Voice Has Nor DiEp WITH THE MAN

Larry Fanning is gone, but he left a legacy
that will live on in this newspaper and its
employes.

His was a resonant, compassionate voice
for the liberal, progressive ideals which to
him epitomized the best in our nation and
state. He championed the poor, the weak and
the oppressed; he had an abiding faith in
the young (“Most of my generation has spent
too damn much time talking and not enough
time listening.”); he abhored social injustice,
corruption and bigotry.

When he acquired control of The Dally
News in 1967, Larry Fanning let the commu-
nity know right away what it could expect.
“The Anchorage Daily News will be a politi-
cally independent newspaper,” he wrote in
an editorlal in the first edition of the paper
under his ownership. “We expect to be out-
spoken on issues and candidates. As a conse-
gquence, no political organization or power
structure is likely to applaud our efforts
consistently. Our purpose is to serve the
interests of all the people and to provide a
forum for dissent as well as consensus.”

And that is the way he ran the news-
paper—to the delight of some and the
chagrin of others.

As time passed, many residents came to
know Larry Fanning well, for his door was
open to all, and readers of the paper became
familiar with his philosophy through scores
of punchy editorials,

Two subjects in particular cropped up time
and again in his editorials: the need for a
generous and honorable settlement, with
state participation, of the century-old Native
land claims; the necessity of protecting the
spectacular Alaskan environment as develop-
ment proceeds. Neither subject has been
particularly popular with a majority of Alas-
kans. But both fired Fanning’s imagination.
And when aroused, his displeasure could
sting.

Following the Prudhoe Bay oll lease sale,
when many Alaskans were deploring the
interest the rest of the country was showing
in Alaska, he wrote:

“Most Alaskans welcome the boom and
look forward to the benefits that prudent
and concerned development of our natural
reesources will bring. But some members of
our community want it both ways. They're
all for development, but they're becoming
Increasingly sensitive over the loss of privacy.

“In response to the awakening national
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interest in the Great Land, they trot out the
shop-worn shibboleth of ‘Alaska for Alaskans,
Outsiders go home' to do battle against visit-
ing, frequently critieal journalists . . .

“This type of attack may have been good
form when the only outsiders who cared
about our state were high school geography
students or desk men at the Department of
the Interior. It won't do now ...

“It is all too easy to lapse into a false
sense of security based on reading or seeing
only that which pleases. The list of those
who have paid the price for self-delusion is
too long to print here.”

After three and a half decades of devo-
tion to a demanding craft, whose pressures
and constant contact with the seamy side
of life have turned many a flaming young
idealist into a cynic by middle age, Larry
Fanning retained an undiminished faith in
people and the democratic process.

“He was the only man I ever met who,
after talking to him, always made me feel
better,” one friend said this week.

An editorial from the fall of 1969 shows
why.

“The great lesson of last year's national
election was that particlpatory democracy
still worked,” Fanning wrote. “Even in this
age of computers, faceless cities and a bur-
geoning population, Individuals made them-
selves heard. Eugene McCarthy’s campaign
showed that the hard questions could be
asked of our leaders and fair answers de-
manded as the price of their re-election . . .

“The lessons of the past year have not been
lost on some Alaskans, Last spring saw the
inspiring Bilafra walk as well as the forma-
tion of Democrats for Issues and Answers, a
group determined to bring rational investi-
gation to partisan issues. The Alaska Citizens
Concerned about the Deployment of the
ABM proved that not all Alaskans welcomed
& poorly rationalized, questionably concelved
weapons system.

“More recently the League of Women
Voters has turned its not Iinconsiderable
talents with wit, charm and energy to the
structure of Anchorage area government. And
the Bave our State Committee performed a
valuable service by focusing attention on the
Amchitka nuclear test shot.

“These people are concerned Alaskans,
newcomers and ploneers alike, who at con-
silderable personal expense and time are help-
ing to ventilate the key issues of the day ...

“Free discussion cannot hurt Alaska. The
state is already subject to pressures which
tax the intellectual and physical resources of
our small population and relatively short
modern political history. Yet our ability to
deal imaginatively and progressively with
the challenges of rapid development depends
on Alaskans being Involved in everything
that's golng on.

“The simple fact is that the government
that governs best does not govern least, but
rather governs with the greatest participa-
tion of its citizens. Abuse and corruption are
the companions of disinterest. Participation,
relevance, involvement are the keys to a
healthy democratic soclety.”

People were always the key.

And to the young people of Anchorage,
many of them distressed by the direction of
soclety, there was this bit of advice in a 1968
editorial:

“Remember always, the struggle is half
won, not half lost; the glass is not half
empty, it’s half full.”

And when his long-time frlend Ralph
McGill, editor of the Atlanta Constitution,
died in 1969, Larry Fanning penned a tribute
that in many respects could apply as well to
himself:

“An extraordinary man dled . ..

“A man who left an indelible mark on the
land he loved;

“A man who wrote the kind of passionate
prose that produced miracles of change and
reform;
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“A man of courage, integrity, wit and com-
passion,

“(He) was a newspaper writer and an edl-
tor. (He was also a publisher, but he had
no appetite for that title. It made him un-
comfortable.) ...

“As a writer, and as a man, (he) answered
to his own instincts. And because he did, a
generation of writers found their volces.

“. .. loved by his friends, respected by his
enemies, (he) spoke out in a time when ‘it
took guts to have guts.’

“Let those words be his epitaph.”

There is no way to fill the void that Larry
Fanning left at this newspaper. Gone will
be the speclal grace that {lluminated every-
thing he touched. But hils concerns—social
equality and justice in a Democratic so-
ciety—remaln with us as an enduring legacy.
We will continue to espouse them.

The voice has not died with the man.

PITTSBURGH SITE OF FIFTH IN-
TERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON
URBAN TRANSPORTATION

HON. JAMES G. FULTON

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, the city of Pittsburgh has had
the honor of hosting the first four In-
ternational Conferences on TUrban
Transportation beginning in 1966.

This coming September 8 to 10, 1971,
Pittsburgh will again be the meeting
place of some of the most knowledge-
able men in the field of mass trans-
portation, as the fifth international con-
ference convenes.

The participants will seek out the
problems and search for the solutions
necessary to the safe and comfortable
mass movement of people. It will be a
unique international confrentation,
which we hope will lead to break-
throughs in transportation advance-
ment. Innovative plans and ideas in
mobility will keynote the conference.

As a time when all of us in Congress,
as well as many other concerned citizens
are seeking solutions to the urban trans-
portation erisis, the International Con-
ference to be held in Pittsburgh can
bring concrete programs to view for all
the world to see.

It is a pleasure to place in the Con-
GRESSTONAL REcorp the following formal
announcement of this conference:

E. D. Brockett, Chairman of the Board
of Gulf Ol Corporation, will head the Fifth
International Conference on Urban Trans-
portation, to be held in Pittsburgh, Septem-
ber 8-10, 1971,

The Pittsburgh Urban Transit Council
(PUTC) will sponsor the conference. Mr.
Brockett was recently elected chairman of
this organization. The Transportation Re-
search Institute (TRI) of Carnegle-Mellon
University and the Gulf Oil Corporation will
act as co-sponsors to this year’s conference.

Conferees will include transit system de-
signers and bullders from all over the world
as well as government and clvic leaders in-
terested in mass transportation.

The conference will focus attention on
mass and rapld transit problems and generate
ideas for the future, with emphasis on the
economie, ecological and soclal benefits good
transportation can provide.

“Efficlent urban transportation is one of
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the most important goals our soclety should
be seeking in the 1970%s,” Mr. Brockett sald.
“If citles are to remain important as centers
of commerce, culture, medicine, education,
religlon—the fundamental elements of our
soclety—they must be both beautiful and
accessible.

“I don’t belleve we can make cities attrac-
tive to people merely by filling new super
highways with more and more cars and by
leveling more downtown areas for parking
lots.

“Because we are involved In the business
of moving people, I and the oill company I
work for, belleve we have a soclal respon-
sibility to work for the best total transpor-
tation programs to benefit all, to keep our
cities viable, to free people to move about,
which I feel is one of our principal free-
doms."”

He sald the PUTC, TRI and various Pitts-
burgh companies in the transit business have
established Pittsburgh as “the international
transit center.”

“Generally, Pittsburgh’s transit technology
is five to eight years ahead of any other
concentration in the industry. The area has
the techniques, skills, people and money to
build transportation systems on a big scale,”
Mr. Brockett sald.

“The Fifth International will give us the
chance to share our knowledge with others,
as well as recelve guldance on future appli-
cations and developments of that tech-
nology.”

Past conferences, which began in 1968, have
attracted transportation officials and experts
from all over the world, including Russia.
Attendance has exceeded 1000 each year as
participation has continued to grow.

Other speakers have included Secretary of
Transportation John A. Volpe, 1969; New
York Governor Nelson Rockefeller, 1968,

Vice President Hubert H. Humphrey, 1967;
and Alan 8. Boyd, Department of Commerce
Undersecretary for Transportation, 1966.

BRAINWARPING IN THE NEW
AMERICAN REVOLUTION

HON. JOHN R. RARICK

OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. RARICK. Mr. Speaker, well edu-
cated and conscientious people—many
holding top positions in our National
Government—are being forced to submit
themselves for psychological reeducation
because they are too human and individ-
ualistic for roles in the new American
revolution.

The Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare, on January 13 notified
some 200 employees of the National Cen-
ter for Health Statistics—NCHS—that:

They must attend intensive tralning and
working conferences designed to develop the
racial and cultural awareness and skills nec-
essary in applying EEO policies, goals, and
practices to their own immediate circum-
stances.

These conferences, billed as equal em-
ployment opportunity but obviously de-
signed to give preferential treatment to
one minority, are scheduled for 3-day
sessions to be held the weeks of Febru-
ary 22 and March 1 in Fredericksburg,
Va. The EEO Organizational Develop-
ment Conferences are to be conducted
by Curber Associates, Inc., which had
earlier handled the similar sensitivity
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training conferences at Gaithersburg,
Md., and Harper's Ferry, Va.

The Acting Director of the National
Center for Health Statisties in his mem-
orandum states that these conferences
are not “sensitivity-type,” yet the an-
nounced goals and the reports of past
EEO conferences tend to indicate other-
wise. Perhaps the Acting Director is con-
fused as to what sensitivity iraining is.

The cost of these two conferences is
reported to be high: $75,000 to the U.S.
taxpayers and denial of individual free-
doms to the Federal employees.

Thus far, the sensitivity training eraze
has been restricted to the ecivilian area
of Government employees, but the pro-
gram is being readied for the Army,
Navy, Marines, and Air Force with meet-
ings apparently to sensitize our officers
so that they will associate guilt and im-
morality with any thought of winning
wars or victory.

Sensitivity training has advanced a
long way from the prisons of Red China,
North Korea, and Russia to where it is
now devised as a process to control and
manipulate our Nation’s public servants
by breaking down their motivations,
desires, and initiatives.

Only those nations which are free
suffer prejudices. Those nations which do
not tolerate individuality are totalitar-
ian. Egalitarianism, and absence of dis-
crimination, however desirable or ideal-
istic they may be made to appear, can
never be fully attained in any society—
be it totalitarian or free. Even in Com-
munist countries, supposedly set up to
achieve these theoretical goals, discrim-
ination and inequality are still rampant.
Note the persecution of Jews and other
minorities in Russia. The only difference
in this regard is that in Communist
countries the people have lost all indi-
vidual freedom. If all values of individual
superiority, cultural differences, and
natural prejudices are ever eliminated in
our country, it can only be done by deny-
ing liberty to all of our people.

The so-called equal employment op-
portunity is a political appeal by the
President, who has written that:

Equal employment opportunity must be-
come an integral part of the day-to-day man-
agement of Federal agencles and be Inter-
woven with every action which has an ef-
fecl on employees.

The unanswered question remains:
Does the President intend equal employ-
ment opportunity as an appealing slogan
rather than the destructive program be-
ing forcefully administered as if sanc-
tioned by his orders.

Apperently, under the New American
Revolution, the bureaucrats of the elite
category have decided that training sub-
employees for promotion is too slow and
emotional; so, they have devised a faster
method for downgrading the superlor
employee—psychological training to
bring on guilt neurosis. And if one of the
more superior employees objects, he is to
be regarded as being a troublemaker, un-
cooperative, and as standing in the way
of the New American Revolution. He
must be purged. This is one way to create
a vacancy to be filled by the subemployee.
This is the way equal employment op-
portunity is being carried out.
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It is strange that one never hears of
a sensitivity training seminar to indoc-
trinate the minority so that it under-
stands the problems of the majority.

The sensitivity method being pushed
by the NCHS for the promotion and de-
motion of Government employees as
groups rather than individuals employ-
ees is endemic to a collectivist form of
government and is foreign to the govern-
ment of a free country, It can but lead to
a deterioration in services rendered to the
public. Government jobs should be filled
on the basis of the education, training,
competency, and suitability of the indi-
vidual applicant and not on the basis of
a consensus of persons having undergone
a brain-warping conference.

I include the memorandum from HEW,
related newsclippings, and a report on a
report on a previous sensitivity
seminar as reported in the HSMHA
World, the publication for the employ-
ees of the Health Services and Mental
Health Administration of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare:

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, Ebvuca-
TION, AND WELFARE, HEALTH
SERVICES AND MENTAL HEALTH
ADMINISTRATION,

January 13, 1971.
Subject: EEO organization development
conferences.
To: All employees, NCHS,

As I have previously Informed you the
HSMHA Administrator had directed that “all
headquarters, regional and fleld program
managers and supervisors shall participate in
intensive training and working conferences
designed to develop the racial and cultural
awareness and skills necessary in applying
EEO policies, goals and practices to their
own immediate circumstances,” These con-
ferences, now being organized by HSMHA
programs, are known as EEO Organizational
Development Conferences.

NCHS is now arranging for its conference
under the direction of an ad hoc planning
committee chaired by the NCHS Executive
Officer. Two separate sesslons will be held
for NCHS since the Center is too large for a
single effective tralning session. The confer-
ences will be three-day sessions held the
weeks of February 22 and March 1 and will
be held in Fredericksburg, Virginia.

All employees GS-12 and above and all
supervisors (with three or more employees
under their direction) will be expected to
attend. In addition, certain other minority
and non-minority employees not in these
categories will be expected to attend.

The Organizational Development Con-
ferences will be conducted by Curber Asso-
clates, Inc.,, the firm which handled the
previous HSMHA EEO conferences at Gal-
thersburg and Harpers Ferry. This group is
working with & NCHS planning group which
has representation throughout the Center.
This group consists of Edward Minty, Chalr-
man, James Baird, Marshall Evans, Eugene
Jackson, Willlam Jenkins, Robert Israel, Ta-
loria Stevenson, Lacola Washington, Elijah
White. Questions you have concerning the
conferences may be directed to members of
this committee.

In order to give you some idea of the flavor
of the conferences a list of the goals of the
conferences as prepared by Curber Assoclates
follows:

“The overall goal of the conferences is to
effect the necessary changes that would re-
sult in true equal employment opportunity
within the National Center for Health Statls-
ties.

Within the framework of the overall goal,
it 18 Curber’s Intent to assist participants
in the conference to grow both as individ-
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uals and as group members within NCHS.
Speclally, the Curber training staff would
focus upon the following areas:

1. The instilling In all conference par-
ticipants of:

a. Greater understanding of and support
for the EEO program;

b. The willingness to accept cultural dif-
ferences without bias;

c. The understanding that EEO will benefit
all employees, rather than only members of
minority groups; and

d. The desire to change behavior and be-
come an advocate of equality within the EEO
Guidelines.

2. Development of an agency commitment
to eliminate diser tion and create a
workable environment of mutual trust and
acceptance.

3. Creation of an atmosphere which will
enable the conference participants to freely
and honestly discuss racism and EEO prob-
lems.

4. Increased personal awareness of and sen-
sitivity to instances of unequal employment
practices and existence of unwritten policles
of unequal opportunity.

6. Greater realization of the Individual's
potential to take effective actlon steps and
greater willingness to risk taking action.

6. Greater abllity to explore and develop
alternative styles of organizational and per-
sonal behavior to replace traditional win/
lose behavioral styles,

7. Development of productive individual
and group processes leading to action alter-
natives through shared ideas, shared deci-
slon~-making, and shared problem-solving.

8. Broadening of channels of communica-
tlon between individuals, thus increasing the
ability to win others’ trust and to trust
others.

9. Development of the abllity to diagnose
problems, suggest strategles, set goals, and
implement action-steps—individually and as
a team.

10. Development of greater ability to re-
duce tensions and to utilize confiict and
confrontation constructively.

11. Identification and analysis of existing
interpersonal and organlzational support
structures, and discovery of ways to build
new supports.

The overall objective of these conferences
is to effect the necessary changes that will
result in true equal employment and oppor-
tunity within NCHS. Achievement of this
objective cannot help but prove to be of
benefit to all of us. Within this context, it
should be noted that these conferences are
not “sensitivity-type.”

As planning progresses we will be forward-
Ing conference detalls to participants.

Both Mr. Woolsey and I want all of you to
cooperate fully in making these Conferences
a great success.

PHILIP 8. LAWRENCE, Sc. D.,
Acting Director, NCHS.

[From the New Orleans Times-Pleayune,
Dec. 20, 1970]
U.8. GovErNMENT FLIRTING WITH BENSITIVITY
TRAINING—S0OME DEPARTMENTS HAVE STAFF
TaxE COURSE

(By Paula Dranov)

WasHINGTON—The federal government
is flirting with the far-out field of sensitivity
training,

Several departments are running employes
through short-term courses in an effort to
make them more sympathetie to people than
paper work.

A few advocates of the movement see it
as & tool that could humanize the faceless
governmental machine. They've been calling
in sensitivity coaches for problems ranging
from racism to slow-moving memos.

But the government's approach so far has
been pretty tame. None of the bureaucrats
are crawling around under blankets, taking
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off thelr clothes or baring their souls. Mostly,
they just talk.

The existence of sensitivity programs came
to light recently when a Health, Education
and Welfare worker sued the National Train-
ing Laboratories for $5600,000, claiming she
was injured when she was flung to the floor
in a demonstration of aggression and hostil-
ity during a government-sponsored program.

SUIT NOT MENTIONED

NTL, the pioneer of the movement in the
United States and an affiliate of the pres-
tigilous Natlonal Education Association,
doesn’t talk about the sult or sensitivity
training and the government in the same
breath. "It’s equivalent to a swear word,”
says trainer Cyril Mill.

The phrase itself conjures up images of
California’s controversial Esalen Institutes’
experiments with “sensory awareness,” often
in the nude. But these days, sensitlvity train-
ing encompasses a whole range of activities
from Esalen’s flamboyance to NTL's staid
“participatory learning.”

All of it is an outgrowth of the “human
potentlals” movement which focuses on the
idea that man's latent resouces can be tapped
through exploring his relationships with
others,

The government latched on to the idea
in its own cautious way as a means of sharp-
ening the awareness of its officials, particu-
larly those in personnel and management
work.

STREAMLINING

The State Department was one of the first
to call in NTL—to help streamline admin-
istrative procedures and find out why it
took a memo three months to move from one
official to another down the chaln of
command.

NTL also worked with a group of junior
Foreign Service Officers to find out why so
many young people abandoned State Depart-
ment careers. It turned out the junior of-
ficers were upset at getting so little respon-
sibility in policy-making.

The Office of Economic Opportunity has
used some sensitivity training techniques on
equal employment opportunity counselors.
And the departments of Labor; Health, Edu-
cation and Welfare; Housing and Urban De-
velopment; Peace Corps; the Army, and even
the Internal Revenue Service have called in
sensitivity training consultants to help solve
management, personnel and human relations
problems.

Understandably, the agencies are rather
sensitive about their ventures into this con-
troversial field. “At the Internal Revenue
Service, they were always a little fearful
about what would happen If their superiors
found out what was going on,” one coach
recalls,

BRAINWASHING

Right wing groups have labeled sensitivity
sessions “Communist brainwashing” and con-
tend they promote sexual promiscuity.

Indeed, one HUD official started a minor
bureaucratic fuss when he came back from
a training program in Atlanta and announced
he had been subjected to “Communist brain-
washing.”

He had spent two weeks at Project Corner-
stone, a program designed to let government
employes know what it is like to live In a
black ghetto. Participants spend two weeks
in a rundown house, eating what their neigh-
bors eat, living under uncomfortable condi-
tions and surveying the impact, if any, of
government ald to poor people.

The HUD official complained about the dis-
comfort, the language of the Cornerstone
staff, the bad food and the avallabllity of only
one bathroom for 12 particlpants.

Most government sensitivity activitles far
more structured than Cornerstone are aimed
at resolving a single problem through such
techniques as encounter sesslons of work-
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shops using some sensitivity training
methods.

OEO took 100 new Equal Improvement Op-
portunity counselors to Fredericksburg, Va.,
last month for a week-long encounter.

“We felt that anyone who was going to
counsel others should be aware of himself—
who he is, why he reacts certaln ways, why
he, like all Americans, is a victlm of raclsm,”
says Frank EKent, director of OEQ's human
rights division.

CONFLICTS

OEQ also has used the encounter technique
to resolve conflicts among the poor. It re-
cently sponsored a three-day workshops in
Paterson, N.J.,, almed at reconciling differ-
ences between black and Puerto Rican groups
which were feuding over available anti-
poverty money.

Bensitivity tralning techniques aren't re-
stricted to the clvillan area of government.
Amid charges that racism has been institu-
tionalized in the Army and fostered by com-
manding officers, chaplains decided to tackle
the problem and called in NTL to help.

NTL’s Cyril Mill conducted one session and
recalls that his first job was getting the par-
ticipants to trust one another. “They were
worried about whether anything they sald in
the program would later be used against them
by other officers,” he explained.

“At one sesslon,” he said, "they had to send
for a black chaplain to review their list and
help them decide if they were on the right
track. They were amazed at some of his ex-
periences with racism in the Army.”

While the chaplains are described as “re-
ceptive” to this type of training, the reverse
is more common in the government, some
NTL officlals feel.

One trainer found an “incredible resist-
ance and highly developed defense mecha-
nism"” among state department employees.

“Look,” he adds, “These people are used to
defending themselves against ( Pt 5
they can resist him, just think how they can
resist me.”

The same trainer sees the federal govern=
ment as an unlikely market for even the
tamest brand of sensitivity training.

Adds another trainer: “Baslcally, what we
are about is change. But government people
know the system 1is bigger than they are and
pretty much resistant to change.

“Most of all, they just don’'t want to rock
the boat.”

[From the Washington Star, Feb, 11, 1871]
PsSYCHOLOGICAL SESSIONS BETWEEN RACES
BScorED

(By Joseph Young)

Another invasion of government employee
rights—psychological confrontation sessions
between blacks and whites—is charged by
Sen, Sam Ervin, D-N.C., chairman of the Sen-
ate Constitutional Rights subcommittee.

Ervin says that outside psychologists are
belng used to stir up conflict and confronta-
tion between federal top-management of-
ficials and their minority group employees.

The ostensible purpose of these sessions,
says Ervin, is to promote equal employment
opportunity practices in federal agencles by
laying bare the resentments and suspensions
between the races and trying to solve them
through psychology.

“But it is tyranny over the mind of the
grossest sort to subject employes to a probe
of their psyches, to provoke and indeed re-
quire disclosure of their Intimate attitudes
and beliefs during emotionally c sit-
uations which are deliberately set up by
paychologists for the manipulation of human
emotions,” Ervin sald.

Ervin added that when some officials and
employes have protested such sessions, they
have been accused of Insubordination and
the Information has been computerized In
their personnel data files.

Participants have been told that the con-
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frontation sesslons are intended to change
management and supervisors' attitudes to-
ward blacks and also thelr attitudes toward
“cultural” differences between the races, ac-
cording to the Senate subcommittee data.

Those participating In the program are
federal managers in grades GS-12 and above
and supervisors with three or more sub-
ordinates, plus a selected number of minority
group employes In the lower grades.

The extent of the program throughout
government is not yet known by the Senate
group which now is engaged in determining
how widespread it 1s. One department in-
volved is Health, Education, and Welfare,
Senate Committee sources sald.

Civil Service Commission officials sald they,
too, are investigating.

As descrlbed by Senate subcommittee
sources, a typleal confrontation session seeks
to bring out the resentments of whites
agalnst blacks and vice versa and then to
reconclle the differences.

One had a white “agitator,” rehearsed in
advance for his role, say, “I live in Chevy
Chase and don’t want any black bastard liv-
ing next door to me.”

This provoked heated retorts from blacks
and intensified the conflict.

In another instance, one black after an-
other would drink out of a Coca-Cola bottle
and then pass it to whites to see If they too
would drink out of 1t, Senate subcommlittee
investigators report.

NEW PROGRAM

The Civil Service Commlission has started
a new program to facilitate voluntary serv-
ice by federal employes In community proj-
ects.

The program will be nationwide and is
based on a model program recently developed
for federal employes in the Washington
metropolitan area.

The CSC sald the program here has been
very successful. In a three-month period,
more than 300 federal employes here have ac-
cepted volunteer assignments from 109 dif-
ferent voluntary agenclies. These were in
urban service centers, community schools,
hospitals, and playgrounds, and Included,
among other things, tutoring, teaching arts
and drama, community action, service to the
handicapped, sports and recreation, and
services to children.

In cooperation with the local Health and
Welfare Council, the C8C has opened a small
office which maintailns lsts of volunteer op-
portunities.

EEO TRAINING SEMINARS
(By Irving Weinstein)

It was Sunday and it was hot and humid
outslde the Washingtonian Motel in Gaith-
ersburg, Maryland. Inside, & wedding recep-
tilon was In progress and there was much
festivity. Elegantly dressed men and women
were dancing to music suppled by a five-
piece band. Others were conversing, laugh-
ing, drinking, or consuming hors d'oceuvers.

In the adjoining room persons from
HSMHA were participating in the first of
three Equal Employment Opportunity Train-
ing Seminars. It was the first day of the
meeting and the HSMHA people had gathered
in general session to report on what they ac-
complished in small work groups.

The spokesman for a group which had
been discussing the subtleties of discrimina-
tion had the floor. He was saying his work
group had been distracted and inconven-
ienced “by the nolse from the Jewlsh wed-
ding next door,” when he was abruptly inter-
rupted by a Seminar particlpant who asked
why he had prefaced the word wedding with
the adjective Jewish.

The spokesman laughed and sald, “Who
else can afford such a wedding?”

He was shocked, as were many others,
when a person who knew the bride stood
up and sald, “But it 1s not a Jewish wedding.
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The bridge and groom are not Jewish. They
are Polish. This is a Polish wedding.”

The spokesman learned something that
day about attitudes, perceptions, and about
himself, He learned he had arrived at an er-
roneous conclusion because his premise was
not based upon fact but upon a stereotyped
image of a minority group and his carica-
tured conception of that group.

Each of the nearly 400 HSMHA employees
who attended the three separate but inter-
locking EEQ Training BSeminars learned
things. They learned things about themselves
about other persons, and about Equal Em-
ployment Opportunty. They learned whether
they were dealing with or failing with their
attitudes, preceptions, and life styles as they
relate to minorities and to the EEO pro-
gram.

Participating in the Seminars were per-
sons from the HSMHA Personnel offices, both
field and headquarters, and Deputy EEO Of-
ficers and EEO Counsellors from each Cen-
ter, Service, Institute, Regional Office, Hos-
pital, and Indian Health Area. The Seminars
were sponsored by HSMHA's Office of Equal
Employment Opportunity together with the
Office of Personnel.,

The goals, enumerated in materials dis-
tributed to each Seminar participant, were:

To develop and increase the commitment
of Equal Employment Opportunity and Per-
sonnel staffs to an assertive Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Program.

To develop good rapport between the Of-
fice of Equal Employment Opportunity and
the Office of Personnel.

To increase the skills of Deputy Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Officers and Coun-
sellors,

To develop cohesion within the entire
HSMHA Equal Employment Opportunity
structure.

To identify EEO ana Personnel policy and
procedural issues requiring followup action
at HSMHA and Program levels,

Three Seminars were called Instead of one
by the Seminar co-hosts, Lonis Ballard,
HSMHA Equal Employment Opportunity Of-
ficer, and Ralph Reeder, Acting Director,
Office of Personnel, because lodgings were not
available with sufficient “break-out” rooms
to accommodate an extremely important in-
gredient in the Seminar planning—small
work groups.

Although each Seminar was different, with
its own highlights, each was a highly emo-
tional and remarkable learning experience.
In addition to the small work groups and
general sessions, participants met in agency
groupings, separate Personnel and EEO
groupings, and, at one point during the
second Seminar, in a separate black-white
grouping.

Each small group contalned a professional
facllitator who assisted in moving the dis-
cusslons along. Among the many subjects dis-
cussed in the work groups were the objec-
tives of EEO, the role of Personnel and its
image, the role of EEO Counsellors and Dep-
uty EEO's, procedures, risk-taking, racism,
Personnel actions, the Merit Promotion Sys-
tem, commitment, and recommendations to
help make equal employment opportunity a
reality throughout HSMHA.

Participants were kept informed through-
out the Seminars on what everyone was do-
ing, thinking, and saying through a daily
newsletter, printed reports, and wverbal re-
ports at the general sesslons. These com-
munications helped each person present to
deal better with personal problems and prob-
lems affecting the full development of the
EEO Program.

The first Seminar was attended by all
HSMHA Deputy EEO Officers from headquar-
ters and top level staff from the Office of
Personnel. It lasted two days and served as
a prototype and prelude to SBeminars 2 and 3.
Participants in Seminar 1 also participated
in one or the other of the latter Beminars.
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Prior to the conclusion of Seminar 1,
Personnel staff and the EEO group met in
separate meetings. The Fersonnel group
returned from its caucus, according to Ralph
Reeder, “as a united body cemented together
by a new and inspiring feeling of mutual
trust.”

The Personnel group reported it would and
could now become more effective in relation
to EEO. It indicated 1ts people would aggres-
sively take the initiative and go to EEO
Program offices in order for the EEO Program
to become more effTective.

Among the highlights of Seminars 2 and 3
was a vislt from Dr. Vernon E. Wilson,
HSMHA Administrator. Dr. Wilson told
participants that Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity Is a matter of highest priority both for
him personally and for all persons in HSMHA.
He assured Mr. Ballard of his full support.

“The task you are addressing here,” Dr.
Wilson sald, “is essential to the accomplish-
ment of HMSHA's purpose. Our mission is to
improve the physical and mental health of
all the American people. We can carry out
this mission successfully only if our staff
reflects the racial and ethnic composition of
the population we seek to serve, and only
when all our staff members are able to use
their skills and fulfill their potential to the
utmost.”

Dr. Wilson told the seminar participants
that HSMHA’s top management had recog-
nized and declared, durlng the Alrlle House
EEO Conference in February, the need for
change In our policles and practices and had
begun the process of change. These tralning
seminars, he sald, constitute one important
step along the road we must travel.

“I consider it one of my fundamental
responsibilities as your new Administrator,”
he sald, “to make the policy of equal employ-
ment opportunity a reality throughout
HSMHA.”

Dr. Wilson sald HSMHA program directors
are similarly committed to the same goal and
that the seminar participants had a vital
role to perform in assisting them and him in
making EEO a reality.

He concluded by saying, “I look forward to
the recommendations from these seminars
and to the effective performance of your EEO
duties, which should be their most important
outcome."

Seven HSMHA agency directors and one
deputy director also visited the seminars, as
did Dr. Robert Laur, consultant to the Ad-
ministrator and Mr. Samuel Hoston, Director,
Equal Opportunity Staff, HEW.

Mr, Hoston sparked one of the general ses-
slons, telling the participants that although
each President since Franklin D. Roosevelt
had issued an Executive Order dealing with
Equal Employment Opportunity, “the prob-
lem still exists and we still have discrimina-
tion."”

He stressed the need for understanding and
ranport between EEO people and Personnel
people and the Importance of their attitudes
in dealing with others. He spoke of commit-
ment and concluded by describing a conver-
sation between a chicken and a pig.

“The chicken and the pig,” he sald, “were
looking at a platter of ham and eggs. The
chicken sald to the pig, ‘Look at the mag-
nificlent contribution we have made. Doesn't
it make you proud? Doesn’'t it make you
happy?' The pig looked at the chicken and
sald, ‘No, not really. You see, yours is a
contribution; mine is a total commitment."”

During Seminar 2, the blacks walked out of
a general meeting to caucus in an attempt, as
one of the leaders later said, “to find our own
wave length.” The remainder of the par-
ticipants were left to ponder the reason for
the walkout in a white caucus.

After dinner that evening, partially as a
result of the walkout, the blacks and whites
reconvened and went on to participate in the
most frultful activities of the meeting.

On the following day, Mr. Ballard told the
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counsellors and Deputy Equal Employment
Opportunity Officers that if they couldn’t cry
over the plight of minorities in this country,
if they had no awareness of what 1t meant to
be a black or a Chicano they could be of no
use to HSMHA as EEO Counsellors or Deputy
EEO Officers.

“I want the kind of people,” he sald, “who
are sensitive and daring . . . the kind of peo-
ple who know the job that needs to be done
and who will do the job, They will be humble
when needed, aggressive when needed, and
will beg if needed . . . but they will always
be cognizant of EEO and what it means. I
want the kind of people who know they are
in the business of keeping our nation alive
because without them, I don't know how long
we can endure as a nation.”

In addressing the Personnel staff, Mr.
Reeder sald. “We in Personnel have been the
scapegoat for a great deal of anger and frus-
tration both here at the Seminar and
wherever it is we work."”

He told the group it could elther accept
this image employees have of Personnel or
change it. In order to change it, he sald, “em-
ployees must know we are working for them
as well as for management."”

“We have a responsibility to the EEO Pro-
gram,” Mr. Reeder sald, “and we can con-
tribute a strong input to help make it suc-
ceed.”

He reminded his staff that he had told
them on two separate occasions during the
Seminar exactly where he stood in his com-
mitment to the EEO Program and that he
expected each of them to fully support the
Program both at headquarters and in the
field.

He informed them that the Personnel Of-
fice had recelved approval for its recommen-
dation that employees and supervisors be
rated on their performance in relation to
EEO. "I expect to apply this to my employ-
ees in headquarters and I expect every Per~
sonnel Officer in field stations to do the

Mr. Reeder sald, “We need to expand our
sensitivitles and awareness and learn to
know persons in minority groups better than
we do.”

“We are in the business,” he said, “of de-
livering health and mental health services to
the American people and HSMHA cannot
succeed in its mission without the input of
minorities.”

He concluded by saying that Personnel
had the resources to help get minority in-
put into HSMHA and to see that the HSMHA
programs do succeed in their mission,

At Seminar 3 the issue of race, which was
not quickly dealt with in the preceding Se-
minars, was brought out into the open im-
mediately.

Dick Shapiro and Bert Phillips, the Con-
ference coordinators, asked the participants
to deal with the way they really feel and to
be honest with themselves and others. “These
days together,” they sald, “are not to be used
solely for ingesting information, They are
also to be used for giving information and
for giving of yourselves. This is a participa-
tory conference.”

They told the conferees that although an
agenda has been prepared, it was flexible and
open to change if the particlpants wanted
change. Particlpants were told that this
Seminar offered an opportunity for honesty,
1t offered an opportunity for them to sit
and talk together as human beings about
problems existing in HSMHA and in this
counfry and to logically determine what
could be done to resolve them.

This Seminar featured a panel discussion
dealing with racism; a question and answer
segslon with Mr. Ballard and Mr, Reeder re-
sponding to questions from the floor; and
input from Indians, who comprised about 25
percent of the participants.

For one full day, the EEO group subdivided
into three separate groupings, Lon Ballard
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met with the Deputy Equal Employment Op-
portunity Officers; Mary V. Gelsbert, Mr. Bal-
lard's Deputy, met with EEO Counsellors
who had recelved formal training as coun-
sellors; and Isalah Russell, EEO Specialist
on Mr, Ballard's staff, met with the counsel-
lors who had received no formal training.

When the question of risk came up, tied
to the Issue of racism, Mr. Ballard said he
would utilize the full power of his office to
discipline and possibly even remove persons
intimidating or threatening EEO Counsellors
in the performance of their duty. He said the
nation could no longer tolerate bigots and
racists and neither could HSMHA and he re-
celved a thunderous ovation.

At the same time Ralph Reeder and the
Personnel group discussed the image of the
Personnel Office, methods of communicating
Civil Service rules and regulations to EEO
staff, and the kinds of information EEO per-
sonnel need in order to better do their jobs.

On the morning of the third day repre-
sentatives from the Indian Health Service
requested time in the afternoon so that they
could meet separately as an agency to seek
solutions to their own problems.

One of the problems voiced by the Indians
throughout the Seminar was “the need to be
able to keep our own culture, without ac-
cepting the white man's ways."

Several Indians had also indicated they
were sick and tired of belng studied by an-
thropologists and of being told how to live
by whites of other professional disciplines.

As a result of the Indian Health Service's
request to meet separately, other Seminar
participants indicated by a show of hands a
strong desire to convene that afternoon in
agency groupings. They, too, wanted to dis-
cuss problems unique to individual agencies
and to develop recommendations that would
help move the EEO program forward. And
they did.

The next day, during the last session of
Seminar 3, spokesmen from each HSMHA
constituency present presented their agency’s
recommendations. Some of the finest recom-
mendations were submitted by the Office of
Personnel and drew tremendous applaus from
the floor.

Among the recommendations proposed by
all agencies were the following:

HSMHA should request of the Department
that a job preference act for all minorities—
similar to the Veterans Preference Act and
the Indian Preference Act—be introduced in
Congress.

Specialized recruitment efforts should be
undertaken to Include provision of selection
authority to joint EEO-Personnel recruilt-
ment teams,

The job descriptions of all managers and
supervisors should contain a section dealing
with EEO responsibilities,

A day care center should be established at
the Parklawn Building,

Deputy Equal Employment Opportunity
Officers should be considered as part of the
executive management staff of each agency
and should report to the Director and par-
ticipate in all staff meetings,

Program directors should report regularly
to the Administrator concerning the status
of their affirmative action plans.

A pool of positions should be established
within the Office of the Administrator and
headquarters of each Service, Center, and
Institute to be used to reward programs
which recruit and upgrade minority staffs.

In addition to these recommendations,
many more were proposed in both Seminars
2 and 3 and at the time of this writing Mr.
Ballard and Mr. Reeder were reviewing the
proposals and preparing them for presenta-
tion to Dr. Wilson.

The participants in Seminar 3 reacted
spontaneously and dramatieally to each pro-
posal, Some recommendations received stand-
ing ovatlons.
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The last spokesman, a young black wom-
an, delivered her agency's recommendations
and then looked at her audience and said
extemporaneously, “I want to thank you. I
came to this meeting with despair. All my
life I have been exposed to racism and I had
lost all hope. But you have given me some
here. I think some of you were sincere in
what you said.”

Her voice quivered as she said, "I have been
let down so many times. I have heard so
many promises. Please . . ."

The young woman's plea evoked tear from
many in the audience, and the emotion that
pervaded the room created a sense of unity
that had not existed when the seminars
began.

Mr. Ballard sensed the coheslveness of the
group as he closed the meeting. “I think
history has been made here,” he sald. “Peo-
ple are concerned. They're moved. They are
moved to tears.”

JAMES RESTON QUESTIONS THE
PHILOSOPHY OF EXPANDING THE
WAR

HON. JOE L. EVINS

OF TENNESSEE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. EVINS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker,
in a recent article, Mr. James Reston,
the distinguished columnist for the New
York Times, questions the wisdom of ex-
tending and expanding wars even when
some objectives appear to be justifiable.

Reston’s thesis is that the chain of
events which such expansions may cause,
often leads to consequences that cannot
be predicted or foreseen.

Because of the interest of my col-
leagues and the American people in this
most important subject, I insert Mr, Res-
ton’s column in the RECORD.

[From the Miami News, Feb. 11, 1971]
TaE WaAR To Enp War—WHEN WiLn WE
EvER LEARN?

(By James Reston)

WasHINGTON.—In this latest crisis in the
Indochina War, when we are being told once
more that the latest adventure into Laos will
surely put an end to the long agony, it may
be prudent to look back at the record.

Last time, only last spring, it was the in-
vasion of Cambodia that was going to destroy
the enemy's sanctuaries and let us go home.
Before that, it was destruction of the ene-
my’s forces in the Tet offensive that was sup-
posed to have broken the back of the opposi-
tion. And before that, it was American alir
support, then American air power itself, then
the U.S. search-and-destroy missions, then
the bombing of the North, each in Iits own
turn, that was going to be “decisive.”

It is a very old story, underscoring a long
forgotten lesson, Herbert Butterfleld pointed
it out long ago. “However hard we have tried
in the 20th Century to make allowances in
advance for the unpredictable consequences
of war,” he wrote, “we have always discov-
ered that the most terrible of these had been
omitted from our calculations or only imper-
fectly foreseen. One of the examples of the
fact is the loss of liberty in Eastern Europe
and the Balkans—the very regions whose
freedom was the primary issue for which
we were supposed to have undertaken two
world wars.”

The First World War was probably the
most tragic example of this kind of miscal-
culation. Believing that there could never be
an aggressor so monstrous as Germany under
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the Kalser. The Allies fought that ghastly
war in the West to the point of “total vie-
tory.” And in the process created two much
more formidable menaces for ourselves, Nazi
Germany and Communist Russia.

There is, of course, a certain military logic
to the invasion of Laos, and even a moral
justification for attacking an enemy shelter-
ing and gathering in a neutral country for
an attack on South Vietnam. The Adminis-
tration's policy is that it will use alr power
anywhere in Indochina where enemy forces
may ‘“ultimately” threaten the security of
Our own Lroops.

There was a certain logie, too, in all those
other moves, as seen from the Pentagon. Who
could logieally suppose that a small enemy
country, operating over long lines of supply
and without air power, could stand
half a million Americans, equipped with all
the modern weapons of war, and in complete
control of the air and sea? Yet events did not
quite work out as the Pentagon planned.

Now the assumption here is that Hanoi is
down to its last supply route along the Ho
Chi Minh trails (and that if these are cut,
the enemy wili be crippled at least long
enough to let us get out, and the South
Vietnamese, by that time, will be able to
fend for themselves.

It is a reasonable assumption if you also
assume that the Soviets and the Chinese
will not give Hanol new weapons to match
the mounting fire power of the Allies. May-
be the enemy will accommeodate us this time,
stand and fight and be destroyed, while Mos-
cow and Peking watch patiently on the side.
But this is no sure thing, and time and
geography are on their side.

What happens if the enemy merely retreats
into the jungle and regroups later in North
Vietnam. Do we then resume the bombing
of the North on the ground that troops there
might “ultimately” threaten our command?
And if we do cut the supply trails to the
north and get out in a year or 18 months,
what is “decisive” about that?

The theory of “a war to end war” went out
with Woodrow Wilson. When we finally leave,
if we do, It will be said that General Glap in
Hanol expelled the French from Indochina
and fought the Americans to a com-
promise settlement. This cannot hurt or de-
press Giap in what will then be a struggle
with Salgon.

Accordingly, the war may very well go on
being as unpredictable as before. The Presi-
dent has clearly won the battle of publie
opinion in the United States. He didn't even
feel obliged to talk to the American people
about his aerial invasion of Laos, and the
reaction of the people was comparatively
mild.

NBC took a poll the other day and found
that 46 per cent of the people were con-
vinced, despite the Administration’s state-
ments to the contrary, that there actually
were American ground troops fighting in
Laos. In short, even when the Administration
was telling the truth, it wasn't believed by
almost half of those polled.

The popular view seems to be that it is all
right to attack a neutral country occupied
by the enemy so long as our casualties are
not too high, that if the enemy invades a
neutral country, it is reasonable for us to do
the same,

This is the logic of our latest adventure,
but what if the Russlans or the Chinese as-
sumed that since we were giving alr sup-
port to Saigon, they would give alr power to
Hanol? Or new longer range rockets? What
then would happen to our logic and our as-
sumptions?

“I wonder,” sald Butterfield, “if It could
not be formulated as a law that no state can
ever achieve the security it desires without
so tipping the balance that it becomes a
menace to its neighbors . . . and this glves
us one of the patterns of those terrible dilem-
mas which seem always to be confronting us
in international affairs.”

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS
SLAUGHTER OF INNOCENTS

HON. WILLIAM F. RYAN

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, the President
announced on February 17, that he is
“not going to place any limitations upon
the use of er,” save for the use
of nuclear weapons, in Southeast Asia.
Now the rhetoric matches the actions of
the administration—all of Indochina is
the battlefleld. On the ground, Asian
troops, funded, supplied, and supported
by the United States, will fight. In the
air, U.S. planes will fly, wreaking dev-
astation.

It is apparent that the administration
really has no plan for bringing this tragic
war to an end. An illusive military solu-
tion is still being pursued, while there is
no serious attempt at a political solution.

Tom Wicker, in a column which ap-
peared in the February 21 edition of the
New York Times, expresses, to my mind,
the outrage so many Americans feel re-
garding the President’s action. As Mr.
Wicker says of the administration’s
policy:

It is a policy of indiscriminate aerial war-
fare and blind firepower on the ground that
means death and destruction wholesale, not
Just body counts of enemy dead, but a
slaughter of innocents—women and children
and old people—rvillages destroyed, the earth
revaged, refugees in their miserable thou-
sands wandering homeless and hungry. For
the people of Indochina, it is a wanton lle
that this Administration is “winding down”
the war; it is spreading the war like a holo-
caust.

The administration must not be al-
lowed to continue the death and destruc-
tion which afflict the people of Southeast
Asia. The Congress must act. It must act
to cut off funds for the war; it must act
to pass legislation, of which I am a spon-
sor, to bring this war to an immediate
end.

I commend Tom Wicker's column to
my colleagues:

A SLAUGHTER OF INNOCENTS

(By Tom Wicker)

WasHINGTON.—President Nixon's news con-
ference of Feb. 17 made clear what skeptics
have long believed. His Vietnam policy is by
no means one of steadily withdrawing Amer-
icans from South Vietnam, then letting the
people of Indochina work out or fight out
their own affairs. It is instead a policy of
escalation by Amerlcan air power and South
Vietnamese manpower, with the aim of mili-
tary victory.

“I am not going to place any limitations
upon the use of air power,” Mr. Nixon sald,
excepting only the use of nuclear weapons.
And if South Vietnam invades North Viet-
nam across the demilitarized zone—"to de-
fend their national security,” in the Presi-
dent's Orwelllan lingo—Mr, Nixon openly left
standing the possibility of sending American
ailr power to support the invasion.

Mr. Nixon was careful at every turn to lay
down, as a basis for an unlimited air war, the
doctrine that he would be acting only to pro-
tect the lives of American ground troops.
This blatant deception was used to justify
the Cambodian invasion and is belng used to
Justify the current extension of the ground
war into the Laotlan panhandle. But it was
exposed as a fraud by Mr. Nizxon himself,
who claimed that the fighting in Cambodia
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had cut one North Vietnamese “lifeline” and
then sald of the march into Laos:

“This action would either cut or serlously
disrupt the other pipeline or lifeline . .. the
Ho Chi Minh Trail into the north half of
South Vietnam. Therefore, we expected the
North Vietnamese to fight here. They have
to fight here or give up the struggle to con-
quer South Vietnam, Cambodia, and their in-
fluence extending through other parts of
Southeast Asia.'

Those are the words of a man seeking a
showdown. The clear threat to turn loose the
South Vietnamese to Invade North Vietnam,
under a protective umbrella of American
planes and behind a destructive barrage of
American bombs, may be in part psychologl-
cal warfare. But if the President cannot get
his victory in Laos, as he could not get it in
South Vietnam or in Cambodia, there is only
one other place to seek it, and every reason
to belleve that Mr. Nixon will do just that.

It should be noted well that this Presi-
dent, who was elected promising to end—
not win—the war, has effectively jettisoned
the Parls negotiations. Not only did he say
that American representatives would con-
tinue to participate only In hopes of making
an arrangement con ners of
war—not the war itself—but he also sald
flatly that “we are not going to make any
more concessions.”

Not content with this demotion, Mr.
Nixon went further and reiterated the fact
that he has also abrogated the only fruitful
results of those talks—the October, 1968 "un-
derstanding"” by which the bombing of North
Vietnam was ended.

That understanding was entered in good
faith by the previous Administration and by
Hanol. Now Mr. Nixon has asserted without
convincing supporting evidence that attacks
on American reconnaissance planes over
Hanol constitute a North Vietnamese viola-
tion of the understanding that releases him
from it; further, Mr. Nixon insists that he
will bomb North Vietnam any time he decides
anything happening in that country threat-
ens American lives.

80 the talks are dead, interred by a Presi-
dent who charges the other side with making
no concessions despite having made none
himself on any point that matters: and the
{mportant understanding those talks pro-
duced is also dead, broken by the second
American President who failed to honor an
arrangement with Hanoi; and the war has
been carried by alr and invasion to two more
countries, with the threat poised of the in-
vasion and aerial devastation of a third.

This is a policy calculated to bludgeon
North Vietnam to its knees, without appal-
ling American casualty lists, it is also a policy
that risks retaliation elsewhere—in northern
Laos or in Thailand—and might bring Chi-
nese entry into the war. But above all, every
American, every citizen who loves his coun-
try, every man who honors humanity should
understand the cost of this poliey in life and
suffering.

It is a policy of indiscriminate aerial war-
fare and blind firepower on the ground that
means death and destruction wholesale, not
just body counts of enemy dead, but a slaugh-
ter of innocents—women and children and
old people—villages destroyed, the earth rav-
aged, refugees In their miserable thousands
wandering homeless and hungry. For the
people of Indochina, it is a wanton lle that
this Administration is “winding down” the
war; it is spreading the war like a holocaust.

In a forthcoming article in The New York
Review of Brooks, Daniel Ellsberg cites SBen-
ate reports showing that more than a million
Cambodian refugees have been “generated”
in the last nine months; that In Mr, Nixon’s
first year In office about 50,000 civillans were
killed, and in his second, more than 70,000,
No one knows how many there will be in his
third, or what number of innocents will dle
in Laos, or how many more will be made
refugees,
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But they will be many, and every one an
ineradicable stain upon the once-proud name
of the United States of America.

ABOLISHING HISC

HON. BENJAMIN S. ROSENTHAL

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. ROSENTHAL, Mr. Speaker, since
1938 there has been an un-American
activity in Congress, a threat to the
Nation’s real security—the security based
in the fundamental precepts of demo-
cratic philosophy of free speech and free
political thought. The House Internal
Security Committee continues to subvert
these American ideals as did its prede-
cessor, the House Un-American Activi-
ties Committee. I have introduced today
a resolution to abolish this unjustifiable
squandering of Congress’ resources.

Today few fear the HISC subpena. An
investigation by the committee is often
greeted with scorn. Have the students
who dissent from mainstream American
political opinion been cowed since the
HISC spent thousands of tax dollars
hearing testimony on the Students for a
Democratic Society? Is there any less
likelihood that blacks may organize to
express disapproval of political and eco-
nomic subjugation since the HISC spent
weeks collecting evidence about black
panthers?

In the last Congress the HISC per-
formed no responsible functions which
could not be better carried out by legiti-
mate law enforcement agencies or by
regular committees of the Congress. Any
legitimate legislative or investigative
functions of the HISC should be trans-
ferred to the proper jurisdiction of the
Judiciary Committee. In my judgment,
conducting politically motivated investi-
gations of controversial organizations is
not a worthwhile function for a congres-
sional committee. If these groups do en-
gage in subversive and illegal activities
we already have adequate laws and agen-
cies to deal with them.

Meanwhile this anachronistic com-
mittee is one of the largest congressional
committees with 38 staff employees. It
received $850,000 in the last Congress.
That is more than three times greater
than the authorization for the Veterans’
Affairs Committee. The 91st Congress al-
located three times more funds to the
committee which harasses those who op-
pose the inhuman war in Vietnam than
it allocated to the committee concerned
with the veterans who have fought in
that tragic conflict. These veterans face
new and urgent problems—an unemploy-
ment rate double the national average,
readjustment, and a frightening unswing
in drug addiction. The Veterans' Affairs
Committee has a staff of merely 18 and
a budget of $195,000 in the last Congress.

Equally ludicrous is the comparison
you can make with authorizations and
staff between HISC and the Interior and
Insular Affairs Committee. That com-
mittee, with 16 employees and a budget
in the last Congress of $185,000, is
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charged with major conservation and
environmental responsibilities.

Can Congress give due attention to the
problems of the Indian, to the problems
of pollution, when the appropriate com-
mittee is hobbled in deference to a com-
mittee that pollutes the very democratic

process? Is not our congressional atten-
tion—attention which goes where the
money goes—grossly misdirected?

The House Internal Security Commit-
tee is a frivolous and harmful hindrance
to a Congress increasingly concerned
about the proper and economical organi-
zation of its work.

YOUTH'S ROLE IN THE ENVIRON-
MENTAL CRISIS

HON. LEE H. HAMILTON

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to bring to the attention of my col-
leagues a speech by Stephen Echsner, a
perspicacious young man whom I am
proud to claim as one of my constituents.
Mr, Echsner resides in Columbus, Ind.

The speech follows:

YouTH'S ROLE IN THE ENVIRONMENTAL CRISIS
(By Stephen H. Echsner)

Pollution is everywhere. People are every-
where. People are polluters. People are re-
sponsible for the pollution of our land, air
and water. People are the ones who make
ghetto areas, who lay waste the land with
strip mines, and automobile junkyards. Peo-
ple build our giant plants of industry that
belch “bad breath” into the air. People are
responsible for the dumping of garbage and
sewage into our rivers and streams.

The situation is growing worse. We must
search out the reason why people are doing
these things. Certainly it is not natural for
people to pollute. Even a cat buries his own
dirt,

Our material environment is discussed a
great deal today in almost every newspaper
and magazine. Equal concern should be given
to our nonmaterial environment—to the spir-
itual pollution that is taking place in our
great country. Herein lies the problem—the
crisis of the environment—and youth must
be able to do something about it.

People aren't inherently bad. Many times
they don't think, they forget, they adopt
the idea of “let George do it,” they shirk
personal responsibility. People adopt the
idea that if they don’t get caught, it's O.K,,
they take the easy way out. But there is no
easy way to develop respect for nature, and
the answer to our environmental problems
ultimately will be respect. Respect for the
rights of other men and the laws of nature.

Some aboriginals and other unecivilized
tribes consider the time when a male reaches
adolescence as one of the most important oc-
casions of his life. After passing arduous
tests and suffering intense pain, the young
man receives new privileges and responsi-
bilitles. What these people recognize is the
need for youth to grow up and to become
mature, independent human beings. We have
no counterpart in our soclety today and to a
large extent, the extreme behavior of some
of our young people 15 witness to the lack of
this kind of initiation. For example, the pa-
pers have been full of publicity recently
about the killings at Kent State, and the
bombings on the campus of the University of
Wisconsin. Why are people doing these
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things? What morality do they have, what
goals have they set for themselves and
others? Where is their sincerity, their hon-
esty, their reasoning?

To the degree that the great majority of
youth are successful today in achleving ma-
turity, there are present numerous corollaries
or substitutes corresponding to these primi-
tive customs alluded to previously, such as, a
well-formed conscience, a social awareness,
a moral responsibility and a set of norms.
By this, I mean a consclence that is right and
just and full of self-identity, a social aware-
ness that dictates an involvement in social
issues, moral responsibility that means do-
ing right and avolding wrong, and lastly,
norms that we are all familiar with—indi-
vidual code of ethiecs, civil guidelines and
laws, and religious directives. These things
one doesn’'t get by accident. The responsi-
bility for the preparation of youth for a bet-
ter tomorrow lles with parents, schools,
churches, organizations such as the Boy
Scouts of America, and soclety as a whole.
Youth looks to these sources for knowledge
of soclety as It is today. They should be able
to identify the problems of poverty, racism,
bigotry, environmental pollution, totalitar-
ianism, class distinction and crime. Once
these areas are defined, reasonable, practical
and human goals must be initiated. The real-
ities must be faced and the difficult steps
must be taken to solve these problems. Cop-
ing with the pollution of our air, land, and
water for instance, will necessitate coopera-
tion with others, personal sacrifice, and above
all, a commitment to its solution.

But solutions just don't happen. One
doesn't get to his destination by just any old
road. The directions that lead to human
betterment have existed for ages. They have
been found since ancient times, in our own
conscience, in the natural laws, the Deca-
logue—God’s own laws, In the Magna
Charta, the English Common Law, the Con-
stitution of the United States and the Bill
of Rights.

The truth Inherent in these directives will
insure justice for all men; food, clothing
and shelter for everyone; racial equallity;
religlous cooperation; an unpolluted world;
free societles; and a society relatively de-
void of crime.

Paul Tillach, noted Protestant theologian,
sald that it takes more than the Ten Com-
mandments and the Golden Rule to cover
concrete situations. It takes a lot of hard
thinking and right feeling to cope with the
problems youth face today—in other words,
a right consclence.

The job for a better tomorrow to produce
a better world cannot be solved by demon-
strations, demands, and violence that have
no substantial directive force for progress.
Youths' awareness of its' role in the coming
generation plus an adherence to the prin-
ciples of respect for others and respect for
nature and the law, will produce a future
world free of material and spiritual contam-
inants.

All of our shortecomings, our failures, all of
our progress, our achievements, will be meas-
ured by our habits—our way of acting. And
so it behooves the youth of our country to
act In such a way as to bring out the best
in them. For a better youth today, makes way
for a better environment tomorrow.

RELIEF SOUGHT FOR NONSMOKERS
HON. C. W. BILL YOUNG

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I have introduced a bill requiring that
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airliners, trains, and buses provide a pro-
tected area for nonsmoking passengers.
I strongly urge my colleagucs to support
this legislation, aimed not at attacking
the rights of the smoker but at protect-
ing the rights of the nonsmoker.

My bill would require that the Secre-
tary of Transportation establish regu-
lations for protected nonsmoking areas
in public carriers operating in interstate
commerce.

The bill places no burdens at all on
the smoker, but does provide relief for
the person who prefers not to be ex-
posed to exhaled smoke or smoke from
the burning end of a fellow passenger’s
cigarette. The nonsmoker is entitled to
an area where he can escape for relief
and protection.

I am not going as far as U.S. Sur-
geon General Jesse L. Steinfield, who
recently called for an outright ban on
smoking in confined public places. For
those determined to smoke—fine. That is
their business. But I am saying that non-
smokers should not be forced to breathe
the noxious fumes as well.

The buildup of smoke in a confined
atmosphere is extremely distressing to
the nonsmoker, and dangerous to his
health.

Health officials list eye and nose irrita-
tion, headache, cough, wheeze, sore
throat, nausea, and dizziness among the
effects of secondary smoke inhalation.

Studies at Texas A. & M. University, re-
ported by the American Cancer Society,
revealed that only 30 minutes in a smok-
ing environment caused measurable ef-
feets on a group of children age 6
through 13. These effects, the report said,
ineluded increased heart rate, adverse
blood pressure, and increased amount of
carbon monoxide in the blood. In fact,
the report concluded, except for the re-
duced scale, the effects were the same as
on smokers themselves.

Each person must make his own deci-
sion on whether to smoke in the face of
growing evidence of damage to the smok-
er’'s health. However, I am sure the
smoker does not want to discomfort
others and endanger their health.

It is absurd that one branch of our
Government is trying to discourage the
habit by labeling cigarette packages and
banning TV advertising, while other
branches do nothing to deter the practice
in spaces under their regulation.

The nonsmoker on trains used to be
able to stay out of the smoking car. But
this is no longer possible on today’s
planes and buses. Enactment of my bill
will make relief available for those who
seek it.

FLORIDA JAYCEES ADOPT RODE-
HEAVER BOYS RANCH

HON. DON FUQUA

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. FUQUA. Mr. Speaker, the Rode-
heaver Poys Ranch near Palatka, Fla., is
truly a great institution.

Today, some 30 boys call the ranch
“home” and they follow all of those who
have since its founding in 1950.
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Today, its future looks even brighter
for service to lost and needy boys—giv-
ing them a new chance for hope and
happiness.

The Florida Jaycees have voted to
adopt the Rodeheaver Boys Ranch as a
statewide project. This means that every
Florida Jaycee organization will be en-
couraged to establish programs of sup-
port—either financially or materially—
for the further development of the ranch.

As my good friend, Putnam County
Sheriff Walt Pelicer, stated:

The greatest benefit from the Jaycee sup-
port will be the attention which can be fo-
cused on the Ranch by these young men of
action.

The ranch was founded in 1950 in the
latter years of the long career of Evan-
gelist Homer Rodeheaver. A nonprofit
corporation—deriving nearly 90 percent
of its operating funds from friends and
supporters—the boys who come to the
;‘a.fnch to make a home get a chance at
ife.

Ed MacClellan is the new director of
the ranch and this dynamic young man is
doing a tremendous job. It was he who
spoke to the Gainesville Jaycees about
6 months ago about the opportunity for
service that oxists at the ranch. The
drive to pass the resolution was spear-
headed by the Gainesville club under
the direction of Don Petricei.

Palatka and Gainesville Jaycees took
on a group project in January—a barn
raising project to replace an old barn
that burned last summer.

It is an interest in projects like this,
as well as financial support, that the
sponsoring jaycees hope to generate
throughout the State.

Another workday, for example, at the
ranch’'s new cottage has been set for
March 13. St. Augustine and Crescent
City Jaycees will join the first two groups.

The ranch will be working with the
executive committee to work out plans
for future projects.

The Jaycees do a tremendous job in
public service. I feel very strongly that
their taking on the Rodeheaver Boys
Ranch as a project will be such an op-
portunity and that the jaycees will be
effective in further developing what has
beco‘me a truly outstanding program of
service.

As a director of Rodeheaver Boys
Ranch, I express my personal apprecia-
tion to them. Young men in years to
come will find their lives changed be-
cause of this service—homeless and des-
titute youngsters will receive a new lease
on life.

It is a tremendous tribute to the jay-
cees and to those who worked so dili-
gently and unselfishly in behalf of the
ranch.

HILLTOPPERS LIST CAMPER WAYS
TO FIGHT POLLUTION

HON. WILLIAM E. MINSHALL
OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971
Mr. MINSHALL. Mr. Speaker, while

the formidable array of Federal, State,
and local legal guns are being zeroed in
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on environmental pollution, Plain Dealer
Outdoor Editor Lou Gale has given us a
timely reminder that the battle must also
be fought, if it is to be won, on an in-
dividual basis. In the following article,
Mr. Gale reports a list of suggestions put
forth by the Hilltoppers Chapter of the
National Campers and Hikers Associa-
tion which all of us who wish to clean up
our air, water, and land would do well
to heed:

ALn Ourpoors: HILLTOPPERS LisT CAMPER

Ways To FiGHT POLLUTION
(By Lou Gale)

In thelr small way, campers, hikers and
other outdoor enthusiasts can do something
about fighting pollution of the alr, water
and land around them.

Hilltoppers Chapter of the Natlonal
Campers and Hikers Association offers this
list of no-nos if you care to start saving your
little corner of the world.

Don't use colored faclal tissues, paper
towels, or tollet paper. The paper dissolves
in water, but the dye forms a residue.

Use containers which disintegrate easily.
Glass containers do not. Bottles made of
polyvinyl chloride (PVC) give off lethal
hydrochloric acid when they are incinerated.
PVC is the soft plastic used to bottle many
ligquid cleaners, shampoos and mouthwashes.

Do not confuse these PVC containers with
the heavier, stiffer polystyrene plastic used
mainly for powders.

Use decomposable containers, such as
pasteboard, cardboard or paper whenever pos-
sible.

Don’t buy non-returnable containers.

Don't smoke. But if you do, don't flush
filter tips down the tolilet. They are proving
Indestructible.

If you are a gardener, make certain the
fertilizer you use goes deep into the soil in-
stead of running off with the first rainfall.

Phosphates cause lake and river algae.
Use low or non-phosphate soaps or detergents
for the same reason. Use as little detergent
as possibie,

Avoid buying any DDT, DDD or any other
chlorinated hydrocarbon pesticides. Substi-
tute recommended natural pesticides such
as nicotine sulfate, rotenone or pyrethrum.

For one of the most effective brakes on air
pollution, switch your thinking and use of
automoblles. Walk to work or ride a bike or
motorcycle, If that is too radical a change,
drive to work daily in a low-powered vehicle.
Use your high-powered polluting muscle-cars
only for high-speed highway travel.

You can begin conserving our diminishing
supply of fresh water with a few changes of
home habits. Start shunning the use of your
garbage disposal unit. Never flush away gar-
bage you can put into contalners collected
by the city. You can use coffee grounds and
tea levels In your garden. Give kitchen fats
to the birds.

And then there is that new personal anti-
pollution tip being offered by most conserva-
tion organizations. Stop over-shopping—
and producing the world’s largest garbage
pile and highest rubbish pile.

This could be a start in improving our
surroundings.

LITHUANIAN INDEPENDENCE DAY—
53 YEARS OF RESISTANCE

HON. THADDEUS J. DULSKI

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, February 18, 1971
Mr. DULSKI. Mr. Speaker, it is a

pleasure for me to join in this observa-
tion of the 53d anniversary of the dec-
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laration of independence of the Lith-
uanian people.

Regretably, for too long too many
people throughout the world have been
unaware of what happened to the people
of Lithuania. The Communist regime did
not come to power in Lithuania by legal
or democratic process.

The Soviets invaded and occupied Lith-
uania in June 1940, and the Lithuanian
people have been suffering in Russian-
Communist slavery for more than 30
years.

This year more than a million Ameri-
cans of Lithuanian origin or descent, as
well as their many friends, are marking
two very important anniversaries:

First, they will observe the 720th an-
niversary of the formation of the Lithua-
nian state when Mindaugas the Great
unified all Lithuanian principalities into
one kingdom in 1251,

Second, they are marking the 53d an-
niversary of the establishment of the
modern Republic of Lithuania on Febru-
ary 16, 1918,

This occasion is not one of joy, of
course, for Lithuania has lost its inde-
pendence and today survives only as a
captive nation behind the Iron Curtain.

Americans of Lithuanian heritage are
proud of their people who have lived
peacefully on the shores of the Baltic
from time immemorial. The nation has
suffered from the accident of geography
which saw the country invaded from the
west by the Teutonic Enights and from
the east by the Russians.

The U.S. Government has refused to
recognize the seizure and forced “in-
corporation” of Lithuania by the Com-
munists into the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics.

Six administrations have stated and
restated our Nation’s nonrecognition pol-
icy, although the Congress took an im-
portant step in 1966 by adopting House
Concurrent Resolution 416 that calls for
freedom for Lithuania and the other two
Baltic republics—Latvia and Estonia.

Unfortunately, this legislation has not
been implemented notwithstanding the
continuing appeals from people through-
out our Nation.

BLACK PANTHERS FUNDRAISING

HON. RICHARD H. ICHORD

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. ICHORD. Mr. Speaker, a few
months ago a great uproar from certain
segments of our society was heard
throughout the land when it became
known that the House Committee on
Internal Security, which I have the honor
to chair, was publishing the results of a
limited survey on honoraria paid fo
speakers on our Nation's campuses.

The survey contained considerable in-
teresting and objective information con-
cerning honoraria money earned by
radicals through speaking engagements.
It has opened the eyes of some civil
libertarians and sincere liberals about the
plans of revolutionaries in this country
to finance their activities by just such

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

speaking
people.

I refer to the column page in the
January 25 issue of the Washington
Post by Rowland Evans and Robert
Novak that deseribes their version of how
the Black Panther Party is proceeding to
finance its Marxist-Maoist revolutionary
movement.

How are the Panthers doing it? Accord-
ing to Evans-Novak they are doing it—I
quote the column—through “two dramat-
ically different fundraising techniques:
the big-time college lecture circuit and a
swelling campaign of burglaries by the
party’'s new underground organizations.”

The column describes at some length
how the Panthers are conducting fund-
raising “through the barrel of a gun.”

That the Panthers engage in armed
depredations to raise funds has long been
known to the Internal Security Commit-
tee. Our hearings last year into Panther
activities on a national level and locally
in Kansas City, Seattle, Detroit, Indian-
apolis, Philadelphia, Des Moines, and
Omaha are replete with instances of
Panther criminal activity.

After confirming what has already been
reported by our committee and in press
coverage of its hearings, the Evans-
Novak column goes on to delineate how
the Panthers, principally their chief
mouthpiece, Huey P. Newton, have in the
past and plan in the future to earn a not
inconsiderable income from campus
speaking engagements.

The report of the House Committee
on Internal Security in December 1970,
on honoraria paid to campus speakers
over a period of 2 school years—1968-69
and 1969-70—reveals Panther speakers
earned in excess of $14,000 from 13 in-
dividuals making 21 appearances. Pan-
ther speakers on campuses were actually
far in excess of that and they earned
much more money than that revealed by
the limited survey made by the House
Internal Security Committee.

The survey encompassed only 179 col-
leges and universities, of which 138 re-
sponded. Since the 1970 World Almanac
lists some 2,500 colleges and universities,
our committee report reflected only about
3 percent of the total.

Now let us, from Messrs. Evans and
Novak, look at plans for the future. New-
ton, the Panthers’ so-called minister of
defense, intends to make a speaking
tour on what the column calls “the lu-
crative college lecture circuit.” Arrange-
ments for the tour, according to Evans
and Novak, are being arranged by a Pan-
ther front group in New York called
Stronghold Consolidated Productions,
Inc.

By operating through this front, New-
ton and his fellow Panthers can receive
their pay but still not embarrass a spon-
soring group or school by being paid di-
rectly from student activity fund checks.

According to the column, Stronghold
Consolidated’s headquarters is the law
firm of Lubell, Lubell, Fine, & Schaap
in New York City. Also according to the
article, Stronghold Consolidated’s key
figure is Lawyer David G. Lubell who was
identified in sworn 1958 congressional
testimony as a Communist Party orga-
nizer.

engagements before young
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Newton, who is not particularly artic-
ulate and whose lectures consist mainly
of four-letter obscenities spiced with ad-
vice to “off the pigs'"—murder authori-
ties—and rally to the banner of Mao
Tse-tung, does not come cheap.

He and two other Panthers available
for speaking engagements seek $2,500
plus expenses for a single engagement.

The column alleges that speaking en-
gagements are already booked at Cuya-
hoga Community College in Cleveland:
Princeton, Columbia, and Syracuse Uni-
versities and one is likely to be arranged
at Yale University.

If there is no objection, I will insert
the entire article in the Recorp for the
edification of my colleagues in the House,
both those who supported and those who
opposed my committee’s limited survey, I
think all will find it most interesting.

The article follows:

BrLacE PANTHER Funp RAISING
(By Rowland Evans and Robert Novak)

The Black Panther Party, its treasury no
longer filled by conscience-stricken white
liberals, 1s now turning to two dramatically
different fund-raising techniques: the big-
time college lecture circuit and a swelling
campaign of burglaries by the party’s new
underground organization.

Although Black Panther leaders have pub-
licly denounced criminal activity, Panther-
watchers are convinced of the party's recid-
ivism toward its former policy of “expropri-
ating” funds through burglary in the old
Bolshevik tradition, The new Panther under-
ground, not regular party chapters, has been
given this task.

While in overall command of these under-
ground activities, Panther Leader Huey P,
Newton is also launching a new lecture tour
almed at radical white students at presti-
glous colleges and universities. The Panthers,
not very impressive In organizing such ac-
tivities, have taken on an old-line commu-
nist with experience in student-organizing to
run Newton's tour.

These two wildly opposed methods of
fund-raising reflect the two faces of Black
Pantherism, Although at heart a revolution-
ary organization of 1,000 armed black mili-
tants with tremendous appeal among job-
less and nihilistic Negro slum youth, the
Panthers have always relied for support from
well-meaning but gullible white liberals, a
trend that reached its peak late in 1969 in
the ludicrous session with Black Panthers in
Leonard Bernstein's Manhattan apartment.

In fact, the decline in white liberal sup-
port that followed the Bernstein fiasco has
coincided with the party’s return to violent
rhetoric, *“We have to begin to draw pictures
that will make people go out and kill pigs
(police),” says Emory Douglas, Panther min-
ister of culture, in a recent edition of the
party newspaper.

Nor is this mere rhetoric. Panther law-
lessness has been rising, both In attacks on
police and with the Panther underground
resorting to crime to support its financlal re-
quirements. In the past four months, party
members have been arrested and charged
with 15 separte robberies and burglaries
across the country—in Charlotte, N.C., Cleve-
land, Memphis, Buffalo, Winston-Salem, N.C.,
Dallas, Philadelphia, San Francisco, Seattle
and Toledo.

But those 15 occasions may only be the
tip of the iceberg. Nobody knows how many
Panther crimes in the same period have not
resulted in arrests or how many other ar-
rested suspects are in fact covert Panthers.
That’s because the Panthers, since Newton's
release from prison six months ago, have been
perfecting an underground organization
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functioning in isolated units of two's and
three's.

In sharp counterpoint to this is Newton’s
new plan to cash in on the lucrative college
lecture circuit after an unsuccessful tour last
fall. Arrangements for the new tour are belng
handled by a new Black Panther front in-
corporated under New York law in September
as Stronghold Consolidated Productions, Inec.
Thus, a university can write a check for a
Newton lecture to a seemingly respectable
front without the onus of a canceled check
transferring student activity funds to the
Black Panthers.

Stronghold Consolidated’s corporate head-
quarters is the law firm of Lubell, Lubell,
Fine & Schaap at 103 Park Ave. in New York.
Running the show is lawyer David G. Lubell,
identified In sworn 1958 congressional testi-
mony a8 a Communist Party organizer at
Boston area colleges and since then active in
the Natlonal Lawyers Guild, often cited as a
Communist front.

The present road show that Lubell is trying
to book does not come cheap: a standard
lecture fee for Newton of $2,500 plus expenses
for Newton and two Black Panther traveling
companions, David Hilliard and Connie
Matthews.

Apart from a date at Cuyahoga Community
College in Cleveland, Newton’s winter book-
ings are predominantly at white eastern col-
leges: Princeton, Columbla and Syracuse. In
addition, he will engage in a discussion early
next month at Yale, where he also hopes to
land a lecture. Surprisingly, Newton’s ersatz
Marxism and incoherent delivery in last fall's
lectures have not greatly diminished his pop-
ularity on fashionable college campuses.

Yet, the $2,600 lecture fee amid the halls
of ivy looks like the last vestige of the radical
chic phenomenon which brightly blazed until
the Leonard Bernstein affair. The lecture
tour, therefore, may be only a temporary ex-
pedient, The future of the Panthers lies in
its new underground organization in the
inner city, where fund-raising is conducted
through the barrel of a gun.

CONGRESSMAN GONZALEZ REIN-
TRODUCES THE MILITARY RE-
TIREE'S RECOMPUTATION BILL

HON. HENRY B. GONZALEZ
OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 22, 1971
Mr. GONZALEZ., Mr. Speaker, in re-

introducing today legislation to reestab-
lish the recomputation principle in the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

payment of military retirement benefits,
I am asking the Congress to rectify an
injustice imposed on our career military
personnel in 1958,

Before 1958, increases in retired pay
for commissioned and noncommissioned
officers corresponded to active duty in-
creases. But that system was suspended
and replaced in 1963 by cost-of-living in-
creases that have proven so clumsy and
inequitable as to create eight different
pay rates for servicemen with identical
ranks and years of service who simply
retired on different dates.

President Nixon’s campaign promise to
reestablish the recomputation method
was forgotten in the last Congress when
the administration announced that re-
tirement increases were out of the ques-
tion because of a rockbottom Depart-
ment of Defense budget.

There is no doubt we have betrayed a
trust to many of our military men. The
career servicemen we have retired to
date served in the Armed Forces at pay
rates inferior to comparable civilian jobs.
They did so out of love and dedication
to their country, because of the several
unique aspects of military life, and also
because they expected decent retired pay.
They joined the service at a time when
retirement programs in private industry
were generally nonexistent and when so-
cial security benefits were small, and
now, it seems, they are being punished
for their foresight.

The legislation I originally sponsored
provided for recomputation of retired
pay on the traditional formula for all
members of the Armed Forces. After con-
sulting with the Retired Officers Associa-
tion, however, I amended my original
proposal to include only military person-
nel who joined the service prior to 1958
Although I would have preferred the re-
computation formula for all servicemen,
the limitation on eligibility seems more
feasible in light of the administration’s
contention that the cost of my original
proposal would be prohibitively high.

It would benefit all servicemen, who,
upon joining the Armed Forces, expected
to receive retired pay on the basis of cur-
rent active duty rates.

I hope and trust that Congress will act
on this matter in & way that will keep

February 23, 1971

faith with our Nation's servicemen who
served in the belief that they would re-
ceive equitable treatment when they
retired from service to their country.

CARLISLE FLOYD'S OWN “HIT
PARADE"

HON. DON FUQUA

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, February 22, 1971

Mr. FUQUA. Mr. Speaker, Floridians
are proud of the tremendous achieve-
ments of Carlisle Floyd, professor of
music at the Florida State University in
Tallahassee, Fla.

There are very few American-born
opera composers, and Carlisle Floyd is, in
my opinion, the best.

The Florida Times-Union of Jackson-
ville, Fla., denoted his achievements in
an editorial on February 9, 1971. 1
commend their comments to the Mem-
bers of the Congress as a fitting tribute
to an outstanding American:

CArLISLE FLOYD's OWN “HIT PARADE"

Carlisle Floyd, professor of music and com=
poser in residence at Florida State University,
last week set a record roughly comparable
to a baseball pitcher turning in two con-
secutive no-hit games, a playwright having
two simultaneous hits on Broadway, or a
novelist having two works on the best seller
list.

Floyd, one of the most successful and pro-
liic of American-born opera cOmposers,
was so busy in Tallahassee supervising the
Eastern premiere of his latest work, “Of Mice
and Men,” based on the Steinbeck novel,
that he could not find time to go to Sarasota
to attend a performance at the Asclo Theatre
of an earlier work, “Susannah,” already rated
as a solid hit on the grand opera charts.

The number of active American-born opera
composers is extremely small. The number
that has even a single work produced is even
smaller. The odds agalnst having two
produced in the same week in the same
vicinity are incalculable.

In addiiton to these two, Floyd has several
other performed operas, as well as composi-
tions in other fields, to his credit.

The week’s record is not only a tremendous
personal achlevement for the composer, but
a testimonial to the level of fine arts appre-
clation in Florida.

SENATE—Tuesday, February 23, 1971

(Legislative day of Wednesday, February 17, 1971)

The Senate met at 11 am., on the ex-
piration of the recess, and was called to
order by the President pro tempore (Mr.
ELLENDER) .

The Chaplain, the Reverend Edward
L. R. Elson, D.D., offered the following
prayer:

Great God, we thank Thee for this
land so fair and free, for its worthy aims
and generous charities. We are grateful
for people who have come to our shores,
with varied customs and accents to en-
rich our lives. As Thou hast led us in the
past and covered our sins with Thy for-
giveness, so lead us now and in the time
to come. Give us a voice to praise Thy
name in the land of living men under the
divine dispensation of freedom.

Almighty God, Judge of Nations, for-
give the pride that overlooks national
wrong or justifies injustice. Forgive di-
visions caused by prejudice or greed.
Make us brave to seek Thy will in the
land Thou hast given us, lest in our ac-
tions we neglect those things which be-
long to Thy glory, through Jesus Christ
our Lord. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Journal of the proceedings of Monday,
February 22, 1971, be approved.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Sergeant at Arms be instructed to clear
the floor and the lobby of all clerks to
Senafors when the yea-and-nay vote be-
gins today on the motion to invoke clo-
ture, throughout the vote, and until the
vote is announced.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

MINORITY MEMBERSHIP ASSIGN-
MENTS TO SELECT COMMITTEE
ON SMALIL BUSINESS
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I send a

resolution to the desk and ask for its im-

mediate consideration.
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