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QUALITY MANAGEMENT IN THE
NATIONAL FORESTS

HON. LEE METCALF

OF MONTANA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Friday, January 21, 1972

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, as we
advance toward  establishing quality
management in our national forests, the
timber industry increasingly exerts
pressure on the men who work in the
woods, and these in the business com-
munities which serve them, to resist that
quality management to their own detri-
ment.

If policies which allow overcutting in
the woods are not reversed and soon,
today’s jobs will end in tomorrow’s un-
employment lines. Our forests are being
overcut and the result can be only
barren hills.

The most immediate victim of such
overcutting will be the man who today
earns his living in the woods, for them
there will be no further work at all.

However, it is not only in the woods
that industries try to blackmail their em-
ployees into resisting environmental ad-
vances designed to protect the worker as
much as to protect the overall environ-
ment. The fumes from a polluting factory
affect the factory workers before the
fumes affect others. Yet industries create
the appearance that unless workers join
with management in resisting attempts
to protect the environment, their jobs
will be eliminated.

Mr. Leonard Woodcock, president of
the United Auto Workers, discussed this
industrial blackmail in a recent issue of
the Sierra Club Bulletin. Portions of his
remarks were published in the Evening
Star. I ask unanimous consent that Mr.
Woodcock’s remarks be printed in the
RECORD.

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

POLLUTION. BLACKMAIL
(By Leonard Woodcock)

A new environmental “game plan” is

emergi.ng in American lndustry.
. Employers under notice to comply with
governmental anti-pollution standards are
geeking to enlist workers, their unions, and
their communities in campaigns of resistance
to the enforcement of these standards
‘ through overt or implied threats that such
enforcement would result‘in loss of jobs and
fheome through shutdowhs and layoffs.
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Our passage from a pollution-prone to a
relatively pollution-free society, even under
the best of circumstances is bound to be long
and difficult.

But we can be sure that the best of circum-
stances will not prevail, if through inaction
we tolerate an industrial strategy of playing
on the economic fears of workers and com-
munities to create widespread political op-
position to cleaning up the environment. Giv-
ing workers the right to sue would not put
an end to that strategy and, at the same
time, would create a new and powerful finan-
cial incentive to induce polluting employers
to step up to their environmental responsi-
bilities.

Lacking such an incentive, employers will
be strongly tempted to adhere to past and
current practices. In that case, we may not
make the passage at all, or not make it in
time to avoid irreparable damage to the nat-
ural life-support systems that we have until
very recently taken for granted.

CONFLICTING VIEWS

What we have today, is not an environ-
menal policy, but environmental politics—
and it is not even a new politics, merely the
old politics of corporate irresponsibility, il-
lustrated in classic perfection by Union Car-
bide’s January 1971 announcement that it
would have to lay off about 625 workers in
order to comply with air-quality standards
set by the Environmental Protection Agency.
This, it should be noted, repcrtedly occurs
after 15 years of negotiations with state and
federal authorities!

It is not difficult to imagine the surprise
and shock felt by the corporation’s workers,
particularly in a part of the country where
some workers still refer to factory smoke as
‘‘gold dust.” Outrage is mixed with great cau-
tion not to say fear, among Union Carbide
workers.

A. F. Grospiron, president of the Oil
Chemical and Atomic Workers, which rep-
resents some of the Union Carbide workers,
stated: “We resent the fact that Union Car-
bide is using our members as pawns in its
resistance to clean up the air around
Marietta.”

On the other hand, Elwood Moffett, presi-
dent of District 50 of the Allied and Techni-
cal Workers, which also represents some
Union Carbide workers, sald: “It is going to
take time to correct these problems, and the
government ought to give the company more
time.”

When workers are torn by conflicting views
of their economic situation, as in this case,
opportunistic management can have a field
day.

Management’s readiness to exploit the in-
security of workers is dramatically evident in
the Union Carbide case. But the situation is
not unique. With or without drama, it exists
or is implicit wherever there are workers
whose major property is in their jobs, work-
ing for employers reluctant to face up to
the costs of ending enhvironmeéntal pollution.

When General Motors came under pressure
from a federal court action for discharging
industrial wastes into the Hudson River
from its Tarrytown plant, it shifted its of-
fending operation from Tarrytown to Balti-
more.

GENTLE HINT

A local newspaper commented: “This put
several hundred local employees out of
jobs—a gentle hint to the rest that they, too,
might join the unemployed, if Hudson River
valley residents push too hard for a quick
cleanup of the river. In fact, GM was more
blunt with the U.S. Attorney’s office. At the
March 20 appearance of opposing lawyers be-
fore Judge Motley in the case, Assistant U.S.
Attorney Michael Hess told the judge: “We
have been told by General Motors people that
‘If we could not dump anything into the
Hudson River, we would have to close down
and thousands of people would lose their
jobs.” ”

American workers, perhaps more than the
rest of the nation, have good reason to be
foes of pollution. They have confronted it,
resisted it, and to a dangerous degree have
had to endure it over decades on the job.
These in-plant hazards have increased with
the proliferation of new toxic substances in
recent years.

Moreover, workers and their families are
most apt to be exposed to the pollution re-
leased by industry into the surrounding com-
munity, for they are less likely than execu-
tives and professional workers to live in res-
idential suburbs.

The problem is not that they are advocates
of pollution, but that their economic cir-
cumstances require them to think first of
jobs, paychecks and bread on the table.

The Congress has no more serious challenge
than that of taking specific actions which
will assure American workers and their fami-
lies of a valid alternative to paychecks earned
through working and living in a polluted en-
vironment. That alternative, put simply, is
the alternative cf jobs, paychecks, bread on
the table—and a clean eavironment.

Legislation to give workers the right to sue
their employers for damages suffered in plant
shutdowns or layoffs resulting from pollution
of the environment would be a practical, sub-
stantial step toward the-creation of such an
alternative.

Such legislation should give all workers
affected both directly, through loss of jobs,
and indirectly, through downgrading, the
right to sue in federal and state courts.

Where the employer is a corporation, there
should ‘be the right to sue the corporation,
with the officers and directors joined as
defendants.

This is essential, for in a situation where a
corporation operates only one plant, if the
shutdown were follcwed immediately by the
dissolution ©f the ccrperation, the judgment
would be meaningless.

‘The possibility” of being held personally

~liable, would tend to make officers ’and direc-
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tors of all corporations more vigilant and
diligent in avolding and promptly correcting
pollution abuses.

Damages recoverable should include not
only lost wages but the fringe benefits that
the workers stand to lose as well as retraining
and relocating costs.

It is a widely accepted principle—although
one all too often ignored in practice—that
the burdens and sacrifices required by an ac-
tion taken in the service of the interests of
the whole soclety should be shared equitably
by all who benefit from that action and not
allowed to fall disproportionately upon some
who are inngcent victims of 1t,

Certainly purification of the environment
is in the interests of all citizens. All of them
will ultimately pay in increased taxes and
often, unfortunately, in higher prices for
steps taken publicly and privately to aveid,
elimiuate or reduce pollution,

Increased taxes and higher prices will also
be paid by the workers who stand to lose
their jobs, temporarily or permanently, as a
result of plant shutdowns resulting from
environmental problems, They and their
families should not be asked, in addition, to
pay with loss of income and valuable fringe
benefit protections.

If the legislation 1s to be effective, workers
must be assured of prompt relief from any
damages inflicted upon them by the actions
of polluting employers. One of the main
purposes of the legislation is to free workers
from fear so that unscrupulous employers
will no longer be able to hold them as hos-
tages in order to continue polluting the en-
vironmendt.

That purpose obvicusly would be nullified
if workers envisioned that they might have
to walt years, with their families meanwhile
subject to severe hardship, while employers
take full advantage of all the opportunities
for delay that our legal processes afford.

It is therefore imperative to assure workers
that the protections will be available prompt-
1y. The Secretary of Labor should be em-
powered to join in the suit and to make pay-
ments, recoverable from the employer, to
the workers in lleu of their lost wages.

Payment before judgment Is lssued, of
course, raises the possibility that in some
cases the Secretary of Labor might make
payments to workers whose sults ultimately
will be lost. The risk would be small because
enactment of the proposed legislation would
create a powerful deterrent to pollution-
related plant shutdowns.

It would be far less costly to employers to
eliminate or abate pollution than to pay
damages and, as a result, few lawsults would
actually be initiated.

GOVERNMENT FAILURE

In any case, whatever small risk of un-
recoverable payments might remain dwindles
into insignificance by comparison with the
potential dangers to all of us from contin-
ued and, in some cases, possibly irreversible
pollution of the environment by corporations
that hide behind the insecurity of their
workers.

Ultimately, of course employers should
bear the full cost of compensating thelr
workers for economic harm done to the latter
as a result of failure to avold or correct pol-
lution abuses. It is clear, however, that the
government cannot be absolved of blame for
its fallure to come to grips earlier with
the pollution problem.

The government's negligence in this mat-

ter does not excuse those employers who tock

advantage of 1t. But some of them, undoubt-
edly, -will require time. to correct what gov-
ernment permitted them to do in the past.
Since responsibility in this matter is shared
by government and industry it seems fair to
ask them to share, during a translition period,
the cost of repairing any damage their action
or inaction caused to be inflicted upon the
families of innocent workers,

While legislation along these lines is for
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cused on protection of workers, it should be
emphasized again that that would be but one
of its soclally desirable results.

By assuring workers such protection, it
would remove what is perhaps the most seri-
ous political obstacle to vigorous and effec-
tive legislative and administrative action to
minimize industrial pollution of the en-
vironment. It would end political blackmail
of the kind attempted by Union Carbide be-
cause employers who threaten to lay off work-
ers in order to evade their environmental re-
sponsibilities would thereby be establishing
the right of their workers to obtain damage
judgments. , Employers resorting to such
threats would, in effect, be providing addi-
tional evidence to support any suit their
workers might bring.

At the same time the suggested legislation
would provide a powerful financial incentive
to industry to abate pollution. As a result,
the proposed protective provisions for work-
ers and the lawsults required to bring them
into play would rarely have to be invoked.

This country is racing against a number of
clocks that keep ticking whether we are lis-
tening or not. The clock of unfilled demo-
cratic promises will tick us into a slow de-
cline and exhaustion of democratic convie-
tlon and solidarity. The environmental clock
will tick us into a slow but steady deteriora-
tion of the natural environment and the re-
source base that make life and democracy
possible. These clocks will tick on unless we
manage to assert the preeminence of a soclal
and environmental ethic over the cold
calculus of private corporate power and
irresponsibility.

WAGE AND PRICE CONTROLS, SYMP-
TOMS OF FISCAL IRRESPONSI-
BILITY

HON. JOHN R. RARICK

OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mr. RARICK. Mr. Speaker, informed
Americans across the Nation generally
recognize that the prinecipal problem con-
fronting the country today is the state of
the economy—the continued inflationary
spiral and rising cost of living with no
relief in sight.

Too often the primary cause of this in-
flationary spiral is overlooked or ignored
as the administration seeks vainly for a
scapegoat, never acknowledging that
Government overspending is itself the
primary cause of our economic problems.

Mr. Nixon, when campaigning for the
office he now holds, told the American
people that the primary problem causing
inflation was undisciplined Government
overspending which could not be correct-
ed by wage-price controls. Candidate
Nixon's other positions on the economy
included:

WAGE AND FRICE CONTROLS

The imposition of price and wage controls
during peacetime is an abdication of fiscal
responsibility. Buch controls treat symptoms
and not causes. Experlence has Indicated that

they do not work, can never be administered
equitably and are not cormipatible with a free

economy.

GUIDEPOSTS

Excessive price and wage Increases are the
symptoms of economic mismanagement.
Guideposts merely focus on these symptoms,
rather than on causes of the problem. They
tend to divert policymakers’ attention from
coming to grips with the fundamental causes
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of inflatlon—namely, budget deficits at a
time of full employment and increases of the
money supply that outrun the Nation's phys-
ical capacity to produce goods and services.
INFLATION

The accelerated rise In prices in recent
years has resulted primarily from an exces-
sively expanding money supply which in turn
has been fed by the monetization of federal
government deficits. The way to stop the in-
flation is to reverse the irresponsible fiscal
policies which produce it.

THE FEDERAL BUDGET

Perhaps, the current Administration’s
greatest failure has been its disinclination
or inability to take on the hardest job in
government—the setting of priorities. As a
result, the aggregate size of the Federal
Budget has risen to unacceptable levels. The
problem is, as always, to separate the nec-
essary from the merely desirable, to do the
former and stockpile the latter, and ruthless-
1y eliminate the inefficient and unnecessary.

In this disciplined context, the entire
budget needs exhaustive review from which
major expenditure savings and revised em-
phases will surely follow. Some programs
like post-Apollo space, highways, public
works, the SST—must accept less than
maximum funding: non-essentials like beau-
tification must awalt easier times, every
major program, defense, included, must be
scoured for economles, and the relentless
search for new approaches such as private
enterprise attacks on ghetto problems, must
be pursued. It is clear that every federal
activity is—and must be—a candidate for
expenditure control, and that every existing
federal function must be reassessed or else we
will bankrupt America. (From Nixon on the
Issues, published by Nixon-Agnew Campalgn
Committee, October 17, 1068.)

The local news of January 20 car-
ried a story headlined “Three Econ-
omists Testify: U.S. Policies Seen In-
creasing Prices.” This testimony is in-
teresting and quite relevant to the
proposed devaluation of the dollar and
questions the effect of wage and price
controls.

More important, this testimony indi-
cates to the American people that Presi-
dent Nixon's practices do not live up to
his commitments—he has done exactly
what he promised the American people
that he would not do.

The candidate Nixon said that “the
imposition of price and wage controls
during peacetime is an abdication of fis-
cal responsibility.”

President Nixon, in a radio and tele-
vision address on Economic Policy and
Productivity on June 17, 1970, said:

A third cholce was the route of wage and
price controls. That would lead to ratlon-
ing, black marketing, total Federal bureau-
cratic domination, and it would never get
at the real causes of inflation.

L] L - - -

I will not take this nation down the road
of wage and price controls, however, politi-
cally expedlent they may seem.

Controls and rationing may seem like an
easy way out, but they are really an easy way
in to more trouble—to the exploslon that
follows when you try to clamp a 1id on a ris-
ing head of steam without turning down

“‘the fire under the pot.

Wage and price controls only postpone a
day of reckoning, and in so doing they rob
every American of an important part of his
freedom.

Nor am I starting to use controls in dis-
guise. By that I mean the kind of policy

: whereby government makes executive pro-

nouncements to.enforce “guidelines” in an
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attempt to dictate specific prices and wages
without authority of law.
L] - L] L] L

This is not the time for the Congress to
play politics with inflation by passing leg-
islation granting me standby powers to im-
pose controls on wages and prices. The Con-
gress knows I will not impose controls because
they would do far more harm than good.

The only reasonable conclusion is that
the President of the United States has
admitted to his own irresponsibility in
this most important arena of publie trust
and confidence,

So that our colleagues might have the
benefit of testimony delivered before the
Senate Antitrust and Monopoly Subcom-
mittee, I include this material, along with
a related newsclipping, in the RECORD:

[From the Washington Post, Jan. 20, 1972]
THrEe Economists TesTIFY: TU.S, POLICIES
SEEN INCREASING PRICES

(By Robert J. Samuelson)

Three economists yesterday told a Senate
subcommittee that the government's own
policies promote higher prices in everything
from construction costs to medical expenses.

“The government ought to put its own
house in order,” Murray L. Weldenbaum, for-
mer asslstant secretary of the Treasury and
now professor of economics at St. Louls Uni-
versity, told the Senate Subcommittee on
Antitrust and Monopoly.

Testifying with Weldenbaum were Charles
L. Schultze, director of the former Bureau of
the Budget under Preslident Johnson, and
Allan H. Meltzer, professor of economiecs at
the Carnegle-Mellon University in Pitts-
burgh.

The economists singled out three areas for
quick remedial action:

Medical Costs: Schultze sald that the gov-
ernment’s insurance payments under Medi-
care and Medicald simply reimburse doctors
and hospitals for all their costs (including
fees). By not exercising more control over
expenses, he sald, the government encour-
ages doctors to overuse hospitals and other
medical facilities. “You get the business of
‘let’s have 16 different tests (and use) 16
different machines,' "

Construction Costs: The three economists
attacked the Davis-Bacon Act, which requires
that the government pay “prevailing wage
rates” on its major construction projects. In
practice, Weldenbaum sald, the “prevailing
wage rate” is determined to be the rate paid
to union workers, which is considerably
higher than the average of union and non-
union wages. Construction costs are inflated,
Meltzer sald and Davis-Bacon frustrates the
eovernment's efforts to provide inexpensive
housing.

Shipping Protection: The economists urged
repeal of the Jones Act, which requires that
all commerce between U.S. ports travel in
ships built, owned and manned by Amerl-
cans. In the Northwest, Weldenbaum said,
this restriction actually helped Canadian
lumber dealers in competition with Ameri-
cans, “The Canadian lumber industry, not
being limited in cholice of vessels, could often
deliver the product to the important South-
ern California market more cheaply than our
our own industry,” he sald. “What ostensibly
was an effort to help one industry (shipping)
merely turned out to hurt another (lumber),
with the benefits all going to companies in
other nations.”

Confronted with the economists’ criticism
of these and other longstanding government
policies—such as agricultural price supports,
oll quotas, import guotas, and regulation of
transportation industries—held out little
hope of any major changes.

“You can't correct the programs that no
longer serve any useful purpose in one fell
swoop,"” he sald. “Who 1s asked to surrender
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first: Is it the merchant marine? Is it the
beneficiaries of agricultural price supports?
Is it the oll industry? Is 1t labor?"

Sen. —— had some harsh words for the
economists about price supports and import
quotas.

Corn and beef prices are at depressed lev-
els, —— remarked. “If you made that speech
(agalnst farm subsidies) in Des Molnes or
Otmaha, they would throw sticks and stones
at you.”

Import quotas, he argued, were often
needed to protect employment against in-
roads from less expensive imports.

Weidenbaum contended that the gquotas
not only result in higher consumer prices,
but also could prompt forelgn retaliation
against American exports—threatening jobs
in U.8. export industries.

PRICE AND WaGE CONTROLS
(By Allan H. Meltzer)

Any system of price and wage controls re-
duces freedom of contract and freedom of
choice. Decisions to restrict these or other
personal freedoms are justified In a totali-
tarian society by reference to some alleged,
often vague and illusory, social benefit. In
a democratic soclety, we require or expect
some demonstration that the benefits to so-
clety exceed the costs of government policies,
80 that individuals who suffer losses can be
compensated without eliminating the entire
soclal gain.

Let me accept this principle and ask how
it applles to the present system of wage and
price controls. The costs are clear and posi-
tive; we have reduced freedom and efficiency.
In exchange, we have received little more
than unsubstantiated hopes, unverified con-
jectures and rhetoric about a new era and
a “new ballgame.” Can we expect benefits in
the future that will more than match past
and future costs? I know no reason to expect

any such benefit or, indeed, any net benefit
at all. We have treated freedom and efficiency
as worthless by sacrificing both in exchange
for nothing more tangible than promises
based on the hopes and beliefs of those who
have been urging us to adopt controls for
the past several years.

THE ALLEGED BENEFITS

What are the alleged benefits? I find three
main arguments for controls as a solution to
our present set of problems. One argues that
controls reduce current inflation by reducing
anticipated inflation. A second sees price and
wage controls as a type of incomes policy.
Although many of the people who make this
argument recognize that incomes policles
have not worked here or abroad, they claim
to be hopeful that current efforts will meet
with success because we start from a position
in which output is below potential. A third
argument views wage and price controls as
a means of reducing the monopoly power
of large corporations and large unions. I be-
lieve this argument 1s of particular interest
to the members of the committee since it
proposes price and wage controls as a sub-
stitute for more vigorous enforcement of
existing anti-trust laws or as an alternative
to new laws. I will discuss each of the argu-
ments briefly.

The first argument is reversed. The public
becomes convinced that the rate of inflation
is slowing when they find themselves able to
buy the same baskets of goods and services
with a smaller increase in expenditure. Price
indexes are useful devices for monitoring
broad changes in the economy. To expect the
public to regard changes in such indexes as
more reliable measures of the rate of infla-
tlon than the facts they encounter in the
market place 1s a poor prineiple on which to
build a policy.

Perhaps the government can convince peo-
ple that prices are falling by controlling some
components of an index. Our knowledge of
short-term changes in anticipations and in
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price levels is not so firm that we can dismiss
the argument completely. Pushing beyond
that weak general statement, however, we
can say much more about the role of antici-
pations in the current inflation and in the
attempt to control inflation.

Broad-based measures of prices rose at an
annual rate of 4% in the second quarter of
1971 and about 2.8% Iin the third quarter.
Almost every forecast I have seen for 1972
puts the anticipated rate of inflation between
3 and 314 %. If these forecasts are credible,
the rate of Inflation 1s expected to rise next
year. Apparently, the forecasters have either
not heard or have not accepted the argument
that price controls reduce inflation by reduc-
ing anticipations of inflation.

A possible remedy might be a law control-
ling the anticipated rate of inflation that
forecasters are permitted to announce.

It is now generally agreed that controls or
incomes policies cannot reduce Inflation when
total demand exceeds our capacity to
produce. At most, controls supress inflation
under these conditions and only temporarily.
Proponents of controls dismiss this argument
as irrelevant now. They point to the number
unemployed and to the low operating rate !n
manufacturing and conjecture that output
can Increase without ralsing prices or wages.

The broad record of experience offers very
little support for their conjecture. During the
twenties, unemployment rates were low, and
resources were, for the most part, employed.
Output increased by approximately 50%, and
prices changed little. During the recovery
from the worst depression of modern times,
193337, prices rose ten to twelve per cent
while large parts of the labor force remained
idle. Prices rose very little both when unem-
ployment rates were relatively high, from
1961 to 1964, and when unemployment rates
were generally low, from 1952 to 1956.

Government monetary and fiscal policies
are considerably more important than the
current unemployment rate or the current
rate of capacity utilization for determining
the rate of inflation. Moreover, It is a mistake
to belleve that inflation can be controlled by
controlling a few prices and wages. Infla-
tion means that a broad based price index
rises. Preventing a few prices and wages from
rising distorts the numbers we use to measure
the rate of infiation and misleads some peo-
ple, I know of no reason to believe that
changes of this kind have any significant ef-
fect on the actual rate of inflation, the rate
of price change experienced by consumers
and business in the market place.

This brings me to the monopoly issue.
Probably the most widely accepted myth
about inflation is that inflatlon is produced
by the independent actions of some special
group. In recent inflations, business and labor
monopolies have been cast as villains. At
earlier times, “speculators” were often blamed
for infiation.

There 1s no basis for the belief that monop-
olists are responsible for the current infia-
tion or for earlier Inflations. Nor, is there
evidence that large firms raise prices more
than small. The rate of price increase in the
heavy industries—steel, coal, aluminum,
autos, glass, or chemlicals—in the year be-
fore the price freeze was lower than the rate
of increase in many other sectors of the econ-
omy. Of the 25 consumer prices that rose most
in the year ending June 1971, ten are food
prices, mainly fresh foods, and seven are
prices controlled and regulated by govern-
ments at various levels. The latter include
alrfares, taxi fares, frelght rates, postage
stamps and auto Insurance rates, Hardly any
of these goods or services are produced or sold
by the type of monopoly usually pictured as
a price leader.

THE ROLE OF ANTITRUST

There is an obvious reason why monopoly
power and inflation are commonly associated
in the public mind. The reason is that those
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who make this change fall to distinguish be-
tween high prices and rising prices, Mo-
nopoly firms ralse prices above the competi-
tive level by restricting output. Unions that
are able to restrict entry into a craft or occu-
pation raise wages for the particular craft or
occupation. Government restrictions that re-
duce entry and competition raise product
prices or the wages of employees in the oc-
cupations to which entry is limited.

An increase In monopoly power produces a
one-time increase in the prices of those goods
and scrvices that are newly monopolized. If
the government's monetary and fiscal policies
are non-inflationary, a properly constructed
price index will not show any increase in the
rate of inflation. In short, anti-trust policy is
not a substitute for controls, and controls
are not a substitute for anti-trust policy.

I do not want to leave you with the idea
that you should be unconcerned about prices.
There is much that you can do, and that I
hope you will do, to lower the prices the con-
sumer pavs for the gcods or services he
recelves. High on my list of proposed activi-
ties would be an investigation of the corsts
to consumers of restrictions enforced by gov-
ernments at all levels. Quotas on oll imports,
restrictions on the importation of meat, vege-
tables and other commodities, restrictions on
the number of banks and their branches,
laws regulating the wages received on con-
tract construction, restrictions on the num-
ber of licensed taxicabs by most municipali-
ties, restrictions on price cutting by airlines,
tariffs on imports, laws restricting entry into
crafts and professions, these are but a few of
the restrictions maintained and enforced by
government that prevent competition and
raise the prices paid by consumers. Removing
these restrictions would lower the prices paid
by consumers for the services they receive.
Removing the restrictions would have no
noticeable effect on the rate of inflation.

TESTIMONY OF CHARLES L. SCHULTZE,
THE BROOKINGS INSTITUTION®

Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee,
in the announcement of these hearings the
subject of today's session was entitled “Are
there steps that make sense economically
which would erase the need for wage and
price controls?"”

My short answer to this question is, “No.”
I am convinced that some sort of interven-
tion by the federal government into the
setting of wages and prices will for a long
time to come be a necessary condition for
simultaneously achieving full employment
and reasonable price stability in our
economy.

On the other hand, if the question were
rephrased to ask whether there are economic
measures which, while not erasing the need
for controls, would reduce their rigor and
severity and give them a better chance of
success then my answer would be, “Yes.”
1 think there are economically sound meas-
ures which would moderate, even Iif they
could not eliminate, the magnitude of the
inflationary problem under high employment
condlitions.

In order to be more specific let me list and
briefly discuss the major sets of economic
conditions and Industrial practices which
either generate or perpetuate inflationary
conditions.

Inflation can be generated and perpetuated
by an excess demand for goods and services
relative to the economic capacity of the na-
tion to furnish them. When market demands
arz so high that the unemployment rate is
pushed to very low levels; when the supply,
particularly of experienced full-time work-
ers In large sectors of the emonomy, becomes
very tight so that employers are forced to
bid up wages rapidly; when output presses
hard on industrial capacity, inflation is

*This testimony represents Mr. Schultze’s
personal views and not those of the Brookings
Institution.
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bound to occur. Wages are bid up more rapid-
ly than productivity gains, raw material
pricss soar, and on top of this profit margins
begin to widen especially in competitive in-
dustries. But, paradoxically, inflation of this
variety is not our major problem. If in-
flation only ocecurred when, for cne reason or
another, the sum of consumer, business, and
government expenditures was excessive, the
standard tools of monetary and fiscal policy
could handle the situation by reducing the
overall level of demand. Mistakes might be
made, but there would be no reascn for wage
or price controls or for structural reforms
Introduced on grounds of inflation control
alone,

The really intractable problem is our
modesrn economy is that inflation occurs si-
multaneously with the existence of under-
utilized resources. In the current situation,
an Inflation which did indeed start with the
overheated economy of the late 1960’s, has
perzisted for more than two years after the
overheating disappeared, and persisted
through a perlod of substantial unemploy-
ment. In the mid-nineteen fifties we had an
inflation which began in the absence of eco-
nomic overeating and continued for about
two years.

In short, if inflation occurred only when
the unemployment rate had been pushed
very low, and promptly disappeared once un-
employment had risen to the 315, to 4 per-
cent range, the problem we are discussing to-
day would be insignificant. It is the fact that
inflation persists, indeed sometimes begins,
when unemployment is at or above 4 percant
that poses real dilemmas for public policy.

There are, I think, five elements in the na-
tion's economic structure and habits which
lead to the prcblem of inflation along with
high unemployment:

First, there is the fact that In a number of
industries characterized by a high degree of
economic concentration, prices are rigid
downward—they often do not fall when
economic circumstances in a competitive en-
vironment would dictate that they should
fall. This leads to two inflationary con-
sequences:

(1) Even under conditions of healthy and
not excessive prosperity and growth, not all
industries will experience the same rate of
market exnansion. Some markets will be ex-
panding sharply, some moderately, and some
falling. Costs and prices, we know, are likely
to rise in Industries whose markets are sharp-
1y advancing. If prices on the average are to
remalin stable, these price increases must be
balanced by price cuts in industries whose
markets are growing subnormally or are de-
clining. This is what would happen in a com~
petitive environment. But if prices in large
concentrated Industries are “sticky,” 1f they
resist falling in periods of weak markets, then
the price averages cannot fall to rise. In short,
since some prices are always rising in a
healthy economy, others must fall to preserve
overall price stability. Paradoxically, there-
fore, unless some prices fall the overall price
index will rise, even when the economy as a
whole 1s not overheated.

(2) Productivity expands at widely dif-
fering rates among different industries. Bu-
reau of Labor Statlstics studies of produc-
tivity gains among Individual industries con-
firm this fact. But the rise In wage rates
among the different industries is much more
uniform than the rise In productivity. As a
consequence, if wages generally are to rise at
a non-infiationary rate—in line with national
productivity galns—then the unit labor costs
of Industries with greater than average pro-
ductivity gains will fall. Their above average
productivity gains will be larger than the
advance In wages. As a consequence their
prices should be reduced. If, however, prices
are sticky downward In concentrated indus-
tries with higher than average productivity
galns, then profit margins will widen. In turn,
it is most likely that the increase in profit
margins will not be allowed to go on un-
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challenged. Management won't let the mar-
gins rise too far above normal for fear of
inviting unwanted new competition into the
industry. Unions will seek to take the ab-
ncrmal gains away and very often will suc-
ceed. Their success will be emulated by
unions in other industries which do not have
above average productivity gains. This will
raise costs and prices in those other indus-
tries.

In summary, the failure of prices in con-
centrated industries to respond to down-
ward economlc pressures tends to generate
an inflationary bias in the economy; in part
because some price cuts are always needed to
balance the inevitable price increases, and
in part because the fallure to cut prices in
response to large productivity gains invites
excessilve wage gains which tend to be emu-
lated in other sectors of the economy.

The nature of wage bargaining is a second
major factor producing inflationary bias. The
so-called ‘“wage-wage” spiral tends to per-
petuate inflation once started. Union con-
tracts typleally cover periods of more than
a year—three-year contracts have become a
common practice. A long-term contract
signed during a period of economic overheat-
ing, say in 1968 or 1969, will usually con-
tain a large wage increase, simply reflecting
the inflationary conditions and tight labor
market of the period. Subsequently, even
when inflationary pressures subside and even
if unemployment is rising, other unions sign-
ing new contracts will feel a necessity to win
wage increases for their numbers equal to
the wage won earlier by the first union. Set-
tlements in such large industries as autos,
steel, aluminum, aerospace, and can manu-
facturing influence each other. One large con-
struction settlement, for a particular craft
or in a particular locality, acts as a magnet
for other crafts and other localities. Such
mechanisms as the Davis-Bacon act and the
union contracts for public employees in many
cities help spread these construction wage
increases widely.

If inflation, once started, is ever to be
brought under control the sheer arithmetic
of the situation requires that contracts
signed after an inflationary boom is over
contain lower wage advances than contracts
signed earlier. But the “wage-wage” spiral
and “follow-the-leader” union settlements
substantially delay this period of adjustment
and help perpetuate inflation long after labor
markets have loosened up and excess capac-
ity appears.

A third contributor to the current prob-
lem of inflation lies in the changing nature
of the labor market, Fifteen years ago, when
the overall unemployment rate was 4 percent,
about 30 percent of the unemployed were
teenagers and young adults. In 1969, when
the overall unemployment rate also averaged
about 4 percent, half of the unemployed were
teenagers and young adults. Conversely, a
smaller proportion of the unemployed are
now skilled experienced adults than was true
fifteen years ago. To reach an average unems=-
ployment rate of 4 percent today would mean
a much lower rate of unemployment among
the core of the experienced labor force than
was the case in earlier years. And it is the
tightness of the labor market among such
experienced adult workers which probably
has the most significant impact on key wage
bargains. In short, 4 percent unemployment
probably means tighter labor markets and
larger wage increases than it did ten or fif-
teen years ago.

This is not to say that we should abandon
our attempts to reduce unemployment to 4
percent or less. But we do need to face the
fact that at this overall unemployment level
labor markets may be tighter and wage in-
creases larger than they once were and that
specific manpower training and public em-
ployment programs may be needed to reduce
the size of the inflationary problem.

A fourth set of factors which operates to
produce inflationary bias in our economy re-
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lates to the price-fixing policies of the federal
government itself. Transportation rate regu-
lation which discourages rate reductions, ex-
pensive farm price supports import quotas
(both legal and “voluntary”), subsidies to an
ineflficient merchant marine Davis-Bacon
wage provisions in government contracts, all
operate in a generally inflationary direction,
by reducing competition and putting rela-
tively high floors under prices. Professor
Weldenbaum has covered this set of problems
in his testimony. I need not repeat but do
wish to underscore the importance of the
points he makes.

The fifth element of inflatlonary bias lies,
I believe In the ease with which highly con-
centrated industries pass on wage and other
cost increases. Many observers have noted
that these industries tend to follow “target-
rate-of-return” pricing. During periods of
economic overheating, they may ralse prices
by somewhat less than would be characteris-
tic of competitive industries. But once mone-
tary and fiscal policies succeed in throttling
down the overheafing there is a tendency for
inflationary price rises to be perpetuated by
target-rate-of-return pricing. Despite weak-
ening markets, firms with substantial market
power continue to pass along cost Increases
fully. Their resistance to wage demands based
on market conditions which no longer exist
is weakened because of their propensity to
raise prices to cover the higher costs. More-
ever, as sales level off while additional capac-
ity continues to be installed, these industries
sometimes attempt to recover their target
return at a lower rate of capacity utilization.
This occurred quite extensively during the
1956-57 inflation. It is another factor which
tends to perpetuate an inflation well past the
period of economic overheating and produce
the paradox of general price Increases dur-
ing periods of less than full employment.

All of these five features of our economic
system Interact with and reinforce each
other. “Follow-the-leader” wage settlements
help spread to other industries the inflation-
ary wage gains which arise when high pro-
ductivity growth industries refuse to cut
prices. The target-rate-of-return pricing
helps perpetuate price increases long past
the end of an economic boom and feeds back
into wage increases through its effect on
the cost of living. The total impact of these
structural characteristics is greater than the
sum of the individual parts.

What can anti-trust policy do about these
problems? I do not pretend to be an expert
in anti-trust policles and can only offer some
highly tentative suggestions which follow
from an analysis of the nature of inflation,

Let me first get out of the way what I
believe is a spurious issue. In general, I do
not belleve that concentrated industries gen-
erate Inflation by arbitrary increases in their
profit margins during periods of high un-
employment and weak markets. Aside from
the possible case of the steel industry in the
middle nineteen-fifties, this kind of behavior
does not appear to have been a major infla-
tionary factor. But the first and fifth factors
mentioned above do appear to represent
practices by which concentrated industries
impart an inflationary blas to the economy:

By often failing to reduce prices In the face
of either weak markets or above average pro-
ductivity gains;

By target-rate-of-return pricing that re-
sults in a full pass through of cost increases
even in the face of weak product markets,
and in some cases preserves profit margins by
ralsing prices to cover the costs of unutilized
capacity.

Industries characterized by large numbers
and low concentration ratios are less likely
to exhibit this kind of behavior. Their prices
and the wage increases they are willing to
grant respond more closely to the forces of
the market. As a consequence fiscal and
monetary policies, by regulating the strength
of market demand, can more promptly choke
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off incipient infilationary pressures. Infla-
tion may indeed still occur if monetary and
fiscal policies “goof” and permit excessive
demand pressures to build up, But the cor-
rection of these errors would be swifter and
the tendency for inflation to persist while
unemployment rises would be less.

An anti-trust polley which conecentrated
explicitly on helping to reduce the inflation-
ary bias in the economy would require im-
portant changes in traditional approaches.
Anti-competitive behavior would have to be
Judged in terms of its departure from com-
petitive pricing poliey, particularly in terms
of how prices in an industry behave in the
face of softening markets or extra large pro-
ductivity gains. Downward price rigidity
would become a prima facle reason for view-
ing the industry structure with suspicion.
The desirability of divestitude and the break-
ing up of large scale units would be judged
in terms of its likely effect on prices flexi-
bility, not in terms of the particular prac-
tices by which bigness had been attalned or
price rigidity maintained. I am not enough
of an expert in anti-trust matters to deter-
mine the extent to which this approach
would require changes in the antl-trust laws
or could be carried out by a different execu-
tion of existing laws.

Let me close as I began. I bellieve that the
current inflationary bias in the economy
stems from a number of structural charac-
teristics in our society. Not all of those struc-
tural characteristics can reallstically be cor-
rected by anti-trust policy. If we are to have
both full employment and reasonable price
stability, some form of incomes policies will
hayve to be around for the foreseeable fu-
ture. But anti-trust policy can attack some
of the structural distortions in the economy;
it can lessen, although not eradicate, the
inflation which accompanies full employ-
ment; it can increase the likelihood that
incomes policies will work. It can therefore
help rescue economic policy from the cruel
dilemma that it has been facing in recent
years. A nation and Its leaders should not
be put in the terrible position of choosing
between price stability and full employ-
ment. Both justice and economic efficiency
require that we have both. Anti-trust policy
can help us have them.,

CoNTROLS OR COMPETITION?

(Testimony of Murray L. Weldenbaum, Mal-
linckrodt distinguished university profes-
sor, Washington University, St. Louls, Mo.)

About a year ago it was fashionable to
debate the relative effectiveness of monetary
and fiscal peolicy. I should like to recall the
stock but serious answer that I frequently
gave, First of all, I would rephrase the ques-
tion to read, *Which Is weaker, monetary or
fiscal policy?” My answer was “both”.

By that I meant and still maintain that
following the classical prescripticn of tight-
ening monetary and fiscal policy to bring
down inflation was not working as well as we
should have expected. Such economiec policles
were succeeding in bringing scmething down,
but all too frequently that something was
employment rather than inflation.

Moreover, & reversal of the policies brought
comparable problems. All too frequently,
monetary and/or fiscal ease was resulting in
more inflation, rather than in bringing down
the unemployment rate. This is quite a policy
box for a country to be in. -Moreover, to talk
in terms of accepting infiaticn in order to
obtain high employment is misleading. A
continuing high rate of inflation inhibits the
return to full employment because it in-
evitably restrains our willingness to maintain
expansionary policles. That is a key point
that is often overlooked: in a modern econ-
omy, one of the prices that our soclety tends
to pay for inflation is a higher level of un-
employment than would otherwise be the
case,
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What should be done? Basically, we need
to deal with thosz concentrations of private
economic power which have become insulated
from the influences of aggregate monetary
and fiscal policy. In the short run, I believe
that we are on the right track. That is, we
n:ed to use some form of “incomes policy” to
get those sectors of the economy where sub-
stantial concentrations of private market
power exist to abstain from using such power
to its fullest. Clearly, the Nixon Administra-
ticn’s compulscry wage and price restraint
effort deals with that central issue.

To the extent that the combined effects of
Phase I and Phase II do succeed by and large
in eliminating the inflationary psychology in
the economy, the bulk of the problem will
have been dealt with, at least in the short
run. Certainly, we all look forward to an
early elimination of compulsion over indi-
vidual wage and price decisions.

I almost sald that we all look forward to
an early return to the free market. However,
let us not delude ourselves. Although in the
overall ours is essentially a market system,
many parts of the American economy prior
to August 15, 1971 did not correspond to the
competitive market model that we like to
talk about so much. In so many cases, lahor
groups, business groups, and professional
groups are in position to control or at least
strongly Influence the segment of the eco-
nomic pie that they receive, because of their
power over wage, price, and productivity de-
cislons, As you can see, I am taking pains not
to point the finger just at labor, or just at
business, or just at the services. In fact, I
would not limit the analysis to the private
sector.

So much of the departure from a freely
functioning competitive economy—in which
monetary and fiscal measures would work
far more effectively than they have been—
results from government itself. Far too often,
government statutes and regulations have
given rise to the problem that faces us. Far
too often, legislation designed to help one
part of the soclety has harmed others and
frequently without achieving the benefits
intended.

I would like to cite a case in point. When
I lived in the Pacific Northwest about a dec-
ade ago. I was struck by the self-defeating
nature of some of this legislation. Specifi-
cally the problem at the time was the Fed-
eral legislation requiring U.S. firms to use
American vessels in coastwise trade, That
seemed like a simple and straightforward
way of helping the American merchant ma-
rine,

But bow was it working in practic~? Be-
cause of the shipping restriction, Pacific
Northwest lumber producers were having
great difficulty in competing against the Ca-
nadian industry in our own domestic mar-
kets. Apparently, the Canadian lumber in-
dustry, not being limited in choice of vessels,
could often deliver the product to the. im-
portant Southern California market more
cheaply than our own industry. Hence, what
ostensibly was an effort to help one indus-
try (shipping) merely turned out to hurt
another (lumber), with the benefits all go-
ing to companies in other nations.

I helleve that this is an anprcpriate time
to examine afresh all of the Federal legisla-
tion, rules, and regulations which interfere
with competition, unduly raise nrices or
ntherwise give our economy an inflatienarv
bias. The accumulation over the years has
been so substantial—prcduction and im-
port quotas, excess stock piles of minerals
and metals, mineral and agricultural price
supports, hidden subsidies, barrlers to. em-
ployment; “prevalling” wage determinations.
restrictions on shipping, ete.. etec.

I would anticipate that this committes has
a full job on its hands if it decldes to dig
into this area in detail. For one thing. T
would not underestimate the obstacles. That
the cost to the nation of each of these spe-
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cial provisions may exceed the benefits to
the Nation may not be the pclitically rele-
vant criterion: the benefits to some partic-
ular group are likely to far outweigh the
costs to them and thus a powerful “clientele”
may have been developed.

Perhaps we need to get across the crucial
point that when we add up the costs of all
of these various special arrangements they
outweigh the benefits even to the groups
involved—that is with so many segments of
the population attempting to insulate them-
selves from competition, the total effcrt is
self-defeating. The ‘“dead weight” of these
Interferences with economic progress and
productivity reduces the slices of the “eco-
nomic ple” avallable to all of the particl-
pants.

I would like to leave the committee with
one final thought. Personally, I expect that
the present wage and price control appara-
tus will be dismantled during the coming
year or so. However, unless the underlying
structural problems that I have been dis-
cussing are dealt with, I would anticipate
later in the decade one or mecre bursts of in-
flationary pressures and subsequently addi-
tional experiments in “incomes" policy.

PROJECT POLE REVISITED

HON. RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Friday, January 21, 1972

Mr. SCHWEIKER. Mr, President, in
November of last year I brought to the
attention of this body a unique public re-
lations program—*“Project Pole.” “Proj-
ect Pole” was created by a good friend of
mine from Pennsylvania, Ed Piszek, to
emphasize to America and to the world
the positive contributions made by people
of Polish descent.

As the sponsor of S. 23, the Ethnic Her-
itage Studies Centers Act of 1971, I have
followed the progress of Ed Piszek’s proj-
ect very closely. I am pleased to report
that his efforts to reduce prejudices and
praise the accomplishments of Poles has
been most successful.

Recently, articles about “Project Pole”
appeared in Life magazine and the
Washington Evening Star. In order that
all Senators can keep abreast of the lat-
est developments relating to “Project
Pole,” I ask unanimous consent that
these two articles be printed in the Rec-
ORD.

There being no objection, the items
were ordered fo be printed in the Recorb,
as follows:

ONE-MAN CRUSADE AGAINST THE POLISH JOKE

Edward J. Piszek, 64, 1s 8 self-made, Polish-
American millionaire who lives by his version
of the Golden Rule. “The guy with the gold,”
he says, “makes the rules.” Thanks to a “fish-
cake factory” (as he modestly calls Mrs. Paul’s
Kitchens, the prosperous frozen food busi-
ness he owns right down to the last fishcake),
Mr. Piszek has the go'd. He would like to use
it to make a rule with a more familiar ring:
“Do unto Polish-Americans as you would do
unto others.” To this end, Piszek is dedicat-
ing half a milllon dollars to upgrade their
ethnic image. He calls his campaign “Project
Pole,” and for a start, he wants to stamp out
those Polish jokes that have been going
around the country for the last five years.
(Current example: Did you hear about the
Polish kamikaze pilot? He flew 13 successful
missions.)
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Privately, Piszek thinks the jokes were
probably the best thing ever to happen. to
Polish-Americans, “They got us off our rear
eads,” he says. “We became motivated by ad~
versity.”

Since Pisze2k was all of 52 years old before
he learned that the astronomer Copernicus
was Polish, he feels he typifies the poor grasp
of Polish history that the Polish peasant had
who emigrated here around the turn of the
century. All the immigrant brought with him,
Piszek says, were his hopes and aspirations
and the polka, a vigorous but monotonous
musical form that he belleves contributed to
the Poles’ low esteem in this country. “If I
thought the polka was the only thing that
Poland had contributed in 1,000 years,” he
asserts, "I too, would cry ‘Shamel’ But let's
not forget Chopin. How many people know
that he was a Polak?"” (It should be pointed
out that, according to Piszek, “Polak” is not
an insult in Polish: 1t just means *Pole.”)

During his travels to Poland, Piszek learned
that even Poles tell Polish jokes. In one joke
a commissar is interrogating a peasant who
is aoplying for Communist party membership.
“Are you willing to give the party your horse,
your house and your land?" the commissar
asks. The peasant replies: “Gladly!” But
when the commissar asks for the pig he is
carrying under his arm, the peasant balks.
Asked why he refuses to give up the animal
when he has already made so many greater
“sacrifices,” the peasant explains, “A pig I've
got.” It all goes to prove, Piszek concludes,
that Poles love to laugh. “We just don't want
to be the butt of every joke.”

The working director of Project Pole is a
genial, bespectacled priest, Father Walter J.
(**All good Poles have Joseph as a middle
name"”) Ziemba. Two years ago Father Ziem-
ba, an accomplished fund-raiser, wrote Pis-
zek a letter In Polish extolling the virtues of
the small Polish college and seminary in Or-
chard Lake, Mich. that he directs. A few days
later he received a letter from the million-
alre’s secretary explaining apologetically that
Mr. Piszek doesn't speak Polish. Now a main-
stay of Project Pole, Father Zlemba defines
his role: “I'm the one who can spell the
Polish names.”

Project Pole was launched last fall with a
series of newspaper ads In Detroit, where
some 500,000 Polish-Americans live. Under
the headline “One of the greatest story-
tellers in the English language was a Pole,”
cne ad features a picture of Joseph Conrad,
né EKorzenlowskl, with this addendum: “He
changed his name, his language and the
course of English literature.” Avallable
through the ads are a $6 book on Polish art,
a 46-page pamphlet entitled “The Imagina-
tion of Poland,” and a wall chart that shows
“at a glance the great men and women of
Poland.”

An anclllary alm of Project Pole is to re-
stere the Polish patriot Tadeusz Kosciuszko
to his rightful place in American history,
Eoscluszko, who served as a general during
the American Revolution, contributed more
than his countryman Count Pulaski, but
Piszek says he Is far less well known because
his name 1s almost Impossible for non-Poles
to pronounce, Even George Washington had
trouble with the name, and solved it by call-
ing his Polish comrade “Kosky.” Plszek rec-
ommends that Polish-Americans with difi-
cult names either shorten them or spell them
phonetically.

At the root of the poor Polish Image, Plszek
believes, is an excessive national modesty, a
historical reluctance to blow one’s own horn.
With the technigques of mass communica-

tions, he ls trying to change all that. “It's
what Project Pole is all about.”

No chauvinist when it comes to charity,
Piszek has not only donated 11 mobile TB
detection units to Poland, but also helps
support a college in Ireland (“I like the Irish,
they're very Polish"), Father Ziemba's Or-
chard Lake Seminary (“the Polish Notre
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Dame”) and the state of Israel, which com~
mended him for purchasing bonds,

PorE SHINEs ETHNIC IMAGE
(By David Braaten)

What happens at a Polish-American busi-
nessman's press conference intended to boost
the old ethnic image?

The caterer serves Jewish pastrami, sauer-
kraut and Swiss cheese. A reporter asks the
businessman to tell his favorite Polish Joke.
Photographers spend most of their time on
the hotel balcony taking scenic fog shots of
the Potomac. The beautiful illustrated book
on Poland given as a souvenir turns out to
be a translation from the Italian of a book
published in Milan,

It was, In short, a logical extension of the
loser's image that has dogged the Poles—and
which led to the Watergate Hotel press con-
ference in the first place.

As Edward J. Piszek, the man who called
the press conference explained things, Poles
suffer from an attribute that works against
them: Modesty.

“The Pole is modest to a fault,” he said,
“and this modesty is looked upon by others
as foolishness or weakness.”

Thus it transpired that Watergate's ca-
terer, an Itallan named Bruno, was permit-
ted to serve Reuben sandwiches and egg
salad and slices of Swiss cheese at a press
party designed to extol the virtues of a coun-
try that produces perhaps the greatest
salaml and spicy sausage In the world.

Any less modest customer presumably
would have insisted that the management
go out and find some ethnically appropriate
hors d'oeuvres.

The national fault—excessive modesty—
also would account, In Pisrzek's view, for
the paucity of books in English about Poland
or by Polish authors. Anyone who wants to
know about Poland is expected to learn
Polish,

When he declded to finance the publica-
tion of a book about his parents’ native land,
he was reduced to having a book—written
by an expatriate Pole who married an
Italian—translated into English. It had to
be translated into English instead of Polish
because most of the 10 million Polish-
Americans wouldn't have been able to read
it otherwice,

“There's a certaln number of Polish-
Americans who are ashamed of being Poles,”
said Pilszek. To correct ‘this unhealthy con-
dition, Piszek already has shelled out more
than $250,000 for newspaper advertising and
publication of 60,000 copies of the translated
Italian book.

The Polish tendency to stomp thelr image
into that of the Hlustriously downtrodden
was reflected In Piszek’s own life, he dis-
closed under questioning.

The company he confounded in 1946, and
which has made him a millionaire able to
afford $500,000 for ethnic hornblowing is
named “Mrs. Paul's Kitchen.” It produces
frozen foods.

When asked, “Who in the heck Mrs. Paul”
is or was, Piszek hedged a bit, describing
Mrs. Paul as an imaginary character, “an
image beyond human possibility, with no
weaknesses that a real Individual would
have.”

Then, it developed, his original partner
had been & man named John Paul, and
that's how the named evolved.

Why didn’'t they call the company “Mrs,
Piszek's Kitchens?"”

“That’s just what my mother sald,” replied
Piszek, with one of the many touches of rue
he displayed at the session. “She sald, ‘You
let him steal the name.”"

One of the main purposes of Piszek’s pro-
motional campaign is to educate Polish-
Americans about the glories of their heri-
tage—of which most are as ignorant as he
was a few years ago. His account of his
awakening is poignant.
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It occurred when he was fiylng back to the
old country seven years ago—his first visit
to the land of his ancestors. As the plane
circled over Warsaw, he looked down and
marveled at the modern city that had risen
from the ashes of World War II.

“I wondered where they got the engineers,
the experts who designed the buildings, laid
out the streets, planned the utilities,” Piszek
sald, “I knew it couldn’'t have been Poles.
Not the Poles I knew. I thought maybe
they brought in some Swedes or somebody
to do it.”

Confronted with the reality that his fore-
bears were not the dolts he had grown up
believing they were, Piszek did a little re-
search into his ethnic origins and, among
other things, discovered to his surprise that
Copernicus was a Pole.

And, as a press agent would say, many,
many more.

It 1s similar enlightenment and pride that
he hopes to bring to his fellow Polish-Ameri~
cans through his “Project: Pole” publicity
campaign. If public relations can help Poles
to overcome their traditional loser's image
with other Americans, so much the better,
as far as he is concerned.

Asked about the Polish jokes that have
been going around. Piszek insisted they had
nothing to do with his decislon to start a
pro-Polish campaign.

‘“We're not mad at anyone,” he said. “It's a
positive program.”

Something of his problem, though, was
fllustrated by what happened to the news-
paper advertisement taped on the wall of the
Watergate elevator to direct newsmen to the
press conference.

“Press conference on Sixth Floor” it said
across the top. The ad read, “Before there
was & United States there was a Poland.”

Somebody had scribbled next to that state-
ment: "“Yes, but Poland was discovered by
Roto-Rooter.”

Let us all wish Piszek good luck. He's go-
ing to need it.

PRESIDENTIAL CENSURE

HON. BELLA S. ABZUG

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mrs. ABZUG. Mr. Speaker, House Con-
gressional Resolution 500, which I and
14 other Members introduced on Janu-
ary 18, would censure the conduct of the
President in ignoring section 601 of the
Military Procurement Act of 1971 and in
resuming the bombing of North Vietnam.

An interesting precedent for such ac-
tion took place in 1848, when the House
agreed to an amendment describing the
Mexican War as one “unnecessarily and
unconstitutionally begun by the Presi-
dent of the United States.” Of additional
interest is the fact that the roll of Mem-
bers voting in favor of that amendment
were a former President, John Quincy
Adams, and a future Chief Executive,
Abragham Lincoln.

The precedent is well taken. President
Nixon’s callous and unlawful disregard
of the will of Congress and the American
people is inexcusable, and his failure to
end all American military operations—in
the air as well as on the ground—in In-
dochina is indeed unnecessary and un-
constitutionsal.

The text of the relevant portion of the
House proceedings of January 3, 1848,
follows:
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THANKS TO GENERAL TAYLOR—THE WAR

Mr. Houston, of Delaware—previous notice
having been glven—introduced the following
joint resolution of thanks to Major General
Taylor:

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled, That the thanks of
Congress are due, and they are hereby ten-
dered, to Major General Zachary Taylor, and
through him to the officers and soldlers of
the regular army and of the volunteers under
his command, for their indomitable wvalor,
skill, and good conduct, conspicuously dis-
played on the 22d and 23d days of February
last, in the battle of Buena Vista, in defeat-
ing a numerous Mexlcan army, consisting of
four times their number, and composed of
chosen troops, under thelr favorite com-
mander, General Santa Anna, and thereby
obtaining a victory over the enemy, which,
for its signal and brilliant character, iz un-
surpassed In the military annals of the world.

Resolved, That the President of the United
States be requested to cause to be struck a
gold medal, with devices emblematical of this
splendid achievement, and presented to Ma-
jor General Taylor, as a testimony of the
high sense entertalned by Congress of his
judicious and distingulshed conduct on that
memorable occasion.

Resolved, That the President of the United
States be requested to cause the foregoing
resolutions to be communicated to Major
General Taylor in such manner as he may
deem best calculated to effect the objects
thereof.

Mr. Evans, of Maryland, desired to offer an
amendment, which he sent up to the Clerk's
table, and moved the previous question on
the adoption of the amendment and resolu-
tions,

The Speaker stated that the resolutions
were not now open to amendment.

Mr. Cummins inquired if they could now
be considered as a matter of course If objec-
tions were made.

The Speaker replied, that the resolutions
having been received, they would now be read
a first time by their title. After the first read-
ing, if objections were made, they would lle
over for a second reading until tomorrow,

The resolutions having been read a first,
and, no objection being made, a second
time—

Mr. Jamieson moved their commitment to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. Evans now proposed to offer his
amendment, and renewed the demand for the
previous question thereon.

The Speaker replied, that their commit-
ment being called for, that question was first
in order.

The question then being on committing to
the Committee on Military Affairs—

Mr. Gayle demanded the yeas and nays.

Mr. Jamieson withdrew the motlon to
commit.

Mr. Schenck renewed it.

Mr. Houston, of Delaware, sald, he appre-
hended there would be no objection to the
adoption of the resolution. No gentleman in
this House would vote agalnst a resolution of
thanks to General Taylor and the officers of
his command,

The Speaker reminded the gentleman from
Delaware that debate was not in order.

Mr. Evans agaln Intimated his desire to
offer the following amendment:

Resolved, That the capitulation of Mon-
terey meets with the entire sanction and ap~
probation of this Congress; and that the
terms of that capitulation were as creditabla
to the humanity and skill of the rallant
Tayvlor as the achlevement of the victory of
Monterey was glorious to our arms,

Some conversation ensued between the
Speaker, Mr, Schenck, Mr. Evans, and others.

Mr. Houston, of Delaware, to obviate all
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difficulties, moved the previous question on
the original resolution.

The previous question was not seconded.

The Speaker again announced the question
to be on the motion to refer to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Mr. Henley moved to amend, by adding an
instruction to the committee to add the
words “engaged as they were in defending
the rights and honor of the nation.” On this
he asked for the yeas and nays.

Mr. Ashmun moved to amend the amend-
ment by adding the words *“in a war un-
necessarlly and unconstitutionally begun by
the President of the United States.”

Mr. McLane sald, before he recorded his
vote, he desired——

The Bpeaker interposed, and informed the
gentleman from Maryland that debate was
not in order; if it became the subject of de-
bate, it would go over until tomorrow.

Mr, Mclane sald he had an amendment to
offer.

The Speaker sald no amendment was in
order at present.

After some further conversation, the yeas
and nays were ordered on Mr., Ashmun’s
amendment to the amendment; and, being
taken, they resulted as follows:

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Ashmun,
Barringer, Barrow, Belcher, Botts, Brady,
Buckner, Canby, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer,
Conger, Cranston, Crowell, Crozler, Dickey,
Dixon, Donnell, Duer, Danlel Duncan, Gar-
nett Duncan, Dunn, Eckert, Edwards, Alex-
ander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fisher, Fulton,
Gayle, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Grinnell,
Hale, Nathan K. Hall, James G. Hampton,
Haskell, Henry, John W. Houston, Hubbard,
Hudson, Irvin, Kellogg, Thomas Butler King,
Daniel P. King, Lincoln, McIlvaine, Marsh,
Marvin, Mullin, Nes, Newall, Preston, Put-
nam, Reynolds, Julius Rockwell, John A,
Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, 8t. John, Schenck,
Sheperd, Sherlll, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith,
Truman Smith, Stephens, Andrew Stewart,
Strohm, Sylvester, Thibodeaux, Taylor, Tomp~
kins, Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thomp~
son, Toombs, Tuck, Van Dyke, Vinton, War-
ren, and Wilson—=85.

NAYS—Messrs. Beale, Bedinger, Birdsall,
Black, Bowdon, Brodhead, Willlam G. Brown,
Charles Brown, Cathcart, Chase, Beverly L.
Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson, R. W. Cobb,
Cummins, Daniel Dickinson, Faran, Feather-
ston, Picklin, Pries, French, Green, Willard
P. Hall, Moses Hampton, Harmanson, Harris,
Henley, Hill, George S. Houston, Inge, Charles
J. Ingersoll, Jamileson, Jenkins, Andrew
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W.
Jones, Kaufman, Eennon, Lahm, La Sére,
Sidney Lawrence, Lefiler, Lord, Lumpkin, Mc-
Clelland, MecClenand, McDowell, McLane,
Mann, Meade, Miller, Morris, Morse, Murphy,
Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Plllsbury, Rheft, Rich-
ardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, SBawyer,
Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark-
weather, Charles E. Stuart, Strong, Thomas,
James Thompson, Jacocb Thompson, William
Thompson, Thurston, Turner, Venable, Wick,
and Williams—81.

Mr. Houston, of Delaware, inquired if it
would be In order to move to lay the amend-
ment as amended on the table.

The Speaker replied in the negative.

ACADEMIC FREEDOM SEEMS NOT
THE REAL ISSUE AT STANFORD
UNIVERSITY

HON. JENNINGS RANDOLPH

OF WEST VIRGINIA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Friday, January 21, 1972

Mr, RANDOLPH. Mr. President, it is
possible that President Nixon might have
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spoken too sweepingly in his state of the
Union address when he said:

Our colleges and universities have again
become places of learning instead of battle-
grounds.

On the campus of one of our most
prestigious centers of learning, Stanford
University, there is at least a skirmish
over conflicting ideologies. The issue is
whether or not a tenured professor can
be dismissed from the board of trustees
for repeatedly inciting to violence the
malleable minds of students.

The claim of academic freedom has
been raised against the university’s right
to protect itself against irresponsible and
potentially dangerous activities. Over the
past few months, Stanford University
has been the scene of a fire bombing,
window smashing, a takeover of the uni-
versity computer center, and posted
threats of retaliation if the associate
professor of English, H. Bruce Franklin,
is finally fired.

The New York Times of January 11
edition published a keen analysis of the
matter and editorially concluded that
Franklin, or any other teacher, has no
right to “shout fire in a crowded thea-
ter.” I ask unanimous consent that the
editorial be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

PROTECTING STANFORD'S FREEDOM

The recommendation by a seven-man fac-
ulty advisory board at Stanford University
that a tenured professor be dismissed for
repeatedly Inciting students to “the use of
illegal coercion and violence"” is a matter of
utmost gravity for the nation’s academic
community. If the Board of Trustees follows
suit, this would be the first such step by a
major university in the context of recent
campus unrest.

Although the professor's defenders have
predictably charged that the 5-to-2 faculty
recommendation is a violation of academic
freedom, massive evidence shows that it is
quite the opposite: a painful but necessary
attempt to protect such freedom against
coercion and disruption from within the
academy.

H. Bruce Franklin, an assoclate professor
of English, has long and publicly encouraged
students to commit illegal acts. He urged
actlons that threatened Injury to persons,
damage to property and interference with
the lawful activities of other members of the
community. He has in effect cried “fire” in a
crowded theater. His conduct has been cow-
ardly as well as i{rresponsible, manipulating
students, endangering their own safety and
damaging their future careers, It makes
pawns of vulnerable young men and women,
while the professor as instigator seeks im-
munity behind the shield of tenure.

At no time has Professor Franklin's
Maoist ideology been an issue. What Is at
stake is the university’s right physically to
protect itself. The senior faculty panel’s
painstaking dellberations, after six weeks of
hearings of more than 100 witnesses, led to
the unimpeachable conclusion that incite-
ment to 1illegal conduct is “an abuse of
power” rendered particularly serious when
it ignores a teacher's responsibility toward
his students. In a flagrant instance last Feb-
ruary, a student occupation of the univer-
sity’s Computation Center followed Dr.
Franklin's appeal for just such a take-over,

The panel's two dissenting members dis-
agreed with the majority only with regard
to the severity of the penalty. Their counsel
of lenlency might be supported had the

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

offense been an aberration of momentary
passion, But Professor Franklin's consistent
contempt for the foundations of a free, ra-
tional and non-violent community was un-
mistakably reaflirmed when he responded to
the faculty verdict with a call for “revolu-
tionary counter-viclence,” while his wife
“symbolically” stood by his side with a rifie.

A better symbol of the universities' deter-
mination to uphold freedom through self-
government under law will be Stanford's
notice that neither tenure nor infiammatory
rhetoric constitutes a license for coercive
and illegal action.

ROCHESTER VFW POST MARKS
25TH ANNIVERSARY

HON. THADDEUS J. DULSKI

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mr. DULSKI. Mr. Speaker, it was 25
yvears ago that a group of World War
II veterans met to form the James H.
Lundgren Post No. 8948, Veterans of For-
eign Wars, in Rochester, N.Y.

The charter membership consisted of
60 overseas veterans, all employees of
the Rochester Post Office. The post was
named for James H. Lundgren who was
killed in action on Iwo Jima in 1945.
His father, an employee of the Rochester
Post Office, was one of the charter mem-
bers.

The post has grown to a membership
of more than 300, including veterans of
World War I, World War II, the Ko-
rean conflict and the war in Vietnam.

The anniversary affair was arranged
by Albert J, Rago, chairman, and Mar-
vin ‘A. Bruley, cochairman. Interesting-
ly, Mr. Rago, as a sergeant, served in
World War IT with our colleague, the dis-
tinguished chairman of the Committee
on Veterans Affairs, the Honorable OLIN
TeAGUE of Texas.

Toastmaster at the affair was State
Senator Thomas Laverne, past county
commander, with invocation by Chaplain
Herbert J. Migliore. The welcome was
by the post commander, Vincent H. Ip-
polito.

Honored guests included: Leonard L.
Schieffelin, past post, county and de-
partment commander; Richard F. Tick-
ner, past post and county commander;
Harold B. O'Connor, eighth district com-
mander; Postmaster William E. Finn of
Rochester; and New York Department
Commander John M. York.

Our colleagues, the Honorable BARBER
B. CowaBrE and the Honorable Frank
HorToN, representing parts of Rochester,
were unable to be present because of of-
ficial business.

Following are highlights of the post’s
25-year history:

HIGHLIGHTS OF 25 YEARS

The James H. Lundgren Post 8948, Veterans
of Foreign Wars of the United States, was
formally Instituted on January 26, 1947. The
Post was named in memory of James H.
Lundgren, who was killed in action on Iwo
Jima, March 3, 1945. The charter member-
ship consisted of sixty overseas veterans, all
employees of the Rochester Post Office, one
of whom was James’ father, Henry Lundgren.
The present membership, over 300, includes
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veterans of World War I, World War II, the
Korean Conflict and the war In Vietnam.

Many resolutions originating in the Lund-
gren Post during the past two and one-half
decades have been adopted by the VFW
County, District, State and National or-
ganizations. Some have become state and
federal laws; such as the McCormick Bill,
restoring the rights of certain veterans in
the Post Office Department and the Whitten
Amendment, preserving the rights of veterans
under the Civil Service Law.

Since January, 1957, a most important
activity of the Lundgren Post has been its
V.A, Hospital Committee. Television sets and
a bowling foulline sstup have been provided
for the patients’ enjoyment., The active
volunteer service of the committee member-
ship during the past fifteen years, has made
it possible for patients to attend many events,
such as the Ice Follies, circuses, rodeos, musi-
cal productions, the Rochester-Americans
professional hockey games, and Rochester
Red Wing baseball games. This program has
contributed much in the treatment and re-
habilitation of our disabled veterans from
our local hospitals in Bath, Batavia and Can-
andaigua.

Helping to strengthen patriotism and
Americanism in our community, the Lund-
gren Post colors have been displayed in
twenty-five Memorial Day parades, and have
represented our post in numerous patriotic
celebrations, tributes to our honored dead,
and many other civic programs,

Improved youth activities and elimination
of juvenile delinquency are part of the Post's
programs. Toward this end we have sponsored
Junior Softball teams, Junior Bowling teams,
Lite-A-Bike campaigns, Loyalty Day, and
have helped and involved ourselves with the
Girl Scout and Boy Scout movements.

In 1952 the Post adopted a set of By-Laws
which were approved by the State and Na-
tional organizations, This, in itself is unique,
for there are very few posts which have such
a set to gulde them. To assist the familles
of our deceased comrades we have for the
past seventeen years established and main-
tained a death benefit.

The post social functions, dinners and pile-
nics which have been well attended over the
past twenty-five years, have developed a true
spirit of comradeship among the members.

Lundgren Post is noted not only for its
quantity, but also for its quality. Beginning
with some sixty members in 1947, the post is
numbered among the larger posts in Monroe
County. Leadership has been a trademark of
Post B948 . . . it has produced 24 Post Com-
manders, 3 County Commanders, 1 District
Commander, 1 Department Commander and
several County and District officers.

Lundgren Post's highlights and achieve-
ments are numerous and Impressive, but they
only indicate higher levels of accomplish-
ments for the future.

.+ » on to the next twenty-five years, God
willing.

Charter members were: Laurence J. Burns,*
John C. Crowley, John J. Curtin, Walter J.
Czarniak, Frederick Dykstra,* Willlam E.
Finn, and Donald C. Hilliker.

Raymond J. Hoefen, Lincoln L. Kalwas,
Joseph W. Kircher, Joseph Lauricella, Walter
Lysy, Raymond J. Moore, and Joseph R.
Ortolani,

Philip L. Palermo, Raymond J. Richens,
Chester C. Rowley, William C. Sanger, Leon-
ard L. Schieffelin, Earl E. Schirmer, and Ge-
rard J. Schultheis.

Frank Stlegel, Harold A. Sults, William A.
Tatyga,* Richard F. Tickner, Joseph R.
}W?lh.l, Frank A, Welland, and J. Frank Wix-

ed,

I was honored to be the main speaker
on this happy occasion and I include my
text with my remarks:

*Deceased.




January 21, 1972

ADDRESS BY THE HONORABLE THADDEUS J.
DULSKI AT 20TH ANNIVERARY OF ROCHESTER,
N.Y., VFW Post

It is a very special pleasure for me to be
here this evening to help you celebrate the
25th Anniversary of the founding of the
James Lundgren Post No. 8948 of the Veter-
ans of Foreign Wars here in Rochester.

The VFW has never been afrald to stand
up and be counted on the Issues which con-
front cur great country. You have had su-
perior leadership within your organization,
and I know first-hand that your leaders and
your members do their homework well on
the issues.

The VFW has always been in the forefront
seeking senslble benefits for our nation's
veterans and, more silently, it has played
a major leadership role in helping the re-
turning Vietnam era veteran to re-establish
himself in society as he comes back to civil-
fan 1ife.

Our country needs more organizations
such as yours, which are champions of Amer-
can democracy, and which are willing to
stand up to the draft and card burners, flag
desecrators, the whiners, and the com-
plainers.

DEBT TO OUR VETERANS

We need a strong America, and I stand
with you every step of the way as you mar-
shal the support of our nation's veterans. I
do not know of any harder working group
of dedicated Americans in cur country today
than the members of your great organiza-
tion.

Our country owes all who served in the
armed forces a great debt that can never
ke repald. Our nation's veterans represent
the strength in America, and because of you,
our nation is strong and free today.

I am indeed glad to be asscciated with
such fine organizations who do more than
pay lip service to the American way of life.

Next week the second sesslon of the 92nd
Congress will convene, and there are a num-
ber of important veteran issues which will
be considered.

Before I review these, however, I want to
point out that during the 8l1st Congress, we
passed more legislation benefiting veterans
and their dependents than had been passed
by any previous Congress since the end of
World War II.

LEGISLATION PASSED

The legislation which we passed resulted
in direct payments of benefits to veterans
and their dependents, approximating $1 bil-
lion a year. This included increases In com-
pensation and pension rates averaging about
eight percent; increased and expanded GI
home programs; a 35 percent Increase in
education and training allowances, and other
benefit improvements.

During the first session of this Congress,
the House Veterans' Affairs Committee held
numerous hearings and took action on a
number of bills to improve and expand vet-
erans’ benefits.

Two of the most important laws which
originated in our Committee were H.R.
11652—now Public Law 92-197—and H.R.
11651 which became Public Law 92-198,

Public Law 197 increases Dependents and
Indemnity Compensation rates for approxi-
mately 176,000 widows, 46,000 children, and
about 68,000 dependent parents. It also pre-
vents parents receiving DIC from losing ag-
gregate income because of soclal security in-
creases in 1971.

Public Law 188 provides an average cost of
living increase of approximately 615 percent
in non-service-connected pension rates, pay-
able to approximately 1.6 million veterans
and widows. It also prevents pensioners from
losing any of theilr VA pension received on
their own behalf due to the 1971 increase in
soclal security benefits.
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BILLS FROM COMMITTEE

Other bills that have originated in our
Committee include:

Public Law 92-66—which preserves the di-
rect loan program for GIs who live mostly in
rural areas. This is one of the best invest-
ments ever made by America in a govern-
ment-backed housing program. It has made
& profit of over $200 million during the life
of the program and yet the Administration
sought to shut off the funding of this profit-
making program while, at the same time,
it was supporting other types of subsidized
housing mostly for non-veterans,

Public Law 92-95—which provides mort-
gage protection life insurance for service-
connected disabled veterans who have re-
ceived grants for speclally adapted housing
with the veteran paying the standard pre-
mium, and the government paylng the re-
mainder of the premium because of the
veteran’s serious service-connected disability.

DRUG TREATMENT

Other legislation, which was passed by the
House in the last session and now pending
in the Senate, includes:

A measure providing for VA facility treat-
ment for veterans or military personnel
addicted to narcotics—regardless of the char-
acter of their discharge.

A bill to provide financial assistance for
medical schools.

A measure providing an extension from six
to nine months for veterans’ nursing home
care,

And an omnibus bill which would broaden
medical care for veterans, dependents, and
survivors, and improve the recruitment and
retention of career personnel in the Depart-
ment of Medicine and Surgery of the VA,

Also, as the first session closed, our Com-
mittee had completed hearings on the vet-
erans’ educational assistance program.

The Administration has recommended an
8.6 percent increase in educational assistance
allowances. However, I expect the Congress
will pass a bill raising the rates by about
10 to 12 percent, inasmuch as the Admin-
istration’s proposal is based on the increased
cost of living as of October 1971. By the time
the bill is finally enacted, it can be reason-
ably anticipated that higher rates will be
necessary to offset the higher cost of living.
Our Committee will probably act on this
legislation soon after Congress reconvenes.

ISSUES TO CONSIDER

Other issues which we may consider in this
new session are:

Naticnal cemeteries and burial benefits for
veterans generally, which would include—
(1) the transfer of jurisdiction over national
cemeteries to the VA; (2) the authorization
of a study of the entire problem by the VA—
with a report of recommendations to be
made to the Congress; (3) the recast of the
national cemetery system on a regional basis;
and (4) the authorization of a burial plot al-
lowance of $150 in cases where the deceased
veteran is not buried in a national cemetery.

We also plan action on a bill to liberalize
the rates of compensation commensurate
with the increase in the cost of living which
will have occurred by the time legislation
can be approved. By November 1971, the cost
of living had risen by 5.4 percent since the
last compensation increase was approved.

Our veterans’ housing program needs im-
provement because of the state of our econ-
omy, and we plan to explore several pro-
posals designed to better assist young fami-
lies of veterans with low Income to obtain
adequate housing.

LIFE INSURANCE CONVERSION

We also plan to consider a liberalization of
the conversion privilege under the Service-
men's Group Life Insurance program which
will greatly aid the young low-income veteran
who may be newly married.
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Of prime concern to the House Veterans’
Affairs Committee is the VA medical program.
We have a gigantic medical system in 166
hospitals which is the greatest single medical
system in the world under one leadership.

The Office of Management and Budget has,
for years, tried to “manage” and dominate
the VA hospital system. However, the Con-
gress has vigorously fought to preserve the
present system. This has led to a hard con-
frontation between Congress and the Execu-
tive Branch.

The idea of seriously curtailing or phasing
out the VA hospital system is a clear objec-
tive of the Office of Management and Budget.
However, the tactics have changed from try-
ing to close down entire hospitals to nibbling
away at them, year by year.

VA HOSPITAL BUDGET FROBLEM

It has been necessary for the Congress to
take strong action to keep the hospital sys-
tem from being bled to death by the Office
of Management and Budget. Two years ago,
Congress Added a total of $155 million to the
medical care budget of the VA, because our
Committee Investigation proved beyond
doubt that the program was serlously under-
funded and understaffed.

When the President submitted his budget
for fiscal 1972, it was based on lowering the
average dally patlent census from about
84,500 to 79,000. If Congress had allowed this
action to stand, it would have had the effect
of closing about ten 500-bed hospitals over a
period of a year, In the Appropriations Act,
for the first time in history, Congress stated
that the VA medical system should operate
at an average dally patient census of not less
than 85,500 and at an operating bed level of
not less than 87,500.

Through administrative finagling, the
Office of Management and Budget has been
able to make some inroads into these mini-
mum operating levels—so that it appears
the overall average dally patient census at
the end of the fiscal year in June will be
about 83,000 at best.

FUNDS ARE WITHHELD

During the current fiscal year. Congress
added almost $200 million to the President’s
original budget request for VA medical care,
and yet, the Office of Management and
Budget has told the VA they cannot spend
about $72 million which Congress appro-
priated.

These funds are badly needed to better
stafl and equip nur VA hospitals to take care
of the rising workloads. It is just inconceiv-
able to me that these funds are being with-
held when they are so vitally needed to treat
our nation’s sick and disabled veterans.

Very shortly the President will present to
the Congress his 1973 budgei. While it will
probably contain more dollars for VA medical
care and other programs, it is highly doubtful
that this increase will be in keeping with
higher medical costs and the rising workload
brought on by the 1.3 milllon World War I
veterans who have zn average age of about
76, and who need a great deal of care.

Add to this about 15 million World War I1
veterans, who have an average age of about
52, along with the growing number of Viet-
nam veterans—many of whom have ex-
tremely serious injuries—and it is readily
apparent that there is a great need to expand
and update cur VA medical program.

Congress is dedicated to this course of
action. With your help, and the help of other
VFW posts throughout the nation and that
of other veterans’ groups, I hope that we can
put a stop to this sly plan which has been
developed by ivory-tower bureaucrats.

I sald, at the beginning, that the VFW has
never been afraid to stand up and be counted.
The time has come again for you to do this—
and I know we can count on you for swift
and positive action.
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CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN MIKE
FROME AND AMERICAN FOR-
ESTRY ASSOCIATION

HON. LEE METCALF

OF MONTANA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Friday, January 21, 1972

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, I in-
vite the attention of Senators to some
correspondence between Mike Frome and
the American Forestry Association which
was recently published in the Living
Wilderness magazine.

It is certainly the prerogative of the
American Forestry Association to pub-
lish what they wish, but it is a sad day
when they can no longer look at all sides
of forestry. When they openly advocate
censorship of their columnists, whose
propaganda line are we reading?

I ask unanimous consent that the cor-
respondence be printed in the REecorp.

There being no objection, the corre-
spondence was ordered to be printed in
the REcoRrb, as follows:

THE STRANGE CASE OF MICHAEL FROME, LOVER
oF TREES AND BETE NOIRE OF THE LUMBER
INDUSTRY

Eprror’'s Nore—One of the best writers
on conservation Issues today is Michael
Frome, author of such books as Whose
Woods These Are: The Story of the Na-
tional Forests and the recently published
The Forest Service. Mike serves as Conserva-
tion Editor of Field and Stream Magazine and
until recently wrote a monthly column for
American Forests, the magazine of The
American Forestry Association.

In his American Forests column Mike used
to probe into anything and everything
related to our nation’s forests and range
lands, His approach was direct, his style
incisive. He gave quarter to no one he
thought deserving of criticism. Oftentimes
he was critical of the US. Forest Service
and/or the timber industry.

We always thought it was to the credit of
The American Forestry Asscclatlon that it
published Mike’s column, which began in
1966 and was preceded by occaslonal articles
going back to 1950. Here was convinecing
proof that the association could look objec-
tively at itse2lf and its many close friends in
government and industry and fight for
change where change was needed. With at
least seven industry representatives and sav-
eral former officials of the U.S. Forest Service
amonz its officers and directors, the associa-
ticn needs to show this kind of independ-
ence.

To us, it is indesd sad that this relation-
ship has ended. It is especially sad for what
it szems to tell us about the internal prob-
1"ms of The American Forestry Assoclation,
once thouzht to be a strong volee for con-
servaticn and now, perhaps, something less
than that.

We take no delight or satisfaction in re-
viewing the firing of Mike Frome. But after
wrestling with our consciences on what is,
or 1s not, our responsibility in the matter,
we have decided to share with you some of
the corresncndence that has come into our
hands concerning it We hope you find it
instructive,

The evisode began with the memorandum
reproduced above, directed to James B. Craig,
resvected editor of American Forests. We
then pick up the exchange of correspondence
with Frome's note to Cralg on first learning
of the memo.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

THE AMERICAN FORESTRY ASSOCIATION,
Washington, D.C., March 4, 1971.

Mewmo

To: James B. Craig

From: Willlam E. Towell, Executive Vice
President

Bubject: Mike Frome's Column in American
Forests

The formality of this memorandum is to
clarify for the record the decisions made re-
garding Mike Frome's column in American
Forests Magazine. It will be your responsi-
bility to see that these decislons are carried
out.

It is hardly necessary to review the back-
ground and reasons for this action, except to
say that Mike's column frequently has been
in conflict with official Assoclation positions;
it often has been personal and inflammatory,
particularly with respect to the Forest Serv-
ice; and, in the opinion of many, sometimes
contains outright inaccuracies or harmful
innuendoes, For the protection of the Asso-
clation itself, it is necessary to require cer-
tain editorial restrictions on Mike in the
future. It iz my understanding that Mr.
Frome has agreed to these restrictions as a
requisite to his continued service as a colum-
nist with American Forests:

1. Frome’s column is to be censored by
you as Editor to Insure that it is not In
conflict with established AFA policy or posi-
tion,

2. Frome, in the future, is not to write
critically about the U.S8. Forest Service, the
forest industry, the profession or about con-
troversial forestry issues.

3. A disclaimer 1s to appear permanently
on Frome's column that he is a pald colum-
nist and does not speak for the Assoclation.

I am very pleased, as was the Board, that
Mike has agreed to this censorship and wants
to continue writing for us. He 1s a very effec-
tive and popular writer who has been and
can continue to be a great asset to our maga-
zine,

W.E.T.

—

ALEXANDRIA, VA.,
March 22, 1971.

Dear Jim: Attached is my next column for
the magazine,

Please advise Mr. Towell that I have re-
ceived a copy of his memorandum of March
4 written to you on the subject of “Mike
Frome's column,” although it did not come
either from him or from you.

Will you please advise him further—and
he may feel free to pass this word to the Di-
rectors of the Association, if he so wishes—
that at no time, and in no manner, have I
agreed to having my column censored and/
or edited as a requisite to its continued use
in American Forests.

You know this to be the fact and I will
appreciate your acknowledgement.

Sincerely,
MIxE FROME.
AmeEricaN FORESTS,
Washington, D.C., March 24, 1971.
Mr. MicHAEL FROME,
Alerandria, Va.

Dear Mixe: I regret more than I can say
that someone inside AFA has seen fit to open
up this can of worms by sending you Mr.
Towell’s memo to me of March 4 concerning
your column. I had hoped—and I still hope—
that we can work this thing out.

As you know, prior to our Directors’ meet-
ing you and I discussed your column at the
Cosmos Club and we both agreed that it
would be a good idea to lay off forestry for
awhile and let readers and others have their
say on the basis of the dialogue the magazine
has opened up as regards even-aged manage~
ment and other concerns. There certainly
was not any mention of censorship which is
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why I was shocked when Mr. Towell first
showed me his memo with that ugly word
used not once but two times. At that time
it was my understanding he would delete
those two words before sending the memo to
Directors. At the time I told him what I had
already told you, that it was time for you to
lay off forestry for awhile at least.

Mike, I was not Invited to sit in on a closed
sesslon of the Directors on this matter so I
can not say with certainty exactly what hap-
pened. I understand some were very critical
of your column. On the basis of the reaction
of others following receipt of the memo, some
thought it was too harsh.

Accordingly, I did not show you this memo
because I was not completely sure just how
exacting it was or how permanent. I hoped
our previous discussion would cover the
situation sufficlently and that we could ride
with the punches. The current column on
black walnut, which we discussed at that
time, strikes me as fine except for one refer-
ence to the Chief of the Forest Service which
I must delete.

In reply to your letter, you are quite right
that you never agreed to any form of censor-
ship and in fact the whole idea of starting
the column was to present an outside opinion
in an effort to ward off blandness in the
magazine, That was the whole idea. And
while I did not care for the disclaimer idea
myself, I thought it was a reasonable request
since obviously you are not speaking for the
assoclation as such as an officer of the orga-
nization. That is self evident it seems to me.

Perhaps I was in error not to show you
this memo Immediately. The reason I did not
was that I thought: 1) It was an inside mat-
ter to be interpreted by me in terms of the
actual rigidity of the thing; 2) I thought
Mr. Towell and I were in agreement on how
we would proceed, namely, that you would
lay off forestry for awhile at least until we
saw how things developed. And it was my
impression Mr. Towell's personal reaction
was much softer than the memo itself,

It is also quite true that as regards some
of the things on which you have written the
AFA has no official policy—such as the
recent Timber Supply Bill, the SST and
other hot issues of the day. Where we have
had a position I have always appreciated
your restraint even though you sometimes
took the opposite point of view in other
publications, which is your right.

Where does this new development now
leave us? I am still proceeding on the prem-
ise that the words ‘“censorship"” were de-
leted from the memo of March 4. I do not
believe that the whole Board in a showdown
would go along with that ugly word. I do
feel that as regards forestry you have stirred
up the Indians enough for now and that we
should lay off, which you said was right.
While you have helped stimulate readership
and have contributed to our really remark-
able growth in the last couple years, the time
comes to ease up. As you know, Mr. Towell
is hard at work on a series of “Areas of
Agreement” conferences between preserva-
tionists and industry which may or may not
be successful. But since this is an associa-
tion as well as a magazine, I feel we should
help him all we can and some statesmanship
is now required.

Also, there were indications at the Direc-
tors’ meeting that they intend to take a
much more aggressive stance on issues of
the day than was previously the case. If this
develops, it will be my job to help imple-
ment those positions and I think you would
agree that if our contributors can’t go along
with those positions at least they should not
be encouraged to oppose them in our own
magazine, That is how I interpret Point No.
1 In the memo. Point No. 2 I interpret as
meaning “lay off forestry” for awhile, which
we had already discussed. And I was told in




January 21, 1972

no uncertain terms that the disclaimer on
your column must be put there to stay. Some
also urged that you also stay away from
personalities—which, of course, makes hot
copy and is widely read—but which is not
always helpful in terms of achieving the
goals of an organization.

This is not a pleasant experience, I agree,
and 1t is now obvious that at least some
members of our Board are unhappy with
both of us. But Mike I have put over 20
years into this magazine and I want to make
a success of it. With some help from you all
we'll have it over the 100,000 mark in an-
other year or so and I've got some ideas for
expanding both our scope and coverage that
I think will be sure fire. I know this memo-
randum has upset you and I had hoped to
shield you from the sharpness of the tone of
the thing which I feel is catering to the ideas
of a few Directors and not necessarily the
majority of them. I have had to learn to ride
with the punches here from people in a wide
cross section of opinion.

So, as I see it, we have two choices: 1) We
can say this memo 1s inflicting censorship on
American Forests and quit; 2) For a number
of reasons I have tried to outiine, it is not
as grim as it sounds and actually reflects a
real desire by the Directors to start taking
positions on issues and move into the main
conservation swim. I choose to interpret the
memo along the second line at least for the
time being. I hope you will do the same for
I would hate most awfully to lose your good
services and so would a large number of
our readers.

As ever,
James B. Craig, Editor.

JOURNALISM DEPARTMENT,
THE UNIVERSITY OF WYOMING,
Laramie, Wyoming, April 2, 1971.
Mr. WiLLiaM E. TOWELL,
Ezxecutive Vice President,
The American Forestry Association,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr, ToweLL: I have been slow in
reading mall delivered to my home lately
and slower realizing the full import of your
March 4 memorandum to James B. Cralg,
editor of American Forests, regarding Mike
Frome's column.

To say I am shocked and deeply concerned
is an understatement.

Will you please furnish me the details as
to how the decision resulting in the memo-
randum was arrived at and if the matter was
put to the board of directors and if so, what
the vote was.

I am very much aware that I am a new
member of the Board of Directors of the
American Forestry Association and have at-
tended only one board meeting. Perhaps what
I need is a copy of the AFA constitution and
bylaws or other documents setting forth the
rights and dutles of the directors, especially
regarding the magazine, American Forests.

Any pertinent information you can glve me
in this regard will be appreciated.

Very truly yours,
ErNEST H, LINFORD,
Professor and Head; Editorial and con-
servation writer 35 years.
cc: Officers, Board of Directors and Honorary
Vice Presidents, American Forestry As-
sozlation

Eprror’'s Nore: On April 8 Towell replied
to Linford saying that the Board of Directors
had Instructed him to “control” Mike Frome,
that his memo of March 4 had been issued
at the explieit request of President Charles
A. Connaughton, that he regarded Frome as
a fine writer but one with objectives in direct
confliet with those of the association, that
the “unfortunate” cholce of the word “cen-
sorship” was his own, and, finally, that in
his opinlon the distinction between editing
and censorship was not really important. Re-
ferring to Craig, he described him as “my
.edim-" -4 2 -
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ALEXANDRIA, VA.,
April 8, 1971,
Mr. James B, CRAIG,

-Editor, American Forests.

DEear Jim: I have your letter of March 24,
which constitutes the first direct revelation
to me of the decision to deprive me of free-
dom of expression in American Forests
through censorship of my column.,

For the record, and the protectlon of my
good name and professional integrity, I
would like to review our communications on
the subject.

On Monday, March 1, you asked me to
meet you at the Cosmos Club, At that time
you transmitted a message from Mr. Towell
requesting that I ease up on my criticism of
the Forest Service and timber industry. I
agreed to do so, particularly since I had other
subjects In mind for the next two or three
issues of the magazine.

Several days later you invited me to din-
ner. I was puzzled as to the reason. The date
was March 10, clearly after Mr. Towell's
memo to you of March 4 on the subject of
“Mike Frome's Column In American Forests.”
Although the contents of the memorandum
certainly could have serious effect upon my
reputation as both journalist and conserva-
tionist, you made no mention of it; nor did
I learn about it subsequently through direct
communiecation from either you or Mr. Tow-
ell. Nor did I learn that you had already
started to impose censorship until I received
a copy of the April issue with serious dele-
tions from my column.

In mid-March a copy of the memorandum
came to me through other channels. I was
utterly astonished at terminoclogy and asser-
tions that my column “has often been per-
sonal and Inflammatory .. .” and that it
“. . . sometimes contains outright inaccu-
racles or harmful Innuendoes.” Neither you
nor Mr. Towell has eyer discussed such
charges with me at any time or ever indlcated
anything but appreciation for the contents
of my column. Therefore, I feel deeply palned
at having these charges broadcast without
any substantlation to Officers and Directors
of the American Forestry Assoclation.

On March 22 I wrote you on this matter,
requesting that you advise Mr. Towell that at
no time, and in no manner, have I agreed to
having my column censored and/or edited
as a requisite to its continued use in Amer-
ican Forests.

Thus we now reach your letter of March 24,
in which you admit that I never agreed to
any form of censorship and that you with-
held an important memorandum dealing di-
rectly with my work for the magazine,

To sum up, the purpose of the column is
clearly to present a public viewpoint. I can-
not agree not to write critically about the
U.8. Forest Service, the forest industry, the
profession or about controversial forestry
issues. I cannot, do not and will not accept
censorship as a requisite to continued publi-
cation in American Forests.

Only on this basis can I continue to provide
my column. The choice is yours and I will
lock forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,
MixE FROME.
APRIL 8, 1971.
Professor ErNeEsT H, LINFORD,
Laramie, Wyo.

Dear Ernie: I was not invited to attend
the two-hour Executive Session of the Board
which, as I understand it, chiefly discussed
American Forests and Mr. Frome, When Mr,
Towell showed me his proposed memo I was
shocked and suggested all mention of the
word “censorship” be deleted since it was
dynamite. I thought that had been done.

Now, I have had certain problems along
this line before, and after talking to Mr.
Towell and hearing of the comments of some
other Directors I considered it highly possible
this memo may have been over emphatic. I
did not show the memo to Mike-as we had
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discussed the whole situation previously,
thought 1t had been worked out, and I de-
cided it was my duty to interpret the memo
to him as I understood it . . . which was
probably a mistake, for someone sent him a
copy cf same.

As a result, I wrote a letter to Mike out-
lining the situation as I saw it. At the
Church hearing yesterday on the Hill, he said
he was replying in a letter. It was, and is,
my hope that we can work this out but I
am not at all optimistic, as you might
imagine.

As I mentioned, there are problems that
arise from time to time but in the final
analysis they have always been worked out
satisfactorily. I am trylng to weigh this
thing carefully and do not want to go off
half cocked, Naturally, I am concerned for
I have worked hard here for almost 20 years
in an effort to build up this magazine as a
forum of wideranging opinion that, I think,
has gained some respect. But, naturally, I
am now thinking of resigning if that is what
the Directors think I should do.

When I took Mike on some years ago, it
seemed to me the magazine was getting too
bland at a time when new readers were
bringing new ideas to conservation. Mike,
I thought, would represent this point of
view as a paild columnist whose views were
his own and not necessarily those of AFA.
From a readership standpoint, the column
has been rewarding.

At the same time, I realize the magazine is
the spokesman of the assoclation and should
reflect its policy. I am well aware that some
Directors have been unhappy with some of
Mike's comments but so far as I know he
has never violated AFA policy since most of
his statements have been on questions on
which the AFA has no policy—the Timber
Supply Bill being a case in point. And should
& magazine merely reflect the views of Di-
rectors?

My feeling has been, and the Directors
know this, that American Forests 1s big
enough and has a wide enough spread of
readership to present all points of view in
conservation. After the last few Board meet-
ings, I am not so sure about this as of now,
of course.

I am trylng to keep my cool about this
and I hope Mike does too, at least until all
the results are in. But as your own letter
indicates, it is a delicate situation. And I
may be deluding myself when I indicate it is
merely & matter of over-emphasis. Feelings
are running high in conservation right now,
as you know.

I think it boils down to this. While the
memo is pretty pointed, I just cannot bring
myself to believe that the Directors would
willingly go along with any form of censor-
ship.

Sincerely,
James B, CRAIG,
Editor, American Forests.

AprIv 13, 1971.
MeEMO
To: James B. Cralg
From: Willlam E.
President
Subject: My Memorandum of March 4
My memorandum to you dated March 4
gave rise to some misinterpretation and is
herewith retracted. Please substitute the at-
tached revision.

Towell, Executive Vice

WET.
cc: Officers and Directors
ArrIrn 13, 1971.
The formality of this memorandum 1s to
clarify for the record the decisions made re-
garding Mike Frome's column in Ameri-
can Forests magazine. It will be your respon-
sibllity to see that the following is carried
out.
1. Frome’s column is to be edited by you to
insure that it is ‘not in confilct with the
established AFA policy or position.
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2, For the time belng, Frome is not to
write about the Forest Service, the forest
industry, the profession or about contro-
versial forestry issues.

3. A disclaimer is to appear permanently on
Frome's column that he is a pald columnist
and does not speak for the Association.

It is hardly necessary to review the back-
ground and reasons for the above action, ex-
cept to say that Mike's column has been
highly critical, particularly with respect to
the Forest Service, and in the opinion of
many sometimes contains outright inaccu-
racies.

I am very pleased, as was the Board, that
Mike has agreed vo this editing and wants
to continue writing for us. He is a very effec-
tive and popular writer who has been and
can continue to be a great asset to our
magazine,

W.E.T.
cc: Officers and Directors

Laramie, Wxo.,
April 14, 18971,

Mr, WnLiaM E, TOWELL,
Ezecutive Vice President,
The American Forestry Assn. l

Dear Mr. ToweLL: Thanks for your letter
of April 8,

I am glad to know that you intended to use
the term “edited” instead of “censored” in
your March 4 memorandum to Editor James
B. Craig, a copy of which you sent the direc-
tors, There is a very important distinction.
An editor edits, an outside person or agency
censors. It is a relief also to have you clear
up the matter of Jim Craig golng to Mike
Frome and asking him to *“cool it" for a
while regarding forestry issues, with Frome
assenting. This having occurred, however, it
is utterly incomprehensible to me why it was
necessary for you to write the memo, the
second point of which said: “Frome, in the
future, is not to write critically about the
U.S. Forest Service, the forestry industry,
the profession or about controversial forestry
issues.”

Do you honestly belleve anyone could write
conservation under such a stricture? Mr.
Towell, I cannot find the words to express my
amazement and distress that a spokesman for
the AFA would impose such an outrageous
and crippling rule on a columnist for Amer-
ican Forests, In 30-odd years of writing and
editing I have encountered some weird ob-
stacles, but this breaks all records for sheer
audacity.

Now I am fully aware of my freshman
status and I suppose some fellow AFA direc
tors would prefer that I get more experience
on the board before speaking up. I am not a
newcomer to the field of conservation and
forestry, however, and I probably have writ-
ten more column inches on the subject than
anybody else on the board. Most of my edi-
torials have been favorable to the U.S. Forest
Bervice, whose rangers and I&E people have
taught me a great deal.

Your April 8 letter to me says, “It was at the
request of President Connaugton that I sum-
marized the agreement between Mike and
Jim in my March 4 memo.” This question
is an ugly one but it is unavoldable in view
of that statement. Did Mr. Connaughton also
suggest that you order Mike Frome not to
write critically about the Forest Service? I
most earnestly hope not because it reflects
adversely on Mr. Connaughton and implies
a serious conflict of interest.

It is one thing for the editor of American
Forests to ask Mike Frome to lay off the
Forest Service for a while. This may have
been a courtesy due the new president of
AFA, but to imply that American Forests is
to be the Charlie McCarthy of the service and
the forest industry is absclutely untenable to
me as a director of AFA and as a conserva-
tionist.

.I have no ldea what Frome intends to do.
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weekend and he says he only informally
agreed to “‘cool it" for now, but he did not
consent to the censcrship thing. I do know
what I would do under the circumstances and
I must add that I as a director have no in-
tention to submit to the restrictions you put
in your memo. I would not agree to “not
write critically” about any agency or person
or industry that needed criticism in my judg-
ment. If that be treascn, make the most of
it.

In the last two sentences of the second
paragraph of your April 8 letter you say Mike
Frome repeated his criticisms of the Forest
Service and Chief CUff In testimony before
the Senate Public Lands Subcommittee last
week, This seems to me to be beside the point
since Frome was speaking as a representative
of Field and Stream, not American Forests.
I do nope you are not lmplying that Mike's
writing and speaking outside his column to
American Forests should also be in keeping
with the objectives of the American Forestry
Association.

What are American Forestry Association
objectives anyway? I have studied the copy of
the bylaws you sent, and Article 2 seems to
say that the objects are to promote more
efficlent conservation of forests and other
natural resources. I see nothing there that
says AFA has to look the other way if the
Forest Service bows down to the timber in-
dustry.

Considering Jim Craig's eminence as an
editor and conservationist and his remarkable
record in bullding up American Forests to its
respected status, I am disturbed by your
statement in the next paragraph of your April
8 letter that you acted to control Mike
Frome “by making it clear to my editor what
he must do.”

This mekes me all the more curlous as to
why the directors discussed this matter for
two hours in executive session without ecall-
Ing in the man who was most coneerned, the
editor. I wondered why Craig was not present
when Frome was discussed at Atlanta, but
this was my first meeting. As an editor I
have never been left out of a board or execu-
tive meeting that discussed my work.

Now as to Jim Cralg and his great serv-
ice and value to the organization, He sald
in a letter to me April B (copy sent to WET)
that he was thinking of resigning. I most
urgently hope he can be dissuaded from doing
0. If a man of Mr. Cralg’s stature, ability
and prestige were to be sacrificed in this de-
plorable and needless mess, the American
Forestry Association would be badly hurt.

This letter is already overly long, but I
must say I have no special brief for Mike
Frome. I have met him briefly only once
several years ago In Salt Lake City. I have
read his columns with interest and I heartily
agree with most of them. Mike Frome needs
my support like Eellogg needs cornflakes, But
American Forests needs both Jim Cralg and
Mike Frome and if they left under conditions
of censcrship that required subservience to
the timber industry, a permanent blight
would be left on this great organization,

Needless to say I would have neglected
budgetary matters in my department here
and would have been present at the Washing-
ton meeting if there had been any hint that
this matter was on the agenda. I thought it
was settled at Atlanta.

Very respectiully,
EeNEST H. LINFORD,

ALEXANDRIA, VA,
April 17, 1971,
Mr. WiLLiaMm E, TOWELL,
American Forestry Assn.

DeaR Brin: Your memorandum of March 4
to Jim Cralg, the editor of American Forests,
evidently was written with the intention
that it not be seen by me, although my
column in the magazine was the stated sub-
ject at hand. When a copy came to me,
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through unusual channels, I was utterly
astonished and distressed.

For one thing, you saw fit to disseminate
serlous written criticisms of my personsal in-
tegrity and professional competency among
leaders of forestry education, the forest prod-
ucts industry, state and federal public agen-
cies, and citizen conservationists who com-
prise the Officers and Directors of the Ameri-
can Forestry Assoclation. Never in my ex-
perience as a writer has this type of situation
oceurred.

Even more consequential, however, you
chose to misrepresent and misquote my posi-
tion to these men and women,

For the benefit of all concerned I en-
deavored to set the record stralght at once.
In.a note to Mr. Cralg, dated March 232, I
asked him to advise you—with the further
thought that you should feel free to pass
the word to the Directors of the Association—
that at no time, and in no manner, had I
agreed to having my column censored and/
or edited as a requisite to its continued use
in American Forests.

Nevertheless, although I endeavored to
make this point as clearly as possible, I find
in your memorandum to Mr, Craig of April
12, which he has made available to me, this
statement:

“I am very pleased, as was the Board, that
Mike has agreed to this editing and wants
to continue writing for us.”

I certalnly made no such commitment.
Since I have been recelving inguirles from
individual members of the Board on this
point, I must respectfully request that you
make this information available to all of
them.

There is no objection on my part to a
disclalmer, as you have proposed, appearing
permanently on my column that I do not
speak for the Assoclation. Once that is done,
however, I must insist upon my freedom of
expression.

Of the three conditions set forth in your
memorandum to Mr. Craig, the first directs
that my column be “edited” to insure that
it is not in conflict with established AFA
policy or position. But what is the established
policy on issues which I have undertaken to
discuss? I refer specifically to the following:

(a) massive clearcutting in the natlonal
forests;

|(b) intensive use of hard pesticides In
forest management;

(c) the widespread burning of logging
slash and debris, wasting wood and contribui-
ing to air pollution;

(d) the National Timber Supply Bill,
which the House of Representatives defeated
last year in response to public protest;

(e) the imbalance in the Forest Service
budget, favoring timber above all other uses;

(f) the harvest of low quality timber on
steep slopes of the Rocky Mountains, with
negative stumpage returns to the federal
treasury.

Exactly what policies have I violated by
treating these important resource guestions
in the pages of American Forests? When and
where were these policies determined?

The second condition stipulates that “for
the time being,” I am not to write about the
Forest Service, the forest industry, the pro-
fession or about controversial forestry issues
But why should they be sacred in a publica~
tion designed for citizen interest? How long
is “the time being”? Who is to glve me the
slgnal when it becomes once agaln safe to
exercise my freedom of expression?

It is perfectly true that Mr. Cralg asked
me to ease off in my criticism. I agreed to do
s0 as a matter of sound journallsm; or, as
Mr. Cralg expreased it in his letter of March
24, in order to “let readers and others have
their say on the basis of the dialogue the
magazine has opened.” We reached our un-
dersianding in a healthy editor-writer rela-
tionship. But I cannot and will not accom-
modate my writing to officlal edicts.

In your penultimate paragraph, you men-
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tion that “in the opinion of many,"” my col-
umn has contained outright inaccuracies.
In the light of damage that such an asser-
tion causes to my professional reputation, I
must request that you specify the alleged
inaccuracies found in my writing. Why have
I not heard of this before, either from you or
from the editor of the magazine? Who are my
accusers, whom you tabulate as ‘“‘many"?
Why do they deal in the shadows instead of
in the light?

I appreciate your words that I am a very
effective and popular writer who has been
and can continue to be a great asset to Amer-
ican Forests. My secret is simple. As I wrote
to Mr. Craig, I deal by choice in public issues
in public view. This is the only basis on which
I can remain with you.

I will repeat that any time the Directors
and/or management of the organization do
not want me to express my views, as I see
them, in American Forests, then you should
tell me so openly and forthrightly. I trust
that you will communicate my position ac-
curately to the Officers and Directors.

Sincerely yours,
MIKE FROME,
WasmmNGgTon, D.C.,
April 26, 1971,

Dear MIE: I have not replied to your let-
ter of April 17 because every attempt to do
so has seemed stilted or argumentative. Why
don't we get together for lunch sometime
this week or next and talk about it? Jim
Craig is invited, of course.

Sincerely,
WirLiam E, TOWELL,
Ezxecutive Vice President.
May 4, 1971.

Dear BiLn: Thanks for your invitation to
have lunch and talk things over.

We certainly should do that soon and I am
glad you want to include Jim Craig.

However, when Jim asked to talk to me at
Iunch or dinner early in March, at your per-
sonal request, it turned out to be a disaster,
leading to misrepresentation of my position
and aspersions cast upon my character and
competence, Therefore, I'm sure you will un-
derstand why I feel we ought to resolve cer-
tain questions on the record.

I have no objection to the disclaimer over
my column. Will I then have freedom of ex-
pression in the contents?

Will I be free to write critically as I see fit
about the U.S. Forest Service, the forest in-
dustry, the profession and about controver-
sial forestry issues?

Would you please acknowledge that at no
time, and in no manner, have I agreed to
having my column censored and/or edited
as a requisite to its continued use in Ameri-
can Forests? You may call your previous re-
ports to the contrary a misunderstanding, if
you wish.

Once these key questions are answered on
the record, we can easily get together to dis-
cuss the rest. I will look forward to hearing
from you.

Sincerely,
MIKE FROME.
DENVER, COLO.,
April 20, 1971,
ErNEST H. LINFORD,
University of Wyoming.

Dear ErRNIE: I am in recelipt of coples of the
correspondence between you and Bill Towell
regarding Mike Frome’s column in American
Forest magazine,

I appreclate your concern in regard to this
whole matter and I certainly agree with you
that this controversy should not affect Jim
Cralg's position. Jim is an outstanding edi-
tor and I sincerely hope that he continues
with the American Forestry Assoclation for
a long time.

As to the situation with Mike Frome, I
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feel somewhat in the position of an objective
observer because I am neither in the federal
government nor assoclated with private for-
est industry. From my viewpoint, I will have
to admit that some of Mike Frome’s columns
seem to be in poor taste to be printed in the
American Forests magazine, in spite of the
fact that I have agreed with many of the
things that Mike has written. It appeared
to me that some pcsitive action was required,
whether it involved terminating Mike's serv-
ices, editing his copy or some other approach.

Having spent my entire career working with
a citizen's commission, which can be rather
specifically compared with the Board of Di-
rectors of the American Forestry Association,
I must admit that I have strong opinions
that the Board must conduct all of its busi-
ness through the Executive Vice President.
Nothing would destroy the American For-
estry Association any faster than having the
Board of Directors develop decisions with
various Association employees. For this rea-
son, I think it was perfectly in order that the
Executive meeting regarding this matter was
restricted to the Board of Directors and Bill
Towell, After all, we meet for just a few
hours twice a year and the rest of the time
we leave the entire operation in Bill's hands.
He must know that we support him and that
he is responsible for all of the activities of
the Association without exception.

I think we are making great progress in
the American Forestry Association under
Bill's leadership and I hope that no major
problem develops out of the matter of Mike
Frome. Most especially, I certainly want Jim
Craig to know that he has my support be-
cause he is an extremely competent member
of Bill's team.,

It's a shame that we live so close together
and yet see each other so infrequently. I
will make a special effort to get in touch with
you and come to Laramie one of these days
s0 that we might have a chance to exchange
some ideas over lunch. I hope that if you find
yourself with any time in Denver that you
will do the same. With my very best per-
sonal regards.

Sincerely,
Harry R, Woobpwarb, Director.

Eprror's Note.—Mr. Woodward, head of the
Colorado State Division of Game, Fish and
Parks, is a director of The American Forestry
Assoclation.

[Los Angeles Times Syndicate in assocliation

with Newsday, for release April 21, 1971,

by Stewart Udall and Jeff Stansbury]

CENSORSHIP

As a leading and staunchly independent
conservation author, Mike Frome has bright-
ened the pages of American Forests magazine
with a no-punches-pulled monthly column.

Recently, in typically outspoken pieces,
Frome has told the magazine's 83,000 readers
about clearcutting, erosion and waste in the
national forests. We have learned that, on
March 4, William Towell, executive vice pres-
ident of the American Forestry Association
(which publishes the magazine) sent editor
James Cralg a memo. Its contents were ap-
parently designed to appease American For-
ests’ principal advertisers—the forest prod-
ucts industry.

“Mike's column,” wrote Towell, “is to be
censored. . . . Frome, in the future, is not to
write critically about the U.S. Forest Service,
the forest industry, the profession or about
controversial forestry issues.”

Without telling Frome, Craig reluctantly
began softening his star columnist’s copy.
Frome protested vigorously. According to lat-
est reports, Cralg, who has edited American
Forests for nearly two decades, may resign
rather than remain a party to censorship.
We hope Frome's admirers will rally behind
him and force the AFA, supposedly a cltizens
group, to keep his column.
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[This excerpt from the Udall-Stansbury
column is reprinted with permission of News-
day and the Los Angeles Times Syndicate.]

New Yorrk, N.Y.,
April 22, 1971,
Mr., WoLiam E. TowEeLL,
Ezecutive Vice President,
American Forestry Assn.

Dear Biun: I was shocked to read in Stew
Udall’s and Jeff Stansbury’s column about
your censoring Mike Frome's column in
American Forests.

As you well know, AFA has always had
problems from its critics calling it the cap-
tive of the timber industry and/or the public
relations arm of the Forest Service. Your
action in censoring the most consistently
lively and readable part of American Forests
would seem to confirm that criticlsm.

If you don't think there is a widening de-
bate over forestry as it's practiced by the
Forest Service and the industry, then I sug-
gest you take off your blinders and earmuffs
and eavesdrop on what is really a pretty
lively discussion out there in the great world
beyond the forestry meetings.

Also, I would suggest you read Mike
Frome’s book, Whose Woods These Are, 1
think that reflection upon the sentiments in
that book and the sentiments you want to
censor in Mike's latest columns will tell you
something about the way the wind is blow-
ing.

Bill, before you let Jim Craig resign over
your authoritarian, heavy-handed censorship
order, I suggest you rethink your decision
and rescind your order. If you can't find it
in your heart to change your mind, I would
suggest that you give AFA members a choice
of whose resignation to accept. Censorship
cfvsr lpubllc issues is a pretty serious affair,

i1l.

Sincerely,
GarY A, SOUCIE,
Conservation Director, Friends of the Earth.

AprinL 26, 1971,
Mr. GARY A. SOUCIE,
Conservation Director,
Friends of the Earth,
New York, N.Y.
Dear Gary: Thank you for your opinion.
I am well aware that censorship is a serious
affair, public issues or otherwise. But, there
are aspects of this situation which did not
appear in the newspapers, and I am sure
your reactions would be different if you had
the whole story. However, I choose not to
make a public issue or prolong this one by
disclosing internal affairs of The American
Forestry Assoclation.
Sincerely,
WirriaMm E, TowELL,
Ezxecutive Vice President.

NEw York, N.Y.,
April 29, 1971,
Mr. WiriaM E. TOWELL,
The American Foresiry Assn,

Dear BriL: Thanks for your reply to my
letter about the Frome affair.

As you say, my reaction might be different
if I had the whole story. But I don't, ac-
cording to your letter, have the whole story,
and you indicate the whole story isn't forth-
coming, so my reaction remains unchanged.

All in all, a pretty sad affair.

Sincerely,
GarY A. SoUcCIE,
Conservation Director.
PRESCOTT, ARIZ,
April 29, 1971.
Editor James B, Craic,
American Forests Magazine.

Dear Mg. Crazgc: I was a National Park
officer—ranger, Chief Ranger, and Park Su-
perintendent—for 35 years, and for a good
many of those years I have read every issue
of American Forests from cover to cover. I
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consider it the best by far, of any conserva-
tion magazine on the market today.

Imagine my consternation, then, when I
read Stewart Udall’s column of April 23 in
the Arizona Republic entitled “Lumbermen
Rald National Forests,” In it he said that on
March 4, Willlam Towell, executive vice-pres-
ident of the Amerlcan Forestry Assoclation,
sent you a letter directing the censorship of
Mike Frome’s column, divesting it of criti-
cism of the U,S, Forest Service, the forest in-
dustry and of controversial forestry issues,

Now I don’t always agree with Mike Frome,
who has tongue-lashed the National Park
Service just as enthuslastically as he ever has
the Forest Service. Just the same, his column
is one of the reasons I think the Magazine Is
50 Stew Udall puts it, he's staunch-
ly independent, and he pulls no punches. If
his column is emasculated by censorship of
what is controversial and critical, and if this
kind of thinking is going to color the edl-
torial policies of American Forests Magazine
T'll want no more to do with it, and I think
I'm speaking for a majority of it's readers.

I hope you can assure me that censoring
Mike is not going to happen, and that you
and the editorial policies you have been fol-
lowing will continue along the lines that
have made American Forests a great and pro-
gressive publication in recent years.

Sincerely yours,
Howarp B. STRICKLIN.

Max 5, 1971,
Mr. HOWARD B. STRICKLIN,
Prescott, Ariz.

Deak Mg. STRICKLIN: In reply to your let-
ter of April 29, I think I can assure you the
matter referred to by Mr, Udall in his column
has been resolved. Sometimes misunder-
standings occur in the best of regulated fami-
lies. Tempers sometimes flare, harsh words
are said that people do not fully mean. It is
probably all a form of vigor and vitality but
it does sometimes cause problems with read-
ers. But the letter to which you refer has
now been retracted and I believe that all mat-
ters regarding columns and other contribu-
tions will be left to editorial judgment by
the editor.

Thank you for your interest.

Sincerely,
James B. Craic, Editor.

Jury 19, 1971,
Mr, CHARLES CONNAUGHTON,
President, American Forestry Assn.

Dear CuaArRLIE: I have been advised by Jim
Cralg of my dismissal as columnist in Amer-
ican Forests. This action, I presume, Was
taken at your direction or with your ap-
proval.

When I asked Mr, Craig to fire me officlally
with a letter, he declined on grounds that
he had been instructed to put nothing to me
in writing. This in Itself is shocking, con-
sidering the American Forestry Association
declares itself to be a public organization,
not a secret society. When I asked him to
state the reason for my dismissal, he de-
clined again, declaring only that 1t was
“beyond the purview of the magazine.”

I have never had a word of criticism given
to me by any president or director of the
AFA, or by Bill Towell, your executive vice
president. When I wrote to Mr. Towell recent-
1y for clarification of statements that I had
written contrary to AFA policies, he declined
to reply.

There is no doubt that my readers in
American Forests will want to know my
column has been terminated. They will write
to me and I feel they deserve an explana-
tion. I trust you will agree that I deserve an
explanation, too. Certainly when you were
Regional Forester for the Forest Service, from
which you have recently resigned, and felt
that an employee must be dismissed you saw
to it that a reason was given.

Therefore, will you please advise why 1
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was dismissed as columnist In American
Forests? I look forward to receiving your
letter.
Sincerely,
MixE FROME.
THE AMERICAN FORESTRY ASSOCIATION,
Washington, D.C., July 27, 1971.

Dear Mg, FromE: I have your letter of
July 19 asking for an explanation concern-
ing discontinuation of your column in
American Foresis.

Content of American Forests is varied from
time to time, including its columnists. It
was declided that the time had come in the
best interests of all to terminate the ar-
rangement with you which has been on a
month by month basis.

As you have been advised, your column
will be dropped. This action has the full ap-
proval of the Executive Committee.

Sincerely,
CHARLES A, CONNAUGHTON,
President.

Eprror's NoTE—Readers should know that
Mr. Connaughton retired this year as Re-
glonal Forester for the U.S. Forest Service in
the Pacific Northwest.

Los ANGELES, CALIF.,
July 27, 1971.
AMERICAN FORESTRY ASSOCIATION,
Washington, D.C,

GENTLEMEN: The Advance Dues Notice in
the Assoclation comes at the time that, I un-
derstand, Mike Frome's column will have
censorship of a sort.

My primary purpose in subscribing to For-
ests was to be able to get Mike Frome's
stralght from the shoulder stuff. Without it,
there is nothing in the magazine I can’t live
without or find elsewhere.

Please advise me if I'm wrong, but a fairly
responsible scuttlebut has it that the real
Mike Frome may be somewhat muzzled, and
what a pity!

Sincerely,
BEULA EDMISTON.
ANCHORAGE, ALASKEA,
August 3, 1971.
Mr. WiLLiam E. TOWELL,
Ezecutive Vice President American Forestry
Assocation.

Dear Mr. ToweLL: I have heard that Mike
Frome's column will no longer be appearing
in American Forests. I hope that this is not
true, and would appreclate a note from you
as to the accuracy of this rumor.

I consider Mr. Frome one of the finest en-
vironmental writers in the nation—coura-
geous, accurate and widely respected for his
integrity. I know that many readers of
American Forests share my enthusiasm for
Mike'’s work and would be most disappointed
to see it disappear from the pages of your
magazine. In talking to many members of
AFA, I have gathered that Mike's column was
one of the magazine’s most popular features
because Mike tells it “like it is”; not neces-
sarily like we'd like to think it is. This inde-
pendent viewpoint and this willingness to
face the naked truth of issues before us has
been one of the strong appeals of American
Forests.

I look forward to hearing from you; hope-
fully with assurances that we can continue
to look forward to seeing Mike's work in your
publication.

Sincerely yours,
WALTER J. HICKEL.

Avcust 11, 1971.
Miss BeurA EDMISTON,
Los Angeles, Calif.

Dear Miss EpmisToN: Thank you for your
comments about Mike Frome's column in
American Forests. No, Mike Frome will not
be censored (we don’t believe in censorship
either), but his column has been discon-
tinued.

January 21, 1972

Please keep in mind, Miss Edmiston, thal
American Forests is not a news publication.
It is a membership service of the Association
governed by a policy making Board of Di-
rectors. Mike, or anyone else working for the
Association, must conform to basic policy
and philosophy as lald down by the Direc-
tors, Mike chose not to do so and his col-
umn was terminated.

Sorry to lose you as a member, but no
individual can be independent of the or=-
ganization for which he works.

Sincerely,
WirriaMm E. TOWELL,
Ezecutive Vice Presidens.
[Los Angeles Times Syndicate in assoclation
with Newsday, for release Aug. T-8 by
Stewart Udall and Jeff Stansbury]

How To KiLL A CONSERVATION OGANIZATION

With no great pleasure we write this obit-
uary for the American Forestry Assoclation
(AFA). It is not dead in a literal sense, but
its leadership has sold out its birthright and
therefore its future claims to our attention.

This spring we informed our readers about
an inexcusable case of censorship at Amer-
ican Forests magazine, which the AFA pub-
lishes. Mike Frome, an outspoken environ-
mentalist who had scored telling blows
against Forest Service mismanagement in
his monthly column for the magazine, drew
the wrath of AFA offiicialdom. On March 4,
editor James Cralg was ordered to censor
Frome's column so that 1t would no longer
speak critically of the U.S. Forest Service,
pulp and timber companies, or the forestry
profession.

Frome politely refused to be censored. Af-
ter our column on this imbroglio appeared,
AFA executives walted for the furor to die
down, then told Cralg that Frome was no
longer welcome on the pages of American
Forests.

Frome's column was offered to another
honest conservationist who promptly turned
the offer down.,

This whole eplsode belies the cltizens-
group status of the AFA and erases any lin-
gering pretense that American Forests is an
environmental journal.

Editors’ Note.—And thus ends the story,
as it has come to us, of Mike Frome, the fire-
breathing columnist who upset the Forest
Service and lumber industry, and his assocla-
tion with American Forests. Perhaps there is
more to it: If there is, we're prepared to print
that, too.

Two questions, at least, seem to be left
dangling:

1. Was Frome, in fact, guilty of “outright
inaccuracies”? If so, why did his accusers
refuse to specify what they were?

2. Does the AFA have policles which are not
included in the statement of purpose appear-
ing In American Forests? If so, what are they
and where can they be found?

We would welcome responses from the AFA
or any of the persons involved which would
contradict the inferences that otherwise
might be drawn from this affair. For what is
at issue, in our judgment, is not the absolute
right of columnists to write what they please
but rather the continued effectiveness of the
conservation movement.

AFA PoLICY STATEMENT

What are the policies of The American
Forestry Assoclation which Frome violated
when he criticized the Forest Service and the
timber industry? Following is a policy state-
ment appearing in each issue of American
Forests:

The American Forestry Assoclation is a na-
tional conservation organization—independ-
ent and non-political—for the advancement
of intelligent management and use of our
forests, soil, water, wildlife, and all other
natural resources necessary for an environ-
ment of high quality and the well-being of
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all citizens, Established in 1875, the Associa-
tion seeks, by means of its magazine Ameri-
can Forests and in other ways, to promote an
enlightened public appreciation of natural
resources and the part they play in the social,
recreational and economic 1life of the nation.

WHAT IS THE STATE OF THE
UNION?

HON. JOHN R. RARICK

OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mr. RARICK. Mr. Speaker, several of
the President’s remarks in his state of
the Union message of January 20 need
to be commented upon lest they be taken
as facts.

The President stated:

All of my recommendations, however, will
be rooted in one fundamental principle with
which there can be no compromise: Local
school boards must have control over local
schools.

Certainly no American can disagree
with this very constitutional statement.
However, the President has now been in
office for 3 years. Why must he wait
until reelection year to reiterate the law
of the land? Especially is this so when
the clear record of his administration in
the public and private educational field
has been one of more Federal control and
Federal intervention, denying a voice to
the local elected officials, than any other
President who preceded him.

Mr. Nixon is the President. If he
truly means what he has said about re-
storing local control over local schools,
then why does he not do it? Why has he
not simply told his appointed HEW offi-
cials, his Department of Justice ap-
pointed officials, and yes, even his strict
constitutionalist Federal court ap-
pointees, including the Chief Justice, to
stop their Federal usurpation of the peo-
ple’s educational system and comply
with the law of the land, which is the
Constitution and the laws enacted pur-
suant thereto by Congress which pro-
hibit such Federal control and inter-
meddling?

Four years ago when President Nixon
performed for the voters in order to in-
duce their votes and support, he led
them to believe he was opposed to forced
busing to achieve racial balance and yet
his record, made not on what he has
said but what his agents have carried
out, is the greatest busing of school
children in the history of the world and
the greatest exodus of white people and
industrious blacks from the American
cities to the suburbs.

If the President wants to carry out his
state of the Union recommendations on
local schools, he does not need hide-be-
hind committees and a advisory commis-
sions. He needs only to comply with the
law of the land under his sworn oath of
office and he would have the support of
the majority of Congress and the over-
whelming majority of the Amercian
people who still believe in the Constitu-
tion and have not been hoodwinked by
the Federal court superiority doctrine.

CXVIII—48—Part 1
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Federal judges may be able to rule in ac-
cordance with what fits their personal
whims but the vast majority of the Amer-
ican people understand that all of the
Federal officers who are personally ex-
ecuting judge-made de facto law are of
the executive department, answerable di-
rectly to the President of the United
States and sworn to support the Constitu-
tion rather than the dictates of a group of
appointed politicians who happen to oc-
cupy the bench of a Federal court at any
particular time.

The President further stated:

Our citles are no longer engulfed by civil
disorders.

This is a pleasant sounding reassur-
ance to most Americans who have not
been touched by the violence of organized
crime hooliganism, and revoluntionary
extremism. I sincerely doubt that the
President’s soft sell assurance offered
much consolation to the people of my
hometown, Baton Rouge, La., where a
Black Muslin invasion from outside our
State just last week resulted in a death
toll of four, and more than 30 injuries.
Evidence indicates that this Black Mus-
lim army had been on a travel itinerary
from State to State spewing their racial
agitation and in search of a violent con-
frontation. And as one of the newspaper
writers in my district editorialized—

Maybe we should examine a national police
force that can suppress the KEu Elux Klan but
seems to do little about the Black Muslims,
Black Panthers, and other radical black
groups. It is time law-abiding blacks and
whites alike rise up in unison against in-
flammatory trouble makers. Violent death
knows no color,

It does not seem that the people of my
district who have personally experienced
violent civil disorders share the Pres-
ident’s confidence that the President’s
national law enforcement people did all
that they could to prevent civil disorder
in Baton Rouge, La.

The President also commented:

I shall soon be visiting the People's Re-

public of China and the Soviet Union. I shall
go there with no illusions.

If the President, before his visit to
two aggressive Communist nations al-
ready forecasts no progress, then why is
he so insistent in making the trip? Many
Americans wonder if he has weighed the
cost of such recklessness—the loss of
faith of other free-world allies, the loss
of respect from the great majority of the
American people in the leadership of
their country and the devastation of our
servicemen in Vietnam who daily face
death from Communist firepower, and
the utter feeling of contempt by those
mothers and widows whose loved ones
have died in vain in the cause that they
were supposedly halting Communist ag-
gression to keep the free world safe for
democracy. Isn’t that beautiful!

If nothing is to be gained, then why
must he make the trip and feed more
propaganda about mellowing of com-
munism into the TV and news media for
an already confused and demoralized
people. I, like many Americans who have
explored all alternatives, shudder at the
prospect of American public reaction
should a U.S. President fail to return
from such an unnecessary and uncalled-
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for trip. And it is not beyond speculation
to assume that our “friends” of the Soviet
Union have agent provocateurs in Red
China just as the Red Chinese have paid
agents in the Soviet Union who would
like nothing better than to see ill befall
an American President in the other’s
country.

A leader who understands the prob-
lems that plague our country as well as
the world, would do better to apply his
talents and energies in solving the many
critical domestic issues facing his own
people. Such a leader is sorely needed at
home where, if he would lead, he could
accomplish something constructive to-
ward making the dreams of the American
people a reality.

As to our food and fiber producing
sector, the President said:

Our program to raise farm income and
help meet It (full employment) by helping
to revitalize rural America—would be giving
to America’s farmers their fair share of
America’s increasing productivity.

Certainly every knowledgeable Amer-
ican understands that U.S. agriculture
is one of the few food and fiber pro-
ducers in the world that consistently
supplies domestic needs and has sur-
pluses for export would agree with such
a statement? Our agricultural producers
are long overdue their fair share of profit
by way of farm income for an excellent
job. But they have not been receiving it,
and the President and his administration
have now been in office for 3 years; nor
does the President indicate how he would
accomplish his promise. The President’s
farm assurances do not jibe with the
testimony of Mr. Palmby, Assistant Sec-
retary of Agriculture, on the sale of feed
grain from Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion—CCC—stocks at preferential prices
below the U.S. market and below which
the U.S. farmer can produce or even
obtain,

It may be well for the President to
talk of “encouraging progress in our
negotiations with the Soviet Union on
limitation of strategic arms.” But many
informed Americans may question how
we are assisting the American farmer by
underwriting Soviet-United States prog-
ress at the cost of subsidizing Soviet beef
production, which in the future can be
anticipated to underprice U.S. beef on
the world market.

In his state of the Union address, the
President stated:

I shall soon send to the Congress a special
message proposing a new program of Federal
partnership in technological research and
development—with Federal incentives to in-
crease private research, and Federally sup-
perted research on projects.

Such a policy suggests that the Presi-
dent has lost confidence in the private
sector through the traditional free en-
terprise system of allowing the people to
decide for themselves what progress,
styles, and programs they are desirous
of buying and supporting. With Federal
funds or incentives must come Federal
control. With Federal control there can
be no private research or private proj-
ects which respond to the needs and
wants of the people in order to be prof-
itable and successful. With the need for
profit being replaced by taxpayers’ dol-
lars, the consumer public loses the free-
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dom of choice and traditional right to a
preference.

In the ultimate, President Nixon's
state of the Union address leaves much
for conjectures. He fails to mention the
real issues such as the national debt, op-
pressive Federal taxation, how the Fed-
eral Government can create jobs, and
erosion of U.S. sovereignty by enhancing
international one-world movements.

Apparently the approach of the tac-
ticians of the new American revolution
program is to ignore the country’s con-
dition by not calling attention to the real
issues. The Members of Congress as well
as the American people will have to re-
sort to facts and information elsewhere
in order to learn the true state of the
Union.

A POPULATION IMPLOSION?
HON. LAWRENCE J. HOGAN

OF MARYLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mr. HOGAN. Mr. Speaker, a favorite
argument of abortion proponents has
been that abortion is a valuable tool in
controlling an allegedly dangerous pop-
ulation growth in our counfry. Now,
however, statistics are showing that in-
stead of the predicted “baby boom,” we
are experiencing a “baby bust,” which
provides refutation of these pro-abortion
arguments,

The Boston Herald Traveler recently
published an editorial regarding the
downward trend in the American birth
rate, and I insert it into the REcorb:

[From the Boston Herald Traveler, Jan. 8,
1972]

A POPULATION IMPLOSION?

The experts are surprised and puzzled.
They thought there would be more people
than there are. The first six months of 1971
recorded fewer births in America than in the
corresponding months of 1970, and the Cen-
sus Bureau demographers had expected that
there would be more. It looks as though
births for the whole of last year were fewer
than those of the entire preceding year, al-
though tallies are not complete.

Last year was considered a key year in the
people count, because of the continuing four
per cent annual increase of women in the
prime child-bearing years of 20 to 29. Instead
of rising, though, births for the first half
of the year fell 17,000 below those of last
year and the whole year bids fair to show a
decline in hoth the birth rate and the size
of families.

Put another way, the birth dearth, as the
declining number of new citizens has been
dubbed, has produced a drop of 15 per cent
in children under the age of five over the
past decade, while even in the Depression
decade of the 1930s the decline was only
eight per cent.

How come? Well no one quite knows, and
the experts In the field are trying to find out
what has happened. There is no indication
that grown-ups like children less than they
ever did, but there is speculation that new
means of birth control are enabling many
more people to manage the size of their
familles.

New life styles, Including a reluctance of
women to tie themselves down to baby sit-

ters, concern for the rapid world population

growth, and the recent economic squeeze
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are among other suggested reasons for the
birth decline. And some scientists are even
hazarding a mention of some innate alarm-
clock mechanism working In human beings
as It does In lower animals to slow the rate
of births when population reaches certain
levels of concentration.

If the declining birth rate continues, all
manner of social and economic changes will
be seen, and industrialists involved in the
young people’s market already are making
sweeping changes in their merchandising
plans, their product lines and their expec-
tations of future populations.

It is far too early for demographers to
make any significant reduction in their pop-
ulation projections, but they are watching
the figures carefully, trying to understand
what they mean, both in cause and effect.

And everyone else is watching with them.

GOP INFLUENCE ON POW FAMILY
ORGANIZATION

HON. LES ASPIN

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mr. ASPIN. Mr. Speaker, it has come to
my attention that the Republican Na-
tional Committee has become a dom-
inating influence in the affairs of the
National League of American Families of
Prisoners Missing in Southeast Asia. The
Republican National Finance Commit-
tee has given political advice and finan-
cial support to these organizations, ac-
cording to documents that I am releasing
to the public today.

The documents indicate that the Re-
publican National Committee secretly
gave lists of its major contributors to the
league to aid in their fundraising cam-
paiign‘ Board members of the league were
told:

No one will know that we are using lists
owned by the National Republican Commit-
tee . . . The malling will be done in such a
way that the Republican donor will not know
that their names have been supplied by the
Republican National Committee,

Republican officials have also given po-
litical advice to the league’s members.
Executive director of the Republican Fi-
nance Committee, Robert Odell, warned
the league that, in fundraising:

Great care should be taken to insure that
the message In the mail is very, very clear.

The Republican National Committee
also gave detailed instructions to the
league on procedures for soliciting funds,
including the advice:

Each and every contributor should receive a

receipt and/or thank you letter for their
contribution.

As a result of this shocking develop-
ment, I have written to Republican Na-
tional Chairman RoserT DoLE to find out
how and why the Republican National
Committee has become involved in the
affairs of a supposedly nonpartisan or-
ganization.

These charges, if true, Mr, Speaker,
are nothing less than scandalous. It is
inconceivable that this organization, the
National League of Families of Ameri-
can Prisoners Missing in Southeast Asia,
can be truly nonpartisan while receiv-
ing help from the GOP.
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The National League still claims to be
nonpartisan, but it publicly opposed the.
Mansfield-Boland amendment to end
the war, which was defeated by this
House last November. The administra-
tion also vehemently opposed the amend-
ment.

In light of the political and financial
aid that the league received from the
Republican Party, it is now clear why
their positions were identical.

I am sure, Mr. Speaker, that many
Members of this House voted against the
Mansfield-Boland amendment in the be-
lief that this organization represented
what was best for POW’s. Now we find
that all the league represents is what is
best politically for the administration.

While the administration criticizes its
opponents for attempting to politicize the
POW issue, clearly, the Republican Na-
tional Committee is the guilty party.

It has also been rumored that the Re-
publican National Committee may have
contributed directly to some POW/MIA
organizations. I have asked Chairman
DoLE to confirm or deny these allega-
tions.

The documents that I am releasing to-
day also reveal that a public relations
firm headed by Paul Wagner, BARRY
GOLDWATER'S press secretary during the
Arizona Senator’s unsuccessful presiden-
tial campaign, collected as costs of fund-
raising 61 percent of all direct mail funds
raised. A total of $80,000 of approximate-
ly $130,000 collected was paid to Wag-
ner's firm for fundraising expenses.

Mr, Bernard Talley, of Baltimore, has
courageously protested the league’s ac-
tivities, but to no avail, Mr, Talley quite
correctly has characterized Wagner's
fees as “outrageously exorbitant.” Mr.
Wagner, however, claims that 60 per-
cent of the funds collected is an accept-
able figure for fundraising expenses.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the Repub-
lican National Committee is guilty of the
cheapest form of political manipulation.
What happens when the best interests of
the POW’s and the political interests of
the administration clash? It is my fear
that the political interests of the ad-
ministration have already won out.

As a result of my learning of this
situation, I have called upon Chairman
Dotz to stop this unconscionable manip-
ulating of POW families by completely
withdrawing his so-called advisers from
the League of POW Affairs.

I hope that the Republican National
Committee will take to heart President
Nixon's call for nonpartisanship during
this election year and stop manipulating
POW families. The documents I have re-
ceived and my letter to Chairman DoLe
follow:

WasainGgTON, D.C.,
April 14, 1971.

Dear Boarp MEmBER: The attached outline
was submitted to us by Bob O'Dell and
Wayne Bradley who volunteered to help us
in direct-mail soliciting. Bob O'Dell is Re-
publican Natlonal Committee (Finance)
Executive Director, and Wayne Bradley is
Executive Director of the American Medical
Assoclation in Washington, D.C.

Both, when we first met with them, be-
lieved that we paid very high prices for our
last campalign, though the results were fairly
good. We were given an outline of costs,
which is as follows:
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Per thousand
Postage
Mailing services
Letter printing
Printing card (computer) ..

Envelopes (750,000 already printed and
unused per thousand)

Mr. Bradley will have the solicitation let-
ter written, and we belleve paper for the
letters and the enclosures will be donated.

Most importantly, no one will know that
we are using the lists owned by the Republi-
can National Committee., The Committee it-
self has got to protect its donors. SBo the
mailing will be done in such a way that the
Republican donors will not know that their
names have been supplied by the Republican
National Committee.

Mr. Havens, Mr. Wagner, and Dr. Ladley
feel that we must make another appeal for
donations soon. Thus, we ask you to con-
sider this carefully, discuss it with the other
Board members, and send or phone your
votes in to Jane Denton (703) 340-6349 as
soon as possible.

JoAN,
APRIL 14, 1971.
Memorandum for: The League of Families.
From: Robert P. Odell, Jr.
Subject: League solicitations,
I. COMPUTER SERVICES

Maurice DuFour, President of IBMI, has
agreed to malntain and print the necessary
documents for the past contributors to the
League. Someone on the staff of the League
should call Mr, DuFour at 965-6015 to make
the necessary arrangements for transferring
the tape from the facility that Gorman was
using.

II. MAINTENANCE OF PAST CONTRIBEUTOR FILE

(a) Certain statistical counts should be
made of the current file including the total
number of names, breakdown of individual
contribution amounts, ete.

(b) The League should determine whether
or not each and every individual who con-
tributed something through the direct mail
program has actually been thanked and pro-
vided with an action pack. Those who have
contributed $100 or more should be ex-
tracted from the file and a special letter of
appreciation sent to them.

(c) Approximately 6 months after the
initial solicitation, it would be appropriate
and worthwhile to re-solicit these individuals
for a contribution. The letter should indi-
cate that the League recognizes their past
support and is returning to its friends with
the hope that they may be able to help out
again. This solicitation should also Indi-
cate, In rather specific terms, what the money
will be used for.

II. NEW SOLICITATIONS

(a) It 1s my suggestion that the League de-
velop & sollcitation program for new contrib-
utors. The program should include the selec-
tlon and use of lists which might be made
avallable to the group on a free basis,

(b) Copy should be developed by a profes-
sional on a no fee basis.

(c) A knowledgeable and experienced indi-
vidual on a volunteer basis should purchase
supplies and coordinate the physical arrange-
ments for the mailing.

(d) A group of informed volunteers should
act as a steering committee to set overall
policy and direction for the mail solicitation.

It should be always understood that the
solicitation malling also spreads the word
about the POW-MIA situation. Therefore,
great care should be taken to insure that the
message in the mall is very very clear.

IV. FULFILLMENT

~{a) Each and every contributor should re-
celve a receipt and/or thank you letter for
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their contribution. Those who contribute a
substantial sum should receive a personal
letter from the head of the League.

{b) If it is the purpose of the League to
send its message to as many people as pos-
sible and to enlist support for its cause across
the country, it should either on a regular or
continuing basis, mail to its contributor 1ist
information on its activities. Individuals who
have already contributed have indicated their
support, but should be kept up to date on
the problems and the work of the League
on a continuing basis.

ArriIL 21, 1971.
Mrs. CAROLE HANSON,
El Toro, Calif.

Dear CaroLE: The letter of April 14, 1971
concerning fund ralsing, I believe to have
been i1l advised in several respects. I recall
the previous fund ralsing campaign, that was
handled by an organization highly recom-
mended, but left much to be desired. I would
hope that the entire Board, in a formal
meeting, not by telephone or letter survey,
have the opportunity of inguiring into and
fully considering this recent proposition.

However, of far more serious import, was
the suggestion of using a private list, more
or less surreptitiously, and particularly I
have grave misgivings of the discretion in-
volved in the letter, spelling out some of
the details. Although, the goal of the Na-
tional League is to go out of business suc-
cessfully and soon, but certainly it is not
contemplated by political harikari.

Very truly yours,
BERNARD L. TALLEY,
BavTiMoRe, Mb.,
November 18, 1971.

Dear Boarp MeEmsBER: The expected major
statement by President Nixon was stepped
up by three days in an impromptu news con-
ference. As Evelyn Grubb, our new National
Coordinator, wrote in her first news letter:

“In fact, this could be the speech we have
all been waiting and praying for .. .".

Many of us in our anxieties and frus-
trations at times seem engulfed in an al-
most self-induced hypnosis, making us sus-
ceptible to grasping at straws of vague hints,
rumors or implied suggestions. You, as
members of the new board, seem to have
been persuaded along a similar line in that
the first scheduled board meeting was post-
poned for two weeks, because of this antic-
ipated major statement.

This letter is being written only after
many fervent prayers and deep soul-search-
ing. There are certain remarks and observa-
tions concerning past decislons and activi-
ties, or lack of same, by the National League,
I, in good conscience, feel must now be said.
Hopefully, you and the other directors may
avold mistakes of the past. and become a
viable force working for our 1600 men pris-
oners in South East Asla.

Each passing day Iintensifies the chal-
lenge with which you are charged, not so
much with the administration of the League
as a corporate body, but with the very life
or death of the human bodies of hundreds of
our men, which the League was formed to
benefit. The League was founded by the
unflagging dedication of physical and fi-
nancial resources in long, and sometimes
lonely hours, by our respected and esteemed
Sybil Stockdale. The National League must
not be permitted to be subverted to use of
a political party or Immobilized by even
slncere and well-intentloned complacency to
fall into partisan political control.

The so-called news letter of October 13,
1971, stated "Our Second Annual Meeting
went very well . . .”. It did not spell out
some of the frustrations, disillusionments
and dissatisfaction of more than an insig-
nificant segment of the League members;
there was clearly an undercurrent of distrust,
disbellief and even despair permeating
the gathering. It was, however, illuminat-
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ing that the October 13 letter devoted a
full page, printed in bold face type, outlin-
ing the meaning of “Humanitarian and Po-
litical”; that there should be a need for
such explanation at this iate date, long after
the meeting, identifies this as fuzzy think-
ing on a phoney issue.

This hypocritical pose of being righteously
humanitarian and wholly non-political, while
at the same time seeking and accepting In-
structions, directions and partisan advisors
from the Republican National Commitiee is
not only nauseous, but by the resulting paci-
fication of the familles of the Natlonal
League, can be sentencing our POW's to
additional suffering in Communist Prison
Camps. How much longer must our men be
sacrificed on the altar of Vietnamization?
The real humanitarism goal must be to get
our men home!

Attached is a copy of a two page memoran-
dum dated April 14, 1971 to the League of
Famlilies from the Republican National Fi-
nance Committee, with instructions about
fund raising and a covering letter of same
date to the Board Members from the National
Coordinator, spelling out the role of the
Republican National Finance Committee in
directing and assisting the League fund
ralsing campaign—how non-political can you

et?
£ Also attached is a copy of the letter dated
April 21, 1971 which I wrote to Mrs. Carole
Hanson, expressing my concern about the
lack of discretion implicit in these letters.

Included also is a memo handed to the
directors at our Board Meeting of May T,
1971, requesting an executive meeting to con-
slder the fund raising plan and to urge the
board to meet more frequently so as to as-
sist our officers and office staff, and not to
abandon them to dependence upon non-
family members advisors.

At the executive session I suggested that
we immediately drop the fund ralsing ad-
visor recommended by the Republican Na-
tional Finance Committee. We were told,
however, that an attempt was being made to
enlist the support of the Democratic Na-
tional Committee in an attempt to reflect
a non-partisan position. Alas, the same
familiar pattern seems continuing. The new-
1y elected board scheduled meeting is delayed
two weeks to hear Mr. Nixon's “Major State-
ment”. In the past, no meeting has em-
powered some non-family advisors, whom-
ever they may have been, to fill the vacuum
and virtually control the League. In one ob-
vious and flagrant instance these advisors
vetoed the unanimous vote of the board of
directors which specified that the Geneva
trip be pald for by those participating on a
cash-in-advance basis before signing the con-
tract, and not to be financed or underwritten
by the League. The Geneva junket, despite
hard sell bulletins, news letters and phone
calls, never did reach the quota of 175 per-
sons required by travel charter, even though
to pad the passenger list a free trip to Eu-
rope was arranged for the only salaried work-
er in the office who had been on the job six
or seven weeks.

I believe the membership wants the newly
elected board members to actively and actu-
ally direct the affalrs of the League. Ap-
parently there has been no meeting of the
board since the annual meeting and elec-
tion of officers, and I am fearful that our new
officers are again forced to seek advice and
guldance from outside advisors which, of
course, is what many of us hoped would be
remedied by the new board.

This suits the purpose of those members
with Pollyanna-ish philosophy that our men
will all come home {f we just do and say
nothing,

A minority report, or maybe one man's
opinion of the 2nd Annual Meeting is that
while admittedly, the almost complete domi-
nance and control of the business meeting
might be a source of satlsfaction to the past
officers and advlsors, to many of the body of
the membership there was a feeling of hope-
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lessness in the face of the ruthless power
politics. This squelched any real considera-
tion of any opposing viewpolnt—this just
seemed to confirm the thoughts of a not in-
considerable number of those present that
the entire procedure was “rigged”. The tone
seems to have been set in an informal meet-
ing Sunday night in the South American
Room, filled by an estimated two hundred
people, when after suggestions and discus-
sions from anyone who wished to present
their ideas, Lt. Frischman arose several times,
as did others, to add to or explain some pre-
viously expressed thought. When one of the
membership told him * * * to be quiet, he
was taking time and talking too much * * *.
This insult to a former P.O.W. in North Viet-
nam sent & chill down my spine, and no
doubt of many others which I still feel as I
write this letter—indeed this was an insult
to each and every one of our POWS, known
and unknown.

At the Maryland meeting of October 17,
1971, a resolution was unanimously adopted
to ask the National League Board, on behalf
of the entire membership, to offer an apology
to Lt. Robert Frishman for this unwarranted
rudeness.

That the League administration was firmly
in control and with the muscle of votes, was
evidenced by what appeared to be a profes-
sionally planned and executed format. The
agenda was set up with a tight time limit so
that any extended period for questions or de-
bate was cut short, sometimes by the hotel
management to rearrange chairs and put up
tables for the next scheduled meeting.

The conduct of the meeting was with seem-
ingly military precision and positioning, and
maybe with some simulated coincidence.

Again and again the same persons from a
small coterie of members would rise, gain the
floor for a motlon a second or discussion, Any
attempt to question or ask an explanation
of such items as the extraordinary fund
raising costs, of the thousands of dollars
spent on travel or what was covered by the
large amounts listed on financial statements
as educational materials was quickly and
decisevly cut off by—"I move to accept the
report as read” or closing off debate by call
for vote on motion, Yes, control of a meet-
ing was never more obvious.

But those items are still in the minds and
conversation of many of the members in the
lobby, the coffee shops, or private conversa-
tion in some of the meeting rooms.

As members of the new board I belleve it
might be of interest to you to delve into the
financial position of the League to be able to
answer future questions—to review some
background.

At the July 9th meeting of the Board, I
asked Dr. Ladley to break down the financial
statement into income from fund raising and
income from other sources, which he had
merged in previous two statements, making
it impossible to determine fund ralsing costs.
At that same meeting I asked Mr. Wagner
who initiated the fund raising campaigns if
60% seems like an acceptable figure for fund
raising cost. He stated, yes, that he thought
50. It was later at the same meeting and con-
tinued the next day that I was maneuvered
into a position where I was pressured to
resign at the insistence of the representative
of the Western States, due to the Open Letter
to President Nixon printed in the Washington
Post, May 27, 1971.

An article in the February issue of Chang-
ing Times magazine says that legitimate
fund raising costs should run 3% to 5%,
and never more than 20%, and in the Hand-
book of successful fund ralsing by Paul C.
Carter, published in 1970 (Library of Con-
gress Catalog Card Number 74-109092) writ-
ten for professional fund raisers, gives actual
case studles of projects in both $100,000, also
$1,000,0000 plus brackets, and these costs run
T% to T-% %, Including the manager's fee.
Mr. Carter writes, "Never should costs run
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above 20%, otherwise your cllent will con-
sider it exorbitant.” According to my calcu=-
lations, the fund raising costs have been
about 61 cents out of every dollar contributed
(check the past financial statements!).

In my opinion this is an outrageously ex-
orbitant cost and while it has been pointed
out Mr. Wagner is doing this without any
fee, and some people no doubt believe we are
getting a bargain, this 1s the type of bargain
I always try to avold, and I don't feel that the
National League can any longer afford the
benefit of his services.

To put into focus some of the questions
which raised a creditibility gap concerning
the Board election and the comie opera script
of the 2nd Annual Meeting:

1. A nominating committee of five mem-
bers was named and instructed to submit a
list of 45 candidates for the 15 places on the
Board, just as in previous years.

2. At the July 9 meeting, the committee
submitted a list of 456 names. Whereupon one
of the board members, in what was no doubt
& magnanimous gesture, suggested everyone
whose name had been sent to the committee
be included on the ballot. This negated the
generally accepted practice of most organi-
zations to screen cut some proposed persons
and put on the ballot only those who, in the
judgment of the nominating committee, are
best qualified. Putting everyone on the bal-
lot might be a fine generous attitude to ad-
vocate for a local improvement association
or a national service club, but for the serious
and vital interests of more than 1600 POW's,
and MIA's vested in a board member of the
national league, this procedure would seem
to demand more thought and greater respon-
sibility. There is also a collateral effect of by
diluting opposition, it adds to the advantage
each encumbent is supposed to enjoy.

3. The two questions asked each candidate
Humanitarian or Political, which as noted be-
fore, needed a full page explanation in the
October 13 newsletter were of the loaded bra-
zenly blased “Have you stopped beating your
wife” type. They raised a fuzzy thinking and
phoney issue. The specific questions were
not submitted to the board—at least not
before I resigned immediately following the
July 9-10 meeting.

4. Three of the five members of the nom-
inating committee (609 ) agaln put them-
selves on the ballot. In conversation at the
annual meeting, someone sald “It sounds
incredible, but those girls are so gullible,
yet so dedicated, sincere and truly hard work-
ing, that they are blissfully unaware that
this is highly unusual.”

Roberts Rules of Order states a member of a
nominating committee may be nominated,
otherwise some valuable member might be
prevented from serving.

Sturgis Standard Code of Parliamentary
Procedure states: "A member of a nominat-
ing committee who becomes a candidate
should resign immediately."

Elaine Mendenson FParliamentary Proce-
dure simplified states: “Common sense dic-
tates that a nominating committee cannot
take advantage of its power and nominate
an unreasonable number of its own mem-
bers.”

Of course, not being prevented by the
League’s bylaws, this is perfectly legal. Just
as legal as President Thieu’s election. He
even had the South Vietnam Supreme Court
okay his control of the ballot.

Aside from the frantic and confused last
minute Iinstructions about proxies from
“The Office Staffi” requiring mnotarization,
which was seemingly inexcusable where there
had been six months to plan and prepare for
the election. However, making it all the more
ludicrous was that the ballots were maliled
out without any apparent minimal safe-
guards. Last year the ballots had a provision
for signature on the bottom of each ballot,
so that the Red COross which counted, could
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check off the list and count with confidence
those ballots as authentic.

Many state absentee ballots have a tear off
portion of the envelope for identification.
The National League had no provision for
any authentication and multiple ballots
were sent on a family basis, with single re-
turn envelope, further to preclude any check
for accuracy.

The whole election and meeting was so
“non political” that Mayor Daley might well
chuckle at the operation.

It is sincerely hoped we will never need
another League election. But with Secretary
Laird’s projection, through at least Decem-
ber 1972, and other officlal reports, it is cer-
tainly recommended that some provisions
be instituted for verification and safe guard-
ing in case we have the voted May 1972
meeting,

This is an overlong and not a pleasant let-
ter, but many of our 1600 men still surviv-
ing have been overlong in Southeast Asia
Prison camps. Some going into the 8th year,
and we can be sure they don't think these
prison camps are pleasant—each dawning
day must be an agony for them.

I urge you to poll the membership and
learn if they want the league to continue
the present hypocritical pose or want the
board members to break the shackles of po-
litical influence and work for the real and
honest humanitarian goal of getting our men
out. To the members of the League, I suggest
that in addition to writing to or contacting
your congressmen and senators. You let your
representatives, the Board Members of the
League know what you want them to do on
behalf of our POW’s and MIA's in Southeast
Asia.

Prayerfully,
BERNARD L. TALLEY,
Father, POW.
BALTIMORE MD.,
January 18 1972.

Dear Boarp MEMBER: Any lingering vestige
of doubt that the National League was non-
political, was effectively dispelled by the No-
vember 16th letter to Congressman Mahon
from Evelyn Grubb, speaking for the League
with the Board of Directors direct or taclt
approval lobbylng against pending legilsla-
tion.

Now that the League has openly taken a
positive political stand, it is appropriate that
the membership be polled to determine in
what direction they want to set their course.

Attached is a copy of the letter I wrote to
Evelyn Grubb after recelving the standard
form reply the same as was printed in the
last newsletter.

The three questions in the telegram which
elicited the form letter were (1) Does this
not violate tax exempt regulation prohibiting
attempts to influence legislation? (2) Does
this not jeopardize National League tax ex=-
empt status? (3) Did this letter have prior
approval of Board of Directors? These specific
questions were wholly ignored and remain
unanswered.

On the same page of the Congressional
Record on which appears Evelyn Grubb’s let-
ter is Congressman Clarence Long's state-
ment *“I belleve that opposition to this
amendment comes from those who want us
to believe that “Poppa Enows Best.” Indeed
the League has been infiuenced by politi-
clans, sometimes using well intentioned,
sincere but naive family members seemingly
mesmerized Into an Alice in Wonderland
Through the Looking Glass article of falth
that nothing is political If it steadfastly fol-
lows the Republican National Committee
line.

I for one feel that the time has come for
individual family members to revise our
thinking to, hopefully we have only one
POW/MIA at a time. He is a close and dear
member of our personal family. It is the
responsibility of each one of us who has the
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greatest interests, to work to get him home.

In my letter to you November 18th 1871,
(before I knew of Evelyn Grubb’s letter), it
was pointed out that the Board not meeting
more frequently created a vacuum, which
was filled by non family advisors, who for
most part were unknown to the general mem-
bership and even to Board members. In the
same letter were coples of instructions and
advice on fund raising from the Republican
National Committee. While I am confident
others would agree, I do not want and I
resent any designee of any political party
being in position in the League that might
manipulate League policy which could even
in the slightest degree tend to extend my
sons time in a North Vietnamese P.O.W. camp
or by so doing even imperil his life.

In this election year Republican workers
seem more geared to returning the President
to office then returning our 1200 men to their
homes,

It was further pointed out in November
18th letter, that the fund ralsing costs were
exorbitant, in excess of three times reason-
able maximum guide lines or 61%. A dif-
ference of reasonable normal costs to actual
costs to League, which could amount to tens
of thousands of dollars.

Using the football language of Mr, Nixon—
when a coach has a miserable win and loss
record, fire him,

The members, I belleve are not only en-
titled to know but by the reason of fact that
the very life or death of many of our POW/
MIA is our constant concern and torment,
have a “compelling right to know”. What Is
the fund raiser and advisor Paul Wagner's
fund raising expertise; what political func-
tion has he been involved with the Repub-
lican Party and under what circumstances
and whose sponsorship was he introduced to
the National League.

Bincerely,
BERNARD L, TALLEY,
Father of a POW.

THE CAPABLE CHATRMAN OF THE
FPC

HON. LOUIS C. WYMAN

OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mr. WYMAN. Mr. Speaker, Federal
Power Commission Chairman John Nas-
sikas is doing an outstanding job in
directing the destinies and powers of the
vitally important regulatory agency in
a period of energy crisis. The extent of
this crisis will adversely affect millions
of Americans in their lives, their liveli-
hood, and their environment for genera-
tions to come. An inereasing demand for
energy from natural gas to electricity
presses heavily upon technology as a
crash search for additional energy
sources continues. In the meantime, the
rate-paying public is being protected by
the FPC and Chairman Nassikas, but
with due regard to consumer interests
and industry requirements.

Pressure for increasing rates, prob-
lems of rate base structure and determi-
nations of price structure from wellhead
to kitchen are in capable and responsible
hands under Chairman Nassikas, for
which all Americans should be thankful.

In this connection, I am including in
the REecorp an interesting article by
Edith Roosevelt appearing in a recent
edition of the Manchester, N.H,, Union
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Leader, describing in some detail Chair-
man Nassikas’ outstanding background
and record:

[From the Manchester (N.H.) Union Leader,
Jan. 8, 1972]

NEwW HAMPSHIRE'S NassixAs CHANGING PoLiCY
As FPC's Boss

(By Edith Eermit Roosevelt)

WasHINGTON.—New Hampshire's former
deputy Attorney General is quietly bringing
about policy changes in the Federal Power
Commission which might win applause from
even some of the most ardent supporters of
Consumer Advocate Ralph Nader.

Yet John N. Nassikas, chairman of the
Federal Power Commission, who admitted in
& press briefing that he had “sort of shaken
things up” in the Agency, is a lifelong con-
servative Republican. A tone bordering on
reverence creeps into his voice when he re-
fers to “American free enterprise—the best
system in the world and the indispensable
base of our political and personal liberties.”

At the same time, the record shows that
Nassikas has fought for policies that would
give the FPC more regulatory clout as well as
compel the big gas and power companies to
give a greater consideration to environmental
and conservation factors.

Nassikas’ phllosophy should come as no
surprise to New Hampshire residents who re-
call his reputation as a vigorous advocate of
consumer interests, As Deputy Attorney Gen-
eral, Nassikas successfully fought against
abandonment of rallroad lines for passenger
service and against rate increases by the New
England Telephone Co. as well as by other
public utilities.

At the same time, Nassikas admits that as
a practicing attorney in Manchester he suc-
cessfully represented big corporate clients as
well. He sees no inconsistency in this.

“When you fight for a private cllent you
must fight for his interests and I submit that
being part of an adversary legal system, I
can fight for the public interest as chairman
of the FPC.”

As an example, one of Nassikas' first acts
when he was appointed Commissioner in
1969, was to establish a new office of En-
vironmental Quality to advise the Commis-
sion on environmental issues and standards.
Next, he set up a task force on the environ-
ment in order to get the independent advice
of environmental experts concerning issues
of electric power and the environment.

Four months ago, the FPC's Environmental
Task Force completed its work and its report
will be printed shortly in conjunction with
the National Power Survey which Nassikas
also instituted. This is the first National
Power Burvey completed since 1964.

Under Nassikas' leadership, the Commis-
sion issued a National Policy Statement in
April 1970 and power companies were re-
quired to file their plans for added capacity
in transmission and their review of environ-
mental requirements a decade in advance of
construction. All companies have responded.

Another move instigated by Nasslkas is a
national Investigation of the rellability of
electric power and gas service. Understand-
ably, there was some opposition to the move
in the business community. The proposal
squeaked through the commission by a 3 to 2
vote, with Nassikas casting the declding
vote.

Other reviews have followed at a whirl-
wind pace. The FPC staff has completed a na-
tional review of all nuclear plants scheduled
for operation in the next six months and sub-
mitted its analysis to the Atomle Energy
Commission. This means that from now on
nuclear power needs will be determined as
part of the AEC's environmental review and
thus conform to strict standards.

“This review delayed the operation of
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several critlcally needed plants in the in.
terest of environmental considerations,” ac-
cording to Nasslkas, but he added that New
England need not be much concerned over
the effects of thermal pollution over the next
30 years. He sald:

“Fortunately, New England is blessed
with cold seas and abundant water so that
it can absorb thermal discharges of needed
nuclear plants to meet expanding power
loads required over the next 30 years.”

One of Nassikas' concerns is the rate at
which we are consuming our national re-
sources, For this reason, for the first time,
in the Commission’s 40-year-old history he
ordered a national gas survey to evaluate the
nation’s natural gas reserves to meet its
energy requirements.

Another review instituted by the Com-
mission consists of a series of rate proceed-
ings to review national rates and delivery re-
quirements for natural gas. For the first
time, the Commission has set rates for na-
tural gas pumped at the wellhead.

When Nassikas became chalrman, the
Commission had during the past 15 years
set rates for natural gas in only one area,
the Permian border of Texas, despite the fact
that it had overall responsibility of setting
rates throughout the United States.

All these reviews—as well as some of the
changes which came about as a result of
their findings—have not sat too well with
some segments of industry. Private Industry
was opposed to some of the national re-
views as well as the American Public Power
Assoclation and the American Public Gas
Association.

Don't these environmental considerations
cost consumers as well as companies more?
Arguments used by opponents of “the dis-
aster lobby,” a derisive term used to de-
scribe conservationists and environmental-
ists, is that the corporations simply pass
on increased cost of doing business due to
environmental control onto the consumers.
According to Nassikas:

“Although environmental safeguards will
cost consumers more In the short run, in
the long run I belleve that government and
industry have the abllity ot come up with
the technology and processes that will even-
tually reduce costs to consumers.”

In public forums, Nassikas vigorously de-
fends the Commission’s more responsive ap-
proach to the consumer. In a talk before
the National Energy Forum at the Mayflower
Hotel on Sept. 24, 1971, he declared:

“The public interest has not beem well
served by government and industry energy
policy over the decade of the 1960's as we
would have wished. Anti-trust and consumer
protection policles must be included in our
energy policies and the attainment of our
national goals.”

When Nassikas returns to New Hampshire
as he says he looks froward to doing some-
day, he says he wants to be proud that he
chalked up a record as “an Iindependent
thinker.” He believes that he has tried to
impact “my strong bellef in soclal account-
ability by energy industries even if policies
seemingly opposed to their short-term cor
porate welfare are required.”

MAN'S INHUMANITY TO MAN—
HOW LONG?

HON. WILLIAM J. SCHERLE

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mr. SCHERLE. Mr. Speaker, a child
asks: “Where is daddy?” A mother asks:
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“How is my son?” A wife asks: “Is my
husband alive or dead?"”

Communist North Vietnam is sadis-
tically practicing spiritual and mental
genocide on over 1,600 American prison-
ers of war and their families.

How long?

BLOOD FROM PAID DONORS: DEATH
BY THE PINT

HON. VICTOR V. VEYSEY

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mr. VEYSEY. Mr. Speaker, recently I
have heard contentions that no scien-
tific studies demonstrate that blood from
paid donors is substantially more likely
to be infected with serum hepatitis than
voluntarily donated blood.

Dr. J. Garrott Allen of the Stanford
Medical Center has compiled a convine-
ing list of eight separate studies which
clearly document the increased risk from
paid blood. The people who sell their
blood often have no other source of in-
come. Their incentive to lie about past
exposure to hepatitis is strong, and few
of those who lie can be detected. The
best available test for serum hepatitis is
only 25-percent effective.

A bill I recently introduced (H.R.
11828) would immediately end the need
to rely so heavily on paid donors, and
eventually phase them out completely.
Several thousand deaths and untold
suffering can be prevented every year by
a program such as this. I invite my col-
leagues to join with me in this impor-
tant bill.

The material follows:

Risg RATES OF SBERUM HEPATITIS FROM

CoMmmMERCIAL BLoOD

Number of Units of Blood from Volunteer
and Commercial Blood Donors:

New York Blood Center, N.¥, City (Prince
et al, Transfusion 1971, 11:25) Hepatitis risk
20 times greater from commercial blood,
94,000.

Massachusetts State Blood Program, Bos-
ton (Kliman, New Engl. J.O. Med. 1971, 284:
109) Hepatitis risk 12 times greater from
prison donors, 52,429,

Non-profit blood bank, Northern California
(unpublished, 1971) Hepatitis risk 11 times
greater from commercial blood, 27,284,

University of Chicago (Allen et al. Ann.
Surg. 1959, 150:455) Hepatitis risk 11 times
greater from commerecial blood, 42,5607,

State Dept. of Public Health, New Jersey
(Cohen & Dougherty, JAMA 1968, 203:139)
Hepatitis risk 70 times greater from addict
and com. blood, 3,335,

University of Washington, Seattle (Boeve
et al. Ann. Surg. 1969, 170:833) Hepatitis risk
11 times greater from commercial fibrinogin,
1,224,

National Institutes of Health Clinical Cen-
ter, Bethesda, Md. (Walsh, et al, JAMA 1970,
211:261) Hepatitis risk 11 times greater from
commercial blood, 1,945,

Columbia University, New York (Gocke,
XXIVth Gibson Lecture, 1071) Hepatitis risk
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13 times greater from commercial blood, 32,-
990.
Units of blood administered, 255,714,
J. GARROTT ALLEN, M.D,
DECEMEER 2, 1971,

THE HIGH COST OF KILLING

HON. BELLA S. ABZUG

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mrs. ABZUG. Mr. Speaker, a recent
issue of the United Auto Workers' Wash-
ington Report carried an item entitled
“Do You Know What War Costs You?”
Prepared by “SANE,” it does a fine job
of pointing out the gross distortion in
our national priorities and demonstrates
the error of the President’s recent asser-
tion that “spending on defense has been
brought below spending on human re-
sources.”

The text of the article follows:
Do You Enow WHAT WaAr Costs You?
THE TRILLION=-DOLLAR INVESTMENT

You work hard for your money. But most
of your federal tax dollar goes to pay for
wars—past, present and future. Sixty-one
percent In the next fiscal year.

In fact, the U.S. has spent over $1 tril-
llon—one thousand billlon dollars—on the
military since 19486.

The Nixon Administration is asking Con-
gress for $176.9 billion for Fiscal Year 1972.
Of this amount, 44% 1s earmarked for cur-
rent military expenditures, 6% for veterans
benefits, and 11% for Interest on the na-
tional debt (most of it war-incurred). This
comes to 61% of the proposed federal budget.

Here's what is left over:

Human resources (education, manpower,
health, income security): 17%.

Physical resources (agriculture, rural de-
velopment, natural resources, commerce,
transportation, community development,
and housing) : 11%

All other (international affairs and
finance, space, general government, revenue-
sharing, non-military pay Increases, con=-
tingencies) : 11%

These figures have been compiled by the
Library of Congress Legislative Reference
Service, The budget does not Include the
trust funds such as Social Security, over
which Congress has no direct control.

According to the Tax Foundation, Inc.,
the average family spent $1,570 in federal
taxes on military-related p during
1970—against $111 for education and $36 for
community development and housing.

Is this how you want YOUR taxes spent?

ARE YOU MORE SECURE?

At the end of World War II, no enemy
could attack the U.8. Today, In case of nu-
clear war, the U.S. could be wiped out in less
than an hour. In his 1971 “Posture State-
ment,” Defense Secretary Melvin Laird re-
vealed that the U.8. would soon have 4,600
long-range nuclear weapons, the Soviet Un-
fon, 2,000, Just 400 of these weapons could
destroy a third of the Soviet population.

Are you more secure knowing we can
“overkill” the Russians more times than they
can “overkill” us? Are you more Bsecure
knowing the U.S. has at least 48 military
commitments to other countries and over
3,000 bases around the world? Are you more
secure knowing the needs of the American
people and of others abroad are being ne-
glected while you pay for more “efficlent”
weapons—with cost overruns of more than
three times the original estimates?

To see what your tax dollar could buy:
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WHAT COULD YOUR TAX DOLLARS BUY?

Seventeen Army machine guns ($9,025) or
one Elementary school teacher's annual sal-
ary.

One Main Battle Tank ($600,000) or full-
time psychotherapy for 171 drug addicts for
one year (as practiced at Odyssey House,
Phoenix), New York Clty costs.

One B-1 bomber ($25 million) or fifteen
50-bed public hospitals of the type in Gon-
zales, Loulsiana.

105 helicopters, the number totally de-
stroyed in 1971 campaign in Laos ($52.6 mil-
lon) or 171 health centers treating 40,000
people each per year, for a total of 700,000
people, based on a model in Cleveland, Ohlo.

One destroyer ($80 million) or 5.6 typical
high schools in the Midwest.

One aircraft carrier (81 billion) or 67,000
low-cost housing units with two bedrooms
each.

Cost overrun of the C-5A transport, as of
1970 ($2 billion) or 6.25 billlon passenger-
n-lx:'les of mass transit in a typical American
city.

WHAT CAN YOU DO ABOUT IT?

1. Congress holds the purse strings. Let
your Congressman know how® you think the
federal government should spend your tax
dollars,

2. Eeep telling him (or her). No single
letter, phone call or visit will persuade a
Congressman. Get your friends to help you
maintain a continuing dialogue with your
elected representatives.

3. Accept no evasions. Each of us has a
Ph. D. in What It's Like to Live in America,
s0 don't let your Congressman give you the
“If-you-knew-what-I-know-from-the-secret-
briefings” routine. If he comes up with budg-
et figures which show a smaller slice of the
ple for “defense”, ask to be shown the in-
gredients. Since 1969, the Nixon Administra-
tion has been lumping Social Security and
other trust funds, veterans benefits, and
even the cost of the Selective Service System
under the category of “human resources.”

Since the trust funds are set up by sepa-
rate taxes, they should be treated as separate
cookie jars, not as part of the federal ple,

Veterans benefits are part of the costs of
past wars. Finally, if the cost of operating
the draft can be placed under “human re-
sources," perhaps the cost of missiles should
be listed under “transportation.”

4, Use the information In this leaflet in
letters to the editor, radio call-in shows, and
other community forums.

TRIBUTE TO ROBERT E. LEE

HON. JOHN R. RARICK

OF LOUISIANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mr. RARICK. Mr. Speaker, I am hon-
ored at being invited to address the Dis-
trict of Columbia Division, United
Daughters of the Confederacy, tomorrow
morning, January 22, 1972, in Statuary
Hall to commemorate the 165th anni-
versary of the birth of Gen. Robert E.
Lee, a great American, a great leader, a
great man.

I insert the speech which I expect to
deliver tomorrow into the REcorp at this
point:

TRIBUTE TO ROBERT E. LEE
(By the Honorable JOHN R. RARICK)

Madame President, Members of the Dis-

trict of Columbia Division of the United
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Daughters of the Confederacy, guests and
friends.

I appreciate the kind invitation to speak
here today to commemorate the birthday of
General Robert E. Lee and pay tribute to
his memory. I speak today as more than a
southerner, as an American honoring the
memory of one of our foremost American
patriots.

Last Friday I wrote Secretary of Defense,
Melvin Lalrd, protesting his order to all
American forces to commemorate the birth-
day of Martin Luther King, Jr.

I concluded my letter:

“As s member of Congress and spokesman
for my people, I feel it is my duty to express
my contempt and the disapproval by my peo-
ple of this desecration of your office and
misuse of your authority as Secretary of De-
fense of our Nation.

“If you would seek to justify your action
as a Pacifier of minority groups, then I would
remind you that there is another minority
group in this country who would llke a
similar opportunity to commemorate one of
their heroes of the past. I refer to the birth-
day of another southerner, Robert E. Lee,
a former officer in the Union Army and a
general in the Confederate Army, as well as
a distinguished educator—January 19."

To date I have not had the courtesy of an
acknowledgment of my letter.

The name Robert E. Lee is remembered
because of his inherent faith in the rights of
the individual, the most fundamental of
which is the individual’s right to choose his
own form of government.

Robert E. Lee came by this bellef in the
rights of the individual naturally. His father,
General Light Horse Harry Lee, was a dis-
tinguished soldler of the American Revolu-
tion and was the trusted confidante of Gen-
eral Washington. He was privileged to direct
his correspondence directly to the attention
of the father of our country.

Perhaps the most significant ancestoral
relationship, however, was to his cousin,
Richard Henry Lee. It was Richard Henry
Lee who, on June 7T, 1776, offered the follow-
ing resolution to the 2nd Continental Con-

ess:
gr"Resoivecl. that these United Colonies are,
and of right ought to be, free and independ-
ent States, that they are absolved from all
allegiance to the British crown, and that all
political connection between them and the
State of Great Britain is, and ought to be,
totally dissolved.

“That it is expedient forthwith to take the
most effectual measures for forming foreign
alliances.

“That a plan of Confederation be prepared
and transmitted to the respective Colonies
for their consideration and approbation.”

Richard Henry Lee offered the Resolution
of American Independence; his cousin, Robert
E. Lee would, some 84 years later, lead the
Southern people in the ultimate test of the
doctrine of individual liberties, of the no-
tlon best stated In Jefferson’s declaration,
that American citizens have the right to
choose their own form of government.

The famous passage from Jefferson’s decla-
ratlon 1s worth noting at this point because
it was to serve as the basis for John Cald-
well Calhoun's nullification theory; further-
more, it is quite clear that this passage jus-
tifies the actions of the South in expressing
their right to choose their own form of gov-
ernment:

“That to secure these rights, governments
are instituted among men, deriving their just
powers from the consent of the governed.
That wheneyver any form of government be-
comes destructive of these ends, it is the
right of the people to alter or abolish it, and
to institute new pgovernment, laying 1its
foundation on such principles and organizing

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

its powers in such form, &s to them shall
seem most likely to effect their safety and
happiness.”

Robert E. Lee belleved in this basic right;
he dedicated his life to its preservation, even
going so far as to lead the people of his
native State and section in a great war, test-
ing this basic tenet of the American way of
life.

The primary lesson of the Civil War is that
the basic principle of American life up to
1860—that men had the right to choose their
own form of goverment—was no longer
viable. Had it been so, the South would have
been allowed to go in peace.

The greatness of Lee shines forth even in
defeat. Unlike other Southerners who fled
to Europe and elsewhere where they con-
tinued to agitate against the Union, Lee
accepted the fact of defeat and calmly went
forward, assuming the presidency of Wash-
ington College, where he continued to exem-
plify the greatness of the South and its way
of life. The heritage of the South is a great
traditon of loyalty to home, family, and com-
munity. No where is it better shown than in
the life of General Robert E. Lee.

The relevance of Robert E. Lee to the
modern world is seen in his concept of duty
and loyalty to home, family, friends, and
community. This is perhaps most evident 1n
his letter of resignation to Unlon General
‘Winfield Scott to accept the command of the
forces of his native State:

“*Save In defense of my native State, I never
desire agaln to draw my sword.”

This sentiment is agaln expressed by his
wife, Mary Custis Lee:

“My husband has wept tears of blood over
this terrible war, but as a man of honor and
a Virginian, he must follow the destiny of
his State.”

Lee put his family, friends, and community
before anything else. This i1s no longer the
case in America outside the South; and this
c;'ml!tlm has lost something noble because
of it.

Crities of modern soclety scream about the
identity ecrisls. Psychologists and psychia-
trists claim that this is a rootless generation
that lacks something upon which to base a
meaningful 1ife.

Unfortunately, this s true. This is true
because, unlike Lee, too many modern Amer-
fcans have lost theilr concept of loyalty to
home, family, and community. Too often,
the modern American claims to be a citizen
of the world when in actuallty he 1s not ca-
pable of functioning as a member of his own
family unit. Some Americans have even gone
so far as to disavow the family unit. This
Congress has actually passed a bill that
would, In effect, replace the family unit with
the State.

Psychologists have long recognized that an
individual establishes an identity in relation
to the groups to which he belongs. Thus, &
man means one thing to his family, another
to his friends, and yet another to his com-
munity, yet it is all important that he build
one on the other. Thus, & man who lacks a
meaningful relationship to his home and
family will experlence tremendous difficulty
in establishing an identity within a larger
group such as the community or the nation
or the world.

Simply speaking, what this means is that
an individual who places his loyalty to his
nation or to a world organization over and
above his loyalty to home and family will be
faced with tremendous disappointments. He
will, in effect, be a rootless man to whom life
can have no meaning.

This, then, is the lesson that the life of
Robert E. Lee offers to modern men: It is
absolutely imperative that a man maintain
a high sense of loyalty to himself, his home,
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his family, his frlends, and his community
or state. To sacrifice these basic tles to home
and family for membership In a national
organization or International groups is pat-
ently foolish and is, on the face of it, largely
responsible for the problems that we face
today.

I would like to point out a very Important
passage from the works of Confucius that
fllustrates my point. This 1s taken from his
reply to the question, “What constitutes
good government?"

“Therefore it 1s necessary for a man of the
governing class to set about regulating his
personal conduct and character. In consider-
ing how to regulate his personal conduct and
character, it is necessary for him to do his
duties toward those nearly related to him.
In considering how to do his duties toward
those nearly related to him, it s necessary
for him to understand the nature and or-
ganization of human soclety. In consider-
ing the nature and organization of human
soclety, 1t 1z necessary for him to understand
the Law of God.”

The principles outlined In this quotation
from Confuclus were known and understood
by Robert E. Lee. These principles made Lee
a leader and are the basls of his fame. He
dedlicated his life to his family, his friends,
his community—to his native state. These
are the requisite characteristics of an Ameri-
can. The traditlons which he exemplifies are
the great traditions of the Bouth. They are
needed now as never before in our history as
more and more Americans are sacrificing
personal lidentity and pride In home and
famlily for the sake of membership In some
theoretical one world organization.

I would like to close with a basic simile, Lee
is one of the great Americans because, like
the rock thrown in the pool of water, he
recognized that he could not deny his loyalty
to his first circle of friends—his family and
his natives tles. Just as the rock thrown in
the pool cannot exist in the seventh ecircle
formed without benefit of membership In the
first. so also a man cannot exist meaningfully
as a member of a large group, or nation,
without first existing as & member of a
family, one who accepts his basic tles and
dutles, one who 1s, above all else, honest with
himself, loyal to his family, faithful to his
friends, and dutiful to his community and
native State.

Our country is in dire need of another
dedicated leader of the stature of General
Robert E, Lee.

MAN’S INHUMANITY TO MAN—HOW
LONG?

HON. BELLA S. ABZUG

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 20, 1972

Mrs. ABZUG. Mr. Speaker, a child
asks: “Where is daddy?” A mother asks:
“How is my son?"” A wife asks: “Is my
husband alive or dead?”

The United States of America is sadis-
tically practicing spiritual, mental, and
physical genocide on over 21 million
North Vietnamese.

‘We must stop the bombing immediately
and set a date for the end of the brutal
and immoral war in Indochina. Only
then can we expect to see American pris-
oners of war returned to their families.
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