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dent under subsection (a) of section 8066, in
grade as follows:
To be lieutenant general
Maj. Gen. Edmund F. O’Connor, FRErel
(major general, Regular Air Force)
U.S. Air Force.
U.S. NAVY
Rear. Adm. Marmaduke G. Bayne, U.S.
Navy, having been designated for commands
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and other duties determined by the Presi-
dent to be within the contemplation of title
10, United States Code, section 5231, for
appointment to the grade of vice admiral
while so serving.
U.S. MARINE CORPS

Lt. Gen. John R. Chaisson, U.S. Marine
Corps, when retired, to be placed on the
retired list in the grade of lieutenant general
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in accordance with the provisions of title 10,
United States Code, section 5233.

In accordance with the provisions of title
10, United States Code, section 5232, Maj.
Gen. Foster C. LaHue, U.S. Marine Corps,
having been designated for commands and
other duties determined by the President to
be within the contemplation of said section,
for appointment to the grade of lieutenant
general while so serving.
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WEST VIRGINIA’S 109TH ANNIVER-
SARY, JUNE 20, 1972, IS SIGNIFI-
CANT DATE FOR OUTLINING
PROGRESS IN MOUNTAIN STATE

HON. JENNINGS RANDOLPH

OF WEST VIRGINIA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, 109
years ago, President Abraham Lincoln
signed the proclamation which created
the 35th State of the Union. On this an-
niversary, I invite Senators to join with
me in marking this significant birthdate
of the State of West Virginia.

Much that has been written about the
Mountain State in recent years has
served to obscure the richness and diver-
sity of its human and natural resources.
We read of disasters and of economic
upheavals. These have occurred in West
Virginia and in other States in varying
proportions.

We have a good heritage. The lands
that now make up West Virginia were
once the outward reaches of American
civilization. Old Fields, near Moorefield,
was one of the earliest settlements on the
western frontier. West Virginia is the
fourth richest State, minerally speaking,
in this richest Nation on earth. Its deep
reservoirs of coal and oil and natural
gas, timber, and limestone and silica
sands undergird our great eastern indus-
trial complex. Over the past two decades,
the complete mechanization of our min-
ing industry has strengthened West Vir-
ginia’s role as a major producer of bitu-
minous coal.

With its plethora of natural resources,
the Mountain State has attracted in in-
creasing numbers the major industrial
companies of America. From this indus-
trail base has sprung a broad diversity
of industry.

But West Virginia’s richest resource is
its people, who were committed to shak-
ing off the economic agonies of the 1950’s,
when the transitions of coal mining from
hand labor to machinery ended thou-
sands of jobs. I should note that this
mechanization process is now affecting
other major industries throughout the
Nation, and the experiences of West Vir-
ginia can be of great benefit to all.

Today West Virginia is alive and well,
with new job opportunities opening along
a network of interstate and Appalachian
developmental highways which provide
new accessibility to its natural resources.
Its lofty mountains and sparkling
streams have long attracted knowing
tourists. Today, these and other attrac-
tions have actually created an immigra-
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tion of new citizens seeking the serenity
of the open spaces. West Virginia is in
the forefront in environmental concerns,
facing such current issues as surface
mining and stream pollution and timber
management early in the game.

In their commitment to strengthening
the economic and social resources of our
State, West Virginians are following a
heritage that compounds into a bright
and golden page in history. When, after
Fort Sumter, the Southern States se-
ceded one by one from the Union, and
formed a separate nation, the people of
what was then western Virginia chose not
to go along. As some historians still say, it
might have been an illegal act on their
part, their breaking away from the rest
of Virginia. But they felt constrained not
to compound a greater wrong. They
formed a new State, because they felt
that America as a Nation was worth
saving. And they contributed heavily to
that salvation in both manpower and
resources.

Mr. President, my colleagues and many
other Americans, do recognize that this
109th birthday of the State of West Vir-
ginia is in a sense a year of challenge
for us, as well as a time of looking back.
We are working to build a better West
Virginia as a part of a better Nation and
a better world.

CANADA’S CONTINUING EFFORTS
TO GET A CANADIAN PIPELINE
ROUTE CONSIDERED

HON. LES ASPIN

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. ASPIN. Mr. Speaker, the Canadian
Government has made strenuous ef-
forts—so far unsuccessful—over a long
period of time to get the U.S. Interior
Department to seriously consider a Cana-
dian route to the Midwest for both natu-
ral gas and oil pipelines.

I would like to include in the REcorD
today an excerpt from the Commons De-
bates of the Canadian House of Com-
mons on June 9, 1972. This excerpt sum-
marizes very well Canada’s continuing,
if frustrating, attempts to get the In-
terior Department to undertake an objec-
tive, thorough analysis of the relative
merits of a Canadian route. The excerpt
follows:

A massive leak from a pipeline, difficult to
construct and maintain over and through the
permafrost territory, could in itself destroy
the northern ecology. In conjunction with

the ecology problems, the two transport
methods and routes would have to be weighed
in light of the economics of getting the prod-
uct to the consumer. In brief, which method
and route would be more beneficial to Cana-
dian consumers, and indeed to the ecology
of North America? It is just that simple a
question, but it requires a decision. I hope
the minister will make an announcement
today. As I said, Mr. Speaker, the Conser-
vatives for some time have recommended
that a study be carried out.

Tanker oil pollution near the western
shoreline of Canada, in conjunction with the
increase in the price of gasoline, are among
the foremost problems facing Canadians.

You cannot divorce oil pollution from un-
employment or the economic growth of the
nation, but it can be done with judgment,
with rules, regulations and decisions based
on facts. As I said, Mr. Speaker, there is an
increasing demand for fuel and gasoline
throughout the world.

Now, I want to turn for a few moments to
deal with the question of the dangers that
have arisen simply because no decisions have
been made. On February 15, 1970, the Li-
berian tanker Arrow was wrecked on the
Cerberus Rock in Chedabucto Bay off Nova
Scotia. Only 1.3 million gallons, of an esti-
mated 2.5 million spilled into the water, were
recovered. The remainder contaminated 190
miles of shoreline in the bay, miles of beaches
on Sable Island 100 miles away, and 4,800
birds lost their lives. The Arrow was Canada’s
major oil spill disaster. What happened? Who
paid the shot? Read the Henderson report.
The Canadian taxpayer paid the shot. They
cannot determine who owned the tanker.
There has been no way of measuring the
damage, and so the taxpayer has paid the
shot.

At the beginning of May U.S. Interior
Secretary Morton issued preliminary approval
for a go ahead of the TAPS tanker system to
ship oil from Prudhoe Bay to Valdez by pipe-
line and from there to the west coast by giant
oil tankers. One terminus for these tankers
is Cherry Point in the state of Washington,
which is exactly 20 miles away from the place
in Canada which is polluted today. The
tanker Arrow was 18,000 tons dead weight.
The tankers for the TAPS route are to be over
100,000 tons dead weight. What will our
shoreline be like if one of these large tank-
ers is wrecked? Where will the government
be then? Where will its supporters in British
Columbia be then? It is a sad story.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. LANTEL) : Order,
please, I regret having to interrupt the hon.
member, but the time allotted to him has
expired.

Hon. DoNALD S. MAaACpoNALD (Minister of
Energy, Mines and Resources). Mr. Speaker, I
am glad to have the opportunity to follow
the hon. member for Calgary North (Mr.
Woolliams) in this debate because I can
put to him directly the very extensive record,
which has already been outlined in this
House, of work done both with regard to the
question of the Mackenzie Valley pipeline
route and the dangers involved for Canada’s
west coast because of the TAPS route.

[Mr. WooLLIAMS.]

The hon. member made a number of points,
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saying there has been no indication on the
part of the government of its views with
regard to the TAPS route, that the govern-
ment has not undertaken any feasibility
studies with regard to the Mackenzie route,
and has falled to let the United States gov-
ernment know its views. I am glad to have
this opportunity to point out to the hon.
member, from documentation tabled in the
House, and from statements made in the
House and outside it, that on all three points
he is dead wrong and his assertions to the
House are all false.

Dealing first with the question of feasi-
bility studies, he sald that the Conserva-
tives for some time had recommended a
feasibility study. If the hon. member was
on the ball and was doing his job. Mr. Speak-
er, he would know that on April 18, 1972, I
tabled in this House copies of documents
dealing with 30 various aspects of a feasibil-
ity study preparatory to informing the two
agencies of government concerned with re-
gard to the Mackenzie valley pipeline.

Some hon. members: hear, hear!

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): These are
studies that have been under way for the
past three years, and that we would hope
to have finished by the end of the summer
season. This has been indicated repeatedly.
I suppose the only way to get a message
across to the hon. member would be to have
a chisel, engrave the message on a tablet of
stone, and hit him over the head with it,
because he does not learn easily. This ques-
tion has been under extensive study. Over
$15 million have been expended to put the
government into a position to make a judg-
ment about the Mackenzie valley pipeline.
As I have sald repeatedly In this House, Mr.
Speaker, at the end of this year when the
companies themselves are ready to come for-
ward, we will be in a position to evaluate pro-
posals for a Mackenzle valley pipeline. So, on
the first of the hon. member's points that
there has not been any preparatory work, he
is dead wrong. If there has been any lack of
preparatory work 1t has been by the hon.
member in preparing for his speech. He just
has not done his homework.

The hon. member also said that I have
made no speeches in the House on this ques-
tion. I spoke extensively, in fact probably
too extensively on it, in the Throne Speech
debate, I reviewed the question extensively—

Mr. Woolllams: Not on this.

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): On this and
the question of energy, and I dealt at length
with the matter of studles before the stand-
ing committee. Further, I dealt with the
question of energy policies during an opposi-
tion day debate. Once again there is lack of
preparation. Mr. Speaker, but it has been
Iack of preparation by the hon. member for
Calgary North who has been lying down on
the job.

The hon. member also suggested that mem-
bers of the government have not been in the
position to set before the House, the coun-
try, and the United States government its
position with regard to the proposals for a
tanker route and the Mackenzie valley pipe-
Iine. I would like to take a few minutes of
the time of the House to go through the very
extensive documentation on this point, to
show just how badly informed is the hon.
member.

As a start I should like to bring to his at-
tention the statement made by my predeces-
sor, the hon. member for Niagara Falls (Mr.
Greene) in a debate in this House on March
12, 1971. He sald:

As I have sald, the Prudhce Bay oil dis-
covery was disclosed In June of 1968. As early
as within one month from the time of that
declaration the chairman of the National
Energy Board met with the presidents of the
oil companies who owned that oil—Arco,
Humble and BP—and pointed out to them
that the Mackenzie Valley line had advan-
tages, as an alternative and should be con-
sidered by them.

Mr. Speaker, previous to that, In a state-
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ment made to the Canadian Club in Van-
couver on February 12, 1971, my predeces-
sar also sald:

The Canadian government is not opposed
to the construction of oil and gas lines from
Alaska through Canada to the continental
United States and the government of Canada
has already acted in a broad way to define
the national goals of such a development. On
August 13, 1970 I announced some definitive
guidelines to assist industry in their plan-
ning.

He went on to say to that audience,

Personally, I think that the United States
oll indusry has been tco hasty and too un-
planned In its decision to move Alaska North
Slope oll across Alaska from Prudhoe Bay
to Valdez and then by sea to receiving points
in the U.S. northwest. Too hasty, because
they did not give proper care and attention
to the problems of the physical security of
the oll line, the security of the environment
in Alaska, the protection of the Alaska, Brit-
ish Columbia and Washington coastlines from
sea-going tanker disasters, and to the ques-
tion of the long term economics of the opera-
tion of such a line—

Once again, Mr. Speaker, my predecessor
the hon. member for Niagara Falls made the
government’s concern about the risks to the
coast amply clear. He also made it clear that
the government was taking careful steps to
make certaln that it knew all about Arctic
ecology and the impact of a pipeline in
northern Canada before going ahead to issue
permits.

My colleague, the Secretary of State for
External Affairs (Mr. Sharp), made reference
to a serles of meetings he had with officials
of the United States government. To the hon.
member who asserted that no attempt had
been made to bring to the attention of the
United States government the views of the
Canadian government, I would refer an aide
memoire delivered by the Canadian Embassy
in Washington to the United States author-
ities on June 29, 1971, precisely on this issue,
which reads in part:

“At a meeting In Washington, D.C., on
June 10 the Secretary of State for External
Affairs and the Minister of the Environment
expressed to the U.S. Secretary of State, the
great concern of the Canadian government
regarding proposals to move oil by tanker
along Canada's Pacific coast and to the Puget
Sound area. The Canadian ministers held the
view that because of the virtual certainty
that oil spills would occur if the proposed
tanker movements were permitted in these
confined coastal waters, present plans should
be reviewed with the objective of diverting
these oll shipments to destinations other
than Puget Sound.”

The aide memolre continues:

“The Canadian minlsters drew attention
to the widespread public concern in Canada
about the environmental risks involved in
the proposed Alaska oil movements. This con-
cern has been expressed by the unanimous
approval given in the Canadian House of
Commons on June 21 for the adoption of the
third report of the special committee on en-
vironmental pollution. A copy of this report
is attached.”

That unanimous approval, Mr. Speaker,
must have been in the absence of the hon.
member for Calgary North (Mr. Woolliams)
or maybe he was here and as usual did not
know what was going on. The aide memoire
goes on to indicate to the United States
government the proposed line of discussions
to deal with the oil tanker problem and to
carry out additional research into the possible
damage to fish and bird life, the question of
monetary damages, the question of shipping
control—all proposals that dealt with these
questions long before the United Btates gov-
ernment had made its decision to go on with
this route.

The alde memoire of June 29 was followed
by an aide memoire to the United States gov-
ernment on August 20, 1971, in the follow-
ing terms:
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The great concern of the Canadian gov-
ernment regarding proposals to transport
oil by tanker from Alaska to the Puget
Sound area has been made known to the
United States government on a number of
occasions during the course of this year.
This concern is based upon the certainty
that any movement of oll by tanker on the
scale which has been proposed will eventually
result in oil spills. The most recent occa-
sion was at a meeting of United States and
Canadian officials in Washington on June
29. At that meeting a proposal was elaborated
In an aide memoire for detalled consulta-
tions to be held as soon as possible,—

The alde memoire goes on to say:

In general terms, as outlined on earlier
occasions, the Canadlan government is con-
vinced that if the full economic costs of the
substantial environmental risks are taken
into account It will be Tound desirable to
avoid introducing large and hazardous tanker
movements into the inner waters of the Pa-
cific Coast. The Canadian government is
concerned, however, that there has so far
been no indication of sources of oil supply
for the States in the Pacific northwest. In
order to explore this aspect of the question
the competent Candian authorities would be
prepared to discuss the technical and other
factors which might affect the continuing
contribution to the oil needs of the region
from Canadian sources.

Mr. Speaker, coupled with my responsi-
bilities as Minister of Energy, Mines and
Resources, I had the opportunity to meet
with the United States Secretary of the In-
terior, under whose jurisdiction this comes,
on March 30 of this year and to point out
to him the great concern of Canadians as
echoed unanimously by this House with re-
spect to the danger of heavy movements of
oll in the northwest Pacific coast area, par-
ticularly Puget Sound, the progress that has
been made by the Canadian government in
the studies I have referred to, the progress
that has been made in defining the area for
a Mackenzie Valley pipeline—

Mr. Woolllams: Who did you meet with?

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): The United
States Secretary of the Interior, the member
of the United States government responsible
for the pipeline.

Mr. Woolllams: What was his name?

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale) : Rogers Morton.
The hon. member seems to be as ignorant of
that as he 15—

Mr. Woolliams: I wanted to find out if you
knew.

Mr, Macdonald (Rosedale): What is your
name, do you know?

Mr. Nielsen: Who the hell are you?

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): In my letter
to Secretary Morton of May 4 this year, I
sald:

I found most useful my meeting with you
in your office In Washington on March 30
last, and appreclate greatly your courtesy in
discussing with me certain aspects of the
Interesting decision you have under consid-
eration in connection with an application for
& permit to construct an oil pipeline in
Alaska,

At the time of our conversation, you sug-
gested that you would like to have more in-
sights and information into the Canadian
interest in having such an oil pipeline con-
structed through Canada from Prudhoe Bay.

In four pages, the letter goes on to cite in
detail the arguments in favour in moving
the oil down through the Mackenzie Valley
rather than through Alaskan waters. The
document has been made public, but of
course one cannot make documents like that
public for the hon. member for Calgary
North (Mr. Woollilams) because he 1s too idle
to do his homework on these important ques-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, the hon. member has sald
that the government has done no feasibility
studies. I pointed out by a document laid be-
fore this House, and it must have been avail-
able to the hon. member, that there has
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been an expenditure of $15 milllion over the
last three years for defining the problems
involved in bullding a Mackenzie Valley plpe-
line and for the purpose—

Mr. Woolllams: Would the hon. Minister
permit a question?

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): By all means.

Mr. Woolliams: I have listened to the argu-
ment and—

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale) : Ask your ques-
tlon.

Mr. Woolllams: I will ask my question if
you will be patient. Have you then concluded,
and have you reached a decision or made an
agreement with the United States govern-
ment that TAPS in fact will not be bullt,
that the crude petroleum and natural gas
will be carried by pipeline down the Macken-
zie Delta? Answer that question.

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale) : Of course there
is no agreement because the American ad-
ministration has decided that they are going
to move American oil through American
territory and international waters down to
the American markets. The hon. member,
who is supposed to be a lawyer, should know
that there 1s no legal action that the govern-
ment of Canada can take to prevent that.

Mr. Nielsen: The government has not
decided that, industry has. The government
gave a permit.

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): If Becretary
Morton is not the government, who is?

Mr. Nielsen: All he did was issue the per-
mit; Industry moves it.

Mr, Macdonald (Rosedale): He issued the
permit to build the line. The hon. member
knows better than that. The hon. member
for Calgary North has suggested that our
position has not been made clear to the
TUnited States government. I pointed out that
repeatedly in personal meetings hetween
various members of this government and
members of the American administration,
and in aldes memoire placed before that
government and, as long ago as 1968 within

a month of the time that the Prudhoe Bay
field was disclosed to the public, representa-
tives of this government already proposed
the Mackenzie route as a favourable one for

bringing the oll to market. It seems to me
that little more need be sald about the con-
tribution of the hon. member for Calgary
North in this debate,

Several points raised by the hon. member
for York South (Mr. Lewls) require a reply.
The hon. member said, ralsing the same
rather incredible proposition put forward by
the hon. member for Calgary North, that in
some way we should get inside the American
jurisdiction and the Canadian government
should prevent that government from

& decision with regard to oil coming
from within its territory and going to its
markets.

The hon. member of York South sald—and
I appreciate his courtesy in indicating why
he would not be present when I spoke—that
we should have protested the construction of
refining facilities in Puget Sound at the time
they came into being. Mr. Speaker, the re-
fining facilities in Puget Sound have been
in operation at least since 1961. Ninety per
cent of the oll used in those refining facili-
tles In use comes not from overseas but is
Canadian ofl, Alberta oll that travels via the
Trans-Mountain pipeline overland from
Canada. The hon. member is really suggest-
ing that the government of Canada should
haye protested the construction of oll re-
fineries in Puget Sound bullt expressly to
take advantage of hydroearbons coming from
Alberta. I can say one thing for the hon.
member for Calgary North; at least that is
one objection he did not raise.

Mr. Woolliams: I thank the minister for
his generosity.

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): I should like
to take this opportunity to repeat an offer I
made in the House of Commons on April 19,
1972, as reported at page 1440 of Hansard—
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the offer was repeated, as I have indicated to
the United States government—namely, that
we are prepared to put the United States in
the position, with regard to the Puget Sound
refineries, where not one ounce of oil need be
brought by seaborne traffic to those re-
finerles., Once they had established oil sup-
plies which would come via the Trans-Moun=-
tain route and provided the oil requirements
of those refinerles, there would be no need
to bring sezborne oil into that area. We are
prepared to make that undertaking. We hope
the United States government, which of
course will have to seek and obtain approval
of the courts with respect to these proposals,
will take advantage of that offer and will
meet the particular problem we face by us-
ing Canadian oll that is avallable via over-
land routes, thereby making it unnecessary
for oll to be brought by sea which is the
problem involved in this debate.

The government of Canada In the last four
years has been active in this area. Com-
mencing, as I said, Immedlately with the dis-
covery of Prudhoe Bay oll, the government
has indicated to American companies
Canada’s willingness to consider the Mac-
kenzie Valley route and has set up the exten-
sive feaslbility studies necessary to deter-
mine whether a Mackenzie Valley pipeline
for oll and gas can be constructed to trans-
port these products through our country to
the markets of the central continent.

Purthermore, the government has been
active In putting forward, by diplomatic
memoire, by personal contact and by public
statement both in this House and otherwise,
the danger to Canada and to the Amerlcan
west coast which would result from the TAPS
route, Of course we are disappointed. We re-
gret that the American government not-
withstanding this, has decided to go ahead
with the TAPS route. We must acknowl-
edge, however, that it is their decision and
they have the right to do this. I would not go
s0 far as the hon. member for York South
and suggest that this is an unfriendly act.

Even now it 1s not too late for the
United States administration, as an act of
comity, to reverse its decislon, to be pre-
pared to halt construction of the TAPS
pipeline and come forward with a new pro-
posal; that is, to participate with the com-
panies which probably today or early next
week will be announcing their intention to
go ahead with a Mackenzie Valley route. On
that basis we could be assured that in future
the kind of damage which occurred in Puget
Bound and which has been experienced in
Canada will not be caused to the west coast.

Mr. Nielsen: Mr Speaker, would the min-
ister permit a question?

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): By all means.

Mr. Nielsen: The day before yesterday I
asked the minister whether he had received
an application from any company or con-
sortium for the construction of a Mackenzle
Valley pipeline, and he answered that no for-
mal application had been received.

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): That is right.

Mr. Nielsen: What he has just sald comes
as a startling revelation. He has indicated
that he expects applications to be made
sometime next week for the construction of
a pipeline.

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale) : No, Mr, Speak-
er, that is not what I sald, as the hon. mem-
ber will see if he reads Hansard. I sald pre-
viously that we have recelved no formal ap-
plication. However, we have recelved an in-
dication that consortiums are getting to-
gether with regard to making an application.
80 my statement stands that no formal ap-
plication has been made.

Mr. Nielsen: The minister said, “Next
week.” He suggested there would be an ap-
plication next week.

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): I expect that
next week or, shall we say, in the very near
future there may be such application. There
have been a number of Indications to suggest
that applications will be coming to the Min-
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ister of Indian Affairs and Northern Develop-
ment with regard to the land route. In large
measure he and I will have to walit for those
submissions to be made. We have reason to
believe, from certain statements—the hon.
member has had as much opportunity as I
have had to gather this impression from
news reports—that the consortiums expect
to get together and make an application.

Therefore, it would be constructive and
would help the proposal made by the hon.
member for Fraser Valley East, and supported
by the Secretary of State for External Affalrs,
if we put under the jurisdiction of the Inter-
national Joint Commission the resolution of
the problem regarding tanker shipments
both in the east and in the west, both in
the waters of Puget Sound and in the inter-
national waters of eastern Canada. I would
therefore hope we might have the support
of the whole House, not only for the resolu-
tlon but for the amendment.

Right Hon. J. G. Diefenbaker (Prince Al-
bert) : Mr. Speaker, I am certainly glad that
I was present today to hear the speech de-
livered by the minister, for it represented
30 minutes of exculpation without informa-
tion. What it lacked in common sense is
made up in vociferous delivery. I have always
liked listening to the hon. member because
one has no difficulty hearing what he has
to say.

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): I am very glad
to hear that.

Mr. Diefenbaker: This is an occasion that
illustrates exactly the degree to which this
House has been made to look ridiculous. The
government either has not come with infor-
mation or it has provided information that
is not in accordance with the facts,

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale) : Not at all.

Mr. Diefenbaker: The minister laughs be-
cause he has been one of the main destroy-
ers of this institution.

Some hon. Members: Oh, oh!

Some hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Macdonald (Rosedale): I have heard
enough,

Mr., Crouse: The minister cannot take It.

Mr, Diefenbaker: His leaving is In keeping
with the courage he has always displayed.

Some hon. Members: Hear, hear|

Mr. Diefenbaker: He makes a speech, we
listen to him, he realizes it is foolish, ridicu-
lous and full of incongruous statements, and
away he goes because he does not want to
be present when one reveals his total lack of
consideration for the rights of Parliament.
He does not want to hear what one says and
thinks, apparently, that no one else will
hear it. His leaving means that two ministers
out of 30 remaln in the House. Ministers of
the Crown have responsibilities, but they are
not held although this is supposed to be a
most serious debate.

oﬁr. Basford: They will be here for the
vote.

Mr. Diefenbaker: There is no question
about that. Those automatons who are con-
trolled by the government will be here for
the vote. I am glad to receive the admission
from the hon. gentleman. That is a most ir~
responsible statement and shows the degree
to which his government has polluted Par-
liament, In other words, debate Is no longer

important.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION IN
MARIN COUNTY

HON. JOHN V. TUNNEY
OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972
Mr. TUNNEY. Mr. President, many

valuable programs to clean up our en-
vironment have been started throughout
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the country. I am always pleased to hear
of individuals or local groups who initiate
constructive action to enhance or im-
prove our rapidly deteriorating environ-
ment.

In Marin County, Calif., just such a
program has been run by Survival, Inc.
This organization has set up a system
of recycling centers and of distribution
of ecological information to the public.
The county board of supervisors has
contracted with Survival to continue this
dual program, and recently a $25,000
grant was approved to enable the pro-
gram to continue for another year. I am
sure that the program will gradually
expand as more citizens become aware of
its value to the community as a whole.

I sincerely hope that Survival will
serve the local people well, and I en-
courage other communities to follow the
example of Marin County.

LATIN AMERICAN DEVELOPMENT

HON. RICHARD T. HANNA

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, for some
time many of us have been concerned as
to our international priorities in recent
years, especially in terms of our economic
assistance policies. Our emphasis for the
past two decades has been overwhelm-
ingly centered on Europe, with mere re-
siduals, as it were, being directed to cer-
tain of our less fortunate and less de-
veloped allies.

1t is time, however, for these priorities
to adjust to what I see as a new reality
in our future economic relations with the
rest of the world. As Europe and other
past recipients of our beneficent policies
have overcome the needs which prompted
our policy orientation in the past, those
who have been neglected must now move
to the forefront of our list of commit-
ments.

I have been working recently on a re-
orientation of our economic policy in
Latin America. ‘Past programs have
foundered on the government interfaces
which failed to deliver funding at a point
where meaningful impact on the life of
the “‘Campesino” was achieved. New and
more effective instrumentation must be
forged for these Southern Hemisphere
nations. We have frequently suggested
and again urge that an organization sim-
ilar to the original European Payments
Union be formed. Such a vehicle by un-
dergirding trade could make more effec-
tive such institutions as LAFTA and the
Central American Common Market. At
the same time it could encourage sta-
bilization of currencies and an ever-in-
creasing trade. This mechanism could
well provide the structural catalyst for
a financial “unification” of the Latin
American region.

One requirement of such a catalyst,
however, is seed money. This we unhesi-
tatingly provided in the late 1940’s and
early 1950's for the rebuilding of a war-
devastated Europe. Still remaining in the
original EPU fund is a sizable amount—
$123.5 million, to be exact. As noted in
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the correspondence which follows, the
Department of Treasury is of the opinion
that there is “no longer a need for a Eu-
ropean monetary organization such as
the EMA.” I heartily concur in this anal-
ysis and offer as well my full and active
support to the Department’s efforts to
“recapture” these moneys and put them
to a much more profitable, significant
and vital use.

I include my correspondence with the
Department of Treasury at this point in
the REcoORD:

MarcH 17, 1972,
Mr. MICHAEL BRADFIELD,
Assistant General Counsel,
Department of the Treasury,
Washington, D.C.

Dear MR, BERaDFORD: I have been research-
ing the status of the United States’ contribu-
tion to the European Payments Union, pred-
ecessor to the existing European Fund, which
was originally established under the Marshall
Plan following World War II. My interest in
these monies is directly the result of discus-
slons of a program similar, both in form and
goals, to the European Payments Union in
Latin America.

My research reveals that approxzimately
$123.56 milllon of the original capital con-
tribution of $350 million has not been ex-
pended and Is currently being held in a
special trust account by the Department of
the Treasury for the Secretary General of the
Organization for European Economic Coop-
eration. Some doubts exist, however, as to
the status of these funds and their suscepti-
bility to redemption efforts by the United
States—to wit: was it a loan or a grant?

Your assistance is therefore requested in
two areas: first, the reactions of the De-
partment to a redirection of these funds to a
Latin America effort and, second, an analysis
and report on the status of the funds.

Thanking you for your attention in this
matter, I remain

Yours sincerely,
RICHARD T. HANNA,
Member of Congress.

THE DEPARTMENT OF THE TREAS-
URY, OFFICE OF THE GENERAL
CoUNSEL,

Washington, D.C., May 23, 1972.
Hon. RicEARD T. HANNA,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

DeEar Mr. HANNA: You have Inquired as
to the status of the United States contri-
bution to the European Monetary Agreement
(EMA) and to the reaction of the Treasury
Department to a proposal to redirect the
contributed funds for use in Latin America.

With respect to the status of our EMA
contribution, these funds are an outright
grant, although the United States retains
some rights over the final disposition of EMA
assets upon liguidation. In 1958 the United
States commitied $271.6 million to the EMA.
The orlgin of these funds was & grant of
$350 million made by the Unitea States in
the framework of the Marshall Plan in order
to establish the working capital of the Euro-
pean Payments Union (EPU). When the
EPU expired in 1958, $148.1 million was
transferred immediately to the EMA. The re-
maining United States contribution of $123.5
milllon has never been called upon and is
held in & special Treasury trust account, but
is fully committed in a legal sense to EMA.

The United States does not have the con-
tractual right to repossess its capital contri-
bution or earnings attributable tu this con-
tribution. Purthermore, since the United
States is not a contracting party of the EMA,
we have no vote and thus no power to com-
pel termination. However, the consent of
the United States is required to any sub-
stantial modification of the EMA as a
consequence of the agreement under which
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we made avallable to the EMA the residual
capital of the EPU.

Moreover, in the event the members of
EMA decide to liquidate the organization,
the agreement provides for distribution of
the U.S. capital among the members in ac-
cordance with an agreed formula. The United
States retains a veto over the application of
this formula but must work out with the
European members any alternative uses of
the U.S. contribution.

It has been apparent to us for some
Yyears that there was no longer a need for a
European monetary organization such as the
EMA. Since the early 1960's we have from
time to time considered devoting the U.S.
contribution to other purposes, including
the use of these funds in Latin America.
However, these efforts proved fruitless. It ap-
pears now that the best approach is simply
to seek return of these funds to the United
States.

Discussions are once agaln in progress fo
determine the future of the EMA and the
disposition of its caplital. We are hopeful that
we will see agreement by the end of the
year on a proposal which wiil permit the
United States to recapture its EMA contri-
bution.

If I can be of further assistance to you in
pursuing this matter, do not hesitate to
contact me.

Sincerely yours,
MICHAEL BRADFIELD,
Assistant General Counsel.

FISCAL AND BUDGETARY INFORMA-
TION FOR THE CONGRESS

HON. THOMAS P. O’NEILL, JR.

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, under the
extremely capable leadership of my
friend and colleague, Chairman Jack
Brooxs, the Joint Committee on Con-
gressional Operations has just completed
an extensive review of efforts to create
a modern fiscal and budgetary informa-
tion and automatic data processing sys-
tem for use by all branches of the Fed-
eral Government.

As Chairman Brooks pointed out in
a speech at the annual conference of
the Agency Management Analysis Offi-
cer's Group, Congress desperately needs
not just more but better and more timely
information about financial operations
of National Government. I am delighted
that Chairman Brooxs and the joint
committee are working to extend the in-
formation reach of the Congress in this
area, as intended in title IT of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1970.

So that all Members may have an op-
portunity to familiarize themselves with
this vitally important activity, I am sub-
mitting for the Recorp the full text of
the chairman’s remarks delivered on
June 12, 1972:

Fiscan AND BUDGETARY INFORMATION FOR THE
CONGRESS

The growth of Federal programs and ac-
tivities—their size, number and complexity—
has challenged our government's capacity to
monitor their operation and evaluate the re-
sults.

No one who has served for any length of

time in Congress, or elsewhere in the Federal
establishment, is unaware of this problem.

Over the past decade, for example, outlays
for Federal grant programs have jumped from
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$7.7 billion to $38.3 billlon—a 483 percent
increase. In 1962, there were about 200 indi-
vidual programs. Today there are more than
a thousand. And their emphasis, meanwhile,
has shifted toward innovative programs in
the human resources and environmental
areas, such as education, health, manpower
training, community development, housing
and public safety.

We are not equipped with the informa-
tional and analytical tools necessary to deal
sensibly with this escalating guantity and
complexity. Congressional inability to ac-
quire, process, and apply sufficient policy-
relevant information, a matter of grave con-
cern during the 1960’s, is even more painfully
apparent as we enter the 1970's.

To narrow this intelligence gap, numerous
provisions for development of new informa-
tion resources were included In the Legisla-
tive Reorganization Act of 1970. For instance,
to strengthen our independent capability,
we authorized additional staffl and other as-
sistance for the Committees. We also di-
rected the General Accounting Office and the
Congressional Research Service to provide
more substantial—and sophisticated—re-
search assistance. Both are working toward
this now.

Tonight, however, I want to describe our
efforts to carry out another of the Reorga-
nization Act’s provisions. In Title II, we
directed the Executive Branch to establish—
in cooperation with Congress—a standard-
ized fiscal and budgetary information and
data processing system for use by all Fed-
eral agencies.

As you know, there is a very long history
of Congressional concern and legislation re-
lating to federal accounting and reporting
procedures. The basic assignment of respon-
sibilities was made In the Budget and Ac-
counting Act of 1921.

Since then duties and requirements have
been clarified by additional laws, the ob-
jectives always belng to improve the quality
of information for managing federal activ-
itles. Changes and additions were made in
1946 as part of the Legislative Reorganization
Act of that year, and in 1950 and 19566 as a
result of the Hoover Commissions’ studies.
The requirements of the 1870 Act came out
of the work of the Joint Committee on the
Organization of the Congress, which began
its deliberations in 1965, the same year that
PPBS and similar efforts to enhance the
planning and budgeting activities of agencies
were being widely publicized.

What we are saying in Title II is:

First, that this effort must be continued,
with Congressional participation;

Becond, that the design and operating
procedures of the standardized fiscal and
budgetary system must provide adequately
for congressional needs and applications;
and,

Third, that government-wide standard
classifications of programs, activities, re-
celpts, and expenditures of Federal agencles
must reflect and serve not only Executive
requirements and purposes but those of the
Congress as well.

In addition, both before and after the
standardized system is in operation, pro-
vision must be made for Congressional ac-
cess to—and full information about—fiscal,
budgetary, and program-related data avall-
able in the Executive Branch.

The intent of the Title IT requirement is
clear:

We are not seeking to strengthen either
the Congress or the Executive at the expense
of the other. Our purpose is to supplement
and overhaul existing fiscal, budgetary, ac-
counting and management Information sys-
tems to better serve the needs of both
branches.

What we are looking for 1s a parallel devel-
opment, to make more meaningful informa-
tion more readily avallable to Congress and
to other users throughout the Federal gov-
ernment.
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Establishment of a Government-wide sys-
tem s a large order. We realize that it won't
be acccmplished overnight, that dramatic
break-throughs are unlikely.

We have made significant progress, how=-
ever, during the first year: The systems de-
velopers within the Executive, ln the Office
of Management and Budget and the Depart-
ment of the Treasury, gained a better un-
derstanding of Congressional expectations.
And the Comptroller General—who is the
agent of the Congress for this project—
moved forward with an extensive survey of
Congressional information needs.

Perhaps understandably, the OMB started
with a limited view of what was Intended.
Last October, as Chalrman of the Joint Com-
mittee on Congressional Operations, I wrote
to the Director, therz Mr. Shultz, and ques-
tioned the pace and direction of thelr initial
work. Development of the classifications—the
critically important first step—had been as-
signed to several ad hoc study groups, with-
out any ties ot agency management. Priori-
ties for development of the various classifica-
tions had been set, without reference to Con-
gressional interests and needs.

Overall, there was no evidence that a broad-
gauge plan for this project was either being
worked out or contemplated. No plan or
timetable for defining its scope, for imple-
mentation, for exchange of documentation,
for Incorporating congressional require-
ments, etc.

But It appears that the OMB is now re-
thinking its approach. In a statement sub-
mitted in April of this year, in connection
with hearings held by the Joint Committee,
the office conceded that—and I quote—"The
scope of the system development effort as
anticipated by the Congress is substantially
greater than previously incorporated in our
plans.” Once Congressional needs are clearly
defined, it was added, “A detalled plan to
meet the expanded requirements can be de-
veloped.”

Although belated, OMB’s realization of
what Congress anticipates Is encouraging.
Their willingness to consider and accom-
modate Congressional needs is constructive.
We will give them all possible assistance In
their further planning. We expect to work
closely with them on this.

Meanwhile, in consultation with the Joint
Committee, the Comptroller General began
surveylng Congressional information needs
last August. Since then, his researchers have
interviewed the staffs of all but one of the
Committees as well as 68 indlvidual Mem-
bers of the House and Senate.

This survey is designed to help us In de-
fining patterns of Congressional information
use. Our needs are extensive and diverse, and
continually change. They vary from Commit-
tee to Committee, from Member to Mem-
ber, and from policy area to policy area.

What we are attempting to do is to sort
out one-time information needs from those
which reocccur and can be met systematically;
to identify those which can be met, periodi-
cally, with printed documents and those
which may require immediate response, per-
haps on-line through a computer terminal;
to describe the various Committee’s require-
ments in terms of content, format and fre-
quency of use,

Federal accounting systems cannot be set
up to meet, without clerical manipulation,
all Congressional data requirements. We
must specify which elements of basic in-
formation are to be acquired and reported
within the varlous classification structures
adopted Government-wide.

To indicate the scope of this project, let
me summarize some of the findings of our
hearings and the Comptroller General's
preliminary survey report:

Fiscal, budgetary and program-related data
is now acquired within and reported by a
maze of classification schemes and informa-
tion systems. Comparisons between data
produced by these systems are at best difficult
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to make. At worst, they are misleading. Be-
cause program terminology and coding pro-
cedures differ from Agency to Agency—and
even between bureaus within Agencies. Both
necessity and common sense dictate the re-
quirement for standard definitions and uni-
form accounting procedures, so that we can
identify and review programs and activities
which have similar objectives but are operat-
ing in different agencies.

Highly generallzed program information
which may be suitable for use in the Ex-
ecutive Office of the President is not neces-
sarily sufficlent for most Congressional com-
mittees. We will require program and project
classification structures to provide the kind
of detall included in such documents as
agency justifications.

This means that standardization and sys-
tems compatibility will have to extend deep
into the Departmental hierarchy, where the
transactions are, at the project manager and
operating level. For example, we will need a
uniform method of linking projects and
funding status, the amount provided by
Congress and the amount actually spent by
the Executive.

So-called “impoundments” should not be
covered up by semantics or defined out of
sight. I do not see why we cannot devise pro-
cedures to notify Congress automatically—
and immediately—whenever any Executive
action effectively precludes the obligation or
expenditure of appropriated funds. And
Congress should be provided regular sum-
maries of such actions, including the
amounts and projects or activities involved.

In many instances, Congressional commit-
tees review individual grants, loans and con-
tracts. The classification structure will have
to permit us to easily acquire financial and
program data about these, individually or in
groups, from numerous operating organiza-
tions in the Executive Branch.

Federal grant programs are of particular
concern to us. The Federal Domestic Assist-
ance Catalogue, much improved in recent
years, is a useful tool in identifying grant
programs and in informing the American
people of their objectives and application
procedures. But this document should be
brought up to date and published on a regu-
lar schedule, probably more frequently than
at present. Moreover, a printed document
alone will not meet all our needs in this
area. For sensible review of these programs
we should have available, on demand, current
status information, including funds avail-
able and applications on file.

Congress needs to be able to identify pro-
grams and projects with the Executive or-
ganization responsible for their day-to-day
management. We must also link programs
and projects to their legal base, not only
classifying them by appropriations but by
authorizations and committee jurisdictions
as well. For more intensive program review,
as intended by the 1970 Act, we must be able
to compare performance with the objectives
and criterla intended by the Congress in
authorizing and appropriating funds.

Looking to the future, as research tech-
niques for performance measurement and
evaluation become more Tully developed, we
will need classifications for impact data, by
target groups and by geographic areas. Be-
cause of their complexity, these structures
must be given extra effort now. The target
group concept must be carefully defined, and
& wide range of gecographic area definitions
must be considered, including regions, urban
and rural, states, counties, and cities.

Finally, there Is access. Without this—
ready avallability of information, as needed—
we will be right back where we started. Pre-
clsely what mechanisms and procedures will
ultimately have to be devised can only be
determined when the systems plan has been
more fully developed.

Meanwhile, we must begin assessing the
capabilities of existing sources of fiscal,
budgetary and program-related data. Unless
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we know what presently Is avallable, our
efforts could lead to duplication of reporting
procedures and unnecessary costs.

Last year, in May, the Director of the
OMB and the Acting Secretary of the Treas-
ury asked Executive Department heads to
provide “a brief description of any inven-
torles of data avallable . . . that could be
used to meet” Title II requirements. OMB re-
ported, in July, that “virtually none of the
Agencies have composite inventories of data
available within their systems."

An inventory of sources is essential-—now.
We understand that OMB, the Treasury, and
GAO are working on ways to accomplish
this. We expect them to come up with real-
istic and feasible alternatives in the very
near future.

As I indicated earlier, we are fully aware
that development of the Government-wide
system envisioned in Title II is a major un-
dertaking.

Much remains to be done. Some of the
Congressional needs we have ldentified thus
far can be met through minor adjustments in
existing Executive plans or practices. Others
will require the sustained attention of the
Congress—particularly on the part of the
Committees—plus a long-term commitment
by the Administration, and the active coop-
eration of agency managers throughout the
Executive Branch.

The costs of this project wil be substan-
tial. But these costs will be only a minor
percentage of its benefits to the taxpayers.

We are all in this together. You and I are
being asked today to anticipate problems be-
fore we become bogged down in them; to
make decisions, more quickly, in response to
pressing and increasingly complex social and
human needs.

You and I are being asked to conserve
the Nation's tax resources, by eliminating
Federal programs that are no longer needed
and replacing them with ones that are, by
terminating those that do not work and
starting ones that do.

There are many ingredients essential to
creative public policy decisions. Reliable,
timely information is one of them. We must
work together to meet this vital need.

BAD TIMING

HON. WILLIAM S. CONOVER 1I

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. CONOVER. Mr., Speaker, the
Pittsburgh Press recently published an
editorial concerning the poor timing of
the efforts in Congress to legislate a
quick end to the Vietnam war.

It is hoped that this body will follow
the recent vote of the Foreign Affairs
Committee which endorsed the Presi-
dent’s policy.

I include the editorial below:

Bap TiMINc

Congress is debating new efforts to legis-
late a quick end to the Vietnam war at a par-
ticularly bad time.

In the House, the Foreign Affairs Commit-
tee has rejected a resolution to order with-
drawal of all remalning U.S. military forces
from Indochina by Oect. 1. Instead, it ap-
proved by a 19-18 vote a resolution endors-
ing President Nixon's Vietnam policy.

However, some Democrats say they will
carry the fight for the end-the-war resolu-
tion to the House floor.

Most Americans probably would like to see
us out of Vietnam even sooner than Aug. 31.
But yanking 62,000 U.S. troops out of there
in =so short a period—and in the midst of a
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continuing North Vietnamese Invasion of
South Vietnam—seems militarily unwise.

Such a development would undermine the
morale of the Bouth Vietnamese army and
risk its collapse.

Also, Sen. Mansfield’s amendment proposes
to end all U.S. ground, naval and alr opera-
tions in SBouth Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos
if the Communists agree to return American
prisoners and not fire on our departing
forces. In effect, Sen. Mansfield is saying to
Hanoi: “Give us our prisoners and let us go
in safety. As we leave, you may, of course,
continue to shoot at the South Vietnamese
who fought on our side for so many years.”

That is far from the honorable end to
America's involvement in Vietnam that Pres-
ident Nixon has been promising.

Mr. Nizon’'s latest ofier to Hanoi, which is
extremely fair, calls for a complete American
withdrawal from Indochina within four
months of a cease-fire and a release of
prisoners.

Under the President's plan, the United
States at least wouldn't be walking away
while its allies or friends in Vietnam, Laos
and Cambodia were getting shot up. And, in
the context of a cease-fire, it would leave the
political future of Indochina to be worked
out by the people who live there.

Ironically, Sen. Mansfleld’s most drastic
end-the-war move comes when the desperate
military situation on the ground in South
Vietnam seems to be improving and there
are background maneuvers toward a resump-
tion of peace talks.

From all this, the Senate should see that
this Is no time to ban the use of U.B. air-
power and the presence of American ad-
visers, which are our highest bargaining
cards. It is the time for steady nerves and
qulet diplomacy not for the legislative meat
ax.

DE FRANZO VFW POST CELEBRATES
40TH ANNIVERSARY

HON. TORBERT H. MACDONALD

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. MACDONALD of Massachusetts.
Mr, Speaker, this year marks the 40th
anniversary of VFW Post 2346 in Saugus,
Mass. The history of this fine post has
been an interesting one, and I would like
to take this opportunity to share some
of that history with my colleagues here
in the House of Representatives,

The post was chartered in 1932 in
memory of Maj. R. Gordon, a veteran of
veteran of World War I. The first home
of the post was the Grand Army Hall,
Webb Place, Saugus Center. However,
soon the quarters there became too
crowded and the post was relocated in
the old fire station on Lincoln Avenue.
The membership continued to grow
rapidly, and another move was made to
Pythian Hall. The next post home was
the old West Cliftondale Improvement
Association Building, and just prior to
this relocation the Post was renamed in
honor of the first man from the North
Shore area to win the Congressional
Medal of Honor, S. Sgt. Arthur F. De-
Franzo of Saugus,

At its new location and bearing its
new name, Post 2346 became very active
with a large increase in membership. By
1951, it was apparent that larger and
more permanent quarters were needed
and over the next 3 years funds were
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raised so that plans could be formally
developed.

Plans were drawn up by President Al-
fred Walker, Vice President Flore De-
Franzo, Clerk William Merrithew, Quar-
termaster Charles Cooper, Directors Wil-
liam Smith, Norman Hanson, Henry
Romie, Richard MacDonald, William Mec-
Grath, and Stanley Wladknowski.

On Sunday, April 24, 1955, the new
quarters at 190 Main Street were dedi-
cated. Membership in the Post continued
to grow, and to such an extent that
within 3 years the mortgage was com-
pletely paid off, and plans were begun
for additional space. In 1963, a $100,000
addition was completed to the quarters.
By now the Post was one of the largest
in the Commonwealth.

Then, on the morning of April 4, 1971,
a fire completely destroyed the upper
floor and all its furnishings. Later that
same day Corporation President William
Muldoon called a special meeting of the
Board of Directors, and their tireless ef-
forts to removate the building began
immediately.

An architect and contractor were en-
gaged and rebuilding was completed on
February 29, 1972. The building was re-
dedicated on April 9, 1972, and the in-
scription reads:

With the help of God we will always truly
honor the dead by helping the living.

This inscription accurately embodies
the spirit of the S. Sgt. Arthur F. De-
Franzo Post 2346. In each of the last 10
years, the Post has received an award
for community service. Their contribu-
tions to the people of Saugus and to the
entire State of Massachusetts stand as
examples of their dedication to this goal.

I would like to take this opportunity
to make their achievements known to my
colleagues and to congratulate Post Pres-
ident George Hickey, Clerk Ed Heart-
quist, Vice President William Merrithew,
Cmdr. Andrew G. Busalacchi, and presi-
ident of the Ladies Auxiliary Rita Han-
nify for their efforts. After visiting the
Post on several occasions, I realize that
the 1,300 members of the Post and of its
Ladies Auxiliary should be commended
for their wholehearted cooperation and
untiring support.

I am personally proud of their work
and urge them to continue in the fine
tradition which they have established
for themselves.

STOP THE PERIPHERAL CANAL

HON. JEROME R. WALDIE

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. WALDIE. Mr. Speaker, a proposed
public works project that will have a
great and potentially damaging effect on
the environment of northern Califor-

nia—the Peripheral Canal—may soon be
before the Congress.

A recent editorial on KTVU, an Oak-
land television station, I think demon-
strates the true views of the people of
northern California about the dubious
merits of this project. I am hopeful that
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the Members who will be studying this
project are aware of the prepond_erance
of unfavorable public opinion to its au-
thorization and construction.

The editorial follows:

OuTLOOK: PERIPHERAL CANAL

In case you thought the Peripheral Canal
was & dead issue, it's not. That's the scheme
to ship northern water by canal behind the
Delta and on to the south, allowing some to
leak into the back stretches of the Delta.

The idea is great for Los Angeles and it's
bad news for us. But when the legislature
and the governor's office are both controlled
by Southern California, you can understand
how that can happen.

The fight will be won or lost in Congress,
and we call on all Northern California con-

en to form a coalition to plug up all

the plans to build the Peripheral Canal.

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS—
A LICENSE FOR BIAS?

HON. ROBERT PRICE

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. PRICE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
“bias” is an interesting word, and one
definition according to the dictionary
calls it “a tendency of a statistical esti-
mate to deviate in one direction from
a true value.”

Of course, everyone in this world is
biased in some way or another. Any per-
son who would claim not to be affiicted
with this human frailty would, of course,
be either lying or frightfully ignorant of
his mortal limitations. Sometimes bias
can be constructive; other times, not.
Bias can take the form of pride in one’s
self, his community, his company, his
school, or his Nation. Within limits bias
can promote a spirit of competition and
stimulate a feeling of camaraderie among
those who share a distinguishing kinship.
However, without control or direction,
bias can be a negative and insidious force,
lashing out at those who become the
targets of suspicion or blind prejudice.
We all know and recognize the standard
forms of blas—bias against a certain
religion, race, or creed. These forms of
intoleration are rightfully to be rejected
as they are counterproductive to the
society as a whole.

However, there is another type of bias,
equally bad, but far more subtle—and
that is the blind vendetta of journalistic
bias which masquerades as “freedom of
the press.” Perhaps more than anyone
else, Vice President AcNEW is to be com-
mended for pointing out for all to see
the unquestioned prejudice and slant of
the liberal-dominated news media in this
Nation. No one guestions the right to
freedom of inquiry in an open free so-
ciety. But the anti-American, anti-Gov-
ernment vindictiveness of a great many
of our news disseminating organizations
is unparalleled in example anywhere else
in the world. Every day our fellow citizens
are fed a diet of disaster and told what
is wrong with this society. It is this bias
of our news media against our own Na-
tion which is most puzzling, and, in my
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opinion, destructive and divisive of the
best interests of our Nation.

The liberal news gathering agencies
attempt to heighten and promote dissen-
tion and emotionalism and to divide and
segment our people into clever but melo-
dramatic categories. The media is quick
to offer a stage to forces in this society
which represent the offbeat, the bizarre,
and the misfit. But demand “equal time”
for those who support and defend our
Nation, and immediately the cry goes up
about “censorship,” and Walter Cronkite
bristles about ominous threats to the
“freedom” of the press.

It is a modern tragedy that this good
land is worthy only of contempt and
scorn by faithless and fickle elements
within our news media who will stop at
nothing to vent the wrath of their own
frustrations and ineptness upon the
American public. These people have ex-
panded the concept of “yellow journal-
ism” in that they will not hesitate to
drag the entire Nation through the mud
or to condemn our most sacred institu-
tions if it will help expand their audience
or increase circulation.

Mr. Speaker, there is no question that
the news media of this Nation is guilty
of bias—and I use that word in a nega-
tive and accusatory sense. Regretfully,
those journalists who are a credit to
their profession must feel an extra meas-
ure of frustration that their credibility
and sense of ethics are threatened and
undermined by the reckless and abusive
acts of certain of their colleagues.

Mr. Speaker, it is an old wise proverb
that says, “He who knows not that he
knows not is a dangerous man." Most
tragic of all, our liberal-dominated news
media is so caught up in its obsession
with ‘“‘freedom of the press” that these
people are not only biased, which they
vehemently deny, I believe many of
them do not even realize they are biased.
The lack of this realization is not only
injurious to the journalistic profession, it
is detrimental to the welfare and best
interests of all the American people. And
that cannot be allowed to continue.

A most interesting editorial appearing
recently in the Amarillo Sunday News
Globe identifies specific examples of bias
in news reporting, and offers some sug-
gestions to remedy the situation. If only
the New York Times could read and
heed:

[From the Amarillo Sunday News Globe,

June 4, 1972]
WE Can HeaL A Natiow

While waiting for the President’s helicop-
ter to touch down on the Capitol grounds
Thursday mnight, TV network reporters
prowled the corridors beneath the big dome,
asking members of the Congress for their
views on the Nixon visit to Russia.

Among those interviewed was Sen. Edmund
Muskie of Maine. What did the Senator
think of the disarmament agreements signed
by the President?

The gentleman from Maine felt his way
cautiously, After all, members of the Con-
gress did not yet have the full story. But ob-
viously some progress toward peace and co-
operation had been made.

The interviewer was Bob Clark, White
House man for ABC; and he sounded a bit
impatient when he asked, “But what about
the failures?”

That may not have been the precise ex-
pression. But reporter Clark did use the word
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“failures,”” and it was obvious he wanted
something controversial as his contribution
to the evening’s grist of television news.

And right there we may have the big clue
to the national “sickness” so many Ameri-
cans deplore.

“But what about the fallures?"

Howard K. Smith, commentator for the
same network, and a member of the Nixon
press party in Moscow, offered a similar di-
agnosis earlier in the week in a comment just
before leaving for home,

He had picked up a copy of the New York
Times, freshly arrived from the states, and
found it filled with accounts of American
doubts and fears and failures. After spending
several days in a nation, regarded in many
quarters as our enemy, whose people were
proudly putting their best foot forward, de-
fending their own country and its system
while ignoring its manifold fallures, this
Journalistic self-flagellation was particularly
glaring.

One area in which the determination of
some correspondents to emphasize the nega-
tive is especlally galling is the Vietnam war,
Kenneth W. Clawson, deputy director of
White House communications, took sharp is-
sue a few days ago with a New York Times
report from Correspondent Anthony Lewis
who 18 now—or was until quite recently—
visiting North Vietnam.

“In contradiction of all journalist stand-
ards,” Clawson sald, “the New York Times is
gullty In at least two specific instances of
being a conduit of enemy propaganda to the
American people.

“In a report from Halphong featured on
Page 1, the Times sald that independent
sources confirmed North Vietnam claims that
the enemy is clearing American mines from
Ha:phong harbor and moving ships in and
out.

“That claim is entirely untrue. In answer
to & query the Times was told in advance
by the American government that no ship
has entered or left Haiphong harbor since
May 11.”

Which makes us wonder—what country is
the Times serving? North Vietnam or the
United Btates?

Concluded Clawson: *, . . The Times
stooped to bad journallsm when it published
a long irresponsible propaganda line indi-
cating there 1s ship movement in and out
of Haiphong.”

Another outspoken critic of some recent
weighted news from American correspond-
ents in Vietnam is the publication “Monday,”
issued weekly by the Republican National
Committee. A week or so ago it published this
complaint:

“On the evening of May 6, 1972, CBS eve-
ning news viewers were greeted by anchor
man Roger Mudd telling them: “The South
we;t.:.mmese suffered two more defeats today

NBC, however, according to the “Monday"
account, reported one of the same attacks
and stressed that the Communists were un-
successful in overrunning the firebase in-
volved and were “beaten off” by elite South
Vietnamese airborne units.

“Monday” also cites chapter and verse of
many other recent reports slanted toward
emphasis on enemy successes and derogatory
to the efforts of the ARVN, the U.8S. supported
force arrayed against General Glap's Com-
munists from the north. It is no secret that
many of our newsmen are openly contemp-
tuous of South Vietnamese efforts.

In a speech not long ago at Kenyon College
in Ohlo, Robert Novak, a syndicated col-
umnist, explained it this way:

“Both the correspondents In Salgon and
their editors back in Washington and New
York share, in overwhelming numbers, axio-
matic beliefs about the war.

The correspondent consciously or not,
tends to look at the worst side of things. The
editor, consciously or not, tends to select
news that is negative.”
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Are things so bad with us; are the times
s0 cruel and events so overwhelming, that we
have nothing but evil to report? Or is the
sickness within ourselves?

We, the American people, need healing and
we can heal ourselves. We can refuse to lis-
ten to slanted news reports; refuse to read
newspapers that display the failures and min-
imize the successes of our system. We can use
our own common sense to reason that a peo-
ple which for three generations has shared
its own largesse with the world and has lifted
millions of human beings to new levels of
freedom and awareness, cannot by the most
tortured twisting of logic be accused of fail-
ure.

The United States is a success. We must
proclaim this with pride and abandon the
nit-picking, grubby search for problems and
fallures.

Then our sickness will go away.

RICHARD C. VAN DEUSEN
HON. JOSEPH M. McDADE

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. McDADE. Mr. Speaker, the name
of Richard C. Van Deusen, Undersecre-
tary of the Department of Housing and
Urban Development, is one of the most
respected names here in the city of
Washington, and indeed across this en-
tire Nation. He has served with distine-
tion in one of the most challenging jobs
in this country—as a guiding force in
the enormous task of providing decent
housing for all Americans.

1 would eall Mr. Van Deusen the per-
fect model of the complete dedicated civil
servant, but he is even more than that.
He came to Washington at a great per-
sonal sacrifice, not only financially, but
even more significantly in his family re-
lations. He was a partner in one of the
finest law firms in Detroit when he was
asked to take up the task of Undersecre-
tary, and on February 7, 1969, his ap-
pointment to that position was an-
nounced by President Nixon. He knew
that in accepting this position he would
have to give up so much of his personal
life with his wife and his three young
daughters, but he came with the same
spirit of intelligent enthusiasm he had
given every other venture in his life, and
all of us must be grateful for the work
he has given us.

Richard Van Deusen was born in
Jackson, Mich., on July 18, 1925. He at-
tended Deerfield Academy and the Uni-
versity of Minnesota, from which he was
graduated cum laude. He played on the
Minnesota football team, was selected
as captain of that team, and was chosen
on the All-Big Ten.

He served his country in the U.S. Navy
during World War II from 1943 through
1946, and upon release as an ensign in
the Naval Reserves, attended Harvard
Law School. Following his graduation in
1949, he joined the Detroit law firm of
Dickinson, Wright, McKean & Cudlip,
and remained with that firm until his
appointment as Undersecretary.

He entered vigorously into the com-
munity activities. He served in the Michi-
gan State House of Representatives from
1954 through 1956. He was a director of
the Detroit Bar Association, the Michi-
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gan State Chamber of Commerce, the
Automobile Club of Michigan, the De-
troit Automobile Interinsurance Ex-
change, and the Boy’s Republic of
Farmington, Mich. He served also as a
trustee of the Cranbrook, Kingswood,
and Brookside Schools in Bloomfield
Hills, Mich.

He served also as a delegate to the
Michigan Constitutional Convention in
1961 and 1962, when that convention was
called to reform the State’s archaic con-
stitution. It was in this pesition he be-
came closely associated with the presi-
dent of American Motors, who was to be-
come Governor of Michigan and who, as
Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, was to eall upon Mr. Van Deusen
to lend his many talents to the service
of all Americans.

We are losing a most distinguished
public servant in Mr. Van Deusen. I have
had so many occasions to work with him
at HUD, I found him most intelligent,
most deeply committed, and above all
most dedicated to a program of action
to provide the housing for America.

I know that he and his wife, the for-
mer Barbara Congdon, and their three
daughters, Amanda, Lisa, and Katy, will
find relaxation away from the very de-
manding job as Undersecretary. But I
want all of them to know that we will
miss sorely Richard Van Deusen. He has
served his country with distinetion in
time of war and in time of peace. I wish
ﬁl}s God-speed through all the days of his

e.

TOM BRADLEY

HON. THOMAS M. REES

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. REES. Mr. Speaker, this Friday the
citizens of Los Angeles will be honoring
City Councilman Tom Bradley at a din-
ner at the Beverly Hilton Hotel. Tom has
served the people of Los Angeles well for
30 years, first as a member of the police
force and then, for the past 9 years, as a
member of the city council.

I have worked closely with Tom for
many years on legislation and projects
relating to metropolitan problems. As
chairman of the State, County, and Fed-
eral Affairs Committee, he has cooperat-
ed often on Federal legislation affecting
Los Angeles.

One of his special areas of interest con-
cerns the need for a more regional ap-
proach to the problems of cities. Tom has
been a leader in this field and is presently
a member of the Southern California As-
sociation of Governments, an organiza-
tion formed for the purpose of developing
greater cooperation and efficiency among
the governmental units of our area.

When more and more Americans are
moving to the cities, it is fortunate that
we have leaders like Tom Bradley who
are devoting their talerts to finding
solutions to the many problems that have
arisen in our growing and  congested
metropolitan areas. I Eknow that con-
cerned Angelenos will join me in hon-
oring this outstanding councilman.
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INTERIOR DEPARTMENT REFUSED
NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCI-
ENCES’ HELP ON ALASKA PIPE-
LINE

HON. LES ASPIN

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. ASPIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to include in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
today a letter from the President of the
National Academy of Sciences to Interior
Department Secretary Rogers C. B.
Morton, dated March 2, 1971, noting the
Academy’s special interest in Arctic en-
vironmental problems and volunteering
to help the Interior Department assess
the expected environmental impact of
the proposed 780-mile pipeline. Unfortu-
nately, the Interior Department refused
to help fund the Academy study and,
thus, it was never undertaken.

This important document raises very
grave suspicions about whether Interior
believed its conclusions in favor of an
Alaska pipeline could stand up to close
scrutiny. It is another important piece
of evidence that the Interior Department
has gone out of its way to avoid getting
the facts on the Alaska pipeline issue.

I urge those of my colleagues inter-
ested in this important issue to read the
National Academy of Sciences’ letter
which follows:

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES,
March 2, 1971.
Hon, Rogers C. B. MoRTON,
Secretary of the Interior,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Me. SEcrETARY: I wrlite to you, Mr.
Secretary, concerning our views with respect
to the proposed trans-Alaskan pipeline and
to offer our assistance as an organization that
was established by Act of Congress to provide
advice to the federal government on matters
of sclence. As you may know, the National
Academy of Sclences has a long standing
interest in problems concerning Alaska and
the arctic region, and we have followed with
interest the problems that have emerged in
connection with plans for utilizing the oil
resources of the Alaska North Slope area.

As an example, a committee of the Acad-
emy, acting at the request of the federal gov-
ernment, exhaustively studied the 1964
Alaska earthquake and 1s now publishing a
series of volumes on.various sclentific as-
pects of that event. Another example of our
interest is the continuing work of the Com-
mittee on Polar Research on sclentific prob-
lems of the polar regions and on specific prob-
lems relating to Alaska. We also are currently
establishing, In cooperation with interested
government agencies, an Arctic Assessment
Group to consider ways in which an inter-
disciplinary framework can be established to
assist and augment efforts by government for
systematically assessing emerging economic
development problems in northern Alaska.
More specifically, the Environmental Studies
Board, & joint undertaking of the Natlonal
Academies of Bclences and Engineering, has
followed closely the problems of the Alaskan
plpeline and was thoroughly briefed by Dr.
William T. Pecora and his associates on these
developments in October 1970. =

I belleve these examples wlll describe the
interests of the Academy in the problems of
Alaska and underscore its usefulness in pro-
viding assistance to both government and in-
dustry for mobilizing scientific and tech-
nological resources to deal with problems of
national concern in that reglon.
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Until recently, we have been reluctant to
take the initlative in making inquiries con-
cerning the technology assessment support
that we might offer with respect to the con-
siderations raised by the oil pipeline. This
has been due to our awareness of the political
complexities involved In plans for its con-
struction. However, the request for comments
on the draft Environmental Impact State-
ment for the Proposed Trans-Alaskan Plpeline
that was issued in the Federal Register on
January 15, 1971, by the Bureau of Land
Management, has invited comments from in-
terested groups. Our Environmental Studies
Board, at its meeting on February 12, con-
sidered this statement and voted to advise
the Council of the National Academies of
Sclences and Engineering of its concerns.

The Council, at its meeting on February
20, 1971, accepted the following resclution
of the Environmental Studies Board:

“That the Environmental Studies Board
recommends to the Councils of the National
Academy of Sciences and National Academy
of Engineering that the services of the Na-
tional Academies be offered to the Council
on Environmental Quality and the Depart-
ment of the Interior for a review and assess-
ment of the Section 102 Statement on the
Alaska Pipeline, provided adequate time and
funds are made available for such assess-
ment. The Environmental Studies Board also
calls attention of the Councils to the fact
that the filing date of February 27 is com-
pletely inadequate for such an assessment,
and that this particular project is of such
national interest that it deserves a review.”

The Council of the Academy has instructed
me to bring this action to your attention, and
I am taking this opportunity to do so before
the record closes. I understand that the time
for submitting statements for the record has
been extended beyond February 27.

I would be very happy to discuss this mat-
ter further with you, particularly if you see
a way In which the National Academy of
Sciences could be of service to the Depart-
ment of the Interior in problems that deal
with the Alaskan pipeline. The Alaskan pipe-
line represents one of the great technological
and environmental challenges of the day. We
must find ways to bring our best effort to bear
on this problem, and I hope that we can all
work together for the greatest benefit of the
nation.

incerely,
PHILIP HANDLER,
President.

IN AID OF LAW ENFORCEMENT
OFFICERS

HON. RICHARD H. ICHORD

OF MISSOURL
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. ICHORD. Mr. Speaker, on May 8,
1972, I introduced H.R. 14822 which is
aimed at providing a measure of protec-
tion for law enforcement officers who are
sued in Federal court resulting from the
performance -of their duties. In addition
to the support of the International Asso-
ciation of Chiefs of Police, the National
District Attorneys Association, and the
National Association of Police Legal Ad-
visors, I have received many letters of
support for the enactment of this meas-
ure from Attorneys General, State high-
way patrolmen, and policemen from all
corners of the United States.

In response to the request of several
colleagues to reintroduce this measure

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

so that cosponsors may be listed, I am
doing so today and I commend to all of
the Members of this House a thorough
reading of this bill. With appreciation to
those colleagues who have joined me in
support of law enforcement officers, Mr.
Speaker, I am today reintroducing, with
cosponsors, H.R. 14822 and urge my col-
leagues on the House Judiciary Commit-
tee to promptly schedule this measure
for consideration.

TRIBUTE TO WASHINGTON, D.C.

HON. CHARLES E. CHAMBERLAIN

OF MACHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. Speaker, we
have all heard stories of how travel and
sightseeing has sometimes been a har-
rowing experience for visitors to our
Nation’s Capitol. It was not too long ago
that the news seemed to be nothing but
stories of crime and violence. That this
situation has decidedly improved is evi-
dent from the firsthand report provided
by a recent visitor to Washington,
Andrea Reid, of Lansing, Mich.,, who
was so impressed that she wrote a letter
to the editor of the State Journal of
Lansing, Mich., which appeared in the
Wednesday, June 7, 1972, edition. While
such positive statements and experiences
somehow never seem to make the head-
lines, I believe that this letter should not
go unnoticed in our Nation’s Capital, and
I am pleased to insert it in the Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD.

The statement follows:

TRIBUTE TO WASHINGTON, D.C.

Lansing.—Recently, while on a vacation
in Washington, D.C., my husband and I had
the privilege of seelng the nation’s Capitol,
the White House and the many monuments
and historic landmarks Washington boasts.

I had heard much about the slums of
Washington and the demonstrations and
filth, but much to our surprise we didn't
find these things when we arrived. We saw
lovely architectural masterpieces, monu-
ments worth picture-taking, and breathtak-
ingly beautiful gardens and grounds around
the sightas.

The White House is a magnificent struc-
ture with huge yards and lovely grounds,
surrounded by a wrought iron fence, enclos-
ing the area. The Lincoln Memorlal stands
impressively at the end of a long body of
water with the Washington Monument
gracefully reaching for the sky at the other
end, showing its reflection in the water. The
Capitol is as majestic as the name implies.

We were amazed at the scenery and the
cordiality with which we were received by
the people of Washington. Most of all, we
were impressed by the fact that you can
drive up in front of the Lincoln Memorial
and the Washington Monument and others,
and stop your car and get out and take plec-
tures . . . You don't even have to put money
in parking meters because there aren’t any.
It seems a nice gesture for tourists and they
msake you feel welcome instead of “no park-
ing” signs posted all around these areas.

O r visit to W was most inspira-
tional and very enjoyable. I feel much hap-
pler with the government of our country,
knowing that they support such a lovely
capital. I hope everyone treats it with the
respect and dignity which 1t deserves.

ANDREA REID.
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THE SHOOTING OF WALLACE: A
NEW RETURN TO VIOLENCE

HON. JOHN M. ZWACH

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr, ZWACH. Mr, Speaker, the shoot-
ing of Presidential candidate George
Wallace, some weeks ago, gave rise to a
wave of editorial protests in our Nation’s
newspapers.

One of the best of these editorials,
which I read, was one written by Chuck
Rathe, editor of the St. Cloud Daily
Times in our Minnesota Sixth Congres-
sional District.

While deploring the shooting of Wal-
lace, Editor Rathe pointed out that there
is other violence which is just as deadly
in preventing the effective use of the
ballot.

For the edification of my colleagues
and the thousands of other people who
read the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, I insert
Mr. Rathe’s editorial in that publication:
THE SHOOTING OF WALLACE: A NEw RETURN

TO VIOLENCE

It had all started off—this political year of
1872—with the bitter, divisive past behind.
That was the hope. In fact, it was so tranquil
the hope became the reality. The war that
had festered into the raw political debates of
four years ago appeared to be winding down.
An America sick of a decade of fighting was
almost euphorically lulled into a sense of
well-being. The debate was to center on the
economy—tihe wage-price freeze, Phase II
and all that and a new populism marched to
the fore. The riots that had scarred the cities
had subsided and indeed disappeared. The
demonstrations that tore up the political life
were a thing of the past.

In a week all that changed. The shooting
of Gov. George Wallace of Alabama came ex-
acily a week after President Nixon announced
the mining of North Vietnam ports and in-
creased hombing raids which raises the threat
of a direct confrontation with the Soviet
Unlon,

A chill swept the nation as the pleces of
a replay of the fearful days at the height of
the war began falling into place. Protests and
demonstrations in only the space of a few
days followed, some of them near-viclent,
some of them erupting in bombings, burn-
ings, loud and nolsy shouting, and broken
heads and tear gas and cops hit by rocks.

All the old fears that tear at the fabric of
what we are doing here came rushing back
with another act of political violence every-
one was so sure that after the turbulent 1960s
could never happen again, But it did.

In the agonized shock of a people trying to
blot out what they cannot belleve the first
question is why. And then who. Why do they
gun down a man who Is taking his case to
the people, however controversial? Who are
these sickened people? Do they get guns too
readily? Do they hear the noisy and angry
shouts too loudly? Do they misread dissent
and suddenly plunge into the ultimate vio-
lence? Who knows.

We all share the shock to the nation. We
all share the grief of the family. We are all
maddened, and saddened and alive to the
treachery. This is to the way we pick our
leaders. They would deny us the right to
vote them in or out. And they alter the polit-
ical process abnormally in one wrenching
incident and we may all feel cheated they
take things into their own hands. And we
shiould. Who do they think they are that they
preempt our collective prerogative to do what
we want to do?
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But unless we are a people morbidly turn-
ing this unjust act into a national hairshirt,
we cannot all share the guilt, We have not
all been guilty of a climate that may breed
this. We cannot all be guilty of one man’s
finger on the trigger.

But this and the rising tide in the streets
has thrown back into the center stage the
angry word—violence—and there are those
who can share the guilt in this.

There Is something dark and sinister here
when violence is used in any form to get a
political end. The apologists may point, as
they do, to the American Revolution, the
Civil War, the history of our riots, the his-
tory of our warring and say, see, we are a
violent people. But riding over the viclence
is another strain of the American mind and
& people who have managed with the ballot
what they cannot do with the bullet. Vio-
lence by itself does indeed alter the course
of things but it is a twisting, unhappy thing
that so futilely presupposes that shooting one
man or another will change it the way they
want it changed. But it won’t. Dissent, yes—
it is the structure of compromise. Violence,
no—it is mean and it is ugly.

We are back to the fear that political lead-
ers can no longer in safety take to the streets,
to the airport runways, the shopping park-
ing lots to spell out their views and this
alone is bad enocugh.

But those who would still use violence—
burning, looting, bombing for peace—are as
misguided as those who pull triggers on little
snub-nosed guns. You don't have to shoot a
man to be politically violent. You don't have
to shoot a man to take from the people their
right to choose who shall lead them and
the direction they want to go.

HIGHER EDUCATION BILL CEN-
TRALIZES MORE POWER IN WASH-
INGTON, FAVORS BUSING

HON. ROBERT PRICE

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. PRICE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it
is my policy to publish a weekly news re-
port to keep my constituents advised of
my activities in their behalf,

The following is the text of my report
of June 12, 1972:

HIGHER EpUCATION BILL CENTRALIZES MORE

Power 1w WasHINGTON, FAvoRs BusiNG

The higher education blll that passed the
House and went to the President last week
is another step to centralize more power in
Washington than ever before over this na-
tion's educational system. Additionally, this
bill provides federal support for busing in
specific instances.

Because I am opposed to further concen-
tration of power in Washington and because
I am opposed to busing in order to achieve a
racial balance, I did not support the bill.

I belleve the country has the obligation of
providing an opportunity for our young peo-
ple to further their education but not by cre-
ating more bureaucracy In Washington. We
already have approximately 158 different ed-
ucational programs being administered by 29
different agencies of the federal government.
This bill would create a National Institute of
Education, a new centralized educstional
planning center and give it a billion dollars.
The one thing we do not need, in my opinion,
is more bureaucracy.

Two good anti-busing amendments that
were in the original House version of the bill
were dropped in the compromise final bill.
The end result is that this bill allows federal
funds to be used for busing. I also see pro-
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visions in this bill that could provide grounds
for endless court interference in the drawing
and redrawing of school boundaries.

All In all, the bill is not, in my judgment,
in the best interests of students, schools,
higher education or the taxpayers of this
country. I regret that the committee did not
come up with a better bill, and I regret that
Congress passed it; at least 1t did so without
my support.

A CITY OF TWO TALES

HON. ANDREW JACOBS, JR.

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr, JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, what fol-
lows are two tales from the same city:

It was the best of “ideas,” it was the worst
of “ideas”. . .

Indianapolis Star editorial, October 15,
1955:

J. Bracken Lee has announced that he will
not pay his income taxes. . . . Perhaps he
merely wants to stir up protests among
Americans agalnst being the milch cows for
people in scores of nations most of us have
never heard of. If that is his purpose, we're
all for him,

Indianapolis Star editorial, May 28,
1972:

The decision of Jane Hart, wife of Senator
Ralph A. Hart [D-Mich.], to quit paying her
income tax as a protest against the war in
Vietnam is an excellent example of what has
been described as the “liberal death-wish.”

The editorials follow:
CHALLENGING FEDERAL COLOSSUS

The only way an American citizen can find
out whether a law he opposes is constitu-
tional is to break it. Then he can try to
have it tested In the courts—Iif the govern-
ment does not stall him off so long that he
goes broke before he gets the job done.
Vivan Eellums broke the withholding tax
law deliberately in order to try to force a
test of that law. She did not get a clear deter-
mination on the constitutional issues in-
volved, but neither did she lose her case.
So that question involving *“involuntary
servitude"” prohibited in the Bill of Rights
is still largely unsettled.

Mrs. Manual Miller of. Bethel, Vt.,. also
broke the law—the draft law—in. order to get
a test of its constitutionality. The govern-
ment first sent her off to an insane asylum in
order to sidetrack the case, but that did
not work, She has since been indicted and
tried in the lower court and convicted. She
is appealing to higher courts hoping to get
a rullng also on the applicability of the
prohibition of  “involuntary servitude” to
conscription.

A group of women in Texas refused to col-
lect their soclal security taxes from their
domestic help on the grounds that they were
not tax collectors and that the social security
sysem was unconstitutional. They lost when
the court declded that social security taxes
were just like income taxes and therefore
legal. They did make a point, however, which
was that social security is not insurance as
has been clalmed, but & simple tax-supported
dole.

Now the governor of Utah has decided to
break another law to test its legality. J.
Bracken Lee has announced that he will
not pay his income taxes. He claims that the
Federal government has no  constitutional
right to use his tax money to support people
living in foreign countries, or their govern-
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ments. If Mr, Lee loses, he will have to pay
his taxes with 6 percent interest. If he wins,
the American taxpayer can expect lower
taxes, fewer deficits and less government
spending.

Perhaps Governor Lee's objective is simply
to dramatize the huge amounts of taxpayers’
money being sent abroad for economic or
military support.

Perhaps his main purpose is to mobilize
public opinion against foreign ald. Perhaps
he merely wants to stir up protests among
Americans against being the milch cows for
people in scores of natlons most of us have
never heard of. If that Is his purpose, we're
all for him. If he succeeds in getting a clear
court ruling that foreign economic ald is
unconstitutional, we're all for him, too.

We hope that in this case the government
will not stall around, indulge in techni-
calities and try to wear Mr. Lee out by diver-
slonary tactics, as the government so often
does in such cases. It is difficult enough to
find ways to protest the power, the arbi-
trariness, the unconstitutional actions of the
huge government that now bestrides the
land. The law is our only recourse most of
the time. Let's hope the law gets a chance
to work this time.

LiserAL DEATH-WISH

The decision of Jane Hart, wife of Senator
Philip A. Hart (D-Mich.), to quit paying
her income tax as a protest against the war
in Vietnam is an excellent example of what
has been described as the “liberal death-
wish."”

The first reaction of anyone who does not
share Mrs. Hart's dovish outlook on the war
is likely to be:

“Very well. That is a game that more than
one can play. I'll quit paying my taxes to
protest welfare chiseling, bureaucrats, grants
to revolutionary and crackpot intellectuals,
abuse of antlpoverty programs, half-baked
decisions by left-leaning members of the
Federal judiciary, funds for phony commis-
slons that reach foregone conclusions, sup-
porting the double crossers in the United
Nations and inflated salaries for ultra-liberal
lawmakers who kowtow every time a Com-
munist commissar sneezes.”

In other words, as a senator’s wife, Mrs.
Hart has not set the best of examples for
the citizenry. S8he has put herself above the
law, which is getting to be the rage, too
much so, in an era of bombings, assassina-
tions, mob violence and the like.

She has refused to abide by the decision
of the government elected by the majority
and in so refusing has tossed a monkey-
wrench into the machinery of what old-fash-
ioned liberals used to revere as ‘‘the demo-
cratic process.”

But that s not the most far-reaching im-
port of her decision. She has acted according
to a line of logic which, If it were followed
by all taxpayers and carried to its ultimate,
would bring about her destruction.

The loss of Mrs. Hart's approximately $25,-
000 a year in Federal income tax would have
little effect on the war only because it is an
isolated protest, a drop in the bucket. But
suppose it were otherwise,

Suppose most American taxpayers quit
paying taxes to support a war of resistance
agalnst Communist aggression. Suppose, as
a result, the American military-industrial
complex, that Hades in the liberal cosmos, did
collapse.’ -

And suppose it would follow, as it inevita-
bly would, that Communist power moved into
the vacuum and occupied the defenseless
United States.

What would become of Mrs, Hart? She is a
member of the bourgeoisie. Communists liq-
uldate the bourgeoisie. Does she think -they
would make an exception in her case? She
seems to think so. They are willing to stake
lives—usually other people’s—on this delu-
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slon whose falsity Is written in the blood of
millions.

But most Americans are not like Mrs. Hart.
Most are willing to go on paying the cost of
defending the perimeter of freedom, includ-
ing, luckily for the senator's wife, hers.

MINORITY LEADER FORD EFFEC-
TIVELY DEFENDS SALT AGREE-
MENT

HON. JOHN B. ANDERSON

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Mr, Speak-
er, as controversy grows around the re-
cent SALT agreement and confusing
contradictory statements are heard from
both sides, it is important to listen to
those who present a clear and balanced
view of the implications of this historic
first step designed to limit the prolifera-
tion of strategic weapons. Therefore, I
would like to call to the attention of the
entire House an excellent speech on the
implications of SALT delivered by the
distinguished minority leader (GERALD
R. Forp) before the VFW State con-
vention in Grand Rapids, Mich. In his
presentation, Congressman Forp argues
effectively against both those who warn
that the treaty grants the Soviet Union
a guarantee of nuclear superiority and
those who urge that it be coupled with
drastic cuts in our military defense
budget.

Mr. Forp asserts that in securing a
limitation on the quantities of nuclear
weapons the President has achieved a
true balance of strategic power with the
Soviet Union: the Soviets’ “greater num-
ber of rocket launchers and more pow-
erful warheads” are effectively counter-
balanced by our “greater number of
warheads” and our “more accurate and
advanced technology.” He points out that
since the two nations are also about the
same in terms of nuclear tonnage, we
not only did not “give anything away"”
but also accomplished two very impor-
tant goals by means of the agreement:
we averted a senseless “stockpiling of
nuclear weapons launchers by both the
United States and the Soviet Union,”
and “we slowed the Soviet momentum
in the nuclear arms race,” thus perhaps
avoiding a “future nuclear holocaust
touched off by a Soviet first strike.”

However, the distinguished minority
leader is careful to note that agree-
ments such as the SALT treaty are ac-
complished only from a position of
strength and that it would be folly to
heed the advice of those like Senator
McGovern who advocate deep cuts in
our defense budget. In order to facilitate
further progress toward arms limitation
and world peace, Mr. Forp urges that
even though we have placed a “checkrein
on the number of U.S. and Soviet rocket
launchers,” we must nonetheless be pre-
pared to continue to improve the quality
of our strategic weapons. I would cer-
tainly hope that we can soon achieve a
companion agreement limiting qualita-
tive improvements in strategic arms, but
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if the SALT agreement has any lesson
it is that the Soviets will not likely be
amenable to such a further limitation
unless they are firmly convinced that we
are prepared to continue these qualita-
tive and technological improvements in
its absence. Mr. Speaker, I believe my
collezgue from Michigan delivered an
able, realistic defense of the President’s
historic achievement in Moscow and
would commend the speech to all of my
colleagues.
The speech follows:
ApprEss By REPRESENTATIVE GERaALD R. ForD

The SALT agreements entered into by the
United States and the Soviet Union have, in
effect, already become a part of history.

The SALT Treaty will in time become part
of the heritage of our past. “The heritage"
that, In the words carved on the National
Archives Bullding in Washington, “is the
seed that brings forth the harvest of the
future.”

What of the seed—the SALT Treaty itself?
Have we made unwise concessions to the
Soviet Union? Have we placed our nationsal
defense in danger? Have we placed ourselves
in a position of nuclear inferiority?

The terror remains, but the balance is
frozen in terms of a standoff in strategic
weaponry. It is true that the Soviets have
more rocket launchers than we have and
more powerful warheads. But we have greater
numbers of warheads and we have the ad-
vantage in accuracy and in advanced tech-
nology. In terms of nuclear tonnage, the total
is about the same.

Have we, then, achieved anything at all?
Indeed, yes. We have slowed the Russlans'
headlong rush toward nuclear superiority, a
superiority which could have tempted them
into a nuclear first strike against the United
States.

Further stockplling of nuclear weapons
launchers by both the United States and
the Soviet Union simply did not make any
sense. Both of us have the power to destroy
the other many times over. That, In effect,
is Insanity multiplied.

Bo what it all comes down to is this. We
did not give anything away, and we slowed
the Soviet momentum in the nuclear arms
race and perhaps thus avolded a future nu-
clear holocaust touched off by a Soviet first
strike.

As for the effect of the limitation on the
United States, we can still improve the
quallty of our nuclear weapons. The only
limitation is on quantities—and that limita-
tion makes sense.

What of the harvest which may be pro-
duced by the SALT Treaty?

My fervent hope is that it will lead to
future agreements further reducing the level
of nuclear terror in the world and perhaps
even to at least partial disarmament—mutual
disarmament—of the world’s two great super-
powers.

It is worth noting, it seems to me, that no
columnist or commentator spoke in the after-
math of President Nixon's mission to Moscow
of what might have been called “the spirit
of Moscow.”

This is good. This is healthy. This is
realistic.

Instead of the heady euphoria generated
by the meeting between President Johnson
and Premier Kosygin at Glassboro—a meet-
Ing that produced nothing—we have an atti-
tude of good common sense that followed the
productive summit meeting in Moscow.

The Moscow meetings were highly produc-
tive, but we did not come away from them
with our heads in the clouds. Our feet are
on the ground, and we are looking
straight ahead. We are hopeful about the
“harvest of the future"” but we are not
wrapping those hopes in foolish drenms.
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There are, of course, those in the Congress
who now are calling for deep cuts In our
defense budget. They are demanding sharp
slashes in our defenses despite the fact that
the SALT Treaty was possible only because
we bargained from a position of strength.

What of the harvest of the future? As we
wind down the war In Vietnam, I belleve we
are entering on an era which holds great
promise for the future peace of the world.
I am hopeful that we can truly have a gen-
eration of peace—that future generations
can settle the world'sa differences in some
other forum than a vale of blood and tears.

But let there be no mistake. We can have
peace in this age of nuclear weaponry and
so-called wars of liberation only if we re-
main strong.

The most cursory look at history tells us
that the possibility of armed aggression can
never be dismissed. Let us, therefore, be on
guard against those who preach the foolish
doctrine of unilateral disarmament.

Our President has journeyed to Moscow
and to Peking on missions of peace. He has
opened up & new era of negotiations. He has
thawed the hostility and suspicion that
breed incidents and confrontation.

In less than a week I, too, will be making
a trip to Peking and I expect to talk with
top Chinese officials while there. I will be
seeking to continue the dialogue the Presi-
dent has started and to open wider the door
to China.

But I am fully cognizant, as is the Presi-
dent, that we in America must keep up our
strength if we are to enjoy peace even in
an era of negotiations.

Let us not forget the lessons of history.
We must maintain our strength—both mili-
tary and spiritual. We must make sure we
can come to realize the harvest of the future
which our present diplomatic endeavors are
making possible.

I say we can and should be No. 1 in qual-
ity, if not in quantity.

I am aware, as is every taxpayer, of the
heavy financial burden that military pre-
paredness imposes on this country. But does
anyone really believe that we cannot afford
an effective defense against potential threats
to our national safety? Are there really very
many Americans who believe that it is better
to suffer defeat than to fight?

Take a close look at the lessons of history.

World War I erupted despite the Hague
peace treaties.

World War II was caused by a power-
hungry madman, not by an armaments race.
It might well have been prevented if Eng-
land, France and the United States had been
better prepared.

It was for these very reasons that at the
end of World Wars I and II we vowed never
to be caught unprepared again. Are we
doomed to once agaln repeat the mistakes
we made following those world confiicts?

Unfortunately the passage of time throws
& cloak of ignorance over the bitter errors
of postwar history.

Half of today's Americans were not alive
when we fought World War II. They, and
other Americans in their early teens, had no
direct connection with that war or any di-
rect knowledge of it.

If indeed we are interested in preserving
the peace we cannot ever agaln allow any
foreign power to achieve overwhelming mili-
tary superiority vis-a-vis the United States.

This is not to argue agalnst attempts to
negotiate an East-West detent. We should
do everything possible to achieve such con-
ditions, As I have already Iindicated, I
strongly support President Nixon's missions
to Peking and Moscow and the terms of the
SALT agreements.

But the fact remains that weakness in-
vites attack, and it takes only one aggressor
nation to plunge the entire world into war,

Now that we have placed a checkrein on
the numbers of U.S. and Soviet rocket
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launchers, there will be those In Congress
who will oppose improvements in the quality
of U.8. nuclear weapons and the President’s
plans to modernize our Navy. This, I say, is
the height of folly.

There is no question that the Sovlets will
continue to work on qualitative improve-
ments in their nuclear arsenal. And as for
sea power, the Soviets have been and are con-
tinuing to move ahead with & naval and
maritime program that is a technclogical
marvel.

Soviet Russia is preparing a military es-
tablishment which by 1875 could be ahead
of ours in many respects.

During the past 10 years the Russians have
developed the world’s fastest interceptor air-
craft, the world’s ‘argest strategic missile, and
the world's largest helicopter. They have also
developed more than 50 new ships of all
classes in addition to s new all-purpose land
tank, new antitank weapons, artillery and
aircraft. These new weapons did not evolve
overnight. They were on the drawing boards
in the 1950s.

With no visible letup in the Soviet research
and development program, it is quite possible
that the decade of the 1870s will see a steady
flow of new Soviet weapons systems that have
been blueprinted during the past decade.

This is why I strongly support the Presi-
dent’s proposed $£83 billlon defense budget
for fiscal 1973,

With this budget, President Nixon has ini-
tiated a buildup clearly intended to prevent
the Soviet Union from outelassing the United
States militarily.

I support the proposed stepup in the Navy's
Underwater Long Range Missile System (Tri-
dent), the missile submarine program aimed
at replacing our aging Polaris fleet with
boats whose new missiles will have the same
range as the Minuteman ICBM.

I support Navy modernization and the pro-
posal to bulld three prototype B-1 super-
bombers for the Air Force.

And I support the proposed 17 per cent in-
crease In defense research and development
funding.

The emphasis in this fiscal 1978 defense
budget rests on investment items such as re-
search, development, modernization, ship
construction, and creation of a strong tech-
nological base to offset the Soviet strides to-
ward a more efficient and productive research
and development effort. I endorse this course.

Will this defense effort constitute a distor-
tion of priorities? Will we be spending a dis-
proportionate share of the U.8. tax dollar on
defense needs?

Defense outlays In fisecal 1973, if approved
as proposed by the President, will be down
to 30 per cent of all Federal cutlays—the low-
est level, proportionately, since 1950.

At the same time, human resources spend-
ing will be allocated 45 cents out of every
Federal dollar.

Those who would attack the Fresident’s
defense budget despite this priorities ratlo
should heed the words of Air Marshal Sir
John Slessor, who sald: “The most important
soclal service a government can render is to
keep its citizens alive and free.”

Let us never forget, then, that strength
remalns the key to peace and national
security.

Critics of military spending are fond of
pointing out that President Eisenhower
warned the American people against what
he called “the military-industrial complex.”
But they never quote exactly what Ike said
in that farewell address of his in 1961.

Ike said this: “Until the latest of our world
conflicts, the United States had no arma-
ments industry. American makers of
plowshares could, with time and as
required, make swords as well, But now
we can no longer risk emergency im-
provisation of national defense; we have
been compelled to create a permanent
armaments industry of vast proportions. This
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conjunction of an immense military estab-
lishment and a large arms industry is new In
the American experience. The total influence,
economie, political, even spiritual, is felt in
every city, every State house, every office of
the Federal government. We recognize the
imperative need for this development. Yet
we must not fall to comprehend its grave
implications. In the councils of government,
we must guard against the acquisition of
unwarranted influence, whether sought or
unsought, by the military-industrial com-
plex. The potential for disastrous rise of mis-
placed potwer exists and will persist. We must
never let the weight of this combination
endanger our liberties or democratic proc-
esses.”

Note that Ike called attention to the pos-
sibility of an abuse of power on the part of
the military-industrial complex but he did
not urge that this complex be dismembered
or destroyed. Instead he sald, “We recognize
the imperative need for this development.”

And in that same speech, Ike said: “Our
arms must be mighty, ready for instant ac-
tion, so that no potential aggressor may be
tempted to risk his own destruction.”

Ike knew, as does Richard Nixon, that we
could never move from an era of confronta-
tlon to an era of negotiation except from a
position of strength.

It 1s a matter of sober fact that one can
negotiate only from strength.

Yet today we have our unilateral disarmers
and the “rather be Red than dead” crowd.

This produces what I call pollution of the
American spirit. It is one of the most danger-
ous forms of pollution in America—and one
we cannot fight with dollars.

We must fight against this adulteration
of the spirit which has made America strong.

We must revive the virtues of American-
ism—courage and honor, as well as justice,
truth, sincerity and hardihood. We must rec-
ognize that among the things that will de-
stroy America is peace at any price.

And as we approach the celebration of
our Independence Day, let us reawaken
patriotism—love of country, courage with
conviction, faith in freedom, and devotion
to duty.

As the late Gen. Douglas MacArthur said:
“Be not decelved by strange voices heard
across the land, decrying this old and proven
concept of patriotism. From the very begin-
ning, it has been the main bulwark of our
national strength and integrity. Be proud
to be called a patriot, or nationalist, or what
you will . . . if it means that you love your
Country above all else—and will place your
life, If need be, at the service of your Flag.”

Thank you.

LITHUANIAN INDEPENDENCE DAY

———

HON. LOUISE DAY HICKS

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mrs. HICKS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, today, June 20, marks a sad an-
niversary for all those who love freedom.
Thirty-one years ago, during the week of
June 14 to 20, the world observed the
Soviet Union’s campaign of aggression,
terror, and mass deportation in Lithu-
ania, and during that time the Soviets
deported or killed over 30,000 innocent
Lithuanian men, women, and children.

I think it is fitting, on this sad anni-
versary, that we, as Members of Con-
gress, take time to reflect on the tragic
fate of all the Baltic States—Latvia,
Lithuania, and Estonia. This is all the
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more fitting, for we shall soon be obsery-
ing the 50th anniversary of the United
States recognition of the Baltic States.

The modern history ef these peoples is
the story of all men’s struggle for the
inalienable rights of freedom and self-
determination. The Communist regime
did not come to power in the Baltic States
by legal or democratic means. The Soviets
invaded and occupied those States in 1940
and the Baltic peoples have been suffer-
ing in Russian captivity ever since.

It is one of the ironies and tragedies of
contemporary history that these gallant
and gifted people, totalling over one
million in the United States, have been
fated to have their beloved homeland
suffer under alien dictatorship for so
long.

On June 10 of this year, the Boston
chapter of the Lithuanian American
Community met in Boston and adopted
the following resolution, which I am
proud to insert into the RECoORD:

RESOLUTION

We, American cltizens of Lithuanian de-
scent, on June 10, 1972, at the South Boston
Lithuanian Citizens' Assoclation auditorium,
at 368 West Broadway, SBouth Boston, Massa-
chusetts, do hereby commemorate the 81st
anniversary of Soviet aggression and the
mass deportations of June 14-20, 1841 during
which the BSoviets deported or massacred
35,000 innocent Lithuanian men, women and
children.

Therefore, we hereby have unanimously
adopted the following Resolution:

‘Whereas, the Genocide Convention, which
declares the destruction of nations, racial
and religious groups to be an International
crime, has been ratified by sixty-nine na-
tions, including the Soviet Union, and

Whereas, the Soviet Union, through a pro-
gram of deportations and resettlement of
peoples, continues to pursue its policy to
change the ethnic character of the popula-
tion of Lithuania and the other Baltic
States, thereby committing the offence of
genocide, and

Whereas, the Soviet Invaders are unable to
suppress the aspirations of the Lithuanian
people for freedom and the exercise of their
human rights, as demonstrated by the herole
attempt of defection by Simas Eudirka, the
attempted escape of Vytautas Simokaitis and
his wife, the arrest of Liudvikas Simutis, two
bishops, and three Lithuanian priests,
Fathers J. Zdebskis, P, Bubnys and A. Seske-
victus for teaching religion, and most recently
the tragic self-immolation by Romas Ta-
lanta-Ealanta to arouse International opin-
ion agalnst continued Soviet oppression, and

Whereas, an extraordinary petition protest-
ing religlous oppression signed by 17,000
persons in Lithuania reached the United
Nations a week Lefore Easter,

Now, therefore be 1t resolved That we
demand that the Soviet Government release
all political prisoners, and withdraw its
armed forces, administrative apparatus, and
the imported Russian colonists from Lithu-
ania, thus permitting the Lithuanian people
to freely exercise their sovereign rights.

That we respectfully request President
Nixon to direct the attention of world opin-
fon at the United Natlons and at other ap-
propriate international forums on behalf of
the restoration of sovereign rights to the
Baltic peoples, which policy was recom-
mended by the President of the United
States, by the House Concurrent Resolution
416 of the 89th Congress.

That this Resolution be sent to the Presi-
dent of the United States, and coples thereof
to the Secretary of State, the United States
Ambassador to the United Nations, to the
Senators and Congressmen from our Coms-
monwealth, and to the press.
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That resolution speaks of the urgency
of the enforcement of House Concurrent
Resolution 416, which was unanimously
passed by the House and the Senate in
the 89th Congress. I feel that it is im-
portant that we review that resolution,
and I am proud to insert the text of
the resolution in the REcorp:

H. Con. RES. 416

Whereas the subjection of peoples to
allen subjugation, domination, and exploita-
tion constitutes a denial of fundamental
human rights, is contrary to the Charter of
the United Nations, and is an impediment
to the promotion of world peace and co-
operation; and

Whereas all peoples have the right to
self-determination; by virtue of that right
they freely determine thelr political status
and freely pursue their economie, soclal, cul-
tural, and religious development; and

Whereas the Baltic peoples of Estonla,
Latvia, and Lithuania have been forcibly
deprived of these rights by the Govern-
ment of the Soviet Union; and

Whereas the Government of the Soviet
Union, through a program of deportations
and resettlement of peoples, continues in its
effort to change the ethnic character of the
populations of the Baltic States; and

Whereas it has been the firm and consist-
ent policy of the Government of the United
States to support the aspirations of Baltic
peoples for self-determination and national
independence; and

Whereas there exist many historical, cul-
tural, and family ties between the peoples of
the Baltic States and the American people:
Be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That the House of
Representatives of the United States urge
the President of the United States—

(&) to direct the attentlon of world
opinion at the United Nations and at other
appropriate International forums and by
such means as he deems appropriate, to the
denial of the rights of self-determination for
the peoples of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania,
and

(b) to bring the force of world opinion to
bear on behalf of the restoration of these
rights to the Baltic peoples.

Passed the House of Representatives June
21, 1965.

Attest:

RALPH R. RoBERTS, Clerk.

That resolution was filed and passed 6
years ago, yet Soviet oppression continues
in the Baltic States. Since June 1940 the
Baltic States have lost more than one-
fourth of their combined populations due
to the ethnically genocidal deportation
and resettlement programs of the Soviet
Union. Those practices continue, with no
end in sight. As recently as May of this
vear, in the city of Kaunas, Lithuania,
several thousand youths battled police
and Soviet soldiers after a young Roman
Catholic, Romas Talanta, burned himself
in a public park for political reasons.
After his funeral rioting continued for
several days in the city and spread
through much of the rest of the country.
Those events helped bring international
attention to the tragic fate of the captive
nations, but more needs to be done.

America’s diplomatic representatives
at the United Nations and elsewhere
must be prepared to confront the Soviet
Union with its acts of aggression against
these nations. We must do all that we
can to see that the United Nations Dec-
laration of Human Rights, which has
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heen signed by the Soviet Union, is made
a reality in the Baltic States and other
captive nations. The President must
bring the issue of the liberation of the
Baltic States before the United Nations,
and demand that the Soviets withdraw
from Latvia, Lithuania, and Estonia.
Above all, we must review the meaning
of House Concurrent Resolution 416 and
renew our determination to see that it
is enforced. All of these actions will have
their effect, as world opinion and criti-
cism are brought to bear against the
Soviet leadership.

I hope that we never forget the lesson
of the sad fate of the Baltic peoples, and
may we always remember the ancient
precept that so long as some men are
enslaved, none of us is truly free.

LETTER FROM CONSTITUENT

HON. ANDREW JACOBS, JR.

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, I insert the
following letter from a constituent of
mine concerning closing cost on real
estate transactions.

The letter follows:

DuTToN, EAPPES & OVERMAN,
Indianapolis, Ind., May 31, 1972,
Hon. ANDREW JACOBS,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

DeArR CONGRESSMAN: I can appreciate the
fact that Congress is anxious to put a stop
to the real estate closing cost abuses by at-
torneys and others in the D.C, Maryland
and New York areas which have recently
been publicized by the Washington Post.
The practice whereby a lawyer receives a
split of the title insurance premium simply
for referring title business to a commercial
title Insurance company is deplorable and
should be proscribed by appropriate legisla-
tlon. The Senate version of the Houslng and
Urban Development Act of 1972 (8. 3248)
does proscribe this practice and deserves the
support of every Senator and Representative.
‘The House bill has a similar anti-kickback
provision. However, In an attempt to
strengthen the House version, the Housing
Bubcommittee has added a number of other
well-intentioned but 1ttle understood
amendments. The result is that the House
version of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 18972 as reported by the Hous-
ing Subcommittee on May 11 contains pro-
vislons contrary to the public's interest.
Title IX of that bill regulates closing costs
on federally related mortgage transactions.
The way Title XT is currently worded it will
have the effect of depriving lower and mid-
dle income groups of the benefit of being
represented by independent legal counsel at
federally related real estate closings.

Bectlon 907(a) states:

“No attorney who performs any legal serv-
ices which are incident to or a part of any
real estate settlement with t to which
any party to such settlement has obtained a
federally related mortgage loan shall receive
any commission in connection with the is-
suance of title insurance for any real prop-
erty which is a part of such settlement.”

This means that the family attorney must
stop short of providing his client full legal
service which Includes issuance of title in-
surance, or he must do so without compen-
sation. Section 912(a) states:
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“Any title company and its agents quall-
fled to issue title insurance are authorized
to perform any and all title services in con-
nection with the issuance of such insurance
in any real estate settlement involving a
federally related mortgage loan."

If Sections 807(a) and 912(a) become law
they will have the effect of eliminating the
family lawyer from these transactions. The
reason for this Is that the title insurance
must be purchased from someone other than
an attorney already representing a party to
the transaction. Therefore, in order to have
the family lawyer involved in the transac-
tion, two fees must be pald—one to the title
insurer and another to the attorney. Since
the sections allow the title insurance com-
pany to provide all title services, most lower
and middle income families will have to for-
go the benefits of independent legal counsel
and depend on a title Insurance company
which has no fiduclary responsibility with
respect to them to provide closing services.
Of course, the more affluent buyers and sell-
ers as well as the financial institutions in-
volved will be represented by their own law-
yers even if they are forced to go elsewhere
for their title insurance. However, it would
be unwise for the Congress to place this bur-
den on lower income families.

A middle or lower income home buyer
needs complete title assurance, which is legal
advice plus an insured title, as much as a
more sophisticated real property buyer. The
determination of the legal rights and expla-
nation of those rights to a buyer are the
greater services; the writing and issuing of
the title Insurance contract are the lesser.
For the sake of economy and efficlency home
buyers should be able to obtain all legal serv-
ices from a lawyer. Prohibiting compensation
in th~ form of commissions for drafting,
writing, and issuing title insurance contracts
is unreasonable and will result in denying
middle and lower income families legal serv-
ices in what could well be the most important
transaction of their lives, the purchase of
a home.

At a time when the federal government is
spending large sums of money to assure legal
services to the middle and lower income
groups, it seems rather incongruous for Con-
gress even to consider passing legislation
which will eliminate the traditional neigh-
borhood lawyer. It is the neighborhood law-
yer, the family lawyer, who can best serve the
legal needs of the local community, and any
legislation should encourage the participa-
tion of the traditional neighborhood lawyer
in the real estate transactlons rather than
the elimination of them.

It should also be noted that the House
proposals would give the commercial title
insurance companies a monopoly on issuing
title insurance and furnishing legal services
associated with federally related real estate
closings. If Congress wants to keep closing
costs down, the last thing they should do is
to grant a few large corporations a monopoly
by making it impractical for individual law-
yers to compete by offering complete title
service.

It is respectfully requested that you sup-
port the protection of home buyers by op-
posing  legislation which discriminates
against lawyers and which would deny the
middle and lower income families legal serv-
ices In real estate transactions. You can do
this by opposing the Houslng Bubcommittee's
amendments and encouraging the House
Banking and Currency Committee members
to adopt the Senate anti-kickback provisions
as set forth In 8. 3248. In terms of the bill
currently before the Banking and Currency
Committee that would mean substitution of
the antl-kickback provisions in S, 3248 for
Title IX of that bill.

Sincerely,
Durron, EArPES & OVERMAN,
PuILIP 8. EAPPES,
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SEVENTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY—
TOWN OF WESTWOOD

HON. LOUISE DAY HICKS

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mrs. HICKS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, as the Congresswoman from the
district, it was recently my great pleasure
to participate in the celebration of the
75th anniversary of the town of West-
wood, Mass.

The town of Westwood reflects the di-
versity and vitality of the district which
I have the honor to represent in Con-
gress, and its story in the story of Amer-
ica. On this important anniversary, I am
pleased to insert in the Recorp for the
attention of my colleagues the following
history of Westwood, which was prepared
by the chairman of the 75th aniversary
committee and the selectmen of West-
wood, with the special assistance of a
former Westwood resident. Mrs. Mar-
jorie Fenerty.

The history follows:

HisTORY OF TEE TowN oF WESTWOOD

Westwood, Massachusetts, Incorporated
April 2, 1887, was the last of fifteen towns
to be carved from the 1636 Dedham Planta-
tion. Settlements in this section of Dedham
began in the late 1600's, once the danger
from the Indians had more or less subsided.

A sawmill on Purgatory Brook which pro-
duced clapboards for *closing in of thelr
houses” for protection in severe winter, be-
came the center of one cluster of homes in
the early 1700’s. Other early farms in this
area were located on Rock Meadow Brook to
the west and Pond Plain Brock to the south.

After several years of petitioning by the
residents of the land “beyond ye Rocks West-
ward,” the Clapboard Trees Parish was es-
tablished by order of the General Court Jan-
uary 10, 1736. There were fifty-two names on
the first assessment roll. In time this sec-
tion become known as the West, or Third
Parish of Dedham. Ten years before the start
of the Revolutionary War, West Dedham had
forty-two houses and three hundred thirteen
inhabitants.

Deacon Ellis’s Tavern and Store was a
stopping place for farmers on their way to
and from market, a meeting place for the
Sons of Liberty, the West Dedham Militia
and other formal and informal groups. Im-
portant notices were posted here; the Lib-
erty Club met here; the hall upstairs was
the scene of many an educational and social
gathering and the West Indiles Goods Store
evolved into a General Store. In 1824 the
first post office was established here.

The first meeting house was nothing but a
shell when erected in 1731 and parishioners
were permitted to build their own pews.
There were many stormy sessions over the
location of this house of worship, which re-
sulted in two small bulldings, the other of
which became the meeting house for the
South, or Second Parish of Dedham. Later
disputes erupted over the location of the
“buryilng ground" and “hears house" con-
structed In 1752. Geography also played an
important part in building the new meeting
house in 1809,

West Dedham citizens participated in the
Dedham Company of the Suffolk Regiment
of Millitia in earliest days and In Captain
Moseley's Volunteers during King Philip’s
Wur. Although there seems to have been
little suffering from the Indians, the first
murder of King Philip's War is sald to have
taken place in the Dedham woods and
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Sachem Pumham was captured here in 1676.
Dedham’s “great gun” was procured for pro-
tection In these days and years later was
“swung"” after the alarm of Aprll 19, 1775.

In pre-Revolutionary days the west parish
had its Liberty Pole and Sons of Liberty
which met at Abner Ellis’s Tavern. Its men
joined with others In Dedham in abhorring
violence by a mob of the so-called Boston
Massacre, but finally relented and voted in-
demnity for those suffering from this skir-
mish, only “on the ground of generosity” and
out of gratitude for the repeal of the stamp
tax. They refused to drink *"forelgn tea”,
banned all imported funeral gloves or other
mourning garb and worked with others for
the establishment of charter rights and
privileges.

West Dedham formed three bands of min-
ute men which answered the alarm of April
19, 1775, mustering in Dedham Center with
other companies and marching to Lexington
and Concord. All able-bodied men of the
parish took part in one way or another dur-
ing the long war and graves of thirty-seven
veterans are found in the Westwood ceme-
tery.

There were forty-three men with West
Dedham connectlons who served in the “War
of the Rebelllon,” twenty-six of them now
buried in the West Dedham cemetery.

Eleven memorial squares In Westwood are
dedicated to those who gave their lives In
World Wars I and IT.

As in other New England villages, West
Dedham was full of small industries during
the first half of the nineteenth century.
Every stream had 1ts mills of various types.
Before long Mill Street was a thriving Indus-
trial complex with saw mills, cabinet shops,
iron foundries and even a small tool mill
powered by a windmill. Bradford Baker, who
manufactured cradles, beds and coffins, ad-
vertised that he “had his customers all the
way."

The first really major housing boom took
place in the mid-1800's. In the 1840's many
Irish families, fleeing the potato famine,
settled In the High Rock-Hartford Street
area,

By 1845 the West Parish had 124 dwelling
houses, 192 polls and an assessed valuation,
real and personal, of $388,452.

Dedham Center was becoming more and
more Industrial and the two sections of town
grew apart in Interests and needs.

“Mother Dedham”, on the railroad, in the
1870’s and 1880's joined the Metropolitan
Parks District, talked about taking over the
private water company serving the center,
installed electric lights and was considering
putting In sewers. West Dedham residents
felt no need for these innovations and real-
ized that they would be taxed for these im-
provements although it would be many years
before they might henefit from them.

The separation was brought about peace-
fully, with only a change of name from
Nahatan (too much llke Nahant) to West-
wood, and on April 2, 1897, West Dedham,
together with a southeastern section of the
First Parish, was incorporated into the Town
of Westwood.

The Infant town had 1015 inhabitants and
140 farms on its eleven square miles. There
were 120 children In the three village schools,
three fire companies and 225 voters to take
part in town affairs.

The first major change that took place was
the bullding of street raiflways on both sides
of town. Before thils, transportation was
limited to the stage and private carriages.

The days of the qulet self-sufficlent farm-
ing village with homegrown entertainment
as well as food came to an abrupt end in the
1930's. Westwood’'s low tax rate attracted
families of modest means, seeking homes
away from the city. An enterprising real
estate promoter bought up farms and sub-
divided some of them into small lots with
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correspondingly small and Inexpensive
houses.

The number of houses trebled between
1930 and 1950 and doubled agaln in the fol-
lowing seventeen years. The population in-
creased at a greater rate, making necessary
connection to a water system, construction
of new schools and additions to old ones,
installation of sewers and, of course, a spiral-
ing tax rate.

Westwood of the 1970's is a town between
12,000 and 13,000, and has a developing,
planned, industrial area (limited to light
industry and warehouses) on the eastern
portion near Route 1.

It is primarily a suburban town of well-
kept commuter homes. There are seven
churches, one junior high school, one sen-
for high school and seven elementary school
bulldings.

In spite of the many changes and the
rapid growth over the years, it retalns much
of the early New England charm in its old
houses. It still has open town meeting form
of government, is governed by a board of
three selectmen and other elected boards,
all of & non-partisan nature. Much of the
newer bullding along High Street is in keep-
ing with the Colonilal style of architecture.
Many of the older homes have been restored
and, while modernized for convenience, the
older features have been retained.

Through the cooperation of the town and
the Westwood Historical Boclety, an orga-
nized celebration of the 756th Anniversary of
its incorporation was planned for 1972. The
high point of this event was a two hour long
parade through the town, composed of some
twenty brass bands, scores of floats repre-
senting many loeal groups, dozens of march-
ing units and novelty entries, applauded by
some 25,000 onlookers from surrounding
towns. The Board of Selectmen from seven
adjacent communities, with other local dig-
nitaries, revlewed the parade, including Sen-
ator Leverett Saltonstall and Congress-
woman Loulse Day Hicks,

The T75th Anniversary Celebration of 1972
was heralded by raising the Anniversary Flag
at the Town Hall and the erection of anni-
versary plaques at town boundarles. All the
houses and structures bullt before 1850 were
identified by date markers. Historical ple-
tures and artifacts we-- displayed in the
Public Library. An Anniversary Ball was or-
ganized by the Westwood Historleal Boclety.
Commemorative tiles were prepared and sold.
All departments and grades of the school
system conducted projects related to the an-
niversary and many of the town's private
groups conducted their own anniversary ac-
tivity. Westwood citizens were re-awakened
to a vital awareness of their town's ancient
heritage.

It may be of interest to note that In the
Town's 756th year, a woman was elected to
the position of SBelectman.

SALUTE TO EDUCATION

HON. HOWARD W. ROBISON

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. ROBISON of New York. Mr.
Speaker, it is a pleasure for me to join
in the salute to education. The diverse
institutions of American education are
vital to our “free society” as initiators of
progress and change. As the President’s
Commission on School Finance reported,
“We cannot survive as a nation or as in-
dividuals without education.” The value
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and necessity of an education today is
unguestionable, not only as an academic
learning process, but also as a tool for
soecial, emotional, cultural, and physical
growth,

1 pay tribute to the millions of teachers
and school administrators who have so
ably handled the ever increasing and de-
manding student enrollment. They real-
ize, as we all should, the intrinsic worth
of education not only to the student, but
to the country. As the number of high
school and college graduates increases,
we can be assured of the steady progres-
sion of our Nation toward our long-held
goals and ideals. Yet, perhaps more im-
portantly, education is a universal con-
cept, which may, hopefully, lead us to
peace. I, therefore, join my colleagues to-
day in saluting our ediicators, and their
aspirations and accomplishments, in the
field of education.

THE 75TH ANNIVERSARY OF AMERI-
CAN OPTOMETRIC ASSOCIATION

HON. THOMAS P. O’NEILL, JR.

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. O’'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to call to the attention of my col-
leagues the start this week of a year-long
observance marking the 75th anniver-
sary year of the American Optometric
Association, an organization whose mem-
bers have made exceptional contribu-
tions to the health and general quality
of life in America.

The American Optometric Association
is right now holding its 75th annual con-
gress in its headquarters city of St. Louis,
Mo., and I believe it is fitting that we
thank theseé health care practitioners for
all they have done, and are doing, for
their fellow Americans. Surely, we
should wish them every success in their
future efforts.

When a handful of dedicated men first
recognized the need for a national pro-
fessional organization to further the in-
crease and application of scientific
knowledge about the functions, anoma-
lies, and correction of human vision, not
even they could have predicted the tre-
mendous advances their profession would
make in its first three-quarters of a cen-
tury.

Early records of the American Opto-
metric Association show that the orga-
nization began with 183 charter mem-
bers. Membership today is 17,020, a ma-
jor percentage of the 18,400 optometrists
actively engaged in full-time practice and
some 2,000 more who are semiretired or
in part-time practice. They are licensed
in all 50 States, the District of Colum-
bia, Guam, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin
Islands.

If those figures are not sufficiently
dramatic, consider these:

Optometry is the third-largest inde-
pendently prescribing health care pro-
fession;

Optometrists are located in nearly
61.230 different cities and towns of all
sizes;
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Optometrists provide over 70 percent
of all vision care in the United States
by servicing approximately T4 million
patient visits per year.

Optometry has been aptly described
as “America’s first line of defense against
blindness,” because optometrists are most
frequently the first to see a patient with
a complaint about his visual perform-
ance. With the professional training and
background today's optometrist has, he
is able to detect the ocular signs of glau-
coma and diabetes, two of the leading
causes of blindness, and to promptly re-
fer the patient for appropriate medical
treatment of such conditions.

The optometrist of the 1970’s provides
a number of other highly specialized
services for which he is specially educat-
ed. One of the most important is the vis-
ual rehabilitation of individuals with se-
vere impairments which frequently ren-
der a person unable to work or to fully
enjoy the many benefits of our advanced
society. Intensive and broad-ranging
work in this field has led to the develop-
ment by optometrists of tremendously
sophisticated lens and lens systems for
the enhancement or restoration of se-
verely impaired visual function.

All of us and all Americans owe a
great debt of gratitude to Amerieca’s op-
tometrists, and it is my privilege to focus
attention on them and their fine orga-
nization as the American Optometric
Association begins its 75th anmiversary
year.

CONGRESSMAN McCLORY URGES
TOOL AND DIEMAKERS TO SUP-
PORT METRIC BILL

HON. BARRY M. GOLDWATER, JR.

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. Speaker, our
colleague, Congressman ROBERT Mc-
CLorY has been a principal proponent of
legislation designed to effect a conversion
of our hodegepodge system of weights and
measures to the international metric sys-
tem. The United States and Canada are
the only major nations in the world
which have not yet converted to the
metric system or adopted a program for
such conversion.

Mr. Speaker, following his report of
legislation resulting in a 3-year study by
the Bureau of Standards, Mr. McCLORY
has now introduced a bill consistent with
the recommendations contained in that
study report calling for a comprehensive
conversion to metric standards to be ac-
complished over a 10-year period.

Mr. Speaker, in addressing a recent
meeting of the Tool and Die Institute,
our colleague, Mr. McCrLory emphasized
the urgency of his legislation and the
apparent reluctance in some quarters to
take action at this time.

Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding
that following Mr. McCLORY’S appear-
ance at the Tool and Die Institute, the
officers of that organization including
Josef F. Klingler, president; Clifford W.
Berglund, vice president; and F. N. Mere-
dith, training director, and others indi-
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cated their active support of the legisla-
tion which Mr. McCLorY is sponsoring.

Mr, Speaker, I am attaching Mr. Mc-
Crory's timely and persuasive remarks
delivered to the Tool and Die Institute. I
commend them to the attention of my
colleagues.

The remarks follow:

SPEEcH BY CONGRESSMAN ROBERT McCLORY

In addressing the Tool and Die Institute—
including the graduates who are just now
about to enter this exciting and vital disci-
pline that enables our great industrial na-
tion to function—I have a feeling that there
may be no group that could be more in-
fluential in the success of a program to con-
vert our existing system of weights and meas-
ures to the international metric system than

ol
. We must now recognize the fact that a
tremendous momentum is behind the move-
ment for a comprehensive conversion to the
metric system. This may Imply an eventual
abandonment of the so-called English sys-
tem, which we have followed with some
modifications since our nation was founded.
While I do not intend to reiterate the whole
history of the movement which has now
reached a decisive stage in our American
life, I believe that some background Informa-
tion would be illuminating.

It is recorded that some 180 years ago,
Thomas Jefferson, who was then Secretary of
State under President George Washington,
undertook to establish a uniform and stable
system of weights and measures, Including
the decimal foot, in which all units of meas-
ure would be divisible by ten, In line with
the decimal system of coinage which had
been adopted for our monetary system.

In about 1790, the Parls Academy of Sci-
ences established the *“meter,” which was
consldered to be a fractional part of the
Earth’s circumference. The meter became the
basis of a system which was expanded to
cover all welghts and measures, and which
was legalized in France In 1795. However,
not until 1840 was the metric system finally
made compulsory throughout the French na-
tlon. By 1900, some 35 countries in Europe
and South America had adopted metric
standards as their officlal system. By 1060, 78
countries had adopted the metric system.

At the request of President James Madison,
in 1817, the U. 8. Senate authorlzed a four-
year study of our system of weights and meas-
ures. Secretary of State John Quincy Adams—
soon to become Presldent—undertook the
study which he completed in 1821. Adams’
report proposed alternative suggestions,
among them:

(1) To adopt, in all the essential parts,
the new French system of welghts and meas-
ures

(2) To restore the old English system

(3) To establish a combination of both

(4) Do nothing, except to “fix"” the exist-
ing standards

Adams Is belleved to have favored a plan
whereby the President would immediately
undertake negotiations with Britain, France,
and Spain to establish uniform international
measurements. However, nothing concrete
developed from the Adams’' study.

In 1889, our nation received officlal copies
of the meter bars and kilogram weights from
the International Bureau of Weights and
Measures in France. Four years later, the
Secretary of the Treasury lssued an adminis-
trative order that these new metric stand-
ards should be the national standards for
length and mass. Thus the United States be-
came “officially” a metric nation back in 1893.
The yard, the pound, and other customary
units of measure were defined officially as
fractions of the standard metric units,

In 1896, a bill providing that the govern-
ment departments should use the metric sys-
tem exclusively passed the House of Repre-
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sentatives; however, it was later reconsidered
and referred back to committee, where it
“died.” It is reported that during the elec-
tlon campaign that year, farmers and small
tradesmen exerted tremendous pressure on
the Members of Congress to prevent us from
adopting the metric system as our sole units
of measure.

Despite occasional weak spurts of inter-
est, legislative programs to convert to the
metric system have been relatively dormant
until about 1965. Meanwhile, a great many
other nations—including Japan, India, New
Zealand, and now, Great Britain—adopted
the metric system. Indeed, the United States
and Canada are virtually the only nations
which continue to resist a comprehensive
converslon to metric measurements.

For many years, the automobile industry,
which utilized the traditional standards, was
able to block any Congressional action to
study and recommend a conversion program.
However, as the American car manufacturers
have been increasing production of auto-
mobliles for the foreign markets (where
metric measurements are essential), their
opposition has gradually softened. Indeed,
one of the most convineing studles in favor
of industrial conversion was produced by the
Ford Motor Company in about 19686.

Subsequent to the diminution of the auto-
mobile industry's opposition, there devel-
oped an active opposition among certain tool
and dile makers (which I have never been
able to understand) and among several
fastener manufacturers. Despite this oppo-
sition, a metric study commission was au-
thorized by the Congress In 1968. Its 3-year
study—ecarried out by the Bureau of Stand-
ards of the U.S. Department of Commerce—
was completed in August, 18971. The report
contains four basic recommendations:

(1) A general conversion to the metric
system.

(2) The establishment of a basically vol-
un m to accomplish this result.

(8) The designation of a target date 10
years following the adoption of a conver-
sion program.

(4) The costs for such conversion should
lie where they fall.

Although the final report from the Na-
tional Bureau of Standards was published
last August (1971), the Administration did
not forward to the Congress any kind of
legislation to implement the recommenda-
tions at that time. Yet, even a purely vol-
untary program which would involve the
Federal Government Iin no more than bare
administrative costs would seem to me to
have been an essential follow-on to a co-
ordinating agency or commission, and some
machinery for facilitating a general conver-
slon throughout our Iindustrial,
commercial, educational, and even social
framework should have been forthcoming.
Just before the Chirstmas (1871) recess, I
prepared a very simple bill (HR. 12307),
designed to support the metric study com-
mission’s recommendations, as follows:

(1) A metric coordinating commission,
composed of 9 members, would be appointed
by the President, and would include repre-
sentatives of (a) business, (b) labor, (c)
education, (d) sclence, and (e) technology.

(2) The coordinating commission would be
charged with carrying out the metric study
commission’s recommendations for change-
over to the international metric system.

(3) Detalled plans and time tables for
developing these plans through consultations
with the various interests involved would be
established.

(4) The commission would promote educa-
tional programs, primarily for the elemen-
tary and secondary schools but also for the
public at large, designed to enable all Ameri-
cans to think and work in metric terms.

(5) The commission would encourage ap-
propriate American enterprise participation
in International metric system activity.
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(6) The target date for full conversion
would be January 1, 1983-—or about ten years
hence.

(7) Beginning on January 1, 1983, the sole
official weights and measures system in the
United States would be the Iinternational
system.

I should add that Senator Claiborne Pell
of Rhode Island has introduced a metric
conversion measure which is somewhat more
detalled than my bill. It would provide for
the payment of subsidies to companies
which, in converting to the metric system,
incur expenses that could not be absorbed
in manufacture and sale of products. In
March, 1972, I testified before the Senate
Commerce Committee with regard to both
of these measures.

It is my hope that the House Committee
on Belence and Astronautics also will sched-
ule hearings within the next few weeks, and
I further hope that the Congress will act at
this session to implement the metric study
commission’s report.

The U.S. Department of Commerce did
eventually submit a legislative measure just
a day or two before the SBenate Committee
hearing. This measure is in the form of a
Joint resolution calling for the establishment
of a 25-member committee which would not
undertake to establish any program for con-
version but would engage in further studies
to be followed by a plan or program of
conversion,

Most interested parties appear now to
agree that the United States will follow In
some way, and at some time, the recommen-
dations of the metric study commission, In a
recent issue of Factory Magazine, the lead
article contalns these words: “There is no
doubt that the USA will go metric. The ques-
tion is, ‘when?' "

In the April, 1972, issue of the Reader's
Digest, the lead article—entitled, ‘Here
Comes the Meter!"—summarized the situ-
ation In these words:

Like it or not, the United States is finally
joining the rest of the world on the metric
system bandwagon. The only remaining ques-
tion: Will the changeover result from costly
drift—or efficlent design?

I have been at a distinct loss to under-
stand the delays on this legislation which
have occurred at the Department of Com-
merce. No concrete explanation has been
forthcoming. However, I am aware that there
has been a strong undercurrent of opposi-
tion. In the surveys conducted by the metric
study commission, over B0% of the some
4,000 medium and large size companies which
were surveyed favored a changeover to the
metric system. But 16% of the large manu-
facturers were opposed, and among the
smaller companies, more than a third were
in opposition.

The Department of Commerce, with its
intimate contact with businesses and indus-
trles (including substantial personnel with
experience In the private sector), must be
sensitive to this lingering opposition. I don't
want to suggest that the Department of
Commerce has expressed active opposition.
But its seeming inaction is all that Is needed
to destroy the momentum which would oth-
erwise carry the metric conversion program
to a relatively orderly and early fruition.

It is possible, too, that the Department of
Defense, with its staggering annual budget
of more than $80 billlon, is exerting some
influence, since the study report shows that
defense costs will be increased over a thirty
year period by £18 billion by reason of the
conversion.

The International Fasteners Institute,
with which I assume your organization has
some very close relations, persist in its op-
position. At the Senate hearings, the IFI.
contended that it was not yet prepared to
testify on this subject, arguing that more
time and more study is required. Perhaps
this opposition is persuasive with the De-
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partment of Commerce. At any rate, the
measure to implement the 3-year study re-
port is still awalting action in the Congress,
The many mysterious and obvlously power-
ful forces at work make the next step ex-
tremely uncertain—as well as critical.

As you are no doubt aware, we are ex-
perlencing a conversion to the metric sys-
tem of welghts and measures without any
legislation and without any plan. How long
the industrial changeover will take under
such an unorganized, or shall I say, dis-
organized, setup is most problematical.

It can be sald, without fear of contradic-
tion, that a long, drawn-out, industry-by-
industry unplanned. conversion program
would be by far the most costly. The main-
tenance of a dual system over a period of
30 or 40 years would complicate the prob-
lems of manufacturers, test the patience of
tool and die makers, require the establish-
ment and storage of huge Inventories, and
pose many other complex problems.

Some who are opposed to any conversion
program are demanding new studies. Yet,
I sense that many of those who make this
demand are precisely the same persons who
objected to the 3-year study on the basis
that conversion to the metric system had
already been studied and no new research
was needed.

The fasteners Industry Is in a special cate-
gory, where International agreements are
virtually a necessity. At the present time,
fasteners are designed and produced accord-
ing to both inch and metric measurements,
However, I belleve that the total number of
different fasteners is being reduced, and that
there Is a gradual uniformity occurring, with
many of the standards being based on the
mefric system.

The fastener industry may not like to hear
this, but its reluctance to participate more
actively on the basis of standards which are
quite universal—except In our country—is
apparently enabling the metric-oriented na-
tions to gain Influence at the expense of our
American companies.

I would not want to oversimplify the prob-
lems inherent in a conversion program. 1
am aware that there are reported to be more
than 20,000 major engineering standards in
the United States which would have to be
converted to metric measurements. How-
ever, I would like to suggest that adoption
by our nation of the metric system will, in
my opinion, contribute substantially to ulti-
mate advantages for every segment of our
industrial community—insofar as foreign
trade and international agreements are con-
cerned.

The pharmaceutical Industry has used the
metric system almost since its origin. The
photographic and optical industries have
done likewlse.

The space and aeronautics program is al-
most entirely metric.

Automobile manufacturers and others who
produce for forelgn markets have been work-
ing In metric terms for years.

Our troops returning from Vietnam deal
readily in metric terms of meters, kilometers,
1iters, and milligrams, Our Olympic athletes
have converted to metrics In most sports
events.

We are encountering increasingly aggres-
sive industrial competitors in Japan and
Western Europe. American products manu-
factured according to metric measurements
may, indeed, be one of the major means by
which we meet this competition,

Resistance to change on our part can ad-
vance their cause and prejudice our competi-
tive position. The British experience has
demonstrated that in effecting conversion to
metric standards many inefficlent manufac-
turing practices may be discarded and labor-
saving and money-saving innovations may re-
sult.

While tool and die makers have appeared
in the past to raise the danger signal and
shudder in fear of a program that would re-
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sult in discarding their honored and tradi-
tional adherence to the millionth inch toler-
ance, it would seem to me that you could ex-
perience the greatest boom in tool and die
making history by retooling American indus-
try according to metric measurements. By
providing tools and dies to American indus-
try during the next ten years, through the
precise use of centimeters and millimeters,
you would not merely increase your own pro-
duction, but also enable the productivity of
American industry to increase as a whole,
and domestic and forelgn markets to expand.

Is it not possible that this evening we have
an opportunity to work together in behalf of
the broad objectives of a better America—
a nation that is in step with the rest of the
world? Together, we can establish a mecha-
nism through which our nation could move
promptly and in orderly fashion toward a
universal system, a system that might con-
tribute to Improved understanding between
our nation and other nations, and in all of
our human relationships.

We have come a long way in history since
Thomas Jefferson spoke of the mew French
system of welghts and measures. In preparing
for conversion to the metric system, we can
use the best minds and advice which the
nation has to offer. This means Including
your minds, your advice, and your energy in
this task.

CONGRESSWOMAN GREEN
FROM OREGON

HON. AL ULLMAN

OF OREGON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. ULLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe
it is most appropriate and fitting that
the distinguished public service of my
good friend and colleague from Oregon,
Eprre GreeEN, has been recognized and
honored by so many organizaiions and
institutions throughout the Nation. In
the month of June of 1972 alone, Mrs.
GreeN has received the following signifi-
cant awards in recognition of outstand-
ing career: Doctor of humane letters
from Warner Pacific College in Oregon,
doctor of public administration from
Northeastern University in Boston, the
Abram L. Sachar Award from the Na-
tional Women’'s Committee at Brandeis
University, and from Oregon State Uni-
versity she received the Distinguished
Service Award, which is the highest ac-
colade the school gives.

On Monday, June 12, 1972, the Chris-
tian Science Monitor printed a feature
article on our distinguished colleague,
EprrH GrEEN, which appropriately recog-
nizes her many fine qualities. The article
follows:

CONGRESSWOMAN GREEN—SCHOOL-TREND

WATCHER
(By Marion Bell Wilhelm)

WasHINGTON. —When Edith Starrett, the
bright-eyed daughter of two dedicated teach-
ers, yearned to become an electrical engineer,
she was advised not to try for a “man's
career.”

Her second choice was law. Again, she was
counseled out of a profession that would rel-
egate a young woman to a “back office.”

Bo Edith Starrett grew up to become a
teacher, as was advisable for a woman look-
ing for regular employment In the 1930’s.
Today she is one of the most powerful
spokesmen for American education In the
U.S. Congress.
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After 18 years on the Fouse Education and
Labor Committee, Rep. Edith Starrett Green
(D) of Oregon says philosophically: “As it
turned out, the career that was chosen for
me has been Invaluable to my work in Con-
gress, and I suppose it even makes me a little
impatient with those of my colleagues who
have never taught school.”

As the chairman of the Special Subcom-
mittee on Education, Mrs, Green keeps her
eye on trends and changes throughout the
50 states and the District of Columbia. She
has sponsored mafor legislation to help res-
cue the natlon’s schools from the gathering
storms of “a social hurricane.”

DECLINE OF CONFIDENCE

All over the United States, she notes,
school tax levies and bond issues are being
defeated. Property taxes are high and un-
even. Too often, she says, those making school
policy are untrained in educational and pro-
fessional skills.

“People seem to be losing confldence in
the public schools,” she observed in a recent
interview. “I fear the day may be coming
when we just won't have an educated citi-
zenry. Already, we can see some evidence of
this in some of our big citles.”

Representative Green’s goal is to see the
federal government eventually take over 35
percent of all educational costs from kin-
dergarten through college. This would help
equalize education for all Americans, she
believes, while maintaining the quality of
their best schools. She calls the coming
changes in the finanecing of education “rev-
olutionary.”

However, the trend toward national fi-
nancing contains some pitfalls, she cautions.

In a number of states, she points out, suits
have been brought by citizens gquestioning
the equality of education in school districts
with widely divergent tax revenues. If the
local property tax is abandoned for some
kind of statewlde tax, parents In states such
as Mississippi or Alabama might also bring
sults clalming Inequallty with states such
as Connecticut. National equalization,
though beneficlal In some ways, could be
disastrous, In Mrs. Green’'s opinion, “if we
settle for mediocrity.”

LEGISLATION INTRODUCED

“I Introduced a bill last year in which I
proposed that the federal government by
the year 1976 would contribute 25 percent
of the total cost of education in the average
district,” she says, “and this session I am
introducing a bill that would provide one-
third of the cost. At present, we are con-
tributing 7 or 8 percent.

“But I am not persuaded that money alone
is going to buy quality. Here in the District
of Columblia, for example, our schools are
decaying before our eyes. And yet they have
the highest per capita expenditure for ed-
ucation of any city of similar size in the
nation,”

Nor does Mrs. Green think that busing
is the way to achieve the best education.
She says: “I think a careful reading of the
evidence shows that a child's education end
his ability to be educated depend more upon
the environment in which he lives than on
the six hours a day in which he is trans-
ported to a school outside his neighborhood.
I think that the task is much greater than
we have assumed. We're golng to have to
change homes, and we're going to have to
change neighborhoods "

TOO BIG A BURDEN

Any attempt to place the major responsi-
bility for social reform on the schools alone
is doomed to fallure, she asserts.

“It may be that a youngster who is at-
tending a very poor school and is bused
has an opportunity for a higher quality of
education,” she adds, “but I think that, over-
all, the reverse is accomplished. I had lunch
with some school-board members in Los
Angeles, for example, a year and a half ago.
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This last year they had to cut out 850 mil-
Hon In programs and services for children
in the Los Angeles schools because they
didn’t have enough money.

“Then a state court came along and sald,
‘You're going to have to desegregate.' The
superintendent’s office told me last Novem-
ber that for the first year their estimate on
the cost of buying buses and hiring bus
drivers will be $§42 million.”

SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS AGAINST
COMMUNIST CHINA

HON. RICHARD T. HANNA

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, in the after-
math of any extra-legal change in the
government of any country, one matter
of great concern to those having financial
relationships with the prior govern-
mental structure is that of the liabilities
carried over to the successor government.
In the international relations of the
United States, this problem has been
dealt with by the Foreign Claims Settle-
ment Commission.

Subsequent to many of the govern-
mental transitions which occurred in east
Europe following World War II, this
Commission made certain determinations
as to the validity of alleged claims against
the successor governments, these deter-
minations then being the subject of ne-
gotiations with the successor govern-
ment. Ultimately, whether through the
use of impounded assets of the subject
government held in and by the United
States or with funds provided by the
Government, some form of settlement of
the claims has been accomplished.

As I noted, this process has been gen-
erally completed at this point—but with
one outstanding exception. The Foreign
Claims Settlement Commission has certi-
fied losses totalling $196,471,059.33 re-
sulting from the Communist takeover of
the mainland of China in 1949. These
claims are still outstanding.

On September 28 of last year I spon-
sored House Concurrent Resolution 411
which urges the settlement of these
claims as a condition to any further
restoration of relations between the
United States and the People’s Republic
of China.

Earlier this year I and five of my col-
leagues in letters addressed to the Presi-
dent and the Secretary of State went out
of our way to make known our concern
and that of many in this country for the
prompt settlement of these claims. Re-
sponses have now been received and I am
taking this opportunity to include this
correspondence in the Recorp. As is ob-
vious, these responses do not reflect a
similar degree of concern or commit-
ment to this goal. I would therefore ques-
tion the interests the Government is
serving in its pursuit of reconciliation
with the PRC—are they the interests
merely of the present administration in
its efforts to find a place in history or
are they the larger interests of the peo-
ple the Government is committed to
serve. I sincerely hope it is the latter and
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not the former—although I have my
doubts.

The responses follow:

Arrrn 25, 1972,
THE PRESIDENT,
The White House,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mg. PresmpENT: The Forelgn Clalms
Settlement Commission has now certlfied
losses totalling $196,471,059.38 resulting from
the Communist takeover of Mainland China
in 1940. In September of last year, the at-
tached House Concurrent Resolution was in-
troduced regarding the discussion of these
claims in any appropriate negotiations with
the Mainland government.

It is our strong feeling that this matter is
deserving of high priority in any such discus-
slons and that the resolution of these claims
ought rightly to be a conditlon precedent
to any furtherance of the improving relations
between the United States and the Peoples
Republic of China.

Yours sincerely,

T. HANNA,
Faank E. DENHOLM,
GEORGE E, DANIELSON,
EpwARD J. DERWINSKI,
RoseRT L. LEGGETT,
Georce W, CoLLINs,

Members of Congress.

[Identical letter sent to Secretary of State

Rogers.]

Tae WHiTe HoUsE,
Washington, D.C., May 1, 1872.
Hon, RICHARD T. HANNA,
House of Representatives,
Washingion, D.C.

Dear M. Hanwa: I would like to acknowl-
edge and thank you for your April 25 letter
to the President, in which you were joined
by five of your colleagues, urging that resolu-
tion of the certified claims of nationals of
the United States be given high priority in
discussions with the People's Republic of
China.

You may be assured your letter will be
brought to the President’s attention and also
shared with the appropriate members of the
staffl.

With cordial regards,

Sincerely,
Wriam E. TIMMoONS,
Assistant to the President.
DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, D.C., May 31, 1972.
Hon. RicHARD T. HANNA,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. HawnNa: Thank you for your let-
ter of April 25, regarding the settlement of
claims of United States nationals against the
People's Republic of China which were ad-
judicated by the Foreign Claims Settlement
Commission of the United States under the
Chinese Claims Act.

We share your strong feeling that the
settlement of these claims is a matter of
high priority. We are aware of House Con-
current Resolution 411, introduced last Sep-
tember, and have taken into account the
views it expresses.

As you may know, the United States and
the People’s Republic of China, in a Joint
Communique of February 28, 1972, issued at
the close of the President’s visit, “expressed
the hope that the gains received during this
visit would open up new prospects for rela-
tions between the two countries.” While we
do not consider, as your letter suggests, that
it would be advantageous to make the set-
tlement of the above claims a condition prec-
edent to any furtherance of the improvement
of relations, we belleve that this atmosphere
of improving relations is a beneficial one for
discussion of the guestion of the settlement
of these claims. We consider such a settle-
ment to be particularly important for the
facilitation of the development of trade, to-
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ward which the Communigque specifically
looks.

I appreciate very much your interest In
this matter and can assure you that we in-
tend to give it the important attention it
deserves in our discussions with the People's
Republic of China.

Sincerely yours,
Davip M. ABSHIRE,
Assistant Secretary for Congressional
Relations.

HOOSIERS GIVE MORE AND
GET LESS

HON. EARL F. LANDGREBE

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. LANDGREBE. Mr. Speaker, taxes
continue to plague our Nation with in-
equities. Moreover, the Federal bureauc-
racy is a beneficlary of much of the
funds provided by our taxes. It is espe-
cially alarming to Hoosiers to learn that
they pay more for every dollar of serv-
ice from the Federal Government than
any other state. The Tax Foundation re-
ports that my constituents in the Second
District of Indiana, along with the rest
of Indiana, pay $1.63 for every $1 that
we get in return. Is this equitable?

I have been provided with an article
written by a friend of mine, Ben Cole,
that appeared in the Indianapolis Star
recently which I think explains the situ-
ation. I wish to insert that article here:

StaTES THAT ScOFF AT INDIANA ARE SNEERING
oN Our MoONEY
(By Ben Cole)

WasHINGTON.—Hooslers are the prize
chumps among all the natlon's taxpayers,
according to figures published by Representa-
tive Bill Scherle (R-Iowa) during an appro-
priations debate last week.

Scherle's table, prepared by the Tax Foun-
dation, reveals that Indiana pays $695 million
taxes every year to support Federal grant
programs. And she gets back $431 million—
a shrinkage of $264 million. That means
every $1 Hooslers get in Federal grants costs
them $1.63.

Moreover, nobody else in the United States
pays so much for a Federal buck as Indiana,
Even Ohio, which comes next among the
chumps, only pays $1.65 for a dollar's worth
of Federal assistance.

There are 21 states that pay a premium for
Federal grants. Hooslers used to chant a bit-
ter little lament about how “all our taxes go
to Texas."” But even Texans, nowadays, have
to pay $1.05 for every $1 they get back from
the banks of the Potomac.

The victim states after Indiana and Ohilo
are Connecticut, $1.55; Ilinols, $1.54;: New
Jersey, $1.53; Delaware, $1.53; Florida, £1.49;
Maryland, £1.38; Wisconsin, #1.38; Michigan,
$1.29; Pennsylvania, $1.22; Nebraska, $1.19;
Iowa, $1.17, Nevada, §1.14; Massachusetts,
$1.12; Kansas, $1.08; New Hampshire, $1.06;
Missouri, $1.04; Virginia, $1.04; Texas, $1.03,
and Washington State, $1.02.

New York, where seldom 1s heard anything
better than sneers about Indiana, reaps $1
back for every 98 cents pald in. The District
of Columbia, whereln you can hear some of
the most patronizing comments about Hoo-
siers 1s the champlion taker of all, reaping a
return of $1 for every 23 cents pald.

It is interesting that among the states re-
celving the most goodles from Uncle Robin
Hood are those who hold themselves out as
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being so much more culturally refined and
politically sophisticated than Indiana.

But thanks to Scherle’s providing the fig-
ures, It is now evident that these enlightened
states are able to afford their liberalism be-
cause, they live on Indiana's money.

PRIVATE PENSION PLAN SECURITY

HON. WENDELL WYATT

OF OREGON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. WYATT. Mr. Speaker, one of the
questions which should be faced by this
Congress is definite action to unify and
guarantee the security of private pen-
sion plans in the United States. Inves-
tigation into the status of these plans
reveals some shocking facts. Today 30
million workers are under some form of
retirement income hope as a result of
34,000 private pension plans. The ma-
jority of workers forfeit pension rights
because of changing jobs or being dis-
charged before vesting takes place, busi-
ness failure, or business termination by
merger, and so forth.

Private pension funds constitute the
largest sum of unregulated capital in the
United States. For an idea of the growth
of the private pension funds it is inter-
esting to note that in 1940 there were
$2.4 billion in private pension plans. In
1970 there were $128.6 billion in these
plans. It is estimated that there will be a
quarter of a trillion dollars in these
plans in 1980. This represents an in-
crease of over 100 times in a 40-year pe-
riod. Employees covered have increased
from 4.1 million in 1940 to an estimated
42 million in 1980.

Present inadequate Federal law now
requires only that administrators report
annually the structure of the fund and
its operations. The Federal Government
can investigate suspected abuses. There
are a few criminal penalties involving
kickbacks, embezzlement, bribery, and
false statements. More important there
is no audit of these funds required by
Federal law. There is no full funding or
insurance requirement and there is ab-
solutely no remedy for workers whose
funds have been squandered either
criminally or negligently.

Ninety-two percent of persons covered
by plans which require 11 or more years
of service before vesting never qualify
for any benefits. Of 11.6 million workers
covered in a recent study the average
monthly retirement paid was $99.

The first industrial pension plan was
established by the American Express Co.
in 1875. It provided for annual payments
of $500 per year for employees at the
age of 60 with 20 years of service to the
company.

A number of factors have led to the
phenomenal growth of private pension
plans this century. First the greater in-
dustrialization occurring in the early
parts of the century moved many, many
people away from farms. The great de-
pression was an added impetus to the
move toward retirement payments. With
the advent of social security people be-
came more conscious of the need for re-
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tirement income and with the fact that
social security was meant to be a supple-
ment and not in itself full retirement.
Private plans were given additional im-
petus by the World War II wage freeze
which did not freeze fringe benefits. In
1949 the U.S. Supreme Court left stand-
ing, thereby approving, a lower court de-
cision that private pension plans were
properly the subject of collective bar-
gaining.

We have gone through a large number
of collapses of private pension plans. A
noteworthy example was the Studebaker
Corp. which had a very liberal plan vest-
ing retirement benefits fully at the age
of 40 after 10 years of service; 4,500
workers under the age of 60 who were
fully vested at the time of the collapse
of the Studebaker Corp. received only
15 percent of their entitlement.

As a general proposition, both labor
and management favor private pension
plans with professional management and
favor encouragement by tax incentives.

Big issues, however, remain to be coped
with. It is my considered judgment that
Federal standards should be adopted by
statute. There should be Federal stand-
ards for vesting, meaning that an em-
ployee is given irrevocable rights at least
to a portion of the benefits dependent
upon his length of service. In addition,
Federal law should regulate the admin-
istration of trust funds on a much more
comprehensive basis. A company should
be prohibited from investing pension
funds in its own stock. It should not be
permitted to make loans to the company
from pension funds for working capital.
Fiduciary standards should generally be
set up for the frustees of pension plans.
Trustee fees should be strictly regulated
to prohibit windfalls and to prohibit in-
vestments by trustees for personal gains.

The U.8. Department of Labor advises
that 500 private pension plans cease to
exist each year.

Either full funding should be required
under strict regulations or some form of
federally insured program patterned
after the Federal Deposit Insurance Cor-
poration should be adopted in lieu of full
funding.

The question of portability should be
addressed—that is, the worker who
changes jobs. This is an enormous prob-
lem and the cost may also be enormous.

Today I have introduced a compre-
hensive bill on this subject. I am not mar-
ried to the provisions of this bill and have
introduced it to voice my support for
the proposition that some Federal legis-
lation should be adopted in this area. We
must see that there is reasonable protec-
tion offered to the worker from the col-
lapse of funds which happens all too
frequently at the present time.

MAN'S INHUMANITY TO MAN—
HOW LONG?

HON. WILLIAM J. SCHERLE

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 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 pris-
oners of war and their families.

How long?

AN EXCELLENT BUT DISTURBING
REVIEW OF THE WORKER SAFE-
TY AND HEALTH LAW

HON. LES ASPIN

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. ASPIN. Mr. Speaker, the great ex-
pectations which millions of working peo-
ple had for the first national safety and
health law are, in the words of a keen
observer, “being shattered by misman-
agement, a callous view of human life
and policies favoring industries the act
was designed to regulate.”

A recent article in the magazine View-
point, published by the AFL-CIO Indus-
trial Union Department, tells what has
happened to the golden promises of the
new law after 1 year.

Congress has received an annual re-
port in recent days, as required by this
law, but only a handful of copies have
been distributed. Until more copies are
available, I suggest that my colleagues
read the disturbing words of Sheldon
Samuels, the occupational health, safety,
and environmental expert on the staff
of the Industrial Union Department.

I include this article with my remarks,
along with section 26 of Public Law 91—
596, the Occupational Safety and Health
Act of 1970, which contains the explicit
requirements of the annual report to
Congress.

The article follows:

[From Public Law 91-596, Occupational
Bafety and Health Act of 1970]
ANNUAL REPORT

Sec. 26. Within one hundred and twenty
days following the convening of each regu-
lar sesslon of each Congress, the Becretary
and the Secretary of Health, Education, and
Welfare shall each prepare anc. submit to the
President for transmittal to the Congress a
report upon the subject matter of this Act,
the progress toward achievement of the pur-
pose of this Act, the needs and requirements
in the fleld of occupational safety and health,
and any other relevant information. Such
reports shall include information regarding
occupational safety and health standards,
and criteria for such standards, developed
during the preceding year; evaluation of
standards and criteria previously developed
under this Act, defining areas of emphasis
for new criteria and standards; an evalua-
tion of the degree of observance of applicable
occupational safety and health standards,
and a summary of inspection and enforce-
ment activity undertaken; analysis and eval-
uation of research activities for which re-
sults have been obtained under governmental
and nongovernmental sponsorship; an anal-
ysis of major cccupational diseases; evalua-
tion of avallable control and measurement
technology for hazards for which standards
or criteria have been developed during the
preceding year; description of cooperative
efforts wundertaken between Government
agencies and other interested parties in the
implementation of this Act during the pre-
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ceding year; a progress report on the de-
velopment of an adeguate supply of traloed
manpower in the field of occupational safety
and health, including estimates of future
needs and the efforts belng made by Gov-
ernment and others to meet those needs;
listing of all toxlc substances in lndustrial
usage for which labeling requirements, cri-
teria, or standards have not yet been estab-
lished; and such recommendsations for ad-
ditional legislation as are deemed necessary
to protect the safety and health of the work-
er and improve the administration of this
Act,
TURNING IT OFF—THE ADMINISTRATION'S

APPROACH TO JOB SAFETY

{By Sheldon W. Samuels)

Two years after one of organized labor's
toughest battles in the halls of Congress, in
the closing days of 1870, the President signed
the Occupationsal Safety and Health Act. Al-
though the administration and labor were
often at odds on key issues durlng this strug-
gle, indeed the bill was fought with tooth
and nail by the administration, the bill was
signed amidst amity and euphoria. Labor
looked forward to what then seemed like the
beginning of a period of close collaboration
with government in the most worthwhile of
endeavors; protecting the environment of
the workplace.

To a large extent, the expectations created
by the passage of the Act are belng met. The
very fact of the nation’s first serious job
safety program 1is forcing at least a few
employers to clean up their shops. The effect
of a tough law and a few Inspectors with
an armory of even a few inadequate rules
is having some good results.

But to a larger extent, these expectations
are being shattered by mismanagement, a
consclous disregard for workers' rights, a
callous view of human life and policies fa-
voring the industries the Act was designed
to regulate.

Between the signing and the effective date
of the Act, April 28, 1971, two agencies, the
Bureau of Labor Standards In the Labor De-
partment and the Bureau of Occupational
Health in the Department of Health, Educa-
tion, and Welfare, were converted respec-
tively into the Occupational Bafety and
Health Administration and the Natlonal
Institute for Occupational Safety and Health,
A new agency was formed: the Occupational
Bafety and Health Review Commission. All
three agencies were mandated by the Act.

Organizational activity was, and remains,
intense. The lights burned Iate in OSHA
headquarters in downtown Washingion and
in the offices of NIOSH in suburban Rockville,
New people were being hired and many of the
old-timers, who for decades fought a lonely
battle within the bureaucracy for recognition
of the scandalous slaughter in the work-
place, were stimulated by a new sense of
mission and opportunity.

Feverish planning meetings were held be-
tween labor and government. At a specially
called meeting of the AFL-CIO Standing
Committee on Safety and Occupational
Health, Secretary of Labor James Hodgson
spoke of the commitment of his agency as If
it were embarking on a crusade.

But all of this activity was not on behalf
of the worker.

THEN ON APRIL 28 % * *

The first hint that something was wrong
came when April 28 arrived and what was
to be NIOSH lay in disarray, without a direc-
tor, lacking in full administrative services,
and generally with no serlous effort being
made to make it a functional organization.
Its offices in six of HEW's regional offices were
not even manned.

The role of OSHA is to see that Amerlcan
industry, by police action if necessary, applles
available sclence and technology to the solu-
tlon of job safety and health problems,
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NIOSH is supposed to supply that knowledge,
without which there will be no solution,
through research and training. To fill its role
NIOSH must become a vigorous partner of
OSHA. But the administration has other
plans.

The administration has proposed another
major reorganization of the government, &
cheap way to win political brownle points
without really doing anything. NIOSH, if the
Congress approves the plan, would become
a part of what 1s now the Commerce Depart-
ment. HEW is not about to channel scarce
resources into an agency the White House
says it is going to lose. The consequence is
consclous underfunding, less than their share
of administrative services, eliminated and
truncated programs and a reduction in pro-
jected personnel levels.

Despite this treatment, NIOSH Is build-
ing a reputation for outstanding perform-
ance. From the top down the agency is staffed
by career civil servants and commissioned
officers of the Public Health Service, There
are no political appointees in the agency.
This explains the quality of its work and
pervasive high morale.

OSHA, too, has clvil servants. When the
agency opened its doors, many of them were
in high positions. But by playing musical
chalrs, utilizing openings created by attrition
and transfers while closing new top positions
to civil servants, the Department of Labor
has succeeded In filling key positions In
OSHA with political appointments fTrom the
ranks of Industries it is charged to police.
The department itself is one of Washington's
most politicized agencies. Morale Is shaky
and agency effectiveness has been hampered.

Not surprising for an agency in a depart-
ment whose top ranks come almost entirely
from big business, OSHA Is also one of the
most mismanaged agencles In the federal
government. The myth that large corporate
structures have administrative know-how
applicable to government is destroyed by an
examination of OSHA operations. Commu-~
nication from headquarters to area offices
through the regional offices is poor. The re-
sult is an uneven and inconsistent enforce-
ment program, unacceptable employee train-
ing programs and little real input from the
field force on agency policy. But the most
important failure relates to the agency’s in-
ability to mount an effective industrial hy-
glene effort.

Early last summer a noise complaint was
transmitted to OSHA's Chicago regional
office by a lodge of the International Associa-
tion of Machinists in 8t. Joseph, Michigan.
Months went by without an investigation.
Finally, after an industrial hygienist was
borrowed from NIOSH at the demand of the
union, a noise inspection was made In Janu-
ary and a citation was issued in February.

Why the delays? Among other reasons,
OSHA Inspectors generally receive little in-
struction in the health fleld. Those few with
training do not have enough equipment. For
example, a contract for 400 commercially-
available sound meters was lssued last June
to the Columbia Research Laboratory of
Woodlyn, Pa., (six months after the signing
of the Act). As this is being written, in vio-
lation of the deadlines in the contract, the
meters have not been delivered. There has
never been serious consideration of obtain-
ing the meters elsewhere.

Noise is only one health hazard being ig-
nored by OSHA. The Labor Department has
been warned by the IUD and the AFL-CIO
that most complaints would be in the health
area. In fact 60% of the complaints received
in 1971 were on health issues.

Yet in adopting interim standards—as re-
quired by the Act—OSHA left out threshold
limit values established by the American
Conference of Governmental Industrial
Hyglenists for about 60 toxic substances.
Asked in September, 1971, when some of the
missing standards would be published, es-
sentially a printing job, the reply was “later
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this year.” Bince then the reply always has
been that they would be “published in a
few weeks." Actually the full list has been
scheduled for publication in June, 1972,

Among the missing are standards for a
group of nine compounds so lethal that no
exposure for any period of time is considered
safe. They all cause cancer.

The manufacture or use of one, beta-
napthylamine, was outlawed In Pennsyl-
vania only to reappear in plants of the Synal-
loy Corporstion in Georgla and South Caro-
lina. Questioned on this by the Industrial
Union Department, AFL—CIO, the Labor De=-
partment’s reaction was that “there are only
a few workers involved.” Their second re-
sponse was that “there have not been any
complaints!” (The plant is unorganized or
there would have been complaints!) Even
without a standard, and without formal com=-
plaints, the Labor Department can “ake ac-
tion under the general duty clause of the
Act. As this is being written a report of a
NIOSH investigation of these plants sits on
someone’s desk in OSHA. Hopefully this will
result in enforcement of the Act.

But even the publication of a standard
does not insure meaningful enforcement.

Amidst reams of press releases, speclally
convened meetings for industry and labor,
and urgent pronouncements, OSHA finally
developed a primitive operation called the
Target Health Hazard Program. With fewer
industrial hygienists than are employed by
several states, early in February of this year
they proposed a concerted attack on five
toxic substances, including asbestos.

Action on the asbestos hazard was ini-
tiated by the IUD lat November. The Secre-
tary of Labor was forced to issue an “emer-
gency standard” to replace a limitation that
even industry found inadequate. Desplte its
weakness, especially in doing nothing to pre-
vent asbestos-related diseases from afflicting
the relatives of workers, the new standard
should be enforced.

But enforcement has been virtually non-
existent. The IUD even gave the Labor De-
partment a list of 27 plants compiled by
HEW in 1969. These plants already had been
surveyed and many could be expected to be
in violatiton of the emergency standard. It
took pressure from NIOSH and union com-
plaints to produce any inspections. In one
plant, neither a citation nor a clean bill of
health has heen issued four months after
the investigation was initiated.

In this case, the Johns-Manville plant in
Manville, N.J., state and federal government
face the largest recorded epidemic of occupa-
tional cancer.

One civil servant in the Labor Department
put his finger on one reason for the lack of
response to the ashestos problem: “Industry
has too much to say around here.”

The investigation of a Mobil Oil Co. re-
finery in Paulsboro, N.J., is a case In point.
A complaint by the Oil, Chemical and Atomic
Workers on October 11, 1971, was acted upon
quickly by OSHA's New York regional office.
By October 15 teams of OSHA safety and
health inspectors mounted a major survey of
the plant conducted over several weeks.

INDUSTRY HAS INFLUENCE

The seriousness of the conditions in Pauls-
boro is indicated by the fact that so far the
company has been cited for 93 viclations
(260) items, But not all hazards in the plant
have been cited. One reason is company in-
fluence on OSHA decisions.

About half-way through the investigation,
in response to company complaints, the de-
partment withdrew its prior approval for an
international union staff specialist to aid the
inspectors as a third party during the “walk-
around,” The company was still unsatisfied,
To discourage future inspections and com-
plaints, the company decided to dock the pay
of the workers involved in the walk-around.
OCAW, with support from the IUD, filed a
brief in protest with the secretary of labor
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on the basis that both the Occupational
Safety and Health Act and the Wage and
Hour Act were being violated. The Depart-
ment upheld the employer.

In acting In this way on this issue, the
Labor Department had to revise prior policies
and decislons. The effect of this policy will
be to discourage workers—espeecially the un-
organized—from exercising their walk-around
right, a key mandate of the Act.

But this right is being attacked in other
ways. Denial during labor disputes is one.

Recently, during a strike led by the Steel-
workers for union recognition at the Semi-
nole Asphalt Company in St. Marks, Florida,
an “imminent danger” complaint was filed
with the OSHA area office. The area director
responded and was on the scene the next day.

Labor Department policy, even In the case
of imminent danger, prohibited the striking
workers or their representatives from partici-
pating in the “walk-around” to ald the in-
spection. The inspectors did not find the haz-
ard and left the scene. The next day a tank
of asphalt blew up. The hazardous condition
had not been corrected. Luckily no one was
hurt. But there is no question that serlous
injury or death could have been the result.

A complaint about cotton dust brought by
the Textile Workers against Wellman Indus-
tries of Johnsonville, 8.C., illustrates how at-
tempts are being made to ignore any request
for inspection during a labor dispute. After
months of union protest, OSHA admitted the
validity of this complaint only to delay action
further with a plea that an industrial hy-
glenist was not available.

Even greater failures of policy loom in the
area of state-federal relations under the Act.
Rather than face its difficulties, the Labor
Department likes to wave the flag with loud
shouts of “states rights” whenever their pro-
motion of state programs is questioned.

When the labor movement challenged the
downgrading of workers' rights—such as the
walk-around—to mere procedures which
could be substituted by the states for other
procedures, their response was geared to
create the image of fervent defenders of the
states against the unions. The facts are that
what labor is questioning is the perpetuation
of weak state programs which do not guar-
antee rights established by the Act for all
workers. Not only do many state p:
directors agree with the labor position, but
they go further to say that without a strong
and clear stand on this issue by the federal
government their legislatures will not man-
date these rights in the states.

OSHA IS UNLOADING

In reality OSHA is attempting to shake off
the unpleasant and politically vulnerable
policeman’s role in occupational health and
safety. In their haste to unload this respon-
sibility on the states they are offering as bailt
millions in federal funds for phony “plan-
ning” projects. When the states don’t bite
fast enough, some state officials report that
OSHA deals with state legislators and state
agencies behind the backs of the governors
and the agencies they designate as having the
primary job safety responsibility.

At the same time, state officlals charge,
OSHA is demanding that the amount of red
tape In their programs match that which is
being required of OSHA's own field force, One
state estimate ls that OSHA inspectors are
being required to spend three days a week in
their offices filling out forms.

There is no question that most of the in-
formation being requested of the states, and
of OSHA's field staff, 1s important. What is
wrong is that there is no real state-federal
information exchange system. The OSHA
data processing systems are so primitive and
incompatible with those of the states that
they make interchange of information un-
necessarily time consuming if not impossible.
Further, there is no way In which informa-
tion from other federal government sources—
including NIOSH—can be automatically fed
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into a system for use by state and federal
compliance officers, Many county law en-
forcement agencies are more sophisticated in
this regard than the mighty United States
Department of Labor.

But law enforcement is not a serious ob-
jective of the administration’s job safety
program. The plain fact Is that the Occu-
pational Safety and Health Act was In trou-
ble as it approached its first birthday on
April 28, 1972,

The administration has failed to ask for
sufficient money to make the operation of
OSHA and NIOSH meaningful. The creation
of a set of rules to govern state action is shot
through with employer bias, which if per-
mitted to continue will inevitably destroy the
spirit and letter of the law. The process of
establishing health and safety standards
moves along at elephantine pace. The factory
and workshop Inspection process drags and
drags and drags.

In short, the administration, which to-
gether with the National Association of Man-
ufacturers and the Chamber of Commerce
desperately resisted the passage of the Occu-
pational Safety and Health Act Initially, now
with almost equal tenacity seeks to abort the
effective implementation of the Act.

HELLO, REMEMBER ME?

HON. EDWARD J. DERWINSKI

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I have
repeatedly called attention to the Mem-
bers for the need to acknowledge our re-
spect and appreciation for our flag, tra-
ditions of our country, and the pride that
we all should have in this great land of
ours. The Calumet Index of Chicago in a
front page editorial on Wednesday, June
14, emphasized feelings we should have
on that particular day which was Flag
Day.

Flag Day was celebrated very appro-
priately by an inspiring program here in
the House. I believe this editorial in the
Index very properly expressed the feel-
ings of the publication’s readers:

HEeLLO, REMEMBER MEe?

Some people call me Old Glory, others call
me The Star-Spangled Banner, but what-
ever they call me, I am your flag, the Flag
of the United States of America. Something
has been bothering me, so I thought I might
talk it over with you—because it 1s about
you and me,

I remember some time ago people lined up
on both sides of the street to watch the pa-
rade and naturally I was leading every pa-
rade, proudly waving in the breeze. When
your daddy saw me coming, he immediately
removed his hat and placed it against his
left shoulder so that his hand was directly
over his heart . . . remember??

And you, I remember you. Standing there
straight as a soldier. You didn’t have a hat,
but you were giving the right salute. Re-
member little sister? Not to be outdone, she
was saluting the same as you with her right
hand over her heart. Remember??

What happened? I am still the same old

Flag. Oh, I have a few more stars since you
were a boy. A lot more blood has been shed
since those parades of long ago. But now I
don't feel as proud as I used to. When I come
down your street you just stand there with
your hands in your pockets and I may.get a
small glance and then you look away. Then I
see the children running sround and shout-
ing . . . they don't seem to know who I am.
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I saw one man take his hat off, then look
around. He didn't see anybody else with
theirs off so he quickly put his back on.

Is it a sin to be patriotic?? Have you for-
gotten what I stand for and where I've been?
Anzio, Guadalcanal, Korea and now Viet-
nam. Take a look at the memorial honor rolls
sometime to see those who never came back
because they died to keep this Republic free,
One Nation Under God. When you salute me,
you are actually saluting them.

Well, it won't be long now until Il be com-
ing down your street again. So, when you see
me, stand straight, place your right hand
over your heart—and I'll salute you by wav-
ing back-—and I'll know you remember!!

VERNER W. CLAPP

HON. EMANUEL CELLER

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. CELLER. Mr, Speaker, in the
Coolidge Auditorium of the Library of
Congress this afternoon, tributes will be
paid to the late Verner W. Clapp by his
librarian peers in a public memorial
ceremony, It is perhaps fitting for Mem-
bers of the House to note the event, for
Mr. Clapp was a dedicated employee of
the Library of Congress from 1922 to
1956. As a Member of Congress these past
50 years, I am easily reminded of the
tremendous growth and progress that has
occurred, and is occurring, in our Library
across the street. A listing of many of the
high points in Mr. Clapp’s career with the
Library serve to remind one not only
of this remarkable individual’s dedica-
tion but also of the enormous and in-
valuable work being done in the Library
of Congress and other libraries around
the world. There has been a growing
trend toward serving all the public with
ever-increasing knowledge in ever-in-
creasing forms. The services offered for
the first time to Members of Congress
less than 50 years ago by the Library of
Congress are today in the process of be-
ing offered by many public libraries
throughout the country to their broad
constituencies.

When Mr. Clapp left the Library of
Congress in 1956, it was not to retire but
to assist the world’s librarians to antici-
pate the knowledge explosion and to
show them the direction in which some
of their answers lay. As first president of
the Council on Library Resources, estab-
lished in 1956 with the support of Ford
Foundation funds “to aid in the solution
of library problems,” Mr. Clapp approved
over 400 council grants aimed at carry-
ing out this mission. As a full-time con-
sultant to the Council on Library Re-
sources since his stepping down from
the presidency in 1967, he has continued
to be a major force in the field of librar-
ianship. The New York Public Library,
as well as other New York institutions,
have also benefited from Mr. Clapp’s
guidance and the council’s funding.

Presently the council, and its Ford
Foundation benefactor, are generously
assisting the New York Public Library in
its financial crisis.

Verner Clapp “literally died with his
boots on,” one close associate in the li-
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brary field commented on learning of his
death. Dr. Fred C. Cole, Mr. Clapp’s suc-
cessor as president of the Council of Li-
brary Resources, observed that “to the
last he pressed himself continuously to
increase his own knowledge in order to
serve his profession and his fellow man.”
Such tributes, and those that will be
made to Verner Clapp at the Library of
Congress this afternoon, should remind
us of the tremendous task that lies in
front of us in this vital field.

THE 750TH ANNIVERSARY OF
HUNGARY'S “GOLDEN BULL”

HON. STEWART B. McKINNEY

OF CONNECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, Pres-
ident Nixon has just completed a series
of meetings with Communist leaders in
Peking and Moscow. These meetings
could well mark the beginning of a new
understanding between the United States
and the Communist nations of the world.
In light of these developments, I feel that
the 750th anniversary of the Golden
Bull, the Hungarian counterpart of the
English Magna Carta, is of particular
significance.

This significance stems from the fact
that the Golden Bull was a forerunner
in man's endeavor to strike a balance
between economic and political forces
which otherwise might stifle his right
to self-determination. In this sense, the
principles of the Golden Bull are similar
to those of all freedom-loving peoples of
the world.

The Golden Bull insured a citizen’s
right to resist injustice regardless of
whether it was perpetrated by the King
or feudal barons. This grant of rights
to the masses of lesser Hungarian nobil-
ity—a substantial percentage of the na-
tion—distinectly limited the King’s power.
Under the Golden Bull, the lesser nobles
were authorized to use resistance, either
collectively or individually, to any abro-
gation of their rights. This right of re-
sistance also made it easier for the mid-
dle classes to stand up against the loecal
petty monarchs.

Specifically, the Golden Bull exempted
the clergy and the lesser nobility from
taxation, permitted them to dispose of
their property in any manner they pre-
ferred, protected them from such ca-
pricious exercises of regal power as ar-
bitrary confiscation of property and im-
prisonment, and allowed them to refuse
to perform military service in foreien
countries. The nobles also were guar-
anteed the right to an annual assembly
through which they could petition for a
redress of their grievances.

Mr. Speaker, we who live in the United
States too often take for granted the im-
measurable personal liberties we enjoy.
We tend to forget that the freedom we
once struggled for is still only a dream
to the people of Hungary. We also tend
to forget our relative position in world
history. Therefore, this anniversary of
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the Golden Bull should be a time for re-
dedication and reexamination.

Primarily, we should reexamine our
history as a free nation relative to other
nations, Hungary in particular. As early
as 1222, Hungry established the principles
of the Golden Bull; our Constitution was
signed in 1787 and we live by it today.
Hungary has also found itself lost in two
world wars and has been ruled by two
successive totalitarian dictatorships; the
United States has never lost a world
war, or experienced a dictatorship.
Therefore, we as a nation should rededi-
cate ourselves to the Hungarian people.
To fail in this rededication would be
both a tragedy for the United States
and a blow to the freedom-loving people
of Hungary.

SALUTE TO EDUCATION

HON. JOHN H. DENT

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to take this opportunity to say a few
words in tribute to our Nation's educa-
tion system.

It is a well-known fact that I have been
a staunch supporter and initiator of
countless pieces of legislation concern-
ing education. I have supported all legis-
lation which aimed to increase Federal
funds for education in addition to being
the principal sponsor of the Library
Services Act and the Vocational Student
Loan Act.

Such actions, I feel, are blatant evi-
dences that I am a long-time admirer of
our education system. I believe that this
is an area which is most worthy of all of
my efforts in addition to the efforts of
my colleagues in the Congress. I have
devoted my time to the improvement of
education because I have a deep-felt faith
that it is a system which is anxious for
change and renovation when needed. Be-
cause of our education system's alacrity
for self-improvement, our Nation is be-
stowed with its most precious product—
the educated and enlighted citizens of
this great country.

Though my contributions to education
have warranted much of my time and en-
ergy, the outputs of such efforts have
exceeded my inputs which is a fact that
pleases me tremendously. Results of my
contributions to education are that I
know I have aided this great Nation in
attaining the best education system in
the world; the level of our achievements
in all respects is evidence of this. Also, I
have received honors from organizations
such as the united business schools, the
Association of Private Schools Adminis-
trators, and the Jeannette Teachers As-
sociation, to name a few. These tributes
to my legilative efforts are encouraging
in that they express my constituents’ ap-
preciation, which is one of the highest
manifestations of support that a Con-
gressman can have,

In closing, I would like to urge my col-
leagues to continue their efforts and sup-
port in behalf of education in America.
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I know that I will continue in my relent-
less endeavors to aid the great education
system of the United States.

NUCLEAR POLLUTION

HON. LESTER L. WOLFF

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, I respect-
fully call to the attention of the Members
of the House an article in the current
issue of Harper’s Bazaar concerning the
matter of nuclear pollution and its threat
to the population of this Nation.

The Harper’s Bazaar article, written by
Natalie Gittelson, expresses great alarm
over the effectiveness of safety measures
now in force by the AEC.

I make no brief in behalf of the article,
save that I believe it should be read:

THE SHAME oF RockEY FLaTs
RE NUCLEAR POLLUTION DOES THE AEC TELL
THE WHOLE TRUTH AND NOTHING BUT TO
THE U.S.A.7
(By Natalie Gittelson)

“What is Rocky Flats doing out there?”
one of the wives whispered, as iT the question
had never been asked before. “That brown
mist over the mountains . .."” another mused.
“Is it really just pollution or .. .?” "Or is it
plutonium dust?” a more strongly reality-
moored participant In the discussion finished
for her. “Is the wind blowing plutonium dust
into our backyards?”

The conversion you have just read was not
exhumed from some 1950’s science fiction
called Incredible Storles. Those were the
words of some very real American housewives
who have very good reason to feel very wor-
ried. They live, with their families, in the
scenic state of Colorado—locality, Arvada—
about five miles downwind from the famous
(or more accurately, infamous) Rocky Flats
Plutonium Plant, operated since 1953 by the
Dow Chemical Company. In the spring of
'69, Rocky Flats was the site of the most dis-
astrous fire of America’s nuclear age. Plu-
tonium stored in a cabinet mysteriously ig-
nited, spreading flames far and wide. Plu-
tonlum's primary use? Reactor fuel in nu-
clear weapons.

Inhaling only tiny quantities of this most
virulent radiological poison damages living
tissue, leads to cancer of the bone and lung
and may cause death, sclentists agree.

But by August, 1969, neither Dow Chemi-
cal nor the Atomic Energy Commission
(which has control over every aspect of nu-
clear energy) had failed to make even the
routine tests for traces of plutonium spread
in the soil around Rocky Flats accord-
ing to Roger Rapoport, author of The
Great American Bomb Machine. So early that
fall, exasperated by official inaction, Dr. Ed-
ward Martell, nuclear chemist with the Na-
tional Center for Atmospheric Research, set
out to conduct his own soil tests. Dr. Martell
s00n discovered that lethal plutonium parti-
cles had Indeed escaped from Rocky Flats
and had been carried by the wind all the way
to Denver. Some of the worst contamination
that he found lay in the suburbs of Broom-
field, Westminster—and Arvada. As reported
by Mr. Rapoport, “The contamination of
Denver ranged from ten to 200 times higher
than plutonium fallout deposited by all
atomic bomb testing.” It was also 100 times
higher, said Rapoport, than the amount Dow
Chemical spokesmen would acknowledge.

The housewives of Arvada were gathered
together on an afternoon in the early spring
of 1972. It was three long years after the fire
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on Rocky Flats—and still they were worrying
and wondering. Still, they felt, nobody was
levellng with them about the dangers of
plutonium poisoning or the biological weap-
ons stocked around Denver.

“Just recently, I heard that they did take
the nerve gas out of the Rocky Mountain
Arsenal. But I wonder what's left there?
What's really stored in our area right now?"”

“I tried to find out whether a list of haz-
ardous materials stored in our state was
avallable to the general public,” another wife
acknowledged. “The first office I tapped re-
ferred me to about, oh, seven or eight others.
Finally I found a district director who told
me that all of the Information about what's
stored in the Rocky Mountain arsenal is high-
1y classified for security reasons. So the only
thing we can do is guess.”

More sighs. More guessing. More specula-
tion.

“I don't think they’'ve even taken the nerve
gas out yet. They're still waiting for the okay
to demilitarize those 21,000 nerve gas
bombs . . "

“All those weapons, supposedly for our se-
curity, are stored so close to us that we'll
probably become victims of them in the end.
One small canister of nerve gas can destroy
this entire area. Why did they feel they
needed 20,000 canisters?”

“A million-dollar contract, no doubt. Back
to the old dollar again.” The women con-
sidered that idea, soberly. It was out of
grudging respect for the old dollar that most
of them were living five miles away from the
plutonium plant. "My husband works out
there,” an uncertain voice piped up. “This is
& highly federally impacted area. Arvada's
where the jobs are.”

Other voices rose in quick support. “If my
name is bandied about, my husband’s em-
ployer, who thinks guite differently than we
do, is going to say, “Sorry, but we don't need
you anymore." "

The crucial paycheck issue comes up, nat-
urally, wherever nuclear installations are big
business. In fact, it is fear of reprisal—eco-
nomic and governmental—which causes re-
luctance among many employees to discuss
the Issues at all.

In her recent study, Afomic Doubletalk,
subtitled “a review of matters withheld from
the public by the AEC,” Gene Schrader, for-
mer staff member of the Center for the Study
of Democratic Institutions, examines our nu-
clear history. She touches all bases, starting
with the first atomic explosion in TLos
Alamos In 1945. (Two months after that
blast, a Times reporter revealed that radiom-
eters showed scraps of crater glass “were ac-
tually still dangerous.”) “New experiments
continue and unlikely accidents happen,”
Mrs, Schrader warns. “But the AEC has no
patience with those who question its safety
policies.”

The Commission's inordinate power may
explain, if not excuse, its fallure to culti-
vate patlence with its critics. “Never before
in the peacetime history of the United States
has Congress established an administrative
agency with such sweeping authority and
entrusted with such portentous respon-
sibilities,” said the men who wrote the
Atomic Energy Act in 1946. Roger Rapoport
characterizes it bluntly as “one of the na-
tion’s major legislative disasters. The legisla-
tors merely totalitarianized nuclear power,”
he remarks.

As this Issue of Bazaar gces to press, the
Supreme Court has just reconfirmed that
totalitarianization of power. In a 7-to-2 de-
cision (Justices Douglas and Stewart dis-
senting), the Court upheld the principle that
the AEC alone has the authority to regulate
the discharge of radioactive debris from nu-
clear power plants. Minnesota met defeat as-
serting its right to set more rigid limits on
the radioactive discharges of a plant near
Minneapolis., Yet, more than a dozen ather
states sided with Minnesota in this dispute.

Paul Jacobs, who last year conducted yet
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another inquiry into the power and responsi-
bilities of the AEC for Atlantic magazine, also
deplores the Commission’s imperious atti-
tude. “The agency is uncomfortable present-
ing anything less than the most fovial view
of nuclear energy,” he says, then asks, “Is it
possible that nuclear energy as a cure for
the power crisis may be worse than the dis-
ease itself?”

Many of our most distinguished scientists
answer that question In the affirmative, in-
cluding Dr. Linus Pauling, twice winner of
the Nobel Prize; Dr. John Gofman, research
bio-physicist and director of the Committee
for Nuclear Responsibility; and Dr. Arthur
Tamplin, group leader of the blo-medical di-
vision of the AEC's own Lawrence Radiation
Laboratory.

Dr. Tamplin: *“The evidence concerning
the hazard of plutonium to man suggests that
if you can measure it in the air, it’s probably
already too hazardous . . . Radloactive wastes
propose a disposal problem unique in human
history. You have to protect them from get-
ting into the atmosphere for a thousand, and
in the case of plutonium, for hundreds of
thousands of years . . . The Russians could
set up a monitoring system and find out what
is coming out of Rocky Flats. But the citizens
of the United States don’t know because no-
body has set up the monitoring station to
tell them.”

Dr. Pauling: “According to my calculations,
one 20-megaton bomb tested in the atmos-
phere is responsible for 500,000 grossly de-
fective children and 500,000 people caused to
have cancer. That's a million casualties for
one 20-megaton bomb . .."

Dr. Gofman: “In order to make the nuclear
power industry safe, we will have to do 99.9%
perfect work every step of the way, including
the guardianship of the radioactive waste
.+ « That 15, if there's not one accident . . .
Unless we can do 99.9% perfection, the ra-
diation all of us will get will start rising
toward those numbers that would give us,
for instance, 32,000 more cancers every year.
. . . But I don't want to scare anyone to
death, I want to scare them to life.”

All those who will allow themselves to be
scared to life by Dr. Gofman should get it
clear in their heads that Rocky Flats is not
an isolated pinhole of polson on the other-
wise bland map of America. As of January,
1970, there were nearly 125 cities and towns
in the United States where nuclear weapons
were being manufactured, tested, deployed
and stockpiled. Among them: New York, Chi-
cago, Cleveland, Dallas, Las Vegas, Los Angeles
and Miamli, as well as Wichita, KEansas; Albu-
querque, New Mexico; Alken, South Carolina
and Limestone, Maine. In mega-city or micro-
village, how many of us are still *“safe
enough?” How many of us will still be safe
enough in 19737

Sald Dr. Gofman, regarding the AEC re-
quest that the Commission lssue “interim"
operating licenses to nuclear power plants
which failed to submit the final environmen-
tal impact statement required by the Nation-
al Environmental Policy Act: “The AEC has
falled to solve the problems of safety against
major accidents at nuclear power plants. . . .
The AEC has failed to solve the problems of
radioactive waste disposal. ... What 1is
needed is a moratorium on the construction
of nuclear power plants until safety prob-
lems have been solved and increased funding
(made avallable) for the development of al-
ternate, safe and fully adequsate sources of
power . ., .” Harold Grey and Paul Ehrlich,
among other eminent sclentists, agree,

The nation s Impaled on a tragic dilemma.
In the last twenty years, we have built more
than 40,000 nuclear bombs, more than enough
to kill everyone in the world three times
over. And we live in an economy based on
production-for-use,

We have spent over £30 billion in the de-
velopment and construction of nuclear
weapons. This program carries with it the
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increasing risk of death, cancer, radiation
poisoning, and literally inconceivable genetic
damage.

More than 90 billon gallons of nuclear
waste are already burled in the states of
Washington, Idaho, South Carolina and Ten-
nessee. In its own report, finally released to
the public, the Atomic Energy Commission
conceded, “None of the existing AEC disposal
installations is in a satisfactory geologic lo-
cation.”

Recently Bess Myerson, New York City's
Commissioner of Consumer Affairs, was nar-
rator of a bold and probing radio show, In
the Name of Defense, “Our sclentists are
more worried about nuclear dangers than our
mothers,” Miss Myerson sald. “Because they
have more information. . . . We, the Ameri-
can people, have a right to know of the dan-
gers to our health from radioactivity. . . .
We call on the Atomic Energy Commission to
stop the testing of nuclear weapons. In the
name of defense, we are polsoning our land,
our air, our water and our children. There is
no safe level of radloactivity. We who have
glven life must be dedicated to preserving it.”
If you would like to dedicate yourself to that
goal, please write to Bess Myerson at Another
Mother for Peace, Beverly Hills, California.
This nonpartisan organization, dedicated to
nonviolence and the elimination of war, has
given the national issue of nuclear pollution
top priority on its activities agenda for the
coming year.

WASHINGTON REPORT TO IN-
DIANA’S NINTH DISTRICT CON-
STITUENTS ON THE MOSCOW
ACCORDS

HON. LEE H. HAMILTON

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, under
the leave to extend my remarks in the
Recorp, I include the complete text of
my recent Washington report on the
Moscow Accords.

WasHINGTON REPORT
(By Congresman Lee HAMILTON)

Editor's Note.—This is the first of two
Washington Reports on the President’s Sum-
mit Conference.

The Moscow Accords, which crowned a
perlod of extraordinary diplomacy at the
Summit, are probably the most important
agreements since World War II. In brief,
the agreements are as follows:

1. Nuclear Arms—The United States and
Russia will limit their defensive missile sys-
tems to two relatively modest ABM sites
aplece. They also agree to a five-year freeze
of their offensive missile arsenals at the
present levels.

2. Environment.—A joint commission will
study problems of air, water and soll pollu-
tion, and measures to control man's impact
on the environment.

8. Incidents at Sea—Rules have been
agreed upon for insuring the safety of
naval vessels and planes operating in close
proximity, and for avoiding collisions.

4. Medicine—A joint commission will co~
ordinate research on heart disease, cancer
and public health generally.

5. Space—A Joint docking of manned
spacecraft and flight of the linked craft will
be carrled out in 1975. There will also be co-
operation in space meteorology, space medi-
cine, remote sensing of earth resources, and
exploration of the moon and planets.

6. Technology.—A joint commission will
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recommend exchanges and combined research
in sclence and technology.

7. Trade—A joint commission will resolve
an entire range of trade problems including
most-favored-nation treatment, credits, trade
promotion and the study of joint resources
development projects.

These specific agreements were concluded
with a declaration of principles intended to
make a new, more stable and constructive
era of Russlan-American relatlons. These
principles include peaceful coexistence, re-
straint by both powers, a readiness to ex-
change views at the highest levels, and a dis-
avowal of any intent to create spheres of
influence.

These agreements are goocd news. They
represent a distinctive breakthrough in the
relationships between the two super-powers.

No one can be certain, of course, how im-
portant these agreements really are. It all
depends on their implementation, but each
of these agreements represents a giant and
promising step in Soviet-American relations.

The basic concept of the Moscow Accords
has been to create so many mutual interests
through joint committees, common projects
and negotiations that constituencies for co-
operation will be developed in each nation
and so that neither nation will allow other
conflicts of interests to disrupt the great
power cooperation.

Beveral of these agreements, like the ven-
tures in environment and medicine, repre-
sent an ungrading of earlier agreements, and
several were delayed in announcement to as-
sure a successful Summit.

Even though there was significant progress
at the Summit, there are disappointments.
No major progress was made on trade. The
formation of the joint commission to devise
comprehensive trade agreements represents
an admission that the United States and the
Soviet Union have been unable to reconcile
their differences on trade.

Nevertheless, the trade agreement repre-
sents a step forward, and the commission
will seek to negotiate overall trade agree-
ments, including reciprocal most-favored-na-
tion treatment, arrangements under which
credits will be provided to finance sales by
each nation to the other, provisions for the
establishment of business offices in each
country by concerns of the other coun-
try, and mechanisms for arbitration of
commercial disputes arising from trade. The
two countries were unable to resolve the So-
viet Union's World War II Lend-Lease deht
to the U.S,, last publicly valued by the U.S.
at $800 million and by the Soviets at $300
million.

Also, perhaps the major disappointment
is that apparently nothing was done to re-
solve the political conflicts between the
United States and the Soviet Union in Viet-
nam and the Middle East, or to establish the
rules of procedure in such conflicts, like con-
sultation and arms supply limits.

By far, the most important agreement
reached In Moscow is the one relating to
nuclear arms. The importance of the agree-
ment is that it marks a reduction in strategic
arms rivalry and & mutual acceptance of
nuclear parity. Perhaps more important than
any specific provision in the agreement is the
change in attitudes reflected In the agree-
ment with both powers wanting to reduce the
risks of nuclear war and to relax interna-
tional tensions.

The central purpose of the nuclear arms
agreement is to achieve, not disarmament,
but a more stable “balance of terror” at the
existing level of armaments, and to make
certain that the two superpowers understand
their dependence upon mutual restraint.

The agreement is made possible because
both countries belleve that they are now
strategically equal, that they have enough
weapons to deter nuclear attack, that they
need to stop adding more weapons before
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they can reach agreements to reduce the
number of weapons, that they need to con-
serve resources for better purposes, and that
they must collaborate where it is possible,
to avold conflicts in other areas where col-
laboration is not possible.

Through a strange paradox In the arith-
metic of strategic weapons, the treaties, by
limiting defensive systems, bring offensive
systems under control. Mutual deterrence
against attack has depended upon each side
being confident of its ability to destroy the
other after absorbing a first strike. With each
side confident of its deterrent, because of the
limited defensive system of the other side,
there is no need to fear a first strike, and
there should be no reason to deploy new of-
fensive systems.

The President has given his assurance that
the national security is not endangered by
this agreement, and that the U.S. will con-
tinue to have sufficient forces to deter po-
tential enemies. He points out that verifica-
tion can be achieved by space satelllte recon-
naissance, and without on-site inspection.

Although the Soviet Union will have 2,300
launchers to 1,700 for the U.S., the ongoing
U.S. MIRV program will ensure a substantial
margin of deliverable warheads. There is no
chance the Soviets can reverse that advan-
tage in the next decade. Without the agree-
ment, the Soviet Unlon would increase its
lead of missile launching submarines because
the U.S. has no current building program for
these weapons. The U.S. achieved a major
goal In setting a limit on the giant SS-9
ICBMs. In addition, the U.S. has a larger,
more modern bomber force than the Soviets.

In short, the U.S. is better off with the
agreement than without it. The momentum
of the Soviet buildup has been stopped and
the U.S. has been spared the great expense
of & new building program which offered no
assurance of greater security.

This first strategic arms limitation treaty
should be viewed as a major step forward,
but only a beginning. The nuclear agree-
ment does not stop the arms race. It does
not limit the quality of the weapons. It does
not stop the two superpowers from upgrad-
ing their offensive nuclear missiles, adding
more warheads, or more destructive war-
heads, or from improving their missile de-
fense systems.

So the United States should press ahead
towards further limitations, and perhaps
even some reduction in arms. Instant suc-
cess should not be expected. It took seven
years of effort, and thirty months of intense
negotiations, to achieve this limited result.
Hopefully, agreement will soon be reached to
begin the next round of the Strategle Arms
Limitations Talks in the fall. This round
should seek permanent offensive weapons
agreement, dealing with medium range mis-
siles, long range missiles, long range strategic
bombers and forward based weapons systems.

Overall, I think the American people have
good reason to be pleased with the develop-
ments in Moscow. Beyond the specific agree-
ments, which are very important, the per-
sonnel contacts between the two nations and
the positive steps taken suggest even greater
progress in the future, Enormous problems
still exist between the two countrles, as
the total lack of progress between the two
countries on Vietnam and the Middle East
show, and the unresolved tenslons are deep-
seated and many. Strong political forces will
operate in both countries to keep tenslons
high and to accelerate military competition.

But it s encouraging that the atmosphere
of international relations has improved. The
agreements present a real opportunity for a
more reallstic, less ideological approach to
the competition between the U.S. and the
Soviet Union, and to start a process of
stabllizing the military balance at moderate
levels.
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CANCER RESEARCH AT CLEVELAND
CLINIC

HON. JAMES V. STANTON

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. JAMES V. STANTON. Mr.
Speaker, last year, the Congress ex-
pressed its deep interest in the efforts
to find a cure for cancer through its
approval of the Cancer Conquest Act.
Nothing short of a full scale research
effort is now required, and I am pleased
to report to my colleagues on the excel-
lent cancer research work being done at
the Cleveland Clinic, work which is sup-
ported by legislation we in the Congress
have enacted.

Under the guidance of Drs. Roenigk,
Deodhar, St. Jacques, and Burdick, a
new technique, in which metastatic mel-
anoma is treated with vaccina virus, is
being tried, and thus far the results have
been very encouraging. I am proud of the
work done by these dedicated and ex-
tremely competent men, and I believe
that there could be no wiser use of Fed-
eral health moneys than to support work
of the type in which they are engaged.

I would now iike to call to the atten-
tion of my colleagues a more detailed
report on their work, which is as follows:
IMMUNOTHERAPY OF MALIGNANT MELANOMA

WitH VAcCINIA VIRUS

Henry H. Roenigk, Jr., M.D., Department of
Dermatology, Cleveland Clinic.

Sharad Deodhar, M.D., Department of
Pathology, Cleveland Clinic.

*Robert St. Jacques, M.D., Department of
Dermatology, Cleveland Clinic.

Kenneth Burdick, M.D., Syntex Research,
Stanford Industrial Park, Palo Alto, Cali-
fornia.

The field of tumor Immunology has pro-
gressed very rapidly in the past decade in
both animal and human tumor systems. In
human cancer, this evidence has come
largely from the demonstration of tumor
specific antigens and from In vitro studles
demonstrating both cellular and humoral
immunity with cytotoxic effect on tumor
cells.

Morton and co-workers demonstrated
humoral antibodies to melanoma cells in
patients with melanoma using indirect im-
munofiuorescent technique. They found the
highest titers of antimelanoma antibodies in
patients with localized metastasis of mel-
ANOmMa.

In 1960, Burdick and Hawk reported a
prolonged remission of metastatic melanoma
after repeated injections of wvaccinia virus
into cutaneous metastatic nodules of mel-
anoma. They were unable to demonstrate
cytotoxic activity of the patients serum after
therapy, at that time.

In the past ten years, at the Cleveland
Clinic, twenty patients with metastatic mel-
anomsa have been treated by this technique
and significant regression has occurred in
eight patients who had stage II (regional
metastasis ) of their melanoma (Tables 1 and
2).

I have personally seen many of the early
patients treated by Dr. Burdick and was im-
pressed by the results. Three years ago, a 42-
year-old lawyer was seen with the second re-
currence of an amelanotic melanoma of the
groin about the size of an orange, Reexci-
slon resulted in a third recurrence in the

* Fellow, Department of
Cleveland Clinie,

Dermatology,
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suture line one month after surgery. Vac-
cinia virus therapy was used and a complete
remission was obtained.

With newer culture techniques, immuno-
fluorescent tests and colony inhibition tests
as described by Hellstrom, we are now able
to measure cellular and humoral antibodles
to melanoma cells and possible cytotoxic ef-
fects of vaccinla virus immunotherapy. Four
patients have been studied extensively by
immunologic techiniques. In addition to
producing clinical remission of metastatic
melanoma, we have preliminary evidence to
suggest that we may have stimulated cellular
Immunity against the metastatic melanoma.

METHODS AND MATERIALS

(1) Routine Studies:

All patients had a complete history, physi-
cal examination, routine hematological and
bilochemical tests (SMA-12), x-rays of the
chest, abdomen, liver scan, brain scan, bone
survey, quantitative immunoglobulins, mel-
anin determinations on urine.

Delayed hypersensitivity skin tests to dif-
ferent agents (FPFD, monilial extract, vari-
dase, mumps vaccine) were performed. Sen~-
sitization to DNCB was performed in addi-
tion to PHA induced blast transformation
study on peripheral lymphocytes as a meas-
ure of overall cellular immunity.

(2) Special Immunological Studies:

Detectlon of serum antibodies to mel-
anoma cells by immunofiuorescent tech-
nigues using acetone-fixed melanoma im-
prints and microcytotoxic techniques for de-
tection of cell mediated immunity in vitro
involving cell inhibition were performed.

These colony inhibition technigques were
done with and without the patient’s serum
to detect possible enhancing antibodies. The
tissue culture used was melanoma tumor
cells grown on a speclal tissue culture me-
dium (Waymouth) fortified with fetal calf
serum. Appropriate controls include reac-
tions against the patients own skin fibro-
blasts, or other tumor cells such as breast
cancer cells, and normal lymphocytes against
melanoma cells. In the test for humoral anti-
bodies, human serum complement will be
used. The ratio of lymphocytes to target cells
is that recommended by Hellstrom. The pos-
sible presence of serum blocking antibodies
was tested by these cytotoxic techniques.
Studies were also performed to detect HL-A
antigens on the melanoma cells, skin fibro-
blasts and lymphocytes.

(3) Vaccinia Virus Therapy:

Patlents with stage II disease with re-
glonal metastasis (skin and lymph nodes)
were considered ideal candidates for vaccinia
virus therapy. Early in the study, some pa-
tlents with stage III disease were treated.
Before therapy, the largest tumor nodules
were surgically removed, Regional lymph
nodes were not removed. The vaccinia virus
(Lilly, from the lymph of calves inoculated
with the virus) in one glass tube is diluted
with up to 0.5 ml. of saline and injected di-
rectly into the tumor nodules. Depending on
the severity of local and systemic reaction to
the virus, subsequent injections of up to five
tubes of vaccinia virus diluted with 0.5 ml.
of saline are injected at two week intervals.
A modified, accelerated type of vaccinia reac-
tion with redness, swelling and induration
of the nodules will be observed in about four
days. It may be accompanied by fever, chills
and nausea.

RESULTS

During the ten year period from 1960-
1970, 476 cases of malignant melanoma
were seen at the Cleveland Clinic. Twenty
patients with metastatic melanoma were
treated during this ten year period with
vaccinia virus therapy (Table 2). The clini-
copathologic stage of these cases shows a
much more prolonged survival in the stage IT
treated patients. Their survival after vac-
cinia virus therapy was 32.2 months average
compared to only 4.6 months in the stage III.
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IN COMMEMORATION OF THE 60TH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE BSAINT
ALOYSIUS CLUB OF PASSAIC, NJ.

HON. ROBERT A. ROE

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. ROE. Mr. Speaker, I ask my col-
leagues here in the Congress to join with
me in heartiest congratulations and best
wishes to the St. Aloysius Club of Pas-
saiec, N.J., in celebration of their 60th
anniversary as a social-athletic organiza-
tion.

Sixty years ago, a young curate of St.
Joseph’s Church, the late Right Rev-
erend Monsignor Lawrence Szorc, mef
with 12 young men of his parish marking
the birth of the St. Aloysius Club. The
club’s first decade spanned the tumul-
tuous years when the world erupted into
World War 1. It was during these first 10
years, however, that the St. Aloysius
Club began its actual participation in the
sports arena with many championship
baseball teams among their membership.
Some of their Passaic semiprofessional
baseball greats immediately preceding
World War I who keynoted the many
successes of the club in the sphere of
sports in the years to come were: Fischer,
Marut, Grant, Lajeskie, Stazewski, Jesi-
onowski, Roche, Siemienski, Ruskin, and
Rutkowski. President Wilson’s call to
arms, heralding the beginning of World
War I, recruited 38 members of the club.
Of those who served with the American
Expeditionary Forces, two did not re-
turn: Albert Danko and Frank Ruskin
were killed in action.

The postwar reorganization of the St.
Aloysius Club was effected under the
guidance of the late Right Reverend
Julius A. Manteuffel. The club’s prime
athletic endeavors turned to basketball
with players Grant, Patlen, Jermalowitz,
Kievitt, Roche, and Grabiec earning the
club an outstanding reputation second to
none on the basketball courts.

Through the outstanding efforts of Ted
Fialkowski, Aldon Patlen, Ted Klemans,
John Grabiec, and Henry Janowski, the
club expanded its activities during the
1920's to include club socials, public social
events, basketball, baseball, and track.

In the 1930’s while Americans were re-
covering from the crash of 1929, the St.
Aloysius Club, riding on the momentum
it had acquired in the 1920's, fortified
the niche they had carved out for them-
selves on the basketball court with new
achievements on the baseball diamond.
Spirited play in the Gersie League by the
Reno brothers, Nowak, Gogal, Zarkowski,
Staniec, Cajzer, and Sudol thrilled thou-
sands of local followers of the national

pastime,
It was during the 1930's that the club’s

membership focused increased attention

on municipal affairs.
During the decade of the 1940’s and

before World War II had ended, 167 men
from “St. Al's” had served in our Na-
tion’s uniform—five of them giving their
lives in battle. During the postwar years,
the 1946-47 season, the St. Aloysius Club
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fostered a professional basketball team
managed by Stan “Chick” Gradzki which
won the Tricounty League Championship
with such stars as Ted Janeczek, Bobby
Wanzer, Mike Hamner, Bob Pope, Whitey
Macknonwski, and Lefty Halkard. The
St. Al's seniors, with Gene Garlewicz, the
Burek brothers, Ed Gradzki, Stan Wozny,
Mitchell Bargiel, John Wagner, and Bill
Mastrolia, took championship honors in
their division winning 26 out of 28 games
including a club record winning streak
of 22, A fourth basketball team composed
of boys of preclub age took championship
honors in their division. In table tennis,
the St. Al's led by Walter Biela, with Ted
Soja, Walt Grembowitz, and Stan Spol-
nik, won all honors in the Passaic-Clif-
ton-Garfield area. In softball, the 8t. Al's
won the city championship with such
players as Al Potosnak, Bob Neilley, Jerry
Furst, Henry Kowal, Fred EKuren, Al
Wasilewski, Bill Waksmudzki, and Wally
Liptak.

In the 1950’s the St. Aloysius Club con-
tinued their championship efforts.
Twenty-three of their members served
in the Korean conflict and, with God's
blessing, all of them returned. They cap-
tured the softball championship in 1952
and another in 1956, Their basketball
team held the spotlight in 1958.

The St. Aloysius Club with their dili-
gence and dedication to the principles of
sportsmanship and fair play in our Amer-
jcan system and way of life has indeed
been an inspiration to all of their mem-
bers and has truly enriched our com-
munity, State, and Nation. The success
of their efforts and the guidance they
provided in their recreation athletic-
social activities to the people of our dis-
trict are reflected in the personal
achievements of their membership. Over
the years these men in their personal
career pursuits have achieved promi-
nence in all walks of life and we are
especially proud of their professional
expertise and outstanding contributions
to the spiritual, moral, legal, political,
civic, educational, industrial, and en-
vironmental integrity of our community.

Special commendation and best wishes
are extended to the 1972 officers and com-
mitteemen of the St. Aloysius Club as

follows:

Officers: John L. Salek, president;
Louis Wolkensdorfer, vice president;
Joseph EKorczynski, financial secretary;
Fred J. Kuren, treasurer; and John
Bacha, secretary.

Committeemen: Walter Biela, Robert
Biss, Zygmunt Dorski, Steve Drozdowski,
Albert Galik, chairman, Stanley Gradzki,
chairman, Andrew Iglody, chairman, Ed
Janeczek, William Kachur, Fred EKoby-
larz, Ted Kozak, Walt Makowski, Al Paw-
lowski, John Piroch, Michael Sopoliga,
Stanley Spolnik, chairman, Joseph
Waksmundzki, Stanley R. Wozny, Stan-
ley Zalewski, and Fabian Zoleinski.

We do indeed salute these officers, the
parish priests throughout the club’s
existence, and all of the members of the
St. Aloysius Club and extend our appre-
ciation as they commemorate their 60th
anniversary year in service to our people.
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ATTACKING DRUG ADDICTION IN
OUR PRISONS

HON. SEYMOUR HALPERN

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. HALPERN. Mr. Speaker, the high
number of offenders who enter correc-
tional institutions today with a history
of narcoties addiction or drug depend-
ency constitutes a serious problem in
American society, both inside and be-
yond our corrections system. Although
hard statistics concerning previous drug
usage by offenders are scarce, there is
evidence that in some of our jails and
prisons up to one-half of the offender
population have brought a drug abuse
problem with them.

In August of 1969, the District of
Columbia’s Department of Corrections
conducted a study which demonstrated
that 45 percent of all men coming to the
city jail were heroin addicts. In the State
of Maryland, the corrections commis-
sioner recently estimated that as many
as 50 percent of newly committed Mary-
land prison inmates are drug users, Four
years ago the figure was placed at 30
percent and, according fo the commis-
sioner, the percentage could climb as
high as 80 percent in only a few years.

The problem is also severe in our Fed-
eral prisons. In hearings before the Sub-
committee on National Penitentiaries of
the Senate Judiciary Committee in
March of 1971, the Federal Bureau of
Prisons Director, Mr. Norman Carlson,
testified that roughly 20 percent of all
offenders confined in Federal institu-
tions have significant problems of nar-
cotics addiction, a number which has
been increasing rather substantially
over the past several years. This figure
does not include the undoubtedly higher
number of offenders who are merely
drug abusers.

The large number of addicts populat-
ing our correctional institutions today
is frightening, particularly considering
the current crime crisis. It is generally
recognized that addicts released from
correctional institutions are a high-
risk group. According to a recent study
conducted by the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation, 69 percent of a sample group
of Federal offenders arrested in 1965 on
a narcotics charge were rearrested by
1969. Our correctional institutions are
failing to rehabilitate drug addicted of-
fenders, for most simply resume their
habit upon leaving prison and promptly
return to a life of crime in order to sup-
port it. What is particularly disturbing,
however, is the increasing evidence that
more and more of our addicts are turn-
ing to violent crimes such as assault and
armed robbery to obtain their drug
money instead of committing nonviolent
offense such as shoplifting, which they
traditionally have been known to do.

It is clear that unless our penal sys-
tem can improve its performance in
handling this special class of offender—
the narcotic addict—we can expect to
make little headway in reducing recidi-
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vism and its accompanying high-crime
rate.

In this article, I would like to describe
the present role of our Federal and State
correctional facilities in fighting drug
addiction and detail my proposals to im-
prove the situation.

A specialized treatment program for
narcotics addiction was established in the
Federal correctional system with the
passage of the Narcotic Addict Rehabili-
tation Act of 1966 (NARA). Prior to this
time, only a small percentage of the total
Federal prisoner addict population was
selected for commitment to the two U.S.
Public Health Service hospitals at Lex-
ington, Ky., and Fort Worth, Tex. Most
were simply committed to one of 27 Fed-
eral correctional facilities and received
no special treatment for their drug prob-
lem. Following passage of this legislation,
drug treatment programs were estab-
lished in 1968 in three institutions: the
Federal Correctional Institutions at Dan-
bury, Conn., and Terminal Island, Calif.,
and the Federal Reformatory for Women
at Alderson, W. Va. Since that time, an
additional unit has opened at Milan,
Mich., and the capacity of the Danbury
unit has been doubled.

The Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation
Act directs itself, however, to only a lim-
ited number of offenders. Excluded from
treatment are persons convicted of
crimes of violence, drug dealers—unless
dealing for their own personal use be-
cause of a habit—those who have been
convicted of a felony on two or more
prior occasions or against whom there is
pending a prior charge of a felony, and
those who have been committed under
the act three or more times already.

Because only a very small percentage
of addicted offenders have qualified for
treatment under NARA, there remains a
large number of offenders in our correc-
tional institutions with equally serious
drug addiction or dependency problems
&h{:l are not receiving treatment of any

nd.

In light of this deficiency, the Federal
Bureau of Prisons recently has developed
programs in five other institutions, which
are modeled after the NARA program, to
accommodate these offenders. The non-
NARA facilities are located at the Fed-
eral institutions at Lewisburg, Pa.; Terre
Haute, Ind.; Lompoc, Calif.; El Reno,
Okla.; and Petersburg, Va. In addition,
a non-NARA program has been estab-
lished at Fort Worth.

The capacity of both the NARA and
non-NARA programs, however, is only
1,050 persons, barely one-quarter of the
Federal offender population estimated to
be addicted to heroin alone.

The treatment program, itself, has two
phases—institutional treatment and
aftercare services.

Although each NARA treatment unit
has developed its own specific treat-
ment methods, institutional treatment
throughout the entire program is focused
on redirecting the patient’s behavior
through a group therapy approach. The
offender’s personal life and attitudes,
after all, were initially responsible for
his addiction and participation in erimi-
nal activity. Emphasis is also placed on

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

vocational training and developing of-
fenders’ basic academic skills. It is hoped
the patient leaving-the program will thus
be better equipped to reenter society,
having overcome his need for a narcotics
habit.

The after-care treatment phase is key.
Treating an offender while he is incar-
cerated can only prepare him, in part, to
function in the community. Followup
in the community is crucial to the suc-
cess of the program, for it is here the
offender undergoes the real test. Will he
or will he not be able to withstand the
pressures of community living without
reverting to drug use? In addition to
basic counselling and maintenance serv-
ices, the scope of after-care services in-
cludes self-help groups led by ex-ad-
dicts, vocational guidance, education,
training, and job placement. After-care
services help the offender through the
critical period immediately following his
release from the institution, and can
determine the success or the failure of
the entire program.

Has the NARA program proved suc-
cessful? According to Bureau of Prisons
officials, the program is still in the ex-
perimental stages and cifing conclusive
statistics regarding its success would be
premature. Nonetheless, preliminary re-
sults have been encouraging and there is
room for optimism.

Plans for the future include establish-
ing one drug unit in each of the Federal
Bureau of Prisons’ 28 institufions, al-
though obtaining adequate resources and
attracting competent staff remain sig-
nificant stumbling blocks.

Although it has its drawbacks, at least
the Federal Bureau of Prisons has an es-
tablished program to treat drug addicts.
This cannot be said of our State and local
prisons and correctional facilities. One-
half of this country’s jails, for example,
have no medical facilities whatsoever,
much less treatment programs for drug
offenders. And most State prisons have
established few, if any, drug-treatment
facilities for their inmates, regardless of
the fact that the State prison population
is 10 times that of the Federal system.

In order to make any significant head-
way in treating the drug addicted offend-
er, we must make sure that our correc-
tional facilities on the State level have
the resources and the incentive to estab-
lish adequate treatment facilities to ac-
commodate the growing numbers of drug
addicts and drug-dependent offenders in
their institutions.

To help meet this crisis, I have intro-
duced in the 92d Congress legislation
designed to encourage the establishment
by States of narcotics freatment pro-
grams of offenders.

Presently, the major Federal program
which provides financial aid to States
and localities for the purpose of strength-
ening their crime prevention and confrol
activities is the Law Enforcement As-
sistance Administration (LEAA) pro-
gram established under title I of the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets
Act of 1968. A 1970 amendment to this
act provides for a special program of
grants for the improvement of correc-
tional institutions and facilities and cor-
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rectional programs, As of now, however,
there is no provision specifically provid-
ing for the establishment of drug treat-
ment programs in State and local correc-
tional facilities. My bill would provide
that States desiring funding from the
LEAA for correctional institutions and
facilities make provision in their funding
application for the establishment and
development of such narcotic treatment
and rehabilitation programs. It also
would direct the Attorney General to
prescribe standards for the administra-
tion of these programs.

Two courses of action hold promise in
combating the growing and alarming
number of drug-addicted and drug-de-
pendent offenders. First, we need to es-
tablish drug treatment facilities and
programs in our State and local correc-
tional facilities as rapidly as possible—
best accomplished, in my opinion, by
using the already existing LEAA pro-
gram. And, second, we need to correct
some of the problems existing in our
Federal Bureau of Prisons program.
Principally, we need to extend treatment
to a greater number of drug-addicted
and drug-dependent Federal prisoners.

Our ability to come to grips with the
growing rate of recidivism and the con-
comitant increase in crime we have all
been experiencing hinges, in large part,
on our ability to come to grips with the
drug-addicted offender.

THE GOLDEN BULL OF HUNGARY

HON. PETER W. RODINO, JR.

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, June 14, 1972

Mr. RODINO. Mr. Speaker, 750 years
ago, the Hungarian nation planted its
seed in the garden of democracy, per-
sonal freedom and constifutional liber-
ties—the Bulla Aurea was written to
stress and to guarantee the basic rights
of man.

When one turns his thoughts to the
men and women living in the year 1222,
when one begins to picture the feudal
social structure and the extremely nar-
row life style embodied in the tiny East
European village, the significance of this
Hungarian Magna Carta becomes in-
creasingly recognized and respected. For
the Golden Bull attacked feudalism at its
deepest roots; it provided for the degrad-
ation of any lord who abused his office—
promising safeguards to all nobles
againstt arbitrary arrest; it sought to
maintain a balance between the political
and economic forces within Hungary; it
authorized all persons to put up resist-
ance, individually or collectively, against
the violation of their human rights.

It is truly an irony of world history
that this nation which was one of the
very first to speak for freedom and social
justice has had its growth in this vital
area stunted and its seed of democracy
prevented from germination. As I join
my many friends of Hungarian ancestry
in honoring the 750th anniversary of
the Bulla Aurea, let us continue to rec-
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ognize the great contribution this nation
has given to the rights of freedom and
fairness for us all. Let us join, today,
this brave people in reaffirming our com-
mitment to the rebirth of these rights in
their own native land.

A SALUTE TO EDUCATION

HON. NICK BEGICH

OF ALASEKA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. BEGICH. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to
have this opportunity to join in the Na-
tional Education Association salute to
education. Lincoln said of education that
“I view it as the most important sub-
ject which we, as a people, can be en-
gaged in.”. No one can quarrel with this
statement, least of all a person who has
devoted all of his adult life to education,
as I have.

We in Alaska are privileged to have
many fine and dedicated educators. These
men and women have demonstrated their
professional abilities both in the class-
room and by working to improve the edu-
cational system as a whole. A small rep-
resentative group of Alaskan educators
symbolize the profound influence educa-
tors can have on education in Alaska and
throughout the United States. Let me say,
initially, that for each individual I men-
tion, there are dozens more who equally
deserve recognition. Lack of space here
cannot diminish the vital and all-encom-
passing role they play in their community
and State.

Mrs. Doris Ray has been teaching in
the Fairbanks area for 15 years and she
is currently heading the social studies
department at Lathrop High School
there. She was just appointed to the Na-
tional Education Association Council on
Instruction and Professional Develop-
ment. In addition, Alaska is honored to
have Mrs. Ray as one of the 12 educators
in the Nation selected to serve on the
National Teacher Task Force, sponsored
by the U.S. Office of Education. She will
meet with the task force once a month
here in Washington in an effort to up-
grade American education.

Working with Mrs. Ray in Alaska are
Bill Potter, of Juneau, president of the
Alaska Education Association; Bob Lin-
tott of Anchorage, president-elect of the
Alaska Education Association; Sanna
Green of Anchorage, former president of
the State association and currently serv-
ing as Alaska’s PACE chairman; Hank
Harrison, Alaska teacher of the year this
year and NEA director for the entire
State; and Bob Van Houte, the executive
secretary of the Alaska Education Asso-
ciation.

I cannot overstate the importance of
education in our society. The efforts of
these and many other eduecators in our
49th State cannot be commended suffi-
ciently to the degree they affect the
future of our civilization. The dedication
educators bring to their profession can
seldom be matched. As we continue to
improve and expand our education sys-
tem, we will need to call again and again
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on these fine people and their fellow pro-
fessionals. With their efforts our schools
and education will continue to progress
to meet the unbelievable needs of the
future.

Alaska has long been called the last
frontier. We have pioneered so many
innovative and creative education pro-
grams and educational legislation in the
last 15 years, it can truly be said that
with the professional dedication of 4,000
educators in Alaska we are and will re-
main “the first frontier.” In “the great
land” there is no question we will occupy
that position for many years to come.

XEROX HEAD'S PLAN IS RECOPIED

HON. EDWARD J. DERWINSKI

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr., Speaker, the
State of New York primary for delegates
to the national conventions being held
today will bring to an end the hectic pri-
mary campaign battles.

The struggle for the Democratic Party
nomination has been arduous and news-
worthy. It is hard to tell the overall pub-
lic reaction to the presidential primary.
Certainly many citizens were entertained,
others were confused by the rhetoric of
the various Democratic presidential
hopefuls.

One observer, who was certainly en-
tertained and certainly not confused by
it all, was Bill Anderson, national cor-
respondent of the Chicago Tribune. He
is one of the most respected political
analyst among the working reporters. He
has managed to survive the Democratic
battles from New Hampshire, across the
country and back to New York and still
retain his objectivity.

He has also retained his sense of humor
which is evident in his column of Friday,
June 16, which I insert in the Recorp at
this point:

XErROX HEAD’S PLAN Is RECOPIED
(By Bill Anderson)

WasHINGTON, June 15.—Max Palevsky of
Los Angeles is board chairman of the Xerox
Corp. That's the company making the ma-
chines which reproduce copies of almost
everything but people.

Not since Presldent Thomas Jefferson of
Monticello, Va., Invented a letter copying de-
vice has there been anything like Xerox.
People use the machines to duplicate dirty
jokes to mail to friends. Radicals steal coples
of the Pentagon's papers and duplicate them
for distribution to the New York Times and
the Washington Post.

Some copy boys at The Chicago Tribune
once used the machine there to print secretly
an underground newspaper which was the
forerunner of the Chicago Journalism Re-
view. They wrote uncomplimentary things
about editors and reporters, in that order.
There are so many Xerox coples in industry
today that proliferation of papers has started
a whole serles of machines—paper shredders.
The paper shredders are sort of the anti-
ballistlc missiles of both government and in-
dustry.

But that's beside the point. The point is
that Palevsky has made a pot of money out
of the whole thing. A lot more than Jeffer-
son, who died a poor man. In fact, Mr. Palev-
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sky has so much money he has become what
the politicians call a “fat cat” donor. In
this particular election year, he has become
to Sen. George McGovern what millionalre
Clement Stone already is to Richard Nixon.
A lot,

Mr. Palevsky has been heavily financing
Sen. MecGovern since McGovern started run-
ning for President, and that has been a long
time. He did so even in the dark days of the
McGovern campaign, when the senator’s staff
was sharing the cost of rental cars with
reporters tramping around the country. [Now
the McGovern press rooms have free booze.]

The man from Xerox has been so helpful
in the cash department ha has won accredita-
tion to give his senator advice, and this in-
cludes advice about money. Also our money.
McGovern, as some readers may remember,
got into trouble during the California debates
with Sen. Hubert H. Humphrey about money.
Also our money. This was because of the Mc-
Govern welfare plan to give every man, wom-
an, and child in the United States $1,000
every year.

For some reason, the figures of the cost of
this program got into the Mickey Mouse
realm. This has confused a lot of people., Most
everybody in the U.S. would like to have an
extra dollar, and would be delighted with
$1,000. But at least one or two persons, in-
cluding Humphrey, wondered how much it
would cost. Usually when the federal govern-
ment makes donations, it costs about $1.40 to
glve away 1. Even Mr. Palevsky admitted that
“these [McGovern] figures don't add up.” He
indicated he might even computerize all of
the political statements about the new $1,000
program because “we want to bring it into
focus.” That's a tall order, if I may so, even
if it comes from Xerox to a computer,

Strictly to save the computers all the ex-
tra work, I would like to suggest that Sen.
McGovern abandon the $1,000 plan. I have
a far better one anyway. It would be far
simpler and less costly for everybody in the
country just to automatically give all the
money they have and make to the federal gov-
ernment. This would eliminate all withhold-
ing tax paperwork for industry and the re-
quirement of individuals to fil out tax
forms. Think of the advantages. It would re-
move the temptation to list an extra child
as a tax deduction.

My plan would wipe out millionaires, in-
cluding Eugene L. Wyman, the Los Angeles
backer of Sen. Humphrey. McGovern has al-
ready sald something should be done about
Wyman because he Is the wrong kind of
millionaire.

Furthermore, my plan calls for giving
everybody more money than MecGovern's
plan, After careful research, I have discov-
ered there is enough money in circulation to
give each person in the United States $16,-
97234 a year. Of course we would still need
a defense establishment, but I propose to give
Presldent McGovern two shotguns and a 1.6
inch cannon for the White House yacht. This
would cost $972.34 a year, leaving 16,000 for
everybody else. I defy Xerox to duplicate this.

GREAT NECK SENIOR CITIZENS
CENTER OF NEW YORK CELE-
BRATE 15TH ANNIVERSAY

—

HON. LESTER L. WOLFF

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, the Great
Neck Senior Citizens Center of New York
is celebrating this year its 15th year of
service to the community.

I recently had the privilege of sharing




June 20, 1972

the center’s 15th anniversary reception
and it was a most noteworthy occasion.
Our senior citizens are often overlooked,
if not forgotten, by the society at large,
and this gathering served, Mr. Speaker,
to remind me of the important contribu-
tions senior citizens make to this Nation.

Three of Great Neck’s finest citizens,
Mr. Jesse Markel, Mr. Fred Williams,
and Mr. Joseph Grasso, helped to make
possible the 15th anniversary reception
at the center, and I wish here in the
pages of the Recorp to note their very
own special contribution. Indeed, the
reception would not have been complete
without the presence of Mr. Markel,
known to many as “Mr. Great Neck.”

I think it important that we note
here all of those who played a part in
making the anniversary reception a suc-
cess. They are Ida Goldstick, Janice Haw-
ley, Dr. Martin Hurvitz, Marjorie Kern,
Herbert Kern, Jeanette Eramer, Frances
G. Markel, Herbert Maurer, Frank Neu-
bert, Alma Simons, Thomas J. Carroll,
Henry Reed, and Fred A. Williams.

I take pride in the fact, Mr. Speaker,
that we in Great Neck have such a cen-
ter, and I would wish for every commu-
nity in America the very same for their
senior citizens.

SALUTE TO EDUCATION

HON. WALTER E. FAUNTROY

OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Speaker, since
their birth in the 18th century, Ameri-
can educational institutions have always
been at the center of the Nation’'s pro-
gressive forces in bestowing their benefits
on America’s children. Education has
sought to perpetuate the best in Ameri-
can character: social responsibility, com-
munity consciousness, and the honest
and continual reevaluation of society. As
the Nation’s bicentennial approaches, a
salute to American education is more
than appropriate. Not contented with
intellectual concerns salone, American
educators have always devoted them-
selves to the development of the whole
child.

Given such an admirable history, we
can be sure that American educational
institutions today will rise with compe-
tence to the challenges of insufficient
funding, internal strife, and incomplete
fulfillment of the Nation's promise of
equal education for all its children. And
we look with pride and hope to American
educators for the leadership needed in
the hard struggle for equal employment
opportunity.

Education is the key to progress for
tomorrow’s America. Every schoolchild
deserves the kind of training that will
allow him to realize fully his special po-
tential, whether he is black or white,
rich or poor. I am confident that the
Nation’s educators can and will surpass
their commendable record in the next
few years as we continue to fight toward
fulfillment of the Nation’s promises to
its children.
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A GOVERNMENT OF MEN, NOT
LAWS: THE WIRETAPPING CASE

HON. ROBERT F. DRINAN

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. DRINAN. Mr. Speaker, the historic
decision of the Supreme Court yester-
day in United States against U.S. Dis-
trict Court for the Eastern District of
Michigan, the wiretapping case, should
cause all of us to reflect on the attitude
of the current administration with re-
spect to the Constitution and laws of the
United States.

In that 8-0 decision, the Court held
unconstitutional wunder the fourth
amendment the announced and repeat-
edly exercised policy of the Nixon admin-
istration to wiretap citizens without any
search warrant or other judieial authori-
zation.

For many months I have spoken out
against this policy. It is a policy of har-
assment, of dissent, of repression, and of
unlawfulness—as demonstrated by yes-
terday’s clear decision. On November 30,
1971, I inserted in the CoONGRESSIONAL
REecorp, at page 43583, an article I wrote
on this subject which was published in
the Boston Globe. In that article I
stated:

“No [prior] Attorney General in the his-
tory of the country has claimed that the
President is above the Fourth Amendment
to the Bill of Rights which states cate-
gorically that all of us are protected from
‘unreasonable searches and selzures’ by the
government., The Constitution requires the
President to ‘Preserve, protect and defend
the Constitution of the United States.’ The
President is not carrying out this duty un-
less he states that the Fourth Amendment
applies to the President of the United States
just as it does to the rest of us.”

As Mr. Justice Powell stated in the
Court’s decision yesterday:

History abundantly documents the tend-
ency of government .. . to view with sus-
picion those who most fervently dispute its
policies.

Mr. Speaker, the following statement
of the Supreme Court in this case is so
important that it should be carved in
stone throughout the land:

The price of unlawful public dissent must
not be a dread of subjection to an unchecked
surveillance power.

The Court further stated:

The fourth amendment does not contem-
plate the executive officers of government as
neutral and disinterested magistrates.

Therefore, when this or any other ad-
ministration wants to pry into the lives
of private citizens, it must, like other
would-be snoopers, seek judicial author-
ization.

Of course, I am gratified that the
power of the executive in this case has
been appropriately limited, that this
policy of unauthorized wiretapping has
been declared unlawful. However, I take
small comfort from this decision, Mr.
Speaker, in view of the many other un-
lawful acts of the administration which
have not yet been checked.

The list of unlawful acts perpetrated
by this administration is so long, and
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reaches into so many areas of our na-
tional life, that it is in fact a pervasive
pattern. This is the administration
which:

First, continues to prosecute and, in-
deed, escalate, a war, the termination of
which is a matter of national policy em-
bodied in law;

Second, impounds billions of dollars in
funds voted by Congress;

Third, in violation of the first amend-
ment restrained the publication of the
Pentagon papers until ordered by the
Supreme Court not to do so;

Fourth, promulgated comprehensive
tax laws—the asset depreciation range
system—without any congressional au-
thorization;

Fifth, withheld from public view un-
classified material regarding the SST
and Cannikin nueclear explosion in con-
travention of the Freedom of Informa-
tion Act;

Sixth, unlawfully announced an ex-
pansion of the jurisdiction of the Sub-
versive Activities Control Board—Exec-
utive Order 11605—without congres-
sional approval;

Seventh, refused to prosecute those
responsible for the Eent State killings;

Eighth, ordered arrested more than
10,000 demonstrators and bystanders in
Washington one day last year, virtually
all of the arrests being declared unlaw-
ful by the courts;

Ninth, has regularly converted Federal
grand juries into tools of domestic sur-
veillance;

Tenth, has summarily arrested, de-
tained, and harrassed innocent aliens
under Immigration and Naturalization
Service policies;

Eleventh, in 1969 suspended the opera-
tion of Justice Department Civil Rights
Act guidelines in order to permit cer-
tain school districts to remain segre-
gated;

Twelfth, attempted to-delay the effect
of court-ordered integration plans in at
least six major cities;

Thirteenth, reversed its milk price
parity policy immediately after receiving
a large political contribution from pro-
ponents of the reversal;

Fourteenth, settled under highly ques-
tionable circumstances the ITT anti-
trust case and sent representatives to
Congress to lie about their involvement
with the settlement; and

Fifteenth, nominated for the position
of Attorney General of the United States
an individual who was offered a bribe and
did not report the offer until he learned
a week later that the FBI had it under
investigation.

The list of unlawful acts and policies
of this administration is long and sordid
and a discredit to the desire of most
Americans for honesty—basic honesty—
and fairness in government.

Fairness includes respect for the right
of all individuals to privacy and I re-
joice that we have a system wherein the
courts will ultimately protect the peo-
ple’s privacy even if the executive branch
will not.

In his eoncurring opinion in the wire-
tapping case, Mr. Justice Douglas refers
to the “recurring desire of reigning of-
ficials to intimidate their critics—" He
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quotes the 1971 statement of Senator
Kennedy, who stated that the unauthor-
ized wiretaps of this administration:

Accounted for an average of 78 to 209 days
of listening per device, as compared with a
13-day per device average for those devices
installed under court order—[There is a]
frightening possibility.

Warned Senator Eennedy:

That the conversations of untold thous-
ands of citizens of this country are being
monitored on secret devices which no judge
has authorized and which may remain in
operation for months and perhaps years at
8 time.

We should all be thankful that this
policy has been ordered terminated. Now
we must turn our attention to other un-
lawful practices in the executive branch
of a government supposed to be of laws,
not men.

The Supreme Court has rejected on
grounds of unconstitutionality assertions
of power by the executive on only a few
occasions in the entire history of the
United Stites. Two of those decisions—
the recent “Pentagon Papers” case and
this wiretapping case—have already been
precipitated by unlawful policies of the
current administration. I expect we will
hear more along these lines from our
Highest Court before the year is out.

Mr. Speaker, I insert in the Recorp at
this point editorials from today’s New
York Times and Washington Post with
respect to the Supreme Court’s wire-
tapping decision.

The editorials follow:
[From the New York Times, June 20, 1972]
THE RESTRAINT OF Law

The Supreme Court has delivered a sharp
rebuke to those ideologues of the executive
branch who consider the President’s “inher-
ent powers"” superior to the Constitution. In
an 8-to-0 decision the Court has rejected the
assertlon that the Government has the right
without court orders, to tap the wires of
“dangerous” radical groups. Justice Lewis P.
Powell Jr., who wrote the opinlon, said: “The
price of lawful public dissent must not be
a dread of subjection to an unchecked sur-
velllance power.”

Former Attorney General Mitchell’s posi-
tlon that the Republic would be in danger
if the Justice Department could not tap
wires without court orders has now, fortu-
nately been completely demolished by this
unanimous vote of the “Nixon court,” in
which only Justice Willlam H. Rehnquist,
who was an advocate of the Government's
case while he was in the Justice Department
did not join. The Government claimed that
in order to get the court’s permission to tap
wires, it would have to submit too much con-
crete evidence. But this fear of disclosure—
even to the courts—goes to the heart of the
matter: The Constitution means to protect
all citizens against vague fishing expeditions
by the executive.

It was Mr. Mitchell's view that civil liber-
ties would be safe so long as it was he who
had to give personal approval in each in-
stance of electronic surveillance, Fortu-
rately, the Court was not persuaded by a
system of constitutional safeguards depend-
ent on the Attorney General’s, or even the
President’s infallibility or, as Mr. Mitchell
put it, on the “self-discipline of the execu-
tive branch.” Moreover, there has been grow-
ing evidence that there is far more domestic
spying than has been authorized by the At-
torney General.

The Supreme Court understood the his-
torlc lesson that a blank check of official
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powers is the prelude to their abuse, “Vigor-
ous citizen dissent and discussion of Gov-
ernment action In private conversation.”
Justice Powell warned, must not be deterred
by fear that unauthorized Government
monitors are listening. Those who argued the
Government’s case admitted that they were
asking for an “awesome power"” but pledged
to use it with “discretion.”

The Supreme Court, ignoring the wusual
division between “liberal” and “conserva-
tive,” has now reminded the Government
that it is just because its powers are so awe-
some that their exerclse cannot be left to
the discretion of men without preclse re-
straint of law, under the Constitution.

[From the Washing Post, June 20, 1872]
THE COURT AND ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES

The decislon by the Supreme Court yes-
terday that the Federal Government cannot
constitutionally use electronic survelllance
devices In domestic security cases unless it
gets judicial permlission to do so is a land-
mark in the long struggle to maintain indi-
vidual freedom in this country. The effect
of it—Iif the Executive Branch complies with
it, and we trust that will happen-—should be
to reduce substantially the near-paranoiac
fears among some citizens that thelr conver-
sations are being tapped or bugged by the
government. Beyond this, the decislon is a
sharp slap at the Nixon Administration
which had baldly attempted to justify as a
legitimate exercise In presidential power a
practice that had begun years ago and grown
steadily more dangerous.

This decision, as far as we can tell, will
have no substantial impact on the Executive
Branch’s legitimate efforts to galn informa-
tion about those who would engage in acts
of political espionage or terrorism. It simply
requires the Department of Justice to handle
its Investigations into those areas as it
already handles its investigaticns into other
kinds of crime. What it does rule out is the
procedure ardently advocated by this admin-
istration under which the Attorney General
alone determined when wiretapping and
eavesdropping equipment was to be used in
domestic security cases. In the future, a
judge is to make that determination under
traditional standards of the Fourth Amend-
ment. This rule, it should be noted, has not
yet been extended to cover Investigations
into subversive activities by other govern-
ments.

It should be sald that the procedure de-
fended by the Nixon Administration in this
case did not originate with ii; what this
administration did was give It a much more
explicit rationale. For at least 26 years, the
Department of Justice through the FBI has
carried out electronic surveillance in domes-
tic security cases without court approval.
Lying behind these efforts to protect the
domestic peace, at least in the beginning,
were fears of Communist subversion and
esplonage. More lately, the fears have ex-
panded to include other kinds of domestic
unrest and the phrase “domestic securlty”
seems to have grown in meaning to encom-
pass many kinds of strong dissent against
the status quo. The Court seems to have rec-
ognized this. In a powerful opinion by Jus-
tice Powell, it said:

History abundantly documents the ten-
dency of government—however benevolent
and benign its motives—to view with sus-
piclon those who most fervently dispute its
policies. Fourth Amendment protections be-
come the more necessary when the targets
of officlal survelllance may be those sus-
pected of unorthodoxy in their political be-
liefs. The danger to political dissent is acute
where the government attempts to act under
so vague a concept as the power to protect
“domestic security.”

Underlylng the Court’s declislon was an
expliclt rejection of the key argument which
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the Nixon Administration had used in claim-
ing the right to broad surveillance power.
That claim was that the President could not
fully discharge his constitutional duty to
protect domestic security unless his agents
were free to engage in whatever wiretapping
and eavesdropping the Attorney General
might authorize. To this, Justice Powell re-
plied, “We recognize, as we have before, the
constitutional basis of the President’s do-
mestic security role, but we think it must be
exerclsed In a manner compatible with the
Fourth Amendment.”

The Justice turned aside each of the argu-
ments the government had made to support
that assertion—that this kind of surveillance
was primarily intelligence gathering, not
law enforcement, that domestic security mat-
ters are too complex “or courts to evaluate,
and that secrecy would be compromised by
requiring warrants in advance. The last two
points were brushed aside and to the other,
Justice Powell noted that securlty survell-
lences are particularly sensitive because,
among other things, of “the temptation to
utilize such surveillances to oversee political
dissent.”

Perhaps the most important effect of this
decision will come outside of government.
The idea that the government is always
listening has become widespread In some
areas of our soclety and has something to
do, we think, with some of the bitterness
loose in the land. Adherence to the spirlt
of this declsion, or whatever minor modifi-
cations Congress might be abla to make in
it. by the Executive Branch would remove
one of the grievances which is helping to
increase the alienation of some citizens from
their government.

GEORGIA STATE CHAMPIONS

HON. JACK BRINKLEY

OF GEORGIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. BRINKLEY. Mr. Speaker, on
June 3 of this year the West Point, Ga.,
High School baseball team won the
Georgia Class B State Championship.
The 13 fine young men who compose the
team worked long and hard all season to
win the first State championship for
West Point since 1964. After being down
one game, they came back to win the next
two for the State crown. Mr. Speaker,
in a day and age wher. some young men
are deserting and demeaning our Na-
tion’s traditional values, it is certainly
refreshing to find that there are many
who still find fulfillment and pride in
working together and winning at such
an “All-American” activity as baseball.
The 13 young men of the West Point
team, their coach, and the West Point
Quarterback Club—which has provided
such outstanding support for the school’s
entire athletic program—are all deserv-
ing of our commendation.

Therefore, I would like to bring to the
attention of our colleagues the names of
the West Point High School State base-
ball champions:

Jimmy Williams, Coach.

Team members: Ronald Daniel, Jim Kelth,
Art Jones, Beott Crook, Joe Cooper, Eddie
Singlton, Johnny O'Brien, Dickie MecCar-
thy, Mike O'Brien, Randy Daniel, Andy
Shirley, KEenneth Hoats, and Mike Crook.

Eeith Powell, Manager.

Kelly Powell, Bat Boy.
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As the Member who is privileged to
represent West Point in Congress, it is
with great pride that I will present to
the school, in commendation of this ex-
cellent team, a flag which is being flown
over the Capitol today.

AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL
PRIVACY ACT

HON. EDWARD 1. KOCH

OF NEW YORE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. KEOCH. Mr, Speaker, today I am
introducing a revised version of H.R. 854,
my Federal Privacy Act. I might note that
this bill will be the subject of hearings
by the House Government Operations
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations
and Government Information chaired by
our distinguished colleague from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. MoorHEAD) on Thursday
and several days next week.

H.R. 854 as amended responds to the
problem that individuals face today in
not knowing what Government agencies
maintain files on them—and most im-
portant whether these files contain er-
roneous and unfairly damaging material.
The number of records the Government
maintains on individuals is growing with
the retention and retrieval of informa-
tion facilitated by computers which are
becoming increasingly sophisticated.

Even so, the Congress has yet to develop
a policy governing the collection, evalua-

tion, dissemination and use of this ma-
terial.

The Federal Privacy Act would help
the individual to protect his own interests
against abuse by Government collecting
practices and would necessarily reveal
patterns of Government operations
which are detrimental to individual lib-
erties. The bill requires that any Gov-
ernment agency maintaining records on
a person do the following:

First, notify the person that such a
record exists;

Second, notify the person of all trans-
fers of such information;

Third, disclose information from such
records only with the consent of the per-
son or when legally required;

Fourth, maintain a record of all per-
sons inspecting such records;

Fifth, permit the person to inspect his
records, make copies of them, and supple-
ment them; and

Sixth, remove erroneous or misleading
information from a person’s file, and
notify all agencies and persons to whom
the erroneous material has previously
been transferred of its removal.

Exception to the disclosure rule would
be made in the case of records that are
required by executive order to be with-
held in the interest of national security
and for purposes of criminal prosecution.
The President would be required to notify
the Congress on an agency-by-agency
basis each year of the number of files
withheld for these reasons.

H.R. 854, as amended, also creates a
Federal Privacy Board to supervise the
administration of the provisions of the
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bill, In particular, it would permif an
appeal by an individual seeking the re-
moval of erroneous or misleading infor-
mation contained in his file. The Board
also would hear complaints that an
agency had not complied with other re-
quirements of the bill.

The Federal Privacy Board would
be composed of seven members appointed
by the President, with the advice and
consent of the Senate. If the Board found
that one or more requirements of the
Federal Privacy Act had not been met,
it could issue a final order cirecting the
agency to comply. The order would be
binding on the individual and the agency.
Appeals from the Board’s decision could
be made to the Federal district court.

The bill I am introducing today clari-
fles my original intent that these dis-
closure provisions should apply to files
held on organizations and corporations,
as well as individuals. Thus the word
“person” has been substituted for “indi-
vidual” where applicable.

The revised bill also adds a penalty, a
fine of $1,000, for willful violation by an
employee of a Government agency of a
provision of the bill.

While H.R. 854 originally left to the
individual agencies the responsibility to
establish rules for the procedures with
respect to how persons will be notified
of records maintained on them and how
the records will be made available, today’s
bill transfers that authority to the Fed-
eral Privacy Board.

Finally, this bill adds the requirement
that an agency divulge information
maintained on persons to individuals
within the agency only if they have a
“need to know.”

Mr. Speaker, because of these and
other technical changes in the bill, T
insert in the ConcrEssionan REcorD, the
full text of the revised bill as I have intro-
duced it today. Printed under the num-
ber, H.R, 15613, it follows:

H.R. 15613
A bill to amend title 5, United States Code, to
provide that persons be apprised of records
concerning them which are maintained by

Government agencles

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of Amer-
ica in Congress assembled, That (a) sub-
chapter IT of chapter 5 of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by adding immedi-
ately after section 552 thereof the following
new section:

“§ 552a. Individual records

“(a) Each agency that maintains records,
including computer records, concerning any
person which may be retrieved by reference
to, or are indexed under such person's name,
or some other similar identifying number
or symbol, and which contain any informa-
tion obtained from any source other than

s“{fh person shall, with respect to such rec-
ords—

*(1) notify such person by mail at his last
known address that the agency maintains or
has augmented a record concerning sald
person;

“(2) refrain from disclosing the record or
any information contained therein to any
other agency or to any person not employed
by the agency maintaining such record, ex-
cept—

(A) with permission of the person con-
cerned or, in the event such person, if an
individual, cannot be located or communi-
cated with after reasonable effort, with per-
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mission from members of the individual’s
immediate family or guardian, or, only in
the event that such individual, members of
the individual's immediate family and
guardian cannot be located or communi-
cated with after reasonable effort, upon good
cause for such disclosure, or

(B) that if disclosure of such record is
required under section 6562 of this chapter or
by any other provision of law, the person
concerned shall be notified by mail at his last
known address of any such required disclo-
sure;

“(3) refrain from disclosing the reecord or
any information contained therein to indi-
viduals within that agency other than those
individuals who need to examine such rec-
ord or information for the execution of their
jobs;

“(4) maintain an accurate record of the
names and addresses of all persons to whom
any information contained in such records
is divulged and the purposes for which such
divulgence was made;

“(6) permit any person to inspect his own
record and have coples thereof made at his
expense, which In no event shall be greater
than the cost to the agency of making such
coples.

"“(6) permit any person to supplement the
information contalned in his record by the
addition of any document of writing of rea-
sonable length contalning information such
person deems pertinent to his record, and

“('7) remove erroneous information of any
kind, and notify all agencies and persons
to whom the erroneous material has been
previously transferred of its removal.

“(b) This section shall not apply to rec-
ords that are—

“(1) specifically required by Executive or-
der to be kept secret in the interest of the
national security;

*“(2) investigatory flles compiled for law
enforcement purposes, except to the extent
that such records have been maintained for
& longer period than reasonably necessary to
commence prosecution or other action or to
the extent available by law to a party other
than an agency; and

“(3) interagency or intraagency memo-
randa or letters which would not be avallable
by law to a party other than an agency pos=-
sessing such memoranda or letters in litiga-
tion with such agency.

*“(c) The President shall report to Con-
gress before January 30 of each year on an
agency-by-agency basis the number of rec-
ords and the number of investigatory files
which were exempted from the application of
this section by reason of clauses (1) and (2)
of subsection (d) during the immediately
preceding calendar year.

“*(d) This section shall not be held or con-
sidered to permit the disclosure of the iden-
tity of any person who has furnished infor-
mation contained in any record subject to
this section.

*(e) Any employee of the Unilted States
who under color of agency authority know-
ingly and willfully violates a provision of this
section, or permits such a violation, shall
be fined $1,000.”

(b) The table of sections of subchapter IT
of chapter 5 of title 5, United States Code, 1s
amended by inserting:

“562a. Individual records.”

immediately below:

*“552. Public Information; agency rules; opin-
ions, orders, records, and proceed-
ings.”.

Sec. 2. (a) There is established a Board to
be known as the Federal Privacy Board (here-
Inafter referred to as the “Board”).

(b) The Board shall establish published
rules stating the time, place, fees to the ex-
tent authorized, and procedure to be fol-
lowed with respect to making records
promptly available to a person, and other-
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wise to implement the provisions of Sec. 552a
of Title 5 of the U.S. Code.

(¢) The Board shall promptly consider
complaints from any person that one or more
of the requirements of section 5562a(a) of ti-
tle 5, United States Code, have not been met,
with respect to the records specified in such
section, by the responsible agency, The Board
upon finding that one or more of the re-
quirements have not been met, shall issue a
final order directing the agency to comply
with such requirement or requirements, and
this order shall be binding on the parties to
such a dispute.

(d) The Board shall consist of seven mem-
bers, each serving for a term of two years,
four of whom shall constitute a quorum. The
Members of the Board shall be appointed by
the President, by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate. No more than four of
the members appointed shall be of the same
political party, and shall be from the public
at large and not officers or employees of the
United States. Any vacancy in the Board
shall be filled in the same manner the orig-
inal appointment was made.

(e) Members of the Board shall be en-
titled to receive $100 each day during which
time they are engaged in the performance of
the business of the Board, including travel-
time.

(f) The Chairman of the Board shall be
elected by the Board every year, and the
Board shall meet not less frequently than
bimonthly.

(g) The Board shall appoint and fix the
compensation of such personnel as are nec-
essary to the carrying out of its dutles,

{(h) The Board shall hold hearings in or-
der to make findings upon each complaint,
unless it determines that the complaint is
frivolous. The Board may examine such evi-
dence as it deems useful, and shall establish
such rules and procedures as it determines
are most apt to the purposes of this section,
including rules insuring the exhaustion of
administrative remedies in the appropriate
agency.

BSec. 8. Sec. 1 of this Act shall become ef-
fective on the ninetieth day following the
date of enactment of this Act, and Sec. 2
shall become effective upon the day of enact-
ment of this Act.

TAX REFORM

HON. JOSEPH M. GAYDOS

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. GAYDOS. Mr. Speaker, the issue
of tax reform has been a major one in
the current presidential election cam-
paign. It should be, for the American
taxpayer is shelling out more and more
of his hard earned money to meet local,
State, and Federal dollar demands.

A recent editorial in the Irwin, Pa.,
Standard-Observer pointed out this year
the American household will average
$4,530 in governmental taxes for 1972.
The amount is $200 over last year’s aver-
age and another “record” high.

Mr. Speaker, I am inserting the edi-
torial into the Recorp for the considera-
tion of my colleagues, particularly since
it involves the Federal budget. Accord-
ing to the article, 71 percent of the Fed-
eral budget is “uncontrollable” or spend-
ing already committed by this and pre-
vious Congresses., It is long past fime
to reform our taxing programs and our
spending.
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New Tax HicH

Bedraggled American taxpayers are having
another record thrust upon them.

Each household will average §4,630 In
state, local and federal taxes for fiscal 1972,
according to the Tax Foundation. That's up
$200 from 1971 and is, once again, an all-
time high.

This year's hike is due to boosts in social
security taxes and state and local taxes,
which will more than devour some relief we
all will enjoy in our federal income tax load,
the Tax Foundation sald.

In the past 10 years estimated total taxes
have increased 77.5 per cent per household.
Total current tax payments at all levels (fed-
eral, state, and local), amount to $295 bil-
lion—#6.5 per cent above fiscal 1871.

The spending side of the picture is even
more startling, The foundation predicts total
spending to rise by 12 per cent from £363 bil-
lon in 1971 to $405 billion in 1972, This
means, of course, deficits at all levels of gov-
ernment and, probably, higher taxes in the
future to help pay the interest on money
governments must borrow to pay their bills.

This accelerating tax burden is very nearly
out-of-hand. It is estimated that 71 per cent
of the federal budget is “uncontrollable”—
that it involves spending already commitied
by previous Congresses. If Congress won't call
& halt, others will have to by refusing to
send the “big spenders” back for another
spending spree.

IN COMMEMORATION OF THE
GOLDEN BULL OF HUNGARY

HON. LAWRENCE J. HOGAN

OF MARYLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, June 14, 1972

Mr. HOGAN. Mr. Speaker, this year
marks the 750 anniversary of the Golden
Bull, the Hungarian Magna Carta. It is
indeed fitting that we pause to com-
memorate this Hungarian cornerstone of
man’s continuous struggle for freedom
and justice. The Golden Bull, issued in
1222 gave constitutional protection to a
far greater part of the population than
other similar letters of rights elsewhere
in medieval Europe. Under the terms of
the Golden Bull, Hungary's freemen were
guaranteed personal freedom and other
basic rights and privileges and narrowed
the gap which separated the existing so-
cial classes. Furthermore, the document
protected the lower classes from exploi-
tation and stipulated that if the king vio-
lated the provisions of the document then
the barons and nobles had the right to
collectively or individually resist. This
most important concept not only limited
the monarch’s power but enabled the
middle class to defy the petty monarchs
of the realm.

The Golden Bull of Hungary repre-
sents some of the noblest human aspira-
tions guaranteeing personal freedom and
forbidding the oppression and exploita-
tion of the poor. The Hungarian struggle
for freedom and the spirit of resistance,
first expressed in the Golden Bull has
continued to be a cherished ideal of the
Hungarian people and nation. Let us all
hope and pray that the principles of the
Golden Bull will in the future once again
become a reality for Hungary and its
people.
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“BULLA AUREA"—THE HUNGARIAN
MAGNA CARTA

HON. JACK F. KEMP

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. EEMP. Mr. Speaker, I am proud
to join my colleagues in paying tribute
to the courageous and freedom-loving
Hungarian people on the occasion of the
750th anniversary of the Hungarian
Magna Carta—the Golden Bull of Hun-

gary.

The April 1972 issue of “The Fight for
Freedom,” the newsletter of the Hun-
garian Freedom Fighters’ Federation,
contained an excellent study of the his-
tory of the Bulla Aurea and I include
this article in my remarks at this time:

THE GOLDEN BULL OoF HUNGARY

The 750th anniversary of the Hungarian
Magna Carta recalls the past of a thousand-
year-old state. And reminds us that the
nature of some soclal and political con-
flicts remalns more or less the same through
centurles.

This cornerstone of the Hungarian con-
stitution, named the Bulla Aurea (Golden
Bull), was issued in 1223, seven years after
the Magna Carta of England was granted
in June 1215. While in' England this charter
of liberties strengthened the barons agalnst
the King, in Hungary, it served all land-
owners, in today’s terms the middle and the
lower middle classes.

Bince it was a peculiarity of Hungarian
history that Incomparably more people were
nobles than in any other European country
and that they often remained noble even
when impoverished, the Golden Bull gave
constitutional protection to a much larger
part of the population than other similar
letters of rights elsewhere In medleval
Europe, including England, the “cradle of
parliamentarism', or Switzerland, the
“flower-garden of individual liberties.

The fact that in Hungary the human rights
of that perlod were extended over the mass
of the lesser nobillty, authorizing them to
put up armed resistance individualy or col-
lectively against wiolation of their rights,
limited not only the King's power. It made
it easler for the mlddle classes to defy also
the magnates, the “petty monarchs” of the
realm.

The national Diet began to emerge before
the end of the 13th century and was a pre-
cursor of our modern Parliaments. It was an
assembly of locally chosen delegates of all
landowners and was destined to protect the
lesser nobility (which then consisted of all
who owned land) as well as the Church more
against the aristocracy than against the
King. This was one of the main reasons why
feudalism could not become firmly estab-
lished in Hungary.

The Golden Bull, the trailblazer of the
national Diet, was such an important step
towards modern democratic institutions that
some of its stipulations are worth remember-
ing even now, 750 years after the event.

It attacked the very roots of feudalism by
decreeing that the title and estates of the
lords-lieutenant of counties were not hered-
itary. It provided for the degradation of
any lord-lieutenant who abused his office;
and promised safeguards to all nobles—i.e.,
to a significant portion of the nation—
against arbitrary arrest.

Soon after, in 1231, the Golden Bull was
placed under the guardianship of the Arch-
bishop of Esztergom, the Primate of Hun-
gary. He was authorlzed to excommunicate
the King for violation of the charter’s ar-
ticles.
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This 1s why the Golden Bull, this 13th cen-
tury bulwark of what today we call human
rights, has been regarded as the founda-
tion of Hungarian constitutional liberties.

If the Bull expressed them In legal terms,
their political content became known as
the Doctrine of the Holy Crown, the crown
of the first Hungarian king, Saint Stephen,
who was anointed in 1000 A.D. The constitu-
tional Doctrine of the Holy Crown is based on
the same principles as the Golden Bull: all
political power, even royal prerogatives, were
subject to, and derived from, the Crown
that symbolized the union of, and inde-
pendence between, King and natlon; the
Crown was considered the fountalnhead of
all rights, of the King's privileges as well as
of the rights of all his subjects.

While according to the concept of that
age the ruler’s power was based on the Grace
of God, in Hungary the effectiveness of royal
power depended on the assent of the entire
nobility. This tenet was defined by the great
codifier of Hungary, Stephen Verboeczy, who
also played a memorable part in European
history when he accompanied Charles V of
the Holy Roman Empire to Worms where
the famous confrontation with Luther took
place.

The baslc ldea of these principles—those
of the Holy Crown dating from 1000, and
those of the Golden Bull of 1222—Is the same:
a constitutional limitation of power, a limi-
tation that served to keep a balance between
economic and political forces.

A doctrine that could help us to heal some
of the problems of our modern socleties.

Mr. Speaker, a very fine exhibition
commemorating the Hungarian Golden
Bull will be on view af the Library of
Congress until June 30. I have visited this
fine display and I heartily recommend it
to anyone interested in the glorious his-
tory of the Hungarian people.

As we celebrate the anniversary of the
Bulla Aurea—the introduction of rule by
law to Hungary—let us renew our dedi-
cation to the goal of a free and inde-
pendent Hungary and reaffirm to the
valiant people of that country that they
are not forgotten.

SALUTE TO EDUCATION

HON. JOSEPH G. MINISH

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. MINISH. Mr. Speaker, I am proud
to join in today’s “Salute to Education”
observance by paying tribute to our Na-
tion’s schoolteachers.

Teachers constitute one of our Na-
tion’s most wvalucble resources. Their
idealism is clearly reflected in the fact
that they dedicate their lives to this
noble profession despite the low level of
compensation usually afforded to them.

My interest in economic justice for
teachers was reflected in the amendment
I sponsored to last year’s Economic Sta-
bilization Act which authorized the pay-
ment of retroactive wages to teachers
and others who had been denied salary
increases called for in contracts signed
before the wage-price freeze.

Mr. Speaker, as teachers continue their
vital task of preparing our youth to meet
the challenges of this complex age, we in
the Congress have an obligation to sup-
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port programs which enhance and im-
prove this Nation’s educational system.
We owe America’s 2 million teachers a
debt of gratitude for the outstanding
contribution they are making to our
country’s future.

SPACE PROGRAM PRODUCES IM-
FPORTANT CIVILIAN APPLICATION

HON. OLIN E. TEAGUE

OF TEXASB
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr, TEAGUE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
recently the Oklahoma City Times pub-
lished a most interesting and enlighten-
ing editorial about some remarkable,
newly devised items which are now avalil-
able for civilian application as a result of
America’s manned space program. This
aspect of our space program is often over-
looked and taken for granted by the
general public. The editorial which fol-
lows serves a most useful purpose in re-
minding all of us that our space program
is of great benefit to all mankind:
[From the Oklahoma City Times, Apr. 25,

1972]
MOoORE TRACKS ON THE MoON

When the crew of Apollo 16 left the moon,
the camera on the Moon Rover vehicle be-
ing left behind tracked their space ship for a
second or so, and then picked up the receding
spot of flame marking its path for another
few seconds. The camera's alm was not good,
and the viewer in his easy chair on earth
had trouble picking out the right dot of light,
It was something like trylng to watch the
puck In a televised hockey game.

So there were a few complaints registered
at various TV stations. That is a measure of
how much we have come to take this amazing
feat of exploring the moon for granted.

That camera was being controlled from
Houston’s Manned Space Flight Center, which
happened to be roughly 240,000 miles away.
It was not only being remotely controlled
from that distance, 1t was sending perfect,
clear pictures to tens of millions of televi-
sion sets in dozens of countries around the
world, in full color. It recorded the liftoff of
the Orion vehicle and allowed a slow-motion
playback a few minutes later (obviously tak-
en with another camera or lens). There was
nothing ho-hum about the performance of
men or machines.

The Moon Rover had set a new speed record
for moon travel-—over nine miles per hour, A
number of things were done for the first
time on the room by the crew of Apollo 186,
prompting one newsman to marvel in pass-
ing that he was routinely saying that some-
thing had never been done on the moon be-
fore. “I hear my own voice saying that as
if I were noting a new record for runs bat-
ted in,” he said, “and it seems unreal.”

All of the tracks on the moon to date are
American. There are the huge footprints of
the space-suited men themselves, the marks
left by equipment dragged from one point
to another, and the tracks left by the Moon
Rovers. There is also a collection of aban-
doned scientific equipment, ordinary hard-
ware, and landing modules.

These are the tangible evidences that man
has set foot on the moon. But here on earth,
there are still many who wonder whether it
has been worth the cost. The Apollo flights
cost three astronauts their lives, when their
ship burned on the launch pad in Florida.
They also have cost the nation billions of
dollars.
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Most of that money was spent in develop-
ing equipment that would take men there
and return them safely to earth. Some of the
new gear was designed to meet problems
which were already assumed to exist. When
they proved real, it had to be ready to deal
with them quickly and effectively. Some of
it was miniaturized from existing equipment.
We knew how to make certain devices, but
did not know how, or even whether, they
could be made small and light enough to be
carried on a long space journey, in a ship
only 13 feet across.

Some of the most remarkable of the newly
devised items made it possible for the moni-
toring crews on earth to keep track of the
health and physical conditlon of each crew
member during the flight. And from those
ingenious, sturdy, and capable Instruments
came some of the most important civilian
applications of space technology.

Space research technology has given us
devices to measure blood oxygen in critically
ill leukemic patients, notes Dr. J. R. Maxfield
of Dallas. Among other “fallout” he lists are
a new plastic for new arteries and for pack-
aging food; new instruments now used in
cataract surgery, Infrared supersensitive de-
tectors that permit early detectlon of some
types of cancer; the computer used to en-
hance plctures televised back to earth from
the moon and Mars which is now used also
to analyze human chromosome pictures for
further research into the mysterles of life
itself, and even faster and painless dentists’
drills.

Space research has also glven us faster,
more compact and more versatile computers.
It has made possible the kitchen ware that
the housewife takes from the freezer and
places directly into the oven, and then places
on the table when ready. It has given us the
material from which the countertop range
with the burners imbedded in a solid surface
is made. The astronauts’ helmets include so-
phisticated spun electrodes which have been
adapted to detect hearing defects in small
children. Even the live color television that
will bring this year's Olympic Games to view-
ers around the world is a space age develop-
ment.

In the final analysis, the value to each of
us of all this space exploration is found in
the spur to research and development it has
provided. Since President Elsenhower re-
sponded to the first Russian Sputnik by or-
dering a full-scale space program (small by
later standards), our gross national product
has gone from around $440 billion a year to
more than $1,000 billion.

HICKSVILLE, N.Y., REJECTS BUSING,
SUPPORTS SCHOOL PRAYER,
QUALITY EDUCATION

HON. NORMAN F. LENT

OF NEW YOREK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. LENT. Mr. Speaker, several is-
sues which have been of prime concern
to me since I came to Congress in 1971
have been forced busing, quality educa-
tion, and prayer in schools. On June 13,
the community of Hicksville, Nassau
County, Long Island, N.Y., held a “straw
vote” on these issues as a part of its
school board elections. The questions
were modeled after the questions put
to the voters of the State of Florida
in March, and the results are remark-
ably similar—thus bearing out the una-
nimity of opinion on these issues
throughout the United States.
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I am including the results of the
Hicksville voting in the Recorp at this
point:

VormNe RESULTS

Do you favor an amendment to the U.S.
Constitution that would prohibit forced bus-
ing and guarantee the right of each student
to attend the appropriate school nearest his
home?

Percent
Yes (4,513) 78
No (1,249) 22

Do you favor providing an equal oppor-
tunity for quality education for all children,
regardless of race, creed or color?

Yes (4,927)
No (724)

Do you favor an amendment to the U.S.
Constitution to allow prayer in the schools?
Yes (4,307)

No (1,484)

AN OUTSTANDING ITALIAN-AMERI-
CAN—THE HONORABLE NICHOLAS
MARTINI OF PASSAIC, N.J. AND
THE BOYS' TOWNS OF ITALY

HON. ROBERT A. ROE

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. ROE. Mr. Speaker, my Eighth
Congressional District of New Jersey was
recently honored and privileged to have
as our visitors to the 27th annual Pas-
saic area committee assembly members
and friends of Boys’ Towns of Italy.
Through the excellent chairmanship of
the Honorable Nicholas Martini assisted
by Messrs. Sol Eigen and Jasper Mo-
rici—all of Passalc, N.J.—over 325 per-
sons convened at an anniversary lunch-
eon meeting on May 18, 1972, at the
Robin Hood Inn in testimony to the gen-
uine enthusiasm and strong support that
we all have for the good work that is
being carried out by the Boys’ Towns of
Italy. It is interesting to note that
Messrs. Eigen and Morici have been as-
soclated as cochairmen of this project
with Mr. Martini for over 20 years.

The eminently distinguished Monsi-
gnor Carroll-Abbing, founder and presi-
dent of Boys’ Towns of Italy was the
honored guest and recelved a warm re-
ception by all of those in attendance.
Miss Dana Valery, who was born in South
Africa of Italian parents and is a most
talented songstress of stage, screen, and
television in both the United States and
Europe and sister of singing star Sergio
Franchi, highlighted er featured pres-
entation on the program with her com-
ment that in all of her travels through-
out the world as an entertainer, “the sin-
gle most outstanding character of Amer-
jcan people is their great generosity,
ability, and desire to help the needy and
unfortunate.

Mr. Speaker, I respectfully request you
and our colleagues here in the House to
join with me in tribute and appreciation
to Chairman Nicholas Martini whose
personal unselfish efforts over the years
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have contributed so much to the cultural
enrichment of our community, State,
and Nation by the quality of his leader-
ship and steadfast communion among all
men that epitomize the grandeur and
strength of pride in one’s heritage, and
particularly his Italian-American ances-
try. We do, indeed, salute his integrity
and exemplary lifetime of dedicated
service on behalf of all mankind.

Mr. Martini was born in Paterson, N.J.,
in 1904, attended local public schools
and graduated cum laude from Rutgers
State University Law School in 1926. He
was admitted to the New Jersey Bar in
1926 as an attorney at law and as a
counselor at law in 1929. He has been
admitted to practice before the U.S. Su-
preme Court, the Interstate Commerce
Commission, and other Federal authori-
ties. He is also a member of the Passaic
County New Jersey State Bar Associa-
tion, the American Bar Association, and
the American Trial Lawyers Association.

He was elected to the honorary schol-
astic society of Kings Beach in 1926 and
has served as a member of the academy
of political science of Columbia Univer-
sity. He was elected city commissioner
of the city of Passaic in 1935 where he
served 5 consecutive terms or a total of
20 years. In 1943 he was elected mayor
of the city of Passaic for a 4-year term.
He was elected in 1937 as a freeholder in
our Passaic County and was relected in
1940 to another term on the board of
chosen freecholders of the county of
Passaic, receiving consecutive reappoint-
ments until his retirement in 1961.

Mr. Martini was chosen as Passaic’s
outstanding citizen in 1951, In 1960
he was one of the founders, helped to
organize and continues to be an active
board member of the Passaic County
Board of Technical Vocational Educa-
tion. He headed many relief drives dur-
ing World War II. He was especially
cited by the President of the Republic of
Italy and the Italian Government as na-
tional committeeman of American relief
in Italy and for his outstanding efforts
on behalf of Boys’ Towns of Italy. In
1947 he was awarded the Star of Solidar-
ity, the highest civilian award of the
Italian Government.

He has been a member of this national
committee since it was organized in 1943
and In 1945 it became Boys’ Towns of
Italy. He has been chairman of the Pas-
saic area committee for the Boys' Towns
of Italy for the past 28 years.

On May 14, 1970, Mr. Martini received
the Golden Cross of Honor from the Ital-
ian National Foundation for Children.
This was presented to him at the 25th
anniversary dinner of the Passaic area
committee of Boys’ Towns of Italy by
Monsignor Carroll-Abbing, Boys’ Towns
founder, in recognition of his extraordi-
nary services to this organization.

Yes, we do indeed share the pride of
his wife Theresa in Mr. Martini’s out-
standing achievements. I am pleased and
privileged to be numbered amongst his
many, many friends and to have him as a
lifelong resident of my congressional dis-
trict and ask my colleagues to join with
me in national recognition and apprecia-
tion to all of his good works.
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HON. ROBERT PRICE'S ATTEND-
ANCE RECORD OF COMMITTEE ON
SCIENCE AND ASTRONAUTICS IN
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

HON. OLIN E. TEAGUE

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
on page 20732 of the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp for June 13, 1972, Hon. Ros-
ERT Prick of Texas inserted a corrected
copy of his special action report, a re-
port which he mails to his constituency,
which dealt with the attendance record
of Members of the Texas delegation in
the House of Representatives. In his
original Recorp insertion which ap-
peared in the Recorp for June 12, 1972
on page 20563. Mr. Price pointed with
pride to his being the ranking Republi-
can member of the Subcommittee on
Space Science and Application. He also
made mention of the fact of his other
important subcommittee assignment, the
Subcommittee on Manned Space Flight
of which I am chairman.

Everyone in this body knows, Mr.
Speaker, that the committee system is
the heart of the Congress and most of
the work of a Member is carried on with-
in the committee, Since Mr. PricE has
made an issue out of attendance to sup-
port his bill that a Member of Congress
should be expelled if he does not answer
to at least T0 percent of rollcalls in the
House; I took it upon myself to check
upon Mr. Price’s attendance on the “very
important” committees on which he
serves in the House Science and Astro-
nautics Committee. The report follows:

Through June 14, 1972, there was a
total of 85 full committee and subcom-
mittee meetings held. Mr. PricE was in
attendance at 36 such meetings; being
absent for 49. A breakdown of his at-
tendance is as follows:

ATTENDANCE RECORD
FULL COMMITTEE (1ST SESSION, 92D CONGRESS)

January 26, 1971: Panel Meeting, Absent,

January 27, 1971: Panel Meeting, Absent.

January 28, 1971: Panel Meeting, Absent.

February 23, 1971: Organizational Meet-
ing, Present.

February 25, 1971: Natlonal Sclence Foun-
dation, Present.

March 2, 1971:
Present.

March 3,
Absent.

March 4,
Present.

March 9,
Present.

March
Present.

March
Present.

March
Absent.

March
Present.

April 1, 1971: NASA Authorization, Absent.

April 29, 1971: NSF Authorization, Present.

July 22, 1971: Tech Asst bill, Absent.

September 9, 1871: Apollo 16 Report,
Present.

September 14, 1971: Metric bill, Absent.

NASA Authorization,

1971: NABA Authorization,

1871: NASBA Authorization,

1971: NASA Authorization,

10, 1971: NASA Authorization,

11, 1971: NASA Authorization,

16, 1971: Authorization,

80, 1971: NASA Authorization,
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October 21, 1971: Varlous Committee
Items, Absent.
FULL COMMITTEE (2ND SESSION, 92D CONGRESS)

January 25, 1972: Panel Meeting, Absent.

January 25, 1972: Panel Meeting (PM),
Absent.

January 26, 1972: Panel Meeting, Absent.

January 26, 1972: Panel Meeting (FPM),
Absent.

January 27, 1972: Panel Meeting, Absent.

February 8, 1872: Panel Meeting, Present.

February 9, 1872: NASA Authorization,
Absent.

March 17,
Absent.

March 22, 1972: Fire Safety, Present.

March 23, 1972: NASA Authorization,
Present.

April 26, 1972: National SBclence Board,
Present.

May 16, 1972: Apollo 16 Report, Absent.
MANNED SPACE FLIGHT SUBCOMMITTEE (18T

SESSION, 92D CONGRESS)

March 22, 1971: NASA Authorization, Ab-

1972: NASA Authorization,

NASA Authorization,

sent,
March 24, 1971: NASA Authorization, Pres-
ent.
April 2, 1971: NASA Authorization, Pres-
ent.
April 8, 1971: NASA Authorization, Pres-
ent.
April 5, 1971: NASA Authorization, Pres-
ent.
July 23, 1971: ESC Land bill, Present.
MANNED SPACE FLIGHT SUBCOMMITTEE (2D
SESSION, 92D CONGRESS)
February 10, 1972: NASA Authorization,
Absent,
Feb 11, 1972:
Absent,

February 17, 1973:
Absent.

February 22, 1972:

NASA Authorization,
NASA Authorlzation,

24, 1972: NASA Authorization,

1972: NABA Authorization, Ab-
1972: NABA Authorization, Ab-

1972: NASA Authorization, Ab-
sent.
March 8, 1972: NASA Authorization, Pres-
ent.
March 8, 1872 (PM): NASA Authorization,
Absent.
March 9, 1972: NASA Authorization, Pres-
ent.,
March 9, 1972 (PM): FASA Authorization,
Present.
March 10, 1872: NASA Authorlzation, Ab-
sent,
March 10, 1872 (PM) : NASA Authorization,
Absent.
March 11, 1872: NASA Authorization, Ab-
sent.
March 14, 1972: NASA Authorization, Ab-
sent.
March 14, 1972 (PM) : NASA Authorization,
Absent.
March 16, 1972: NASA Authorization, Ab-
sent.
March 16, 1972 (PM) : NASA Authorization,
Absent.
May 31, 1972: U.S.-Soviet Program, Pres-
ent.
SPACE SCIENCE & APPLICATIONS SUBCOMMIT=-
TEE (92D CONGRESS, 18T SESSION)
March 18, 1971: NASA Authorization, Ab-
sent.
March 19, 1871: NASA Authorization, Ab-
sent.
March 19, 1971 (PM) NASA Authorization,
Absent.
March 23, 1971: NABA Authorlzation, Ab-
sent.
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March 25, 1971: NASA Authorization, Pres-
ent.
SPACE SCIENCE & APPLICATIONS SUBCOMMIT-
TEE (92D CONGRESS, 2D SESSION)

February 17, 1973: NASA Authorization,
Absent.

February 22, 1972:
Absent.

February 24, 1972:
Absent,

February 29, 1972:
Abhsent.

h{arch 1, 1972: NASA Authorization, Ab-
sent.

March 2, 1972: NASA Authorization, Ab-
sent.

March 7, 1972: NASA Authorization, Ab-
sent,

March B8,
Present.

March 0,
Present.

l\.riarch 14, 1972: NASA Authorization, Ab-
sent.

March 16, 1972: NASA Authorization, Ab-
sent.

March 16, 1972 (PM) : NASA Authorization,
Absent.

N%amh 21, 1972: NASA Authorlzation, Ab-
sent.

May 2, 1972: Briefings, Present.

SUB-COMMITTEE ON NASA OVERSIGHT

(Member during 1st Session,
92nd Cong. only)

1871: Organization Meeting,

NASA Authorization,
NASA Authorization,
NASA Authorization,

1972: NASA Authorization,

1972: NASA Authorization,

May 13,
Present.
June 15, 18971: OAO & Mariner, Present.
June 18, 1971: OAO & Mariner, Present.
June 17, 1971: OAO & Mariner, Absent.
June 18, 1971: OAO & Mariner, Absent.
SUB-COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL
COOPERATION
(Member during 2nd Sessionm,
92nd Cong. only)
June 13, 19732: US-Soviet Relatlons, Absent.
June 14, 1072: US-Soviet Relations, Absent.
RECAPITULATION
Full Committee (1st & 2nd Sess. 92nd Cong.
thru June 14, 1972)
Absent, 15.
Present, 16.
Manned Space Flight Sub-Commitiee
Absent, 15.
Present, 13.
Space Science & Applications Sub-Commitee
Absent, 15.
Present, 4.
NASA Over-Sight Sub-Committee
(1st Sess. only)
Absent, 2.
Present, 8.
International Cooperation Sub-Committee
(2nd Sess. only)
Absent, 2.
Present, 0.

BALTIC STATES
HON. MARTHA W. GRIFFITHS

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mrs. GRIFFITHS. Mr. Speaker, the
history of the Baltic Nations has been
one long tragic struggle against czarist
and Soviet imperialist designs to secure
outlets on the Baltic Sea. The middle of
June marks the anniversary of two major
events in the loss of independence by the
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Baltic States and their absorption by the
Soviet Union. Between June 14 and June
17, 1940, the Soviets presented the three
nations of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania
with ultimatums and then invaded and
occupied them. This was followed by in-
corporation of these nations as constitu-
ent republics in the Soviet Union.

Many years have passed since these
tragic days. A whole generation has
grown up which has never heard of the
mass deportations of Baltic peoples into
Russian slavery. Many do not even know
that Latvia, Estonia, and Lithuania ever
existed on the face of the earth as inde-
pendent and free nations.

Despite the captivity in which they
live, despite the tragedies they have en-
dured, the Baltic peoples throughout the
world remain dedicated to the restoration
of the independence of their respective
fatherlands. It is my hope that someday
the Baltic States will again be able to
resume their rightful place in the com-
munity of nations, and that the desire for
freedom which so many of their peoples
cherish will be rewarded.

F. M. LINDSAY—A NEWSPAPERMAN
AND CIVIC LEADER

HON. WILLIAM L. SPRINGER

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, F. M.
Lindsay was a businessman and civie
leader without peer in the central Illi-
nois industrial city of Decatur.

Few other men in the last half cen-
tury had as much impact on the life of
that community.

His death on Sunday, June 11, at the
age of 92, leaves a void that will be hard
to fill.

At his death Mr. Lindsay was chair-
man emeritus of the Lindsay-Schaub
Newspapers, publishers of the Decatur
Herald and Review, the Champaign-
Urbana Courier, and other daily news-
papers in East St. Louis, Carbondale,
and Edwardsville in Illinois as well as
the Midland, Mich., Daily News and two
newspapers in Florida.

Mr. Lindsay was born on November 9,
1879, the eleventh of 12 children of John
and Edna Nicholson Lindsay, who were
among the earlier families settling in
Macon county. He began his newspaper
career as 8 T-year-old carrier boy for a
local labor newspaper. He worked his
way through the University of Illinois
where he earned a bachelor of laws de-
gree in 1904. He was admitted to the
practice of law in Oklahoma but soon
went into the newspaper business, first
in Shawnee, Okla., and then in Decatur.

F. M. Lindsay gained control of the
Decatur Herald in 1920 and became
general manager of the Herald and Re-
view when the two papers were consoli-
dated in 1931. In 1947 he succeeded the
late H. C. Schaub as president of Decatur
Newspapers, Inc. The corporate name
was changed to Lindsay-Schaub News-
papers in 1952,
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I have known F. M. Lindsay in many
different ways during the 22 years that
I have represented the Decatur area in
Congress. Even before I came to Congress
I knew him, first as an opponent to my
candidacy, one of my worst opponents
I may say, in the Republican primary
campaign of 1948 when I challenged in-
cumbent Congressman Rollo McMillen
and lost. Two years later, however, when
I was first elected to the Congress, F. M.
Lindsay was one of my best friends. You
might ask how this change was possible.
The reason was quite simple. Rollo Mc-
Millen, a Decatur attorney, was a life-
long friend of F. M. Lindsay and Mr.
Lindsay was a man who stood with his
friends. In 1950, after Mr. McMillen de-
cided to retire, Mr. Lindsay was quick to
say that he had admired the way I con-
ducted my 1948 campaign without mak-
ing any personal attack on Congressman
MecMillen, who was a very honorable gen-
tleman. This appealed to Mr. Lindsay
and our relationship has been a friendly
one through the years.

To say that F. M. Lindsay was one of
our State's most successful newspaper
publishers is the truth but not the whole
truth. At the same time he was a dedi-
cated worker for the good of the commu-
nity in which he lived and a devoted
family man.

After being honored for his serviee to
the Community Chest in 1953, he said:

I have always felt that one should strive
to do all that he can for his own family
betterment; secondly, to do all that he can
for his local community, in making it a
healthy and most pleasing place to live.

Mr. Lindsay’s first wife, the former
Vivian Simpson, died in June, 1919. Their
son, Merrill (F. M., Jr.), is president of
Lindsay-Schaub Newspapers. In 1921,
Mr. Lindsay married Marjorie Ruth Mec-
Kay of Sarnia, Ontario, who survives
with their three children, Donald M., of
Champaign-Urbana, and Marjorie E.
and Shirley J., both of Indiana Lakes
Estates, Fla.

In extension of my remarks I include
the following editorials from the Decatur
Herald and the Champaign-Urbana
Courier:

[From the Decatur Herald, June 13, 1972]
INDEPENDENCE GUIDED F. M, LINDSAY

Although F. M. Lindsay, chairman emerl-
tus, of the board of Lindsay-Schaub news-
papers who dled Sunday, traveled extensively,
and had interests that knew no boundaries,
his home was in Central Illinols.

His mother and father came to Macon
County in the period of 1845 to 1851 and in
1879 Mr. Lindsay was born. He was active in
high school athletics, and was a 1904 gradu-
ate of the University of Illinois. He continued
an Interest in the growth of the university
and its athletic program.

The family attachment to the area also
meant & newspaper attachment as his father
operated the Decatur Labor Bulletin in the
later part of the nineteenth century. After
the death of Mr. Lindsay's father the Bulletin
was consolidated with the Decatur Herald.

Following a brief assoclation with the De-
catur Review in the advertising department,
Mr. Lindsay bought the Decatur Herald in
1912. The names of Lindsay and the Herald
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were inseparable in those years prior to con-
solidation with the Decatur Review in 1831.

Mr. Lindsay developed a newspaper with
a broad view of the local, state and national
scenes. Because It was a morning paper, its
delivery area covered large parts of Central
Ilinols just as it does today and many peo-
ple outside Decatur became famillar with the

er,

thhough Mr. Lindsay was a businessman
he was vitally interested in the editorial con-
tent of the Decatur newspapers and par-
ticularly the editorial page. His interest In
politics and life at all levels of soclety was
reflected in the Herald and later in the Herald
and Review through editors such as Warren
Hardy and Edward Lindsay, his nephew.

In those early years, the Herald developed
standards that have always been & part of
Lindsay-Schaub newspapers. Mr. Lindsay
carried his interest in public services beyond
the newspapers to personal service in a varl-
ety of Decatur activities, and he served on
nonpaylng state boards under governors
Horner, Green, Stevenson, Stratton and Eer-
ner.

Through it all he was a flercely independ-
ent man, and he wanted his editorial pages
the same way. He wanted editorials to com-
ment on events without fear and without
obligation to any political party.

His respect for the nation's political herit-
age and democratic system and his desire
for independence were described In these
writings of his:

“Over the years we have stressed the two-
party system and have encouraged those who
think independently to show their strength
at the polls by supporting the party that
represents best the most constructive mod-
ern thinking that comes with the changing
needs as soclety progresses. , .

“Our newspapers should never be content
to depend upon the two parties to completely
monopolize the thinking and declisions for
the future. Such a policy and principle would
ultimately lead us to a one-party domina-
tion. Our two partles should always be forced
to give full consideration to the ideas of
the Independent voters group.”

Those words ripen with age.

[From the Champaign-Urbana Courler, June
13, 1972]
F. M. Linpsay, 1879-1972

Persons throughout the newspaper indus-
try, and especially this organization, will re-
member F. M, Lindsay for his dedication to
the business and his contribution to its
growth in public service.

Mr. Lindsay died Saturday at the age of 92.
He was chairman emeritus of the board of
Lindsay-Schaub newspapers.

While he was the kind of man who easily
could have become an institution in his own
time, those who encountered him over the
years remembered hls warm. friendly man-
ner and his deep concern for individuals. Of-
ten he expressed his feelings for mankind
most eloquently.

It was this concern that led him to con-
siderable activity In public affairs that ranged
far beyond the newspaper business. His in-
terest in local, state and national politics left
its imprint on the newspapers In this orga-
nization, and throughout his years he re-
mained intensely interested in affairs of all
communities served by Lindsay-Schaub news-
papers.

Of course, he was most active in his home
town of Decatur, where he served in a variety
of public service activities.

In addition he served on a number of gov-
ernmental boards and agencies concerned
with orderly growth of the community.

June 20, 1972

He dearly loved the University of Illinois,
from which he was graduated in 1904.
Through the years he was active in alumni
uifairs, and was & devout Illinols athletie fan.
Although he never served the university in
an official capacity, he followed its growth
and counseled its leaders.

Mr, Lindsay was a busy man all his life, but
he also found time to serve at the state level
as well as the local, and he particularly en-
joyed service on the State Housing Board.
He was appointed and reappointed by gov-
ernors Horner, Stevenson, Stratton, and Ker-
ner,

As one of the founders of this newspaper
organization, Mr. Lindsay felt deeply about
the public service role of newspapers and
their leadership responsibilities.

As guidance for those who would come af-
ter him in the organization a book was pub-
lished some years ago contalning statements
made by Mr. Lindsay to owners and employ-
ees of the company. The last paragraph of
that book is a sample of what he left for us:

“We are living in one of the great his-
tory-making periods of government—local,
state, national and International. I have great
faith In the ultimate success of those who be-
leve in individual freedom. Human minds
with freedom of expression will ultimately
succeed in bringing about a sounder and a
better world.”

EDUCATION IN AMERICA

HON. EARL F. LANDGREBE

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. LANDGREBE. Mr. Speaker, the
importance and value of education in
America today cannot be overestimated.
Although critics of the system demean
teaching methods and students protest
course selections, education remains the
keystone to a successful life.

Statistics prove that more and more
people are taking advantage of the class-
room experience offered by a greater
number of teachers. The number of high
school graduates increased 2.4 percent
this year alone.

Worthwhile education, of course, is not
limited to schools. All of us should work
hard at remaining “students” throughout
our lives. My first employer, Bill Schle-
man, was a warm-hearted and knowl-
edgeable old relator who taught me sev-
eral invaluable lessons. One of his
favorite proverbs has also become one of
mine—“Do not make excuses—make
good” and “always stay on good terms
with your pocketbook.”

An open mind and an inquisitive na-
ture are the best tools a lifetime pupil
can possess, In a country like the United
States, our republic form of government
encourages the common man to rise
according to his abilities, a good educa-
tion is the best foundation we can have.

I therefore want to salute education
for the constantly increasing opportuni-
ties it offers the citizens of this great
Nation.
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FURTHER GUN CONTROLS ARE
NEEDED

HON. FLORENCE P. DWYER

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mrs. DWYER. Mr. Speaker, what more
need be said to convince this Congress
and this Nation that the time for further,
more effective gun control legislation is
now? How many more Americans—public
figures and private citizens, alike—need
be shot before we take affirmative action
to restrain the flow of firearms and regu-
late the purchase and sale of weapons?

In 1968, as we know, Congress was
practically shamed into enacting the Gun
Control Act of 1968 by the public outrage
following the assassination of Senator
Robert F. EKennedy. Now, Gov. George
Wallace, of Alabama, is lying paralyzed
in the Washington suburbs after an un-
successful, but still despicable, attempt
on his life, with the assassin using a
store-bought handgun.

In my home city of Elizabeth, N.J., one
young man was killed and five other in-
nocent people injured recently by a gun-
man who had no apparent motive. But
more importantly, neither this gunman,
nor Governor Wallace’s would-be assas-
sin, nor anybody else seems to have any
apparent difficulty in obtaining their
choice of weapon, regardless of their pre-
vious record.

Further reasons for immediate action—
carefully documented and supported by
facts—are outlined in the following edi-
torials from the Newark Evening News
and the Daily Journal of Elizabeth, N.J.:
[From the Newark Evening News, May 17,

1972]
Now, A FEDERAL GUN Law

In the aftermath of the appalling attempt
on the life of Gov. George C. Wallace,
thoughts compulsively turn to what can be
done to eradicate the cancer of violence.

The effort must be as forceful and as
multi-faceted as the disease itself. Removing
the incentive for one person to commit vio-
lence upon another will require continuous
attention to removing gross soclal and eco-
nomic inequities. To succeed entirely would
necessitate the eradication of mental aberra-
tions that grow out of real and supposed in-
justices. Complexity of such endeavor is suf-
ficlent to challenge every resource. Total
success would seem to lie beyond attain-

ment.
There is, however, a reachable goal which,

while not eliminating all possibility of vio-
lence, could substantially limit the means of
committing violent crime—both by limiting
access to concealable weapons and by aid-
ing apprehension and prosecution to a polnt
of deterrence.

That is the imposition of federal controls
on handguns.

In the shock waves of the assassination of
Sen. Robert F. Eennedy, Congress was
aroused to do something about the accessibil-
ity of guns in a nation where they could be
bought as readily as a pair of mail-order ny-
lons or slacks. Congress was aroused, but
not very far nor fervently.

It outlawed the purchase of guns and pis-
tols by mall order. It left it to the states
to deal with over- (or under-) the-counter
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sales. The same lobbyists that riddled tough
federal legislation with softening amend-
ments then went to work in state capitals.

To its credit, the New Jersey Legislature
withstood such erosive pressure to the extent
of enacting one of the most effective gun-
control bills in the country. The nationwide
void, however, is deplorable—and stands as
an open invitation to pack a pistol, if not
on the hip at least In a closet or drawer.

The basic expedient of control enacted in
New Jersey—that of fingerprinting applicants
and compiling individual records of mental
instability, alcoholism or drug addiction—
goes a long way toward keeping guns out of
the hands of the irresponsible.

In turn, those who, by reason of registra-
tion, can be held accountable are inclined
to carefully supervise the accessibility of the
guns in their possession.

The Senate rejected federal registration
of firearms in the wake of Sen. Kennedy's
assassination. This was shortly before the
National Commission on the Causes of Pre-
vention of Violence—a study commission es-
tablished after his brother’s assassination in
1963—reported an alarming rise in the num-
ber of pistols and revolvers being produced
or imported in the United States.

In the first six months of 1968, 1.2 million
hand guns were made or brought into this
country, as against 1.6 million in all of the
preceding year. As such commissions usually
do, this one went out of business after filing
its report.

Not so the gun makers and importers.
They're still thriving. In fact, business keeps
getting better and better.

It should not have taken another attempt
on the life of a political candidate to arouse
Congress from the lethargy of evasion. But
the crime having been committed on the
person of Gov. Wallace, the compelling In-
centlve exists once more.

Retreat behind “fancied self-defense” or
“protection of home and health,” or by way
of distorting the “militia clause” in the
constitutional right to bear arms can no
longer be justified. Stringent controls on the
possession of firearms, particularly handguns,
can and must reduce their wanton use to the
lowest limit that is humanly attainable.

|From the Elizabeth Daily Journal,
May 19, 1972]
GUN CONTROLS: SHOOTING OF GOVERNOR WAL~
LACE DRAMATIZES THE NEED FOR TOUGHER
FEDERAL Laws

The fact that it took federal agents only
10 minutes to trace the purchase of the gun
that seriously wounded Gov. George C. Wal-
lace proves that the 1968 Federal Gun Con-
trol Act is worthwhile. Without this form of
registration, it would have been difficult to
pinpoint ownership of the weapon in the
event that Gov. Wallace’s suspected assailant
had escaped.

The Wallace shooting gives fresh impetus
to attempts to strengthen existing gun con-
trol laws that still allow millions of hand-
guns to be imported into the country and
to cross state lines without any trouble.
Gov. Wallace is the 10th man seeking or
holding the office of the President to be
an assassin’'s target, and In nine of the ten
cases the weapon used was a handgun.

Strengthening the law won't be easy. The
assassination of Martin Luther King and
Robert F. Eennedy in 1968 led to passage of
the Gun Control Act, which prohibited the
mail order or other interstate purchase of
firearms and ammunition by persons who
do not live in the dealer’'s state. But intensive
lobbying by the National Rifle Association
caused deletion of a provision requiring na-
tional registration of every firearm and li-
censing of every gun owner.

Experience has shown that the 1968 legis-
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lation is easily circumvented. Cheaply im-
ported paris for “Saturday Night Speclals”
still flood the market. The ban against Inter-
state maill order sale of firearms has been
sidestepped by the shipping of guns between
licensed dealers in different states. A person
need only place an order locally and walt for
the weapon to arrive at the dealer for pick-
up. It is estimated that eight out of 10 hand-
guns in such citles as Boston and New York
came from other areas.

There were an estimated 24 million hand-
guns in private hands in 1968, according to
the National Commission on the Causes and
Prevention of Violence. An additional 2.5
million are being manufactured domestically
or imported every year. One new handgun is
sold in the United States every 13 seconds,
and used handguns are being traded at the
rat; ;)I two a minute.

ot all of these guns t in the hands
of criminals, of course. Thg: Commission on
Violence estimated that about half of all
American households have firearms. That
helps to explain why most murders are com-
mitted In the home.

It is just as important to keep guns out
of the home as out of the hands of crimi-
nals, political terrorists and psychopaths.
Federal controls would by no means bring
about instant disarmament, but they would
gradually reduce the supply of weapons and
make it more difficult for crimnials and dis-
turbed persons to secure firearms without
some risk of discovery.

One of the ironies of the Wallace shooting
is that he has been opposed to gun con-
trols, and that the assassination attempt took
place In a state which recently enacted a
law banning concealed weapons and the
transporting of handguns. The weapon used
in the Wallace shooting, however, was bought
in Milwaukee.

In the absence of effective laws in other
states, guns can easily be brought into Mary-
land or New Jersey or Massachusetts, all of
which have various control laws on the books.
In Massachusetts, for example, a 10-year
study by state police traced 87 percent of
the guns used in crime in that state to out-
of-state purchases.

Despite this evidence of daily murder, and
the more sensational attacks on public fig-
ures, the gun lobbyists and the National Rifle
Assoclation are mobilized to the point where
the 1968 Federal Gun Control Act might
possibly be repealed and replaced with a
federal law which the “American Rifleman”
claims will be aimed at controlling criminals
rather than harassing gun owners. Fourteen
separate bills to repeal the law are pending
in the House,

Meanwhile, a public terrorized by armed
criminals and concerned over the future of
democratic institutions must content itself
with reading such scatter-brained slogans
as “Reglster Communists, Not Guns,” and
“Guns Don't Kill People, People Do.” Mull
that over the next time someone waves a
revolver at you and think how much easier
it would be to avold a knife, rope, brick, a
pair of hands, a karate chop or even a bow
and arrow.

BETHESDA-CHEVY CHASE
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

HON. GILBERT GUDE
OF MARYLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972
Mr. GUDE. Mr. Speaker, it is a distinet

pleasure for me to have this opportunity
to commend the Bethesda-Chevy Chase
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Chamber of Commerce for being the first
business organization in suburban Mary-
land to receive full accreditation from
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce.

One glance at the fine record of
achievement of this chamber and the
reasons for their unique and honored
status are easily recognized. Last year
alone 19 new businesses were brought into
the Bethesda area; new buildings or
additions to old ones were completed pro-
viding over 1,000 new parking spaces;
1,317 newcomers were given information
about Bethesda and its businessmen; and
marketing surveys for local businessmen
were conducted. But the chamber’s
efforts were not confined to these areas
of service alone. The chamber actively
and effectively represented the interest
of its members before the Montgomery
County Council, the State legislature,
and their representatives in Congress.

It is a worthy tribute that the
Bethesda-Chevy Chase Chamber of Com-
merce should be the first to receive
accreditation. It is a great pleasure for
me to serve the members of this out-
standing organization.

SALUTE TO EDUCATION
HON. GILBERT GUDE

OF MARYLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. GUDE. Mr. Speaker, the education
of our children is our best investment in
the future of this country. Estimated
expenditures for the past school year
equal more than $46 billion, but dollar
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figures simply cannot measure the dedi-
cation of the entire educational estab-
lishment in encouraging our young peo-
ple to reach their highest potential.

The education of America’s youth
must always be a matter of top priority.
Elementary and secondary education en-~
compasses far more than instruction in
the basic skills or preparation for future
careers. In challenging students to think
on their own, in developing interaction
skills and successful intergroup relation-
ships, today’s schools prepare our chil-
dren for active roles in tomorrow’s so-
ciety—whether at work, at home, or in
involvement in civic affairs.

With a pupil enrollment for last year
of over 48 million, taught by more than
2 million teachers, our schools represent
a vast commitment to the future progress
of America.

ETHEL MARSDEN

HON. LES ASPIN

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. ASPIN. Mr. Speaker, I have re-
cently been notified of the death of a
most remarkable constituent, Mrs. Ethel
Marsden. I would like to share a few
thoughts on this admirable lady.

Mrs. Marsden was, in the words of a
relative, “a model of self-reliance, in the
Emersonian sense.” She would never
have thought of asking for public sup-
port, instead, working at a variety of
jobs in order to raise her family. As her
relative said:

June 20, 1972

It is sad that the courage and philosophy
which mark the lives of men and women like
Mrs. Marsden must pass unnoticed; whlle
those who opt for the less honorable path
achieve acclaim.

I think it is fitting that we pay tribute
to this gallant lady, from whom we can
all learn. Her integrity, courage, strength,
and indomitable will reaffirm the real
ideals of America.

YOUGHIOGHENY CLEANUP
CAMPAIGN 1972

HON. GOODLOE E. BYRON

OF MARYLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 20, 1972

Mr. BYRON, Mr. Speaker, last year
and again this year, it was my pleasure
to be a part of the kickoff of the annual
Youghiogheny River and Lake Cleanup
Campaign. I want to congratulate Mr.
Burl B. McVicker, reservoir manager of
the Corps of Engineers, and the other
officials who helped organize this year’s
events.

This has been an annual event on the
Youghiogheny since 1967, and its success
can be measured by the year-round in-
terest in keeping the river and lake as
clean as possible. I would like to com-
mend all those citizens who have worked
so hard to make the campaign a success.
Once more these citizens have set an ex-
ample that others should continue to try
to emulate, and I wish them success dur-
ing the remainder of the cleanup
campaign.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Wednesday, June 21, 1972

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. Edward G. Latch,
D.D., offered the following prayer:

I am doing a great work, so that I can~
not come down.—Nehemiah 6: 3.

O Thou who art the Author of life and
the Giver of every good gift, whose pres-
ence and power underlie all our lives,
unto Thee do we lift up our hearts in
prayer.

We confess that we often forget the
greatness of sincerity, the power of love,
and the influence of goodness. Grant that
we may clothe ourselves with such devo-
tion to duty and such dedication to
deity that in daily life we may set forth
the greatness and the glory of moral
character.

We pray for our country that leaders
and people may turn to daily tasks with-
out doubt or fear, relying upon the guid-
ance and the support of Thy Spirit. May
we in America not be dismayed for Thou
art with us and wilt take care of us every
day and all the way; through Jesus
Christ our Lord in whose spirit we pray.
Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-

ceedings and announces to the House his
approval thereof.

Without objection, the Journal stands
approved.

There was no objection.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Arrington, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment bills of the House of the
following titles:

H.R. 1974. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Glorla Vazquez Herrera;

HR., 2052. An act for the rellef of Luz
Maria Cruz Aleman Phillips;

H.R. 2076. An act for the rellef of Viadimir
Rodriguesz LaHera;

H.R. 4060. An act for the relief of Maria
Manuela Amaral;

H.R. 6201. An act for the relief of Lesley
Earle Bryan;

H.R. 6907, An act for the relief of Matyas
Hunyadi;

HR. 7641. An act for the relief of Chung
Chi Lee; and

H.R. 95562. An act to amend the cruise legis-
lation of the Merchant Marine Act, 1836.

The message also announced that the
Senate disagrees to the amendments of
the House to the bill (S. 3230) entitled
“An act to provide for the disposition of

funds appropriated to pay a judgment in
favor of the Assiniboine Tribes of Indians
in Indian Claims Commission docket No.
279-A, and for other purposes,” requests
a conference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on, and appoints Mr, Jackson, Mr. BUr-
DICK, Mr. METCALF, Mr. FANNIN, and Mr.
BeLLmoN to be the conferees on the part
of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendments to
the bill (H.R. 6957) entitled “An act to
establish the Sawtooth National Recrea-
tion Area in the State of Idaho, to tem-
porarily withdraw certain national forest
land in the State of Idaho from the oper-
ation of the U.S. mining laws, and for
other purposes,” disagreed to by the
House; agrees to the conference asked by
the House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr.
Bisrg, Mr. CHURCH, Mr. Moss, Mr. HAN-
sEN, and Mr. Jorpan of Idaho to be the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed bills of the following
titles, in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S.3617. An act to strengthen and expand
the Headstart program, with priority to the
economically disadvantaged, to amend the
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