May 14, 1970

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BROWN of California:

HR. 17640. A bill for the relief of Antonio
Mascaro and Gluseppa Mascaro; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. pE 1A GARZA:

H.R. 17650. A bill for the relief of Patrick
J. O'Connor; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. OLSEN:

HR. 17651. A bill for the relief of Emile
Georges Cochand and Marjorie Almo Coch-
and; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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By Mr. RARICK:
HR. 176562. A bill for the relief of Luz
Muria Cruz Aleman Phillips; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII,

381. The SPEAKER presented a memo-
rial of the Legislature of the State of Ha-
waill, relative to a proposed amendment to
the Constitution of the United States to
preserve the reciprocal immunities of tax
exemption, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.
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PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

480. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the
Pittsburg County Choctaw Council, McAles-
ter, Okla., relative to repeal of the Choctaw
Termination Act; to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs.

481. Also, petition of the 22d Saipan Legis-
lature, Saipan, Mariana Islands, Trust Terri-
tory of the Pacific Islands, relative to rein-
tegration of the Marianas District with the
U.S. territory of Guam; to the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs.
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KNOW THE SEA

HON. WARREN G. MAGNUSON

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, Rear
Adm. O. D. Waters, Jr., Oceanographer
of the Navy, delivered the keynote ad-
dress Tuesday, May 12, at the opening
of the U.S. Navy Symposium on Military
Oceanography, held this year at the U.S.
Naval Academy with the Naval Ship Re-
search and Development Laboratory as
host.

A year ago, it will be recalled, the an-
nual symposium was held at the Seattle
Center Playhouse, Seattle, with the Ap-
plied Physics Laboratory of the Univer-
sity of Washington as host. Admiral
Waters also keynoted that symposium.

The admiral's address this year at
Annapolis discussed in some detail
budget cuts in naval oceanography which
have resulted in programs being cur-
tailed or slowed down, abandonment of
new starts and retardation of coastal and
deep ocean surveys.

On the other hand certain important
technological improvements were noted
and there have been major advances in
forecasting services and increased em-
phasis on Arctic and Mediterranean
requirements.

Mr, President, Admiral Waters has
presented a factual, up-to-the-minute
account of the status of naval oceanog-
raphy which will, I am sure, interest
all of us.

I ask unanimous consent that his key-
note address before the U.S. Navy Sym-
posium on Military Oceanography be
printed in the RecorD.

There being no objection, the remarks
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

Ewnow THE SeA To CoNTROL THE SEA
(By Rear Adm. O. D. Waters, Jr.)

Mr. Chairman, Gentlemen: Last year at
our Symposium in Seattle I promised you
some beautiful sprlng weather for our meet-
ing here in Annapolis and you can see that
I delivered.

‘These predictions of course should be
simple for me when I have able meteorologists
on my staff to advise me. Actually however,
for this long range stuff I depend mostly on
the Farmers Almanac.

Once more I want to thank all of you who
took time to research and prepare the papers
to be delivered here and to all of you who
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have traveled here to listen and learn and to
take part in the discussions.

At this point I want to express my ap-
preciation to Mr. H. V. Nutt, the General
Chairman, and members of his staff from our
host organization, the Naval Ship Research
and Development Laboratory, and to Admiral
James Calvert for making the fine facilities
of the Naval Academy avallable to us.

As you know the stress this year is on the
immediate problems of our Fleet operators
and what oceanography can do to help solve
them.

Fortunately, as sponsor of this Tth Annual
Symposium, all I was aksed to do was give a
short keynote address. Keynote I take to mean
a few words about the purpose of the meet-
ing, and some optimistic generalities about
past accomplishments and future prospects.

I don't intend however to do either.

What we have done in the past and are
doing now is known to you and I suppose we
must be doing something right or we
wouldn't still be here.

As to the future I cannot speak with the
optimism that I felt a short year ago.

The war we are fighting on two fronts—
the bitter military battle abroad and the
frustrating combination of poverty, pollu-
tion and inflation at home—has served to put
us in a holding pattern in many areas.

I have no doubt that we will eventually
solve our problems and win our wars, but
meanwhile the keynote for the government
is economy. Major budget cuts are being
taken by the Defense Department and Ocean-
ography has to take its share. This means
that many new starts had to be abandoned,
survey ships laid up and many programs that
were near to frultion have had to be cur-
tailed or slowed down.

I am going to say just a few words about
some of those programs—for we seek to pro-
tect those most vital to the Fleet—and then
I will let the experts take over.

First let me explain for the benefit of some
of you new to the field, that Naval Ocean-
ography spans a very broad range of effort—
perhaps described best by our three major
management categories of Ocean Sclence;
Ocean Engineering and Development; and
Oceanographic Operations, which includes
our Environmental Prediction Services. All of
these areas are represented on the agenda
here, and many of the symposium subjects of
course include more than one category.

I want to give the status of some of the
highlight programs—efforts which we con-
sider of major importance to the Fleet. Pro~
grams that we have worked on for a long
time, where in some cases we are
on the brink of significant accomplishments
on the verge of putting the results at your
disposal.

In the matter of surveys. We have reached
what is known to the trade as Indian Springs
Low Water in our capabilities for both coastal
hydrographic surveys and deep sea ocean=-
ographic surveys, as the last of our military
manned survey ships have been stricken this

fiscal year. We have four MSTS manned re-
placements being delivered In the next 14
months, but until they are well shaken down
we will be pursuing only very limited coastal
surveys, primarily off South Korea.

The next big increase in capabllity will
have to await the completion of development
of our high speed coastal survey system
which promises to enhance such operations
by a factor of 6 or more. We need it—JSOP
requirements translate into hundreds of ship
years of eflort. ASW /USW surveys in support
of the 5QS5-26 and BQQ-2 sonars will be in-
termittent. We will give full support to Proj-
ect CAESAR, to insure timely data in support
of that project, but as things now stand we
will have few resources to apply against other
oceanographic survey requirements.

We will continue our Polaris/Poseidon
support at a steady level, although that level
is not adequate to the need. We hope to ob-
tain funds by FY-72 at the latest for the con-
version of an additional survey platform
which will help immensely in later years. We
have contracted with the Coast and Geodetic
Survey for about ten ship-months of effort
this year, which has relieved the pressure,
but next year’s funding does not allow this
option. Even to generate the contract funds
this year we had to give up one of our two
aging gravity survey ships.

We have also lost one of our two magnetic
survey aircraft, and until fiscal year 1972
when a P-3 type aircraft is shaken down and
replaces the remaining plane, we will be
curtailing our magnetic surveys supporting
ASW and nautical charting.

Many of you have heard that we have laid
up relatively new ships, and indeed we do
have three small ones in reduced readiness
status at MSTS in Brooklyn. We will not be
able to reactivate the ships very soon for
their original purpose, but we are seeking
to place them where the Navy, and if pos-
sible our oceanographic programs will bene-
fit from them. We hope to see one operating
directly for the Naval Undersea Research
and Development Center, San Diego, sup-
porting all that laboratory's projects,
while others may go to universities if their
operation can be funded by the National
Science Foundation, or perhaps to our allies,
where we will reap the benefit of the re-
search they support, and perhaps be able
to execute joint projects with them.

These have been the operational areas im-
pacted. Let me speak briefly of R&D. Our
efforts centering on Deep Submergence have
noted milestones, but many have also under-
gone significant modificatlon, Our man in
the sea effort, for example, is no longer
habitat oriented, but rather is being con-
ducted as a cautious, three phase project
utilizing a Mark II Deep Dive System. The
modified project will achieve virtually all the
original objectives, however. We do not in-
tend to refurbish the habitat untll we
launch our extended depth Man in the Sea
project, probably in 1973,
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Our Deep Submergence Search Vehicle
project has been redirected towards the long
lead time technology, and fiscal 70 funding
is being stretched to cover 71 effort. We feel
confident that a successful development is
within our grasp, but the fiscal climate is
just not right. Our related Deep Ocean Tech-
nology, or DOT, project continues to receive
emphasis, especially in the areas of hull ma-
terials, and auxiliary equipment, and we look
to that project to keep us in maximum readi-
ness to respond to many deep ocean system
requirements when funding allows.

As you know the first DSRV was launched
in January, and tests have been successful
so far. We expect to implement an interim
rescue capability by this time next year, if
the current comstruction program for the
catamaran ASR holds, The nuclear research
vehicle NR-1 has also recently completed a
highly successful shakedown cruise, obtain-
ing much oceanographle data of interest.

Our salvage capability continues to im-
prove, and last month, in a test of the Mark
One deep dive system, Navy divers worked at
650 feet depths very successfully for three
hours. We are attempting to implement a
serious effort on a large object salvage sys-
tem, a project which has been on the back
burner for several years, for again the tech-
nology seems to be within our grasp.

The backbone of the submarine finding
brigade, the USNS MIZAR, just excelled again
by finding the French sub EURYDICE, It is
remaining in the area at the request of the
French to seek the sub MINERVE, lost over
a year ago. MIZAR, with its NRL scientists,
is a truly remarkable platform, but it is only
one system and there is a big ocean out there.
Disasters will have to occur serially, not con-
currently, or our lack of resources will come
home to haunt us.

In recent years we have been able to mount
some really intensive fleld experiments con-
cerning the environment and its relation
to underwater sound. These in turn have led
to substantial successes In modeling the en-
vironment, and we are on the verge of great
things in this area. But progress will depend
heavily on our continuing strong program
of at-sea experimentation, as well as on an
increased density of routine environmental
data reports from ships at sea.

This improvement in modeling has been
paralleled by a major step in forecasting
services to the Fleet, with the introduction
by the Naval Weather Service of its ASRAP
and SHARPS products. We feel that we are
on the right track and intend to concentrate
on the further evolution of the systems.

Turning for the moment from functional
to geographic areas, I'l mention that the
states of our knowledge of both the Arctic
and Mediterranean have recently been bucked
against our requirements, and as a result
both areas are to recelve increased emphasis
immediately.

To this decision, many of us say “high
time,” but In fact our low level programs
have formed a solid foundation for the ex-
panded effort. For example, there have been
some exciting improvements In sea ice re-
connaissance and forecasting, using both
satellite and aircraft sensors and we have
given a high priority in recent years to the
military construction which has upgraded
the Navy's Arctic Research Lab.

There are other Important milestones on
the horizon such as the coming into opera-
tional status of our two new submersibles
SEA CLIFF and TURTLE, and the dellvery
of our catamaran research ship HAYES, the
AGOR 16, which will greatly enhance the
acoustics research capability of the Naval
Research Laboratory.

There are also a large number of require-
ments, both existing and forecast, with which
we must come to grips. I have tried to set a
background for you to use in the discussions
to follow, for requirements are expected to
permeate almost every agenda item. I have
tried not to sound too pessimistic, for we still
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wield a major capability. It is of the utmost
importance that requirements continue to
flow from the Fleet, for only through the
knowledge of such requirement can decl-
sions on the resources to fulfill them be
made. However, it is equally important that
the priority of those requirements be care-
fully assigned and regularly reviewed, and
that requirements for such effort as the fleet
deems most vital to its current and future
operation be pushed by them and at every
level of the Naval Establishment, in order
to insure that the oceanographic program
which is accomplished is of maximum bene-
fit. As I've tried to indicate also, there is
daylight at the end of the tunnel, but the
tunnel is a long one—for us, probably, fiscal
73 will see the first relief.

I close by reiterating that our problems
are no different from those of the rest of the
Navy. We are all caught in the draw-down.
However, in times like these we in Ocean-
ography must really produce more, for
knowledge and exploitation of the environ-
ment are one important key to improved
performance by the ships which are left in
the operating forces. Further, much of what
we do can only be done in peacetime, when
the environment is accessible. These factors
dictate our continuing efforts to insure a
place In the Navy for a strong oceanographic
program,

IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF
HUMAN LIFE

HON. GLENN M. ANDERSON

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, there has been a growing
awareness in past months concerning the
quality of human life, environmental de-
cay, pollution, and associated areas.

Such growing awareness displayed by
the public is necessary and praiseworthy
in the support of needed programs and
for effective involvement on a personal
level. This notable concern and support
should be a reassurance to many of my
colleagues who have struggled for years
to enact major new legislation to clean
up the environment. It has been convine-
ingly demonstrated that the American
people are squarely behind such efforts.

I recall a number of years ago when I
was in the California Legislature, our
fight against polluters of our streams,
rivers, and seashores. I was a member of
the first Legislative Committee on Pollu-
tion and we wrote some of the basic Cali-
fornia antipollution legislation now on
the books, However, I distinetly remem-
ber the general public’s sentiment at that
time. Air pollution or smog was con-
sidered by many as only a Los Angeles
problem. Water pollution was felt to be
the normal result of a large number of
people and industry and there was noft
much you could do about it.

I am pleased with today's general
awareness of the pollution problem. In
the short 17 months that I have been a
Member of Congress, I have served on
the Public Works Committee and the
Subcommittee on Rivers and Harbors.
Most of the water pollution legislation is
sent to this committee. We have been ac-
tive and have worked hard in studying
and proposing much significant legisla-
tion.
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A few weeks after I took office, and
following the oil leak at Santa Barbara
and the flood disaster in California, I
went to California with a special com-
mittee and observed at firsthand the
oil pollution in the Santa Barbara Chan-
nel. Shortly thereafter, I coauthored
legislation which became the Water
Quality Improvement Act of 1969 which
established, for the first time, liability of
those responsible for oil spills, This act
was basically a product of our Public
Works Subcommittee.

Further measures upon which Con-
gress has acted and I endorsed are the
following:

Forty-five million dollars under the
Clean Air Act for research on fuels and
motor vehicle engines for the year 1970.
This bill when implemented will help de-
velop necessary facts and recommenda-
tions in the interest of low pollutant au-
tomobile emission.

Eight hundred million dollars for sew-
age plant facilities in cities and counties
throughout the Nation. Since the admin-
istration had recommended only $214
million, this was a significant step ahead.

The Endangered Species Act, prohibit-
ing the importation and interstate ship-
ment of endangered species of fish and
wildlife.

Twenty-seven million dollars for re-
search in saline water conversion.

The addition of two California forest
areas to the national wilderness system.

The National Environmental Policy
Act which established that it was the
policy of the United States to create and
maintain conditions under which man
and nature can exist in productive har-
mony. To guide this policy we have
created a Council of Environmental Pol-
icy. In the title of the act, we recognize
that “each person should enjoy a health-
ful environment and has a responsibility
to contribute to the preservation and en-
hancement of the environment.”

The conspiracy suit against the auto-
mobile manufacturers was of major
concern. A group of Congressmen, of
which I was part, contended that auto
manufacturers conspired to limit re-
search and the production of effective
anti-emission devices. Our effort to bring
the case to an open trial failed, but our
action, I believe, awoke manufacturers
to the concern.

The above measures outline some of
the major legislation Congress has passed
and steps we have taken to insure en-
vironmental quality. My colleagues are
aware of the environmental problem.
Therefore, I am confident they realize
the need to pass even more effective legis-
lation. I urge them now to consider meas-
ures that are pending before various
committees and to expedite their arrival
to the floor of the House for considera-
tion and passage.

I was disappointed in the failure of an
amendment that would have established
minimum standards and controls for jet
afrplane emissions. Nevertheless, those of
us who worked and spoke on the floor for
its passage were pleased to make the im-
pression upon our colleagues of the neces-
sity for discussing and considering such
important proposals.

I submit to my colleagues a list of bills
now pending before the House which I
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am cosponsoring and I solicit their con-
sideration for approval and final

passage:

H.R. 14867, to provide national standards
governing emissions from stationary sources
and provide penalties for violation of these
standards.

H.R. 10555, to provide for the Urban Mass
Transportation Trust Fund.

H.R. 13339, to prohibit the distribution,
sale, or shipment of the chemical compound
commonly known as DDT.

HR. 16718, to require the federal govern-
ment to purchase a certain number of low-
emission vehicles in order to encourage auto-
mobile manufacturers to start manufactur-
ing such a vehicle.

HR. 15200, The Environmental Quality
Education Act which would authorize the
Commissioner of Education to establish ed-
ucational programs to encourage an under-
standing of policies and support of activities
designed to enhance environmental quality
and to maintain ecological balance.

H.R. 17516, the Low Emission Vehicle Act
of 1970 which will ban pollution causing in-
ternal combustion engines in motor vehicles
after January 1, 1975.

H.R. 17528, the California Marine Sanctuary
Act which will prohibit further leasing for
the extraction of oil and gas in those portions
of the Outer Continental Shelf which are
seaward of the California marine sanctuaries.

These bills, if passed, would be major
steps in meeting the challenge to human
life posed by the manmade causes of
environmental decay. It appears there
has been enough rhetoric on the subject
of environmental quality. Congress is
aware. The American people are aware.
Now it is time for taking the necessary
action and applying the means we have
at our disposal. The people are looking to

us for leadership. It is high time we acted
upon those measures now pending before
the House which would manifest that
leadership.

CENTRAL ISSUE IN STUDENT WAR
PROTEST

HON. FRANK E. MOSS

OF UTAH
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. MOSS. Mr., President, Merlo J.
Pusey, writing in the Washington Post
today, has cut through the morass of
comment and condemnation on student
protest on the war in Southeast Asia and
put his finger on the central issue as the
students see it: Should young men be
sent to fight in a military venture with-
out the specific authority voted by Con-
gress?

Mr. Pusey holds that the dissenters of
today are traditionalists who would have
been understood by Madison and Jeffer-
son. They question the constitutionality
of a Presidential war.

No one can condone the disorder, de-
struction, and outright anarchy which
have been associated with the student
protests. We all mourn the deaths which
have occurred. But it would be unwise
indeed to refuse to look beneath the pro-
tests for the reasons which have caused
it—to refuse to face the central issue.

Mr. Pusey discusses this central issue
with great perception. I ask unanimous
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consent that his column be printed in
the Extensions of Remarks.

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

PRESIDENTIAL WAR: THE CENTRAL ISSUE

(By Merlo J. Pusey)

It would be a plty if the serlous constitu-
tional issue underlying th current protests
against the war should be lost in the cyclone
of threats, anti-Nixonisms and obscenities.
However clumsy they may be In articulating
it, the students do have a legitimate com-
plaint, They face the possibility of being
drafted against their will for service In a
presidential war.

All the talk about pigs, revolution and
smashing the establishment fails to alter the
fact that, in one basic particular, the dis-
senters are the real traditionalists. Madison
and Jefferson would have understood the
anger on the campuses against the dispatch
of young men to war in Southeast Asia at the
dictation of one powerful executive. Madison
and his colleagues wrote into the Constitu-
tion a flat prohibition against such a con-
centratioa of power. Yet it now seems to be
accepted as standard American practice.

President Nixon reiterated his clair. to the
war power the other night in his news con-
ference. In explaining that none of his ad-
visers was responsible for the invasion of
Cambodia, he said:

Decisions, of course, are not made by vote
iz the National Security Council or in the
Cabinet. They are made by the President
with the advice of those, and I made this
decision.

The question of going to Congress for the
decision or even of discussing the matter
with congressional leaders appears not to
have been considered. The result of the deci~
sion was to extend the war to another coun-
try. By any interpretation that may be placed
upon it, this was a grave involvement for
the nation. Most of our Presidents would
have deemed it imperative to go to Congress
for authority to take such a step.

Now the administration is resisting the
attempt of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee to cut off funds for military oper-
ations in Cambodia. The committee has care-
fully tailored its restriction so as not to
interfere with the President's avowed inten-
tion of clearing the sanctuaries and then
withdrawing the American forces. But this
has met with opposition from the State
Department on the broad ground that ac-
tions of the Commander in Chief should not
be subject to statutory restrictions.

There are several very interesting phrases
in this letter which Assistant Secretary David
H. Abshire sent to the Foreign Relations
Committee. He contends that Congress
should not limit military spending in such
a way as to “restrict the fundamental powers
of the President for protection of the armed
forces of the United States.” The implication
seems to be that the President has authority
to send our armed forces anywhere in the
world, for purposes which he thinks appro-
priate, and then to take whatever additional
action he may think necessary to protect
those forces. Under this reasoning, it seems,
no one can do anything to stop a presidential
War.

‘This view of the war power is not, of course,
unique with the Nixon administration. Presi-
dent Truman made even more expansive
claims to unlimited presidential power, and
LBJ was not far behind. Mr. Nixon's State De-
partment is merely mouthing what has be-
come accepted doctrine in the executive
branch. But it is an outrageous doctrine that
files Into the face of the letter and spirit of
the Constitution and is repugnant to the
basie concepts of democracy.

There is no principle about which the
founding fathers were more adamant than
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denial of the war power to a single executive.
After extended debate they gave Congress the
power to raise and support armies, to control
reprisals and to declare war, which, of course,
includes the power of authorizing limited
war. The President was given authority to
repel sudden attacks, but there is nothing in
the Constitution which suggests that this
can be legitimately stretched to cover mili-
tary operations in support of other countries
in remote corners of the world.

In a literal semse, therefore, it is the stu-
dents—or at least the nonviolent majority
among them—who are asserting traditional,
constitutional prineiples. It is the State De-
partment which is asserting a wild and un-
supportable view of presidential power that
imperils the future of representative govern-
ment.

Somehow the country must get back to the
principle that its young men will not be
drafted and sent into foreign military ven-
tures without specific authority voted by

. That is a principle worth strug-
gling for. Congress now seems to be groping
its way back to an assertion of its powers,
but its actions are hesitant and confused, as
if it were afraid to assume the responsibility
for policy-making in such vital matters of
life and death.

Of course Congress is at a great disadvan-
tage when it tries to use its spending power
to cut off a presidential war for which it has
recklessly appropriated funds in the past. In
these circumstances, the President is always
in a position to complain that the result will
be to endanger our boys at the fighting
fronts. Congress seems to have discovered no
sound answer to that warning.

But Congress could stop presidential wars
before they begin by writing into the law
firm prohibitions against the building of mil-
itary bases in foreign countries and the dis-
patch of American troops to other countries
without specific congressional approval. If
Congress is not willing or able to devise some
means of restoring the war power to the rep-
resentatives of the people, we may have to
modify our system of government so that the
President would become answerable to Con-
gress for abuses of power. In the light of our
Vietnam experience, it seems highly improb-
able that the country will long continue to
tolerate unlimited power in one man to make
war.

LEADING AMERICAN BUSINESSMAN
EXPRESSES CONCERN OVER IN-
DOCHINA POLICY

HON. RICHARD T. HANNA

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to include in the Recorp today a copy of
a letter I received from Mr. Fred Stein,
chairman of the executive commiftee of
Standard & Poors Intercapital, Inec. In-
tercapital is among the Nation's largest
investment-management organizations.

Mr. Stein’s letter reflects the views of
a number of America’s business leaders
who have voiced their concern over pres-
ent administration policy in Indochina.
There is an increasing willingness on
the part of business leaders, like Mr.
Stein, to courageously express their
views and then follow up their opinions
with positive and constructive action.

I particularly want to call fo the at-
tention of my colleagues the paragraph
in Mr, Stein’s letter that begins with the
question—“What should be done here
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and now?” The proposal made by Mr.
Stein is certainly deserving of the at-
tention of the concerned business com-
munity. Particularly relevant is the point
he makes when he suggests:

I think that we, as businessmen and, to
some extent, representing the leadership of
the business community, must remove emo=-
tion from the issue and merely state the
facts, so that every American can under=-
stand and comprehend what is really hap-
pening in this country.

I commend Mr. Stein’s thoughts to my
colleagues and to the leaders of America's
business community :

BTANDARD & Poor's INTERCAPITAL, INC.,

May 6, 1970.
Mr. HaroLp WILLENS,
National Chairman, The Businessmen’s Edu-
cation Fund, New York, N.Y.

Dear Hamorn: This, I am ashamed to ad-
mit, Is the first letter of this type I have ever
written. Recent developments have created a
sense of panic, shock and frustration in me
and many of my friends and assoclates. My
response to this condition is a strong desire
for action—logical action which will make
others aware of the state of the nation and
possibly move many people in the country,
aside from the students, to create such pres-
sures on the Administration that it dramat-
ically changes its present disastrous course
of action.

The President’s support base has been cen-
tered in what has been euphemistically called
the “silent majority”. This broad body of
Americans has responded defensively to a
variety of factors, more through a lack of
enlightment than through an endorsement of
present policles.

I spent ten years in the labor movement
prior to following a career in finance and feel
that I have a reasonable understanding of the
working man’s attitude today. I submit that
this is, to some extent, a self-serving com-
ment, but my only intention is to do some-
thing that will benefit the country.

I think the “silent majority” has kept to
his last and has worked hard to attain a
reasonable level of creature comforts and liv-
ing standards. I belleve that his outlook is
somewhat distorted and that much of his
reaction to the Administration centers
around the fact that a large portion of tax
recelpts goes to support welfare or similar
programs and somehow makes its way into
the hands of minority groups who get for
nothing what he must work hard to achieve.
I further belleve that If he understood that
the principal contributory factors to inflation
and the present high tax structure are ex-
penditures related to the military establish-
ment and Viet Nam, his attitude could be
easily altered.

The burden of the protest against the war
has fallen onto the shoulders of the students,
where, in many cases, radical elements have
ascended to leadership positions, This imme-
diately enabled the Administration to smear
all of the students with the taint of radical-
ism. In my opinion, it is the falling of people
like ourselves to make our voices heard more
vigorously that has contributed mightily to
the present polarization.

What should be done here and now? I be-
lleve that today the communications media
provides us with a very effective method of
getting the story across to the public, and I
further believe that businessmen, educators
and a variety of people of similar stature
should now align themselves with the broad
body of students, educators and Congressmen
and really carry this appeal and our story to
the public. Many of us interface with major
corporations which can sponsor a program
factually documenting the tremendously
negative impact on the economy and on the
soclety that the war in Indochina has
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wrought. Further, this program could docu-
ment the benefits to the economy and the
relatively stronger position of the United
States and its western allies vis-a-vis the red
bloc, had we not been forced into this illogi-
cal confrontation in Indochina.

I think that we, as businessmen and, to
some extent, representing the leadership of
the business community, must remove emo-
tion from the issue and merely state the
facts, so that every American can understand
and .comprehend what is really happening in
this country. I would be happy to do any-
thing I can to find the people to create this
program. I believe that they are available in
objective areas, such as corporate economists,
foundation economists, and people without a
major axe to grind, but rather with a sense
of dedication to the United States—a dedi-
cation that in no way, shape or form makes
them sympathetic to communism, As you
know, the Administration has been allowed
to place all opponents of the war in a posi-
tion which makes this opposition appear
sympathetic to communism.

In short, I am saying it is time for us to
put the issues as they really are, and I think
a major, prime time program factually docu-
menting the argument that can be set forth
by a logical presentation could be an effective
turning point. I look forward most anxiously
to your response,

Sincerely,
FRED STEIN.

ARMED FORCES DAY SHOULD
EQUAL ANY PROTEST

HON. J. HERBERT BURKE

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. BURKE of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
the Nation's Capital has seen an out-
pouring of demonstrators against the
war and against our leadership. Some
have called our sons, who battle the
Communists in Southeast Asia and who
offer their lives, murderers. Some have
desecrated our flag while shouting vile,
four-letter abuse at honest patriots, and
waved the Vietcong and Communist flags
while burning our own Stars and Stripes.

I am already on record decrying this
kind of Communist-led anti-American-
ism.

I have no objection to protest with
dialog as its aim as distinguished from
anarchy, but to me it is about time for
our young Americans to demonstrate
faith in our country and respect for their
fellow young Americans who serve in
the peacekeeping forces of our Nation.

Saturday, May 16, is Armed Forces
Day. I hope that every American remem-
bers the spirit of '76, Tripoli, the hills
of San Juan, the Alamo, Pearl Harbor,
the beaches of Normandy, Iwo Jima, the
cold winds of Korea—and will pause to
honor the men of our Armed Foreces who,
when called upon, have never failed to
protect our Nation wherever or when-
ever its people or security was threat-
ened.

The display of the American flag is
one way of our paying respect to those
we honor. Fly it on Armed Forces Day—
at your home, on your lapel, all over
America—and be proud of it every day.

President Harry Truman declared Sat-
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urday, May 20th of 1950, as the first
Armed Forces Day, saying:

The Armed Forces, as a unified team, are
currently performing at home and across the
seas tasks vital to the security of the na-
tion and to the establishment of durable
peace.

President Truman noted we should
spend one day a year “in paying tribute
to the Armed Forces as the servants and
protectors of our Nation.”

Now, 20 years later, President Richard
Nixon has declared Saturday another
Armed Forces Day. Our military forces
must still act to protect our shores and
to bring peace and freedom to others
who are attacked by the forces of com-
munism which would subject them to
totalitarian oppression.

The President said in his declaration
to honor the Armed Forces:

The men and women who today wear a
military uniform have earned the respect
and admiration of the American people, In
bitter combat in Vietnam, on lonely sentry
duty in Korea, in countless other outposts
around the world and at our important in-
stallations at home, they serve us all and
they serve us well.

He continued, and I for one join in
his statement:

For what they have done and will continue
to do, we are all grateful.

On this Saturday, the hundreds of
Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine, and
Coast Guard facilities around the world
will hold “open house” that the mothers
and fathers, the wives and children, the
friends, may see and understand a little
more of our servicemen's daily work. I
hope you take this opportunity to visit
with them. I hope you take the time to
meet these clean-cut youngsters who are
our sons and daughters. Then the flag
will fly with more meaning for you.

I cannot help but comment on the news
that I have heard today that a few mid-
shipmen at the U.S. Merchant Marine
Academy say they will refuse to march
in the annual New York City Armed
Forces Day parade that has been planned.
These midshipmen are receiving a free
education, at the taxpayers’ expense, and
indicated by their acceptance to the
Academy full understanding of their
responsibility to their country. Their ac-
tion violates all sense of duty and re-
sponsibility. I hope their commanders act
with dispatch and severity in meting out
punishment for those who refuse to obey
an order. Such attitudes, if permitted in
wartime, could cost the lives of others.

More important than their action and
attitude is that of those who would pass
it off as a “sign of the times.” It is dan-
gerous and a radical, insurgent, and an-
archistie, and traitorist type of approach
contrary to one's responsibility as an
American to our Nation and its people.

There is no longer room ir.  America
for this type of tolerance of this basis
of freedom of speech or protest.

I urge the millions of patriotic Ameri-
cans who are the great majority in this
country to join with our President and
other leaders in honor of our Armed
Forces which is composed of those who
are and have contributed to our national
security and defense and upon whose
loyalty all of us depend.
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CAN AN “IRREVERSIBLE” TREND
BE REVERSED?

HON. JOHN M. ZWACH

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. ZWACH. Mr. Speaker, one of the
few bright aspects of countryside Amer-
ica is the work being done in our resource
conservation and development projects.

One of the first such projects in the
entire United States was the west-cen-
tral Minnesota resource conservation and
development group in our Minnesota
Sixth Congressional District.

I insert in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,
an article about the west-central Minne-
sota resource conservation and develop-
ment which appeared in the St. Cloud
Visitor of April 13, 1970:

CAN AN “IRREVERSIBLE” TREND BE REVERSED?
(By John Warren)

Deserted small towns, Ghost towns. And
more and more family farms going out of
business. More and more people leaving farms
and small towns for the cities. Will this be
the way things will go locally in the years
ahead?

Not if the active members of the West Cen-
tral Minnesota Resource Conservation and
Development Project have their way. In five
years the group has helped develop 158
project measures which will provide 1557 man
years of employment, increase the annual
gross income of the area by $35,310,700 and
materially increase the quality of local life.

The West Central Minnesota RC&D was
one of the first ten pilot projects awarded
in the United States. The project ties in with
the interest of area citizens in counteract-
ing “diminishing population and a critical
loss of young people due to the lack of
good job opportunities and modern civic
facilities.”

IT BEGAN BY “ACCIDENT”

Just how did the West Central Minnesota
RC&D get started? It all began by accident.
Howard E. Peterson of Benson heard about
legislation which approved the formation of
groups to revitalize farms, small towns and
even cities. Peterson realized that his area
was & depressed area and had some real pov-
erty problems. He also felt that the establish-
ment of a local RC&D group would help solve
the problems.

To get the whole thing moving Peterson,
with the help of others, began by seeking
the assistance of the county board and the
soil conservation board. Since the original
plan was to Include five counties, this meant
the meeting of ten different boards. (In some
cases it was necessary to form non-existing
boards so that the legal requirements could
be met.)

The five original counties involved were
Ottertall, Wadena, Pope, Swift and EKan-
diyohi. The newly joined group then applied
to the governor for his endorsement. He ap-
proved, and later the U.S. Secretary of Agri-
culture also approved, the application. So
the West Central Minnesota RC&D was
formed. (Since then Grant County, Douglas
County, Todd County and Stevens County
have been added, to include more than 5
million acres of land.)

To serve as key employee of the group, Bill
Oemichen was named project coordinator.
“There were no guidelines. It was wide
open. The possibilitles for actlon were lim-
itless. Yet the very breadth of opportunity
made it difficult for Oemichen to know where
to start,” said Jerry Bechtold, project board
member.
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With the encouragement of the RC&D
board, Oemichen resurrected some ignored
resource studies and with other staff help
updated and added to them. Then when the
area situation was properly studied, the time
came for improvement. Citizens were en-
couraged to come up with ideas. The chal-
lenge caused local people to suggest 400 pos-
sible projects. Already about half of these
have been completed. Projects varied In
nature: a dam for the improvement of a vil-
lage park; a building complex for the low
income groups; an extensive irrigation sur-
vey.

%nce a suggestion for a project came from
the citizens, the West Central Minnesota
RC&D started the wheels turning. Research
was initiated. Experts contacted. Studies of
the prospects of proposed plans made. Bill
Oemichen, the project coordinator, had to be
a “living encyclopedia,” knowing where to
get facts and figures for the interested cit-
izens.

THEN RC&D DROPS OUT

But once a project was started, the local
people concerned took over from the RC&D.
The people set up their own board and oper-
ated independently. “I can't overemphasis
the uniqueness of this kind of grass roots
development,” said board member Becht-
old. “The people find out that they work at
all kinds of things that they alone are re-
sponsible for, and which they can do essen-
tially by themselves, with whatever technical
help they decide to ask for.” Bechtold calls
RC&D projects “flexible,” saying they can
take off in almost any direction “with a proj-
ect constantly feeding itself as new elements
are added.

AN EXAMPLE

One tremendously promising project of
RC&D originated from the people of the Se-
beka area. Those interested citizens won-
dered if the aspen forests of the area could
be used to supply paper. They thought of the
possibility of establishing a paper mill there.
But there were problems. Aspen did not make
a good quality paper. Still RC&D project co-
ordinator Bill Oemichen told the citizens
about a lab process which was being tested
by gover~ment scientists. The process prom-
ised to convert aspen Into an acceptable
quality paper. The citizens had their aspen
tested by the scientists. The result: good
quality paper.

The citizens, encouraged, dug in with more
planning, aided by the RC&D staff. Experts
were called in to meke studies. It was found
& paper plant could be built in Sebeka. And
the factory could operate independently of
a water supply. Also, the supply of aspen
was plentiful enough to justify a factory.
The trees would require no seed beds or spe-
cial labor to be replaced. And it would take
only 40 years to grow replacements (as op-
posed to 70 years needed to regrow Northern
pine).

S0 the Sebeka area citizens, after much
work, along with RC&D assistance, are plan-
ning a $35,000,000 pulp mill there. The in-
creased annual gross income from this mill
is expected to be $18,000,000.

Twenty-four million dollars needed for the
construction of the plant will be made avail-
able, provided that an applied-for loan of
$15 million is granted by the federal govern-
ment.

Local RC&D board member Jerry Bechtold
said, “I find it hard to get words to describe
it. It's like a wild dream. The scope and mag-
nitude of the projects so far has been fabu-
lous. I just didn't think some of these proj-
ects were possible. The potential is absolutely
fantastic. And it involved local people. Peo-
ple who didn't care before are going great
guns on the projects.”

OTHER EXAMPLES

And how much is “great guns?” At a
meeting of the West Central Minnesota
RC&D various projects came to light.
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John Bohmer, a Brooten banker, sald the
soil of his area was formerly called a
“scourge”. Now irrigation has helped. One
farmer reaped 90 bushels of corn last year
while a nearby neighbor—without irriga-
tion—obtained 10 bushels per acre.

Why? Studles began by the RC&D revealed
a source of water underground which looked
like a huge lake. The water supply would be
enough for a dry year. Today more than
10,000 acres are under irrigation in the Bo-
nanza Valley with more than 50,000 expected
in the next ten years.

With the help of this project Bohmer sald
a great potential for other crops such as
cucumbers, strawberries, potatoes and other
vegetables could be developed. Then in turn
the farmers could again turn to the RC&D
for the prospects of local marketing. New
plants and businesses could be built. And
schools can teach agri-irrigation. There
seems to be no end to the possibilities.

“The Brooten area may be a low income
area now, but it will soon prosper,” Bohmer
sald. “We see a potential increase of $5,000,-
000 in the Bonanza Valley.”

Staples is trying the irrigation project also
according to Dr. Duane Lund, superinten-
dent of schools in the community. Dr.
Lund expressed his interest in “developing
new crops that adapt to irrigation.” He added
that he will experiment with raising wild
rice and cranberries.

The Staples educator talked about “the
great untapped potential of teachers. They
are no longer temporary citizens, but they
settle down in the community. Use them,
not only for Sunday School or CCD, but also
in the Chambers of Commerce and indus-
trial development projects. Make teachers
feel a part of the community and its de-
velopment,” the educator said.

Staples teachers made the new paved
lighted airport there. They helped develop
the snowsled race track, (“The best in the
USA”), the ski slip and ski jump; Dr. Lund
sald.

Other saspects of Staples are being de-
veloped, he added. The seventy-year old
opera house will be restored, with opera re-
turning to the town. Staples will also host
the Minnesota Symphony.

The state's great potential for tourists was
not being developed enough, claimed William
Peters, Glenwood resort owner. “We must
sell Minnesota recreation better,” he sald.

Peters reported how the West Central Min-
nesota RC&D helped him plan the renovat-
ing of his resort. A golf course was suggested
as an added tourist tempter. The land for the
golf course site was originally heavily wooded,
swampy, with creeks and springs. With Con-
servation Department help (contour map-
ping) an artificial lake was created, offsetting
the former water problem.

The golf course helped. “On July 4, 1966,
room occupancy at our resort was 309%. On
July 4, 1968, room occupancy was 100%, and
people had to be turned away,” Peters said.

Bruce Hommerickhaus of the forestry de-
partment gave further details of the proposed
Sebeka paper plant. He said that the plant
might well produce an estimated 720 tons
per day. He added 1,100 to 1,200 people will
have a direct economic return from this mill.
Speaker Rife said the paper mill would stim-
ulate “other collateral business interests, in-
cluding a satellite converting plant, a ready
mix cement plant, & new blacksmith machine
shop, a trucking firm to operate 24 hours a
day—decreasing the state's welfare role and
increasing income taxes both state and fed-
eral in these counties.”

FUTURE PROSPECTS

Such fabulous projects as the Sebeka paper
mill highlight the vast possibilities for local
development, aided by the RC&D task forces.
S0 the immensely promising RC&D unit
seems headed for even more powerful impacts
on the development of our local resources.
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And people are hopeful about RC&D. Said
Orville Berry, area conservationist, 8St.
Cloud, “I think this is the way we have to
approach our rural and wurban problems,
We've got to get the local people to analyze
the resources and to develop them. I think
it's the greatest thing to ever hit the rural
communities.”

Father Elmer Torborg, diocesan director
of rural life, is enthusiastic about the local
RO&D. “It has made tremendous progress in
just five years. The future is very bright,
and the projects promise unlimited possi-
bilities,” said the priest. He could foresee
the possibility that small family-type farm-
ers of the area could make a livelihood from
trees, and feels RC&D not only helped to de-
velop the area economically but in all as-
pects.

Farmers, small town businessmen, small
town concerns—all working together to bulild
up and revitalize the rural economy. Can
some of the unhealthy rural economic signs
be reversed.

Local RC&D supporters think so. “This is
it,” said one fervent farmer, “This lets us do
it, and gives us a chance to roll up our
sleeves and go to work, At last, we have a
say. And I'm gonna have plenty to say. I tell
you it'll save us all.”

Today West Central Minnesota RC&D
projects is one of 54 operational projects in
the nation. They are all designed to improve
predominantly rural areas through a combi-
nation of local initiative and leadership with
technical and financial assistance from local,
state and federal sources.

A PRESIDENT'S RESPONSE TO
STUDENTS' DEMANDS

HON. LOWELL P. WEICKER, JR.

OF CONNECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. WEICKER. Mr. Speaker, I would
hope that as many as take the time to
read the CoNGRESSIONAL REcOrRD would
spend a few minutes in evaluating the
recent remarks of President Homer Bab-
bidge of the University of Connecticut.
At a time when so many of our leaders
in edueation, Government, business, and
labor seem to construct their utterances
on foundations of the angers around us,
it is to the credit of this sensitive edu-
cator that he continues to work for solu-
tions within the boundaries of compas-
sion, commonsense, and the democratic
process.

The remarks follow:

STATEMENT OF PrRESIDENT Homer D.
BABBIDGE, JR.

Last Thursday I told the people of Con-
necticut that in my judgment “the quality,
scope and motivation of the present student
strike movement are dramatically differ-
ent . . . from previous demonstrations of
student protest.” I acknowledged then that
it was “evident to me that recent national
and international de velopmenta (had)
caused intense concern among a very sub=-
stantial number of university students,” and
I made a point of reassuring the public that
the student efforts were "being responsibly
led.”

I have already responded, in a telegram to
the President of the United States, to the
central national issues which I believe
prompted the strike on this campus. I am
on record with my conviction that “the abil-
ity of our universities to continue to function
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responsibly and peacefully will . . . depend
largely upon speedy disengagement” in Cam-
bodia and Vietnam.

Since that time, however, I have received
from the University of Connecticut Strike
Coalition Committee a list of additional de-
mands, and, despite the tenuous connection
of some of these demands to the original
strike motivation, I have promised to respond.

Several items in the Committee’s docu-
ment call attention to an area of concern
which, though scarcely mentioned by the
leaders of the strike at its inception, I am
pleased to respond to. I am referring to those
additional passages which note the educa-
tional, economic, and employment disad-
vantages suffered by many of our citizens.

I should like to remind the community
that the educational and economie inequi-
ties that interfere with decent human oppor-
tunity and racial respect are at the top of
my personal list of concerns.

I would also remind the community that
for some months now, the highest official
priority of our Board of Trustees has been
to work for better educational opportunities
for minority group students, to increase
finanecial aid capabilities for the economically
disadvantaged, and to improve employment
opportunities for members of minority groups
at all levels of the University. In our efforts
to work out these policies and put them
into effect, we have been gulded by respon-
slble leadership from the black community
here—students, faculty and staff,

Three of the latest demands on this gen-
eral subject refer to matters on which we
can already report real progress., As an in-
stitution we have increased minority group
enrollments dramatically for the past several
years; we are providing supportive programs
now, and we are developing still others; we
are now seeking additional funding for
economically and physically handicapped
students. We have doubled our commitment
of financial assistance for disadvantaged stu-
dents for next year.

Vigorous efforts to recruit minority group
professional staff are yielding results; we are
now one of the largest employers of minority
group professional people in the state. Our
efforts to recruit non-professional minority
group people have been less successful, and
I am quite prepared to commit the University
to a yet more vigorous effort. We have for
some time been working with leaders in the
black community to devise a construction
contract policy to ensure the employment of
minority group workers on state projects.
All these efforts continue, and will, with
community support, be accelerated. Our
black community has systematically been
kept informed of our progress.

But in all of these minority-group-related
demands, and especially in the first, I see
not a local but a state-wide problem. The
need for special institutions of higher edu-
cation for minority group people in urban
locations is properly a concern not just of
the University, but of the entire state and its
full system of higher education, Because I
have been impressed by their ability, I am
convinced that the whole state could benefit
from the help of our black leadership. I have
therefore conferred with the Chancellor of
the Commission for Higher Education, and
he has assured me he will provide for our
black leadership a statewide forum in which
to present its views, a forum to include the
Commission for Higher Education itself, the
state college system, the state community
college system, the State Scholarship Com-
mission, and all the other agencies which
must share in the solution of these massive
problems, We cannot solve all of these prob-
lems alone, but we can now and we will
contribute importantly to their solution.

For my part, I wholeheartedly endorse
these minority-group-related demands.

Of the war-related group of demands, two
items are of especially intense concern to the
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University Community: defense research and
ROTC.

I have directed the University's Officer of
Research Development to stop immediately
the submission of any new applications for
research support from agencies of the De-
partment of Defense. Such new submissions
will be renewed only if a policy governing
them which is generally acceptable to the
University community at large is formulated.

The discontinuation of ROTC is not so
simple a matter. Quite apart from my per-
sonal view that ROTC is appropriate on this
campus, the University Senate has rejected a
motion “to abolish ROTC" by a vote of 41-14,
with 4 abstentions.

In accordance with another action of the
University Senate, efforts are under way
to bring credit instruction in ROTC-related
courses wholly under the academic control
of civilian faculty. Chairman John Brand
of the Senate Committee on Curricula and
Courses and Dean Kenneth Wilson have con-
ferred with the Department of Defense offi-
cials in Washington, and they assure me
they are confident that we can accomplish
this shift from military to academic control
of all credit work related to achieving mili-
tary commissions, as stipulated by the Sen-
ate,

I think I can predict with confidence that
any ROTC program in which such control
is not established will be discontinued.

In the face of these considerations, it
would clearly be improper for me to take
any unilateral action at this time to change
our relationships with the two ROTC pro-
grams.

The proposal for a day care center is one
to which I am quite prepared to commit my-
self. Although the University is not a founda-
tion and cannot divert public funds to an
independent agency, it should be in a posi-
tion to offer necessary services to its em-
ployees. I will do all I can to see that the
need for a day care facility is met.

The strike committee has also expressed
fear of academic losses for students facing
final examinations, now only a week away.
The University Senate at its meeting on Fri-
day allayed the fears of most students and
adapted its academic procedures so that the
involved, the confused, and the uninvolved
alike will be protected. These regulations are
being distributed separately, and every stu-
dent should familiarize himself with them
on Monday. The Senate has responded more
than fairly.

The students have also entered in their
document a plea that legal responses be
withheld in cases of unlawful behavior. They
attach this plea to their demand that per-
sons already arrested be similarly exempted
from customary processes in the courts.

It is strange to me that persons whose
sense of outrage or anger is such that they
are moved, in the face of clear policy and
warning, to break the law or to violate uni-
versity policies, are then reluctant to accept
the consequences. Whether this demand is
born of regret or an effort to have it both
ways, I cannot tell. Those who do mean to
bargain for immunity are perhaps at best
second-guessing their resolve. I could recall
from Mahatma Ghandi or Martin Luther
King, Jr. no such nervous appeals for exemp-
tion from the hardships which befell their
efforts to correct more oppressive and severe
human injustices. But I do recall that Dr.
King observed:

“In no sense do I advocate evading or de-
fying the law, . . . That would lead to an-
archy. One who breaks an unjust law must
do so openly, lovingly, and with a willingness
to accept the penalty.”

The strike leadership has also raised gues-
tions about the possible effects on University
employees, if they were on their own initia-
tive to suspend performance of their ordi-
nary duties. I should point out that this
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matter has been raised only by students. To
the best of my knowledge thus far, our staff
have themselves in no way suggested any
such dereliction. Any employee of the state
who purposely fails to meet his obligations
to the state will, of course, be held account-
able by the state.

Having responded to the demands of the
Strike Coalition, let me offer a word of warn-
ing. When people say they seek to make this
an institution for all the people, or one that
will serve the interests of all the people, I
hope they mean it. Any unilateral presump-
tion on the part of students to speak for all
the people of Connecticut will predictably
earn the resentment of the people of this
state. I trust that members of our com=-
munity will not make the supreme error
of trying to force upon others—within or
without the University—their notions of
what all must believe in or support. That
kind of arrogance can first close minds and
then institutions.

Many earnest students have asked that I
reveal to the community more than I have
of my personal views on the issues that most
concern our striking students. There are
many reasons, ranging from what is called
personal style to a perhaps old-fashioned
sense of official responsibility, that discour-
age me from trying to influence the views
of those who are here to learn and discover
for themselves.

But lest they think me unfeeling or un-
interested, let me say this much:

I am painfully conscious of the social, ra-
cial, economic and other inequities that
characterize the world of human affairs. I
seek peace. I know that our legal system is
an imperfect bridge to justice. I know that
many institutions—including our own—are
unresponsive. I consider that in choosing the
life’s work I did, I was contributing to the
remedy of these deficiencies. I consider that
in trying to preserve the sanity of this com-
munity, and to keep this University func-
tioning, I am in fact, working toward those
ends.

I can honestly say that I believe I under-
stand the foundation causes of the student
strike, I support many of them, and in either
public or private capacities will continue to
support them.

But I cannot support the strike.

In October of 1868 I spoke the following
words: I repeat them tonight because I still
believe them:

“As President of the University of Con-
necticut, I must believe that this institution
deserves to be preserved; that it embodies
essential values that must endure. I regret
of course, that I cannot, in the pursuit of
my duty to preserve and strengthen the
University, be anybody's hero. I regret that
I cannot give emotional satisfaction to those
of you who want me to lead the protest or
to those of you who want me to squelch it,
My job is to keep the doors open—to treat
with decent respect the views of protestors
and squelchers alike—and to try and keep
either one or both from destroying the in-
stitution and the institutional values I am
pledged to serve.”

A CHRISTIAN'S DUTY TO GOVERN-
MENT IN TURMOIL

HON. W. E. (BILL) BROCK

OF TENNESSEE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970
Mr. BROCK. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to share a very thoughtful and

timely message delivered recently by the
Reverend Ben Haden at the First Pres-
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byterian Church in my hometown, Chat-
tanooga, Tenn. I insert the following in
the RECORD:
[From the Chattanooga News-Free Press,
May 12, 1970]
A CHRISTIAN'S DUTY To GOVERNMENT IN
TURMOIL
(By Ben Haden)

There's a great deal of confusion today
about all the translations of the Secriptures,
But perhaps no translation has brought the
Scriptures more alive than the Living New
Testament., It is to that translation that I
turn so that no word because of Old English
will be misunderstood:

“Be careful how you behave among your
unsaved neighbors; for then, even if they
are suspicious of you and talk against you,
they will end up praising God for your good
works when Christ returns.

“For the Lord’s sake, obey every law ol
your government: those of the king as head
of the state.

“And those of the king's officers for he has
sent them to punish all who do wrong, and
to honor those who do right.

“It is God's will that your good lives
should silence those who foolishly condemn
the Gospel without knowing what it can do
for them, having never experienced its
power.

“You are free from the law, but that
doesn't mean you are free to do wrong. Live
as those who are free to do only God’s will
at all times,

“Show respect for everyone. Love Chris-
tians everywhere Fear God and honor the
government.” First letter of the Apostle
Peter, Chapter 2, Verses 12-17.

BIOPSY OR AUTOPSY?

It's a good time to take a biopsy from a
living organism—before we do an autopsy on
a dead organism.

Most people who do a biopsy on this na-
tion come to the conclusion of the doctor
who says, “It's idiopethic.” And “idiopathic”
means he doesn’t know. Nothing like it be-
fore—not a semblance of anything similar
to it—it’s unnamed; it's not denied; it just
can't be specified what it is.

Let’s do the biopsy. Kevin Moran—you
must have heard of Kevin—senior—Univer-
sity of California. Involved in the riots just
last month.—April, 1970. Shot—at first re-
port, by a sniper; but then it developed it
was by a policeman. Shot while he was try-
ing to prevent the burning of the Bank of
America in the little town of Isla Vista ad-
jacent to the University of California at
Santa Barbara. Trying to prevent the burn-
ing of the same Bank of America that had
been completely burned 60 days earlier by
the same students.

INNOCENT

Kevin Moran—you must have heard about
him. He has a mother who loved him—a
father who had centered hopes in his life—
only 60 days from graduation—an innocent.
But strangely enough, no flag was lowered
on any campus. No high official interrupted
the duties of his office to attend the me-
morial service. The name passed us by and
isn't even included in the biopsy that most
of us will do on this nation.

Police brutality? No, as a matter of fact,
quite by accident. Did they honestly think
at first it was a sniper? Yes, they did; but
it turned out not to be. Strangely enough,
doing what was right, trying to prevent
arson.

Kevin Moran—you must have heard about
him. But you didn't.

KENT STATE

Now then, there's been further tragedy.
Two girls and two boys—the same age as
Eevin—attending EKent State have died. Tele-
vision and newspapers have joined in saying,
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“They were slain for the right of dissent.”
But from that biopsy I totally dissent.

And that biopsy is what worries me about
our nation. On Sunday, May 3, 1970, the
highest official in the state of Ohio—James
Rhodes, governor—issued an emergency
decree applying to the town of Kent. “No
outdoor meeting of any description in the
city or on the campus will be allowed.” At
the request of local officials, National Guards-
men were sent in.

Early Sunday evening, 1,500 students at-
tempted a march on the campus. They were
dispersed with tear gas. Later the same eve-
ning at an intersection, 1,200 of them had a
sit-in. They were finally dispersed by the
same National Guardsmen.

Monday breaks. A good clear day—and the
weather has a lot to do with it. May 4, 1970,
Again In apparent violation of the same
emergency order by the highest official of
the state, an estimated 2,000 students have
8 meeting—congregate—on the campus of
Kent State.

For 45 minutes by bullhorn—that elec-
tronic medium that you can’t ignore—they
are told, “You have no right to be here,
You are in violation of the decree of the
governor of this state, You are ordered to dis-
perse. You are not to remain.”

They do not disperse. Then for five min-
utes they are told, “If you do not disperse,
tear gas will be used.” They do not disperse.

GUARDSMEN

Then the guardsmen advanced on the
campus. I don't know why, but all guards-
men apparently are assumed to be my age.
I've never figured that out, but I realized
how “over the hill” I was at that point. These
guardsmen, as I understand it—19, 20, 21, 22,
23—were exactly the same age as the stu-
dents they were confronting.

Now then, we turn to testimony. I don't
know the reliability of the testimony, but he
is a student. From 150 yards away with a
kaleidoscopic view from the window of a
dormitory, this is what he says he saw—
dateline: White River Junction, Vermont
(Associated Press), James Young—20,

“Thirty of the guardsmen separated from
the others, marched up the green and down
the hill and were confronted by 2,000 stu-
dents. The guardsmen surrounded those
actually discharging the tear gas, They dis-
charged it toward the students. The students
pitched the tear gas grenades back and forth
on several occasions. The guardsmen ran out
of tear gas. The students had not dispersed.

Now then, the guardsmen turned in ap-
parent terror and started back up the hill
from whence they'd come. Thirty guardsmen.
And before they got to the top of that hill—
according to James Young, 20, Eent State
student—they were met by students at the
top of the hill and suddenly surrounded.
And from a distance of 20 feet students then
lobbed at them pieces of concrete, lengths of
pipe, and rocks.

They were out of tear gas. In the opinion
freely expressed by this student, “If it came
to hand to hand combat, I feel they would
have been torn limb from limb,"

"I SAW THEM FIRE"

“At that point,” he said, “I saw them fire
in the air. I was unaware that some had fired
straight ahead.”

Are these innocents?—and I am not talk-
ing about the tragedy—please remember
that! My heart would be just as broken as
the heart of any parent. After all, he’s not my
child because he's where he’s supposed to be.
He's simply my child.

But were they where they were supposed
to be? Were they “slain for the right of
dissent’? Were they where they were in viola-
tion of law?

Why is it necessary that a governor issue
an emergency decree unless it is foreseeable
that masses of people charged up on any
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subject are likely to act in an Irrational and
dangerous manner? For what protection
was the decreee issued? Property? or people?
or both? That's a good question.

EKevin Moran—never heard of him! But
you've heard of Kent State. The news media
can't seem to determine the size of their
student body. The lowest estimate is 19,000;
the highest, is 22,000 students. Whatever the
accurate figure is and I've seen four estl-
mates—never more than one-sixth of the
student body was involved Iin any of it.

ANOTHER STRIEE

You say, “Have you ever seen anything like
this?” Yes. I was on a campus where all the
students shut down the unliversity and where
hatred flared as I have never seen it. There
were only two students on that campus who
did not participate in that strike or endorse
it. They knew the venom of the tongue, pres-
sure; and It wasn’t easy. I can testify to It
because I was one of the two.

In October in Chicago two blocks from
where I was staylng—one man made a tragic
mistake. The mistake was to step out of
his bullding. Thirty-five, two children, at-
torney by profession. He was hit by a pipe in
the back of the neck. Then by a college stu-
dent from an Ivy League college—he was
kicked in his back and the front of his body
g0 that he will be paralyzed for the rest of
his life from the neck down. No cne lowered
the fiag to half mast; and he was where he
was supposed to be—on the streets of a
protected city in the United States.

And the Illinois commission that has in-
vestigated the 74 injuries and the 284 arrests
during those two days have concluded this
was Insurrection—and that’s their termi-
nology.

THE LEADER

I can remember a fraternity brother—
smartest man I ever knew. He publicly told
off his high school principal when he was 14,
He drank rum when he was 14. He was an
alcoholic when he was 14,

Now later at the University of Texas it was
announced that most of the men were being
called into military service. So they had a
beer party. These men toasted every city they
could think of—particularly Berlin and To-
kyo, where they all swore they'c meet. Just
an innocent beer party in the basement of a
fraternity house.

But would you believe that this same fra-
ternity brother—for all his brilliance—was
the one who suggested, “Let's go to the Kappa
sorority house,” Everyone responded to his
leadership.

Well, now, it so happened, it was past mid-
night. When the men got to the sorority
.house, the leader had no idea what he wanted
to do. He looked around and suggested, “Let’s
get a stepladder.” He got a stepladder. He
determined he was going to enter forcibly, if
need be, the sorority house on the second
fioor and get himself a girl. Just drunk talk—
but he was ready to do it.

And the girls frantically yelled, “Get away,
get away!” Somebody pushed the ladder; he
fell and broke his arm. Twenty-five young
men were there—most of them seniors, and
most of them seeking a commission and
eligible to receive a commission. All but this
man suffered expulsion or suspension; but
he had “pull.” He was graduated and com-
missioned.

RESULT

To this day I will perlodically run into
someone from that party—who followed the
lead of one drunken man—but whose life is
not the life he was cut out to lead—or earn-
ing what he was cut out to earn—and who
lost the commission for which he had worked
for four years. All because of the suggestion
of one man.

I know the tragedy of mob rule and the
end of such men. At 42 this dear, dear friend
of mine—the drunk—was finally eaten up
from the inside by the rum.
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What 1s the Apostle Peter talking about?
He says, “Listen—jyou're Christians™—Chris-
tians today are faced with exactly the same
problem. “You're Christians—if you don't
watch how you act—you'll discredit Christ.
You clalm you're free and not under the law.
That'’s right—you're free and not under the
law. Your freedom is the freedom to obey
the law, not to violate it. And you are to fear
God and you are to honor the government,
and you are to obey the king and you are
to obey his underlings.”

WHAT EIND?

“Well,” you ask, “was it a good govern-
ment?” No, it stank. It was decayed. “Was It
a Christlan government?” No, it was pagan.
“Were the laws always just laws?"” No, many
of them were unjust laws.

For instance, with impunity a father could
look at a newborn child as though it were
a cat. He could decide he didn't want a girl
and turn his thumb down, and they would
drown her just like a cat. That's what you
could do under the government.

Yet the Apostle Peter says “Obey every
ordinance of this government—under which
you live—this Roman, pagan government."”
Why? “Because you have the freedom to obey
under Christ and this is the order of the
Lord.” Does that make sense.

Are businessmen the only men threatened
today by disorder? I think you would be in-
terested in knowing the results of a Univer-
sity of California poll. A research team polled
60,447 faculty members across the United
States. You know what the faculty members
across the United States said? 80 per cent
of them said, “We consider violence on the
campus & threat to academic freedom.” Get
that. Then, I feel like saying, “Just a little
honesty please!™

THREAT

Let me say they are completely right; it
is a threat. In Japan they have gone to the
ultimate. There a Ph. D. has to sneak into
his room. It's not a union card—Iit's a sneak
card! And when he gets to his room, he has
to defend the chair in which he sits—he has
to defend his right to teach the class. The
Ph. D. has to defend against the accusations:
“You're stupid! Why do you teach us? Why
shouldn't we be teaching you? Why do you
run this class? Why do we pay tuition to
come to this university?" Absolute violence
in the classrcom in Japan today—among
these people most noted for discipline and
progress in business.

Yet the faculty members in the U.S, say
something quite different in public, don’t
they? And I somewhat feel like the Bos-
tonian who observed, “Frankly, if it comes
right down to the guts of it—I would rather
be ruled by the firsti 1,000 names in the
Boston telephone director than by the Har-
vard faculty.” And I'm not sure he doesn't
have something.

DISHONESTY

You see, it's a threat to everyone. And this
dishonesty has permeated all of us—not just
the campus. The biggest businesses in this
nation have spent millions of dollars on tele-
vision trying to communicate one basic
idea—"You can trust us because we have
integrity in our business.” In the past few
years many have signed consent decrees to
the effect we have fixed prices against the
public and the government., And that's dis-
honest; and it's time we called it what it
is—crooked!

And union hands are not clean. Every
man who called in recently in the "sick
out’” of the air controllers was committed
as an employe of the federal government
not to strike. And that was dishonest.

Now in the New York Times In the com-
posing room during this negotiating period,
they are getting production for seven out
of 24 hours. The rest of the time on the job
is spent in “extended chapel meetings." The
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New York Times estimated this past week
that it has lost in advertising revenue—from
ads that could not be set with that limited
available production—$2.5 milllon. That's
not honest.

And the loglcal extension of it you can
see in the Paris riots of two years ago. There
the men in certain Parislan composing
rooms toock this position: “You will not set
into type any stories except those stories
that we approve to be set in type. We'll be
the editor—we’ll be the publisher—we'll be
the newspaper.” That's the logical extension.
And that's not honest.

And it didn't begin in the streets. It
began in the Christian Church. That's the
tragedy of it all. You're doing a blopsy?—
begin here. Because we preach the grace of
God—you can violate the law because you're
not under it?

Any man looking to the keeping of the
law for his salvation is up the creek. He
should be grateful he is not under the law,
because he can never meet the standard.
The standard under the Biblical law is per-
fection. But any man who is out from under
the Biblical law is under the command of
Christ. But this does not mean he can
violate the law—as the Christian Church
has so often taught. It obligates him to obey
the law.

HONOR IT

This is why the Apostle Peter says,
“Listen, you fear God and you obey the
government. It is not the government you
elected. It is a tyrannical government. It's
a dictatorship. You don't have any say-so—
any feedback. But it is the government. And
you honor it."”

Does that sound strange? My stomach has
been turned in the past few years when I have
heard people say, “Johnson’s not my presi-
dent"—he was mine. “Kennedy was never my
president”—he was mine. “Eisenhower was
never my president”—well, he was mine.
“Nixon is not my President"—well, he's
mine. And his successor will be mine—inde-
pendent, Republican or Democrat—and he
will be the commander in chlef of the nation
of which I am a part.

Honor thy father, homor thy mother.
Honor thy mother? Because she’s always ra-
tional? Because she never gives you an order
that ls not proper? Because she never makes
an illegitimate demand upon you? Because
she never overreacts? Or simply because
she's your mother? Because you see, it's of
her bone that you have bones! It's of her
flesh that you have flesh!

Any man who does a biopsy on this nation
and comes up with “idiopathic"—doesn't
know his history. Any man who claims he
doesn’t know what's wrong doesn't know the
Christian Church. The Christian Church is
teaching today that a Christian should not
obey an unjust law. That's not what the
Christian’s Bible says. That makes every man
his own president—his own commander in
chief—his own Congress—hils own Supreme
Court.

FALLACY

I know the fallacy of man. I know the
fallacy of law. I know the fallacy of politics.
And so do you. But you know something? As
long as we choose to be ruled by men, we live
under fallacious men subject to all the
weaknesses we have in our own lives,

Fear God and honor the government or
you will soon do an autopsy on the whole
nation. We have a God who has promised: a
nation that dishonors him, he can wipe as
clean as a dish so that when it is remem-
bered—even the United States of America—
people's ears will tingle just at the remem-
brance.

When we speak of the Innocents—let's be
sure they're innocent. When we speak of
law—let’s obey it. And when we speak of
Christ, remember, he's the one that taught
it. Let’s be honest with ourselves. If we don't
obey, we will perish.
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THE WHY BEHIND CAMPUS
DISORDERS

HON. ALBERT H. QUIE

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. QUIE, Mr. Speaker, in recent days
our interest and concern has been dra-
matically drawn to the Nation’s cam-
puses. Through the impressive influx of
students to Capitol Hill, we have learned
much about the feelings of college stu-
dents. But we also struggle to under-
stand why the very institutions to which
we entrust the rational search for truth
have erupted with violence, dangerous
emotionalism, and organizational break-
down. Before we can be sure how best to
remedy these unfortunate events, we
must gain better insights into the rea-
sons behind them. Adeguate prognosis
must precede therapy.

One of the very best analyses of the
why behind the unprecedented activities
we see on many campuses was prepared
by Dr. Alex C. Sherriffs, professor of psy-
chology at the University of California,
Berkeley., Dr. Sherriffs presented the
paper which follows at a recent Rational
Debate Seminar sponsored by the Ameri-
can Enterprise Institute on May 6, 1970.
He is qualified not only as a psychologist,
but as a former vice chancellor of stu-
dent affairs at Berkeley.

Mr. Speaker, for all those who seek to
understand the traumas of adolescence
in a society of adults preoccupied with
“youth adulation,” who wonder how we
have come to confuse the three look-
alikes of the American right to dissent,
adolescent rebellion, and revolution; and
who are puzzled about the vacuum left
by the well-meaning but silent majority,
I heartily recommend that they give seri-
ous thought to this brilliant and timely
paper.

The paper follows:

Is THE PRESENT ANXIETY ABOUT PusLic Epu-
CATION JusTIFIED? (EMpHASIS: HIGHER
EpUcATION)

(By Dr. Alex C. Sherriffs)

The American citizen has learned to ex-
pect much from his educational institutions.
This is a high compliment to the performance
of these institutions in the past.

Our institutions are expected to carry out
high societal purposes:

(1) to transmit man’s knowledge of man,
his make-up, his environment, his culture,
his history, his ideas, his dreams, and his
fajlures. Human beings, unlike the monkey,
do not need to start from scratch with each
successive generation. Man can ensure a con-
tinuity of civilization, and his educational
institutions are among the most Important
vehicles for doing so.

(2) to stimulate curlosity so as to open
doors to learning, to teach students how to
ask useful questions, to explore with them
ways to seek and to evaluate evidence, and
to communicate the significance of bias in
the process of reaching conclusions.

(3) to develop in the young the basic tools
necessary for learning, for communicating,
and for effective living.

(4) to function within a framework which
accepts and values individual and group dif-
ferences, which shuns as goals indoctrination
and homogenization, and which works to
provide for each individual the opportunity
to develop to his capacity.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

(5) to account for the fact that man has
always needed to belleve in, belong to, or
work for something bigger than himself,

(6) to provide rich experience with mature
teachers and scholars who serve youth as
models for adulthood.

The American citizen learned to value
highly his educational institutions. They
functioned importantly for the society, the
culture, and the individual growing student.
As a reward to educators and to ensure that
their job could be well done, three significant
privileges were given: tenure, academic free-
dom, and unusual independence in hiring
and promoting individual faculty members.
We entered the 1960s with the academic pro-
fession in highest esteem. Its requests were
seldom denied; its budget needs grew—and
were met substantially, and in good spirit.

Thus it was. But it isn't now. Why?

The answer is, in part, because of the
words and behaviors of a highly visible few
in the education establishment. The public
has no way of knowing how many these few
represent, but the public does know that it
doesn’t hear from those who feel as it does.
It is as though the intellectuals have turned
against the very funetions of education which
they had helped educate the public to value
and expect. The public reads in the news-
paper, hears on the radio, and sees on tele-
vision professors who only deride and mock
the very culture which they were expected
to transmit. And the public hears too often
from those who are receiving or have just
received the best education our society can
provide, that this same society must be
destroyed.

The public becomes aware, as it reads the
college newspapers brought home by its
student young, that there are many who are
not working to open doors to learning but
who, rather, are demanding conformity to
their own personal positions and who will
shout down, harrass, and in some cases even
refuse to teach those who express independ-
ent thought.

Instead of hearing of the needs for de-
veloping the fundamental tools necessary for
learning, the public now hears from the
campus an emotional call to action by
youth—even before they are prepared
through rational means to know why or how.
Emotions are touted by too many as a legiti-
mate substitute for reason.

Appreciation of individual and group dif-
ferences—with all the richness that they pro-
vide a society—rather than a demand for a
homogenizing conformity is characteristic
only of a mature democratic society composed
of mature citizens. At least, this is what most
of us were taught in the past. It is not sur-
prising, then, that the public is now con-
fused, and often shocked, by the demand
from intellectuals (of all people) for a one-
think foreign policy, one-think sexual codes,
simplistic explanations of racial tensions—
and the demands of so many of these intel-
lectuals that we be just like them.

The public sees its children being over-
whelmed by totally negative attacks on U.S.
institutions and officials, on democratic prin-
ciples, and on campuses. In some quarters,
even God is dead. What is left when the
cynics, the crities, and the activists are done?
Man needs something bigger than himself.
The public does not know how few nor how
many cynics there are, but there is only
silence from other educators in rebuttal.

Those who have had delegated to them
the important tasks of representing a society
and of providing models of adulthood for
youth have been most prone to imitating the
young, emulating them, and seeking popular-
ity rather than respect.

One cannot say often enough that those
who engage in behavior patterns which dis-
illusion the citizens of a democratic society
are probably a “small percentage”. “Frob-
ably", for the volices who speak for democracy
are an even smaller percentage, The names
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of Riesman, Hook, Bettelhelm, and Hayakawa
are now well known, but mostly because they
sing solo parts.

The changes in education have gone along
with changes in soclety as a whole, to be sure.
But, education's changes have preceded,
rather than followed, society’s. The changes
have been dramatic, they have been massive,
they are for our soclety quite unprecedented,
and they have occurred in a very short period
of time. Within an autobiographical frame
of reference, I find it sobering. . ..

It is sobering to feel a need to remind
audiences of certaln fundamentals of human
nature, and of the alternate ways that man
can live together—in some form of democ-
racy, totalitarianism, or anarchy.

It is equally sobering to need to point
out—and not only to youth—that without
shared values, attitudes, codes, and some re-
straints, man is no more than an animal.

We are fortunate to have a society in
which we determine our own restraints. In
this democratic soclety, we make our own
laws and can change them at will—majority
will. We also choose our own leaders and can
remove them by majority vote. In short, we
determine our own goals within a remarkable
system. Perhaps fewer than one percent of all
human beings have experienced the degree
of self-determination that we enjoy. How
strange that today we are forced to argue for
the survival of that dignity.

Perhaps the basic challenge to our soclety
has always been to balance freedom for
the individual with freedom for others, too.
The danger is that we will not work together
to maintain that delicate balance, but will,
as we today become polarized, allow our-
selves to be represented only by those who
advocate license—or freedom without re-
sponsibility—and by those who say we must
have no freedom at all.

Democracy is fragile. Even in the best of
times, its health requires that the majority
participate actively in its processes. When
too many “drop out,” then those extremists
who never could have won in fair competi-
tion for the political and social stage may
find themselves on that stage alone—and in
charge. It is no accident that in his Republic,
Plato’s most pessimistic dialogue was on
democracy, and that the one which followed
immediately was on despotism.

Who does not feel concern who compares
our situation six years ago with our situation
today?

Six short years ago in California, for ex-
ample, higher education had universal re-
spect. But today, we find a public outraged
by, and fearful of, those on the campus—
for they have organized and launched polit-
ical and social action from within the
people’s own educational institutions.

Six years ago, no one dreamed that build-
ings would be captured, property destroyed,
and official files rifled by some of the most
educated of our youth.

Six years ago, neither students nor mem-
bers of the faculty had kidnapped, captured,
or held hostage representatives of a demo-
cratic society, whether Trustee, college presi-
dent, or dean.

Six years ago, no one dreamed of a hombing
on a campus. Recently, there was a fifteen-
month period during which we had nearly
ninety campus-related bombings in Cali-
fornia alone. By 1969, members of the faculty
of the University of Washington found them-
selves compelled to say in “the Seattle State-
ment”:

“, . . To condone acts of physical violence
on the ground that they are mere exercises
in freedom of speech is therefore to strike
at the very foundations of academic freedom.
The use of force and violence for purposes
of intimidation is not freedom of speech
but its very antithesis. To blur the distinc-
tion is to call In question the whole theory
of democratic discussion. . . . Arson, assault
and battery, the deliberate destruction of
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scientific and other equipment, the looting
of files of research notes and personal papers,
the forcible occupation of bulldings to ob-
struct the performance of university func-
tions, the invasion of classrooms and the
intimidation of students—these are not
forms of speech at all, they are overt acts,
obviously punishable as such. In soclety at
large these are felonles or misdemeanors, In
a university community, they are something
more—they amount to a betrayal of freedom
itself.”

Bix years ago, leaders on our campuses
were working to effect an “open forum pollcy™
so that students could hear firsthand the
widest variety of opinions and attitudes from
visiting speakers, Including Communists. To-
day, on those same campuses, it Is extremely
difficult for the moderate, the responsible
liberal, or the conservative to be heard at all.

Six years ago, it would not have occurred
to a speaker that in almost any adult audi-
ence there would be a sizable number whose
children were on drugs. Today, a speaker is
uninformed if he does not maintain that
assumption,

In six short years, our campuses have
moved a long way—a long way from their
original definition and high purpose, a long
way from their position of public respect and
confidence. How did this happen?

There are, perhaps, as many explanations
offered for our recent socletal upheaval as
there are observers to it. Each individual will
weigh heavily those factors which he, be-
cause of blas, training, or life experience, sees
of greatest import. But it has become clear
to most of us that our anguish does not arise
from a single cause. In my own analysis, I
would stress at least five aspects which had
to be present for our campus problems to
have exploded with such apparent sudden-
ness.

First, there had to be a majority of the
public who were sllent, confused, and even
misinformed about matters as fundamental
as the meaning of the behavior of their own
children. But also, for the seeds of unrest to
have found such fertile soil on the cam-
puses, there had to be highly motivated, hos-
tile, and articulate cliques of irresponsible
faculty members on a number of them. These
exercised unusual Influence because of the
immobilization of their general preoccupied
and timid colleagues. It was necessary, in ad-
ditlon, that the campus administrators be
generally incapable of coping with irrespon-
sibility and militancy both because of per-
sonal factors and because of currently ac-
cepted “styles” of administration. It was nec-
essary, too, that extremist groups and indl-
viduals, always present in our soclety, find
themselves essentially without competition
for the political stage, and thus achleve for
themselves success upon success—often to
thelr own great surprise. Finally, there were
and are the actions, reactions, counter-ac-
tions, and counter-reactions that developed
from this brew and which spiral the issues
and the people Into new and increasingly
dangerous arenas.

What is the silent majority? Even a casual
look reveals some things that are different
these days about the cltizens of our soclety—
both young and old. There are t00 many ex-
amples of a lack of participation in normal
affairs by great numbers of people, and of
large numbers falling to support cultural val-
ues. Cultural values survive only when the
people support them. One need not be a pro-
found student of democracy to understand
the implications of the following:

Two hundred classmates observed a bully
taunt one of their number, then knee him
in the groin, and finally use his toe repeat-
edly to remove that boy's eyeball, Not one
of the two hundred crled “Stop”, not one
tried to get others to help separate the par-
ticipants, and not one went for help. Ten
years ago, it could not have happened. Two
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hundred classmates at a middle-class school
would not have watched as though observing
& television screen, and they would not later
have explained their behavior as did these
two hundred: “I am not my brother's
keeper”, or “It was not my fight", or “I didn't
want to get Involved.”

Age 18 not the explanation, for equally
clear were the implications when thirty-
elght adults In New York slmply watched
from their apartment windows as a woman
was stabbed to death. Three episodes of
stabbing were involved, it all took thirty-five
minutes, and the woman died horribly. Yet
not one of the thirty-eight known observers
s0 mach as phoned for the police.

The fact that a very small percentage of
students votes in student body elections
should concern us deeply, So should the vot-
ing record of adults in school district elec-
tlons.

The tiny attendance of students at campus
meetings for outside speakers (except for
extravagantly controversial ones) Is par-
alleled by the usual nonattendance of most
faculty at meetings of their colleagues, and
by the nonparticipation of the public at
most meetings of college boards of trustees
or of local school boards,

Can we say anything about the “silent
majority” other than the fact that it is
silent?

There has been conslderable research
about youth. It tells us of current character-
istics which partially explain how it is that
s0 many have nelther the strength nor the
equipment to stand up individually for their
convictions. Though better trained intel-
lectually, they are found to be mode isolated
as Individuals and more lonely. Their friend-
ships are shorter in duration and more
superficial in nature. David Riesman, author
of The Lonely Crowd, reports that, during
the past ten years, students average fewer
friends each year. Thus, they lack the ex-
periences to mature soclally and emotionally
as rapldly as generations did before.

Researchers also say that more youth
show themselves less capable of postponing
gratifications, less able to tolerate proba-
bilities and shades of gray, and more demand-
ing of absolutes,

Investigators generally agree that youth,
as a group, 1s having problems with au-
thority. And, as one of these investigators
noted, how could it be otherwise when they
have had so very little experience with {it?
Too many parents act with permissiveness
not resulting from a particular theory of
child rearing, but rather as a response to un-
certainty and fearfulness about their own
roles as adults.

And the communication between the
young is poor indeed. An illustration in my
own experlence says a great deal:

One Baturday afternoon, a rooting section
crowd became a mob and behaved in ways
far beyond the acceptable. On the following
Monday, I asked a class of four hundred—
many of whom had participated—to indicate
their attitudes about the debacle. I was a
psychologist whose speclallzation was youth.
I asked them to indicate by show of hands,
“was the rooting section great”, “could it
stand a teeny bit of improvement”, or “was
it poor”? I took the vote on “great” first. A
number of hands went up here and there; the
other class members were anxiously looking
around like the audience at a tennls match
during a fast volley. “What was in?" was
clearly the question on their minds. Soon,
hands were going up around hands that were
already up—the “ripple effect”. In three
minutes, elghty-three percent were voting
“great”.

Then I asked for an anonymous paper in
which they were to tell me how it was great
and how it might be greater. In the secrecy
and privacy of those papers, eighty-siz per-
ceni now stated that the rooting section was
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s0 bad it should be abolished! And over fifty
percent stated, “But what's the use of my
feeling this way when I'm the only one?”

I could give all too many examples of this
kind of behavior—“in" voting before the
group, standing for positions absolutely con-
trary to personal and private belief.

Let me note here that youth is not without
cultural values, but merely is too often un-
able to express them. A number of factors
have worked together to cause our young to
be s0 immobllized in standing for their own
feelings, to cause them to be so oriented to
what 1s “in" for the group, to cause them to
be incapable of dealing with the minority
who now dominate the stage—political and
social; the stage that they, the majority, have
deserted.

It is worthy of note that:

(1) These youngsters are the first children
raised by parents who were unsure of their
role as parents—even of thelr rights as
parents; the first parents in history who, in-
stead of depending con their feelings, had to
“look it up” in a book!

I can give an illustration of the effect:

I gave an anonymous questionnaire to al-
most 1,000 sophomores. Two of the questions
asked were: “Do vou love your parents?” and
“Do you respect your parents?” Ninety-three
percent checked “yes” to the first question.
Only fifty-one percent checked “yes” to the
second question. I called in every eighth stu-
dent to ask, “Can you help me to understand
the differences between ninety-three percent
and fifty-one percent?” One girl's response
covers most of their answers:

“Sure, I love my parents. They mean well.
But respect . . .? When I was in a social club
at Berkeley High, I came home one day and
told my mother that our club was going to
have 1ts overnight party at our house, Mother
turned pale. I told her that chaperones were
no longer ‘in’, and she turned paler. I hoped
she would say, ‘No, you aren't,’ and get me
out of it, because I fidn't have the courage
to say no to the others of my own age. If ehe
said ‘no’, I could have blamed her—I thought
that's what mothers were for.

“Instead, Mother phoned the parents of
the other girls and asked what she should do.
I listened. She thought it was wrong, but ...
she was afrald I'd be unpopular. She thought
it was wrong, but . . . she didn't want me to
be ‘different’. She thought i1t was wrong, but
. +» . she didn’'t want my fifteen-year-old girl-
friends to think she was ‘square’. In short, my
mother had to discover what her values
were—and what mine were to be—by a tele-
phone poll.”

Youngsters need adults to be models, to
respect, to argue with, and to test. They need
a point of view. They need adults who believe
in themselves and in something. The young
can decide what to become, and what not to
become, only by observing real adults. They
can learn little that is good from observing
Jello—whether in the form of parents, deans
of students, teachers, or even clergymen.

(2) Also very difficult for youth—and hard
on adults, too—is a current cult: the adu-
lation of vouth in America. For a child to
become an adult, he must, of course, go
through what we call “adolescence’, This is
a perlod during which the youngster learns
where his parents leave off and he begins.
He must develop a separateness which en-
ables him to know whether he belleves some-
thing or is merely imitating his parents' be-
lief, whether he desires something or has
been told by his parents that it is desirable.
All of us learr from parents much of what
to be like and what not to be like. But, to the
adolescent struggling with his dependency
needs, it 1s a matter of “is it me speaking, or
am I speaking for them?”

To go through an adolescent separateness—
which is often more symbolic than real—
the age group members tend to conform
to one another, especially in matters which
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are almost “tribal” in nature: for example,
in costume, dance, folk heroes, music, and
language. The particular expressions of each
adolescent generation have caused parents
and teachers alike to shake their heads in dis-
may. This is as It should be, for it gives the
adolescent & kind of independence in action,
but without total revolt.

My own parents were ideal during my ad-
olescence. Mother thought my dirty cords
meant that I was unclean; she fussed. Both
parents believed my swing music to be loud
and barbaric, and Mother would often play a
little Brahms hopinr it would rub off on me.
Both were embarrassed by the jitterbug, and
they worried that I would never learn to use
the King" English. It was ideal. We had our
separateness. And it was not necessary for
me to take drugs to get a reaction. Later,
when I felt that I had discovered “me”, I
noticed that my parents had “matured” dur-
ing my psychological absence.

But how is it today? Too often, adults
imitate their adolescents. Daughter puts on
a mini-skirt, Mother follows suit. Likewise,
Father says “cool” to prove he is one of the
boys. Both parents learn the Twist and pro-
gress to the Watusi.

Adolescence is a time when youngsters
should be somewhat separate, but it is also
a time when they need to know that there
is strength and understanding in the adults.
Now, instead—and for the first time in our
history—the vyoungster looks over his
shoulder and feels, “My God, here they come
again.”

By their imitative behavior, adults are
saying to youth, “You've got it made”, and
this is unnerving to the young. To become
adult is almost to lose position and status.

And, outside the family, other adult mod-
els—many teachers, clergymen, school and
college administrators including deans of
students—behave in the same imitative
ways; and they are representatives of our
soclety and its institutions. They claim ex-
pertness as well as adulthood. Yet too many
of them prefer peace and popularity to re-
spect. Too many think of the normal expres-
sion of authority as a burden, though dele-
gated to them because of the position they
hold by a democratic soclety. A number con-
fuse authority and authoritarian; they re-
Ject the former In a manner that smacks of
the latter.

(3) Progress has brought great good for
young and old alike. It also has had its costs.
At the turn of the century, most youngsters
in growing up had experience with real re-
sponsibility and real challenge in relation
to the family's work. Over ninety percent
of American familles were engaged in agri-
culture. Thelir children had experience with a
variety of adult models doing real work for
real purposes and goals, Today, only seven
percent of families produce all of our goods
and fiber.

At the turn of the century, there was also
ample opportunity for youth in commerce
or industry, for work with purpose. It was
even necessary to pass child labor laws to
keep them in school or at home. Today, if all
students wanted such experiences, we would
fail them, for, thanks to automation and
business know-how, we scarcely have jobs
for all heads of household.

In 1900, only nine percent of seventeen=-
year-olds were in school; now there are well
over ninety percent.

Today, for many, responsibility and chal-
lenge are found only in relation to grade
point average. And for many, work is only for
one’s own pleasures—a transistor, a record
player, a sports car.

The cost in judgement, in confidence born
of experience, and in the concept of earning
one's way or of work well done when this
has not been a meaningful part of life, ean
be measured only indirectly. Observation tells
us that the cost is high.
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(4) Affiuence has contributed to some of
our problems. Particularly, affluence leads
to a certain arrogance in some youth—an
expectation to receive, even though giving
little in return. And the comforts and cer-
tainties of afuence also result, sadly, in an
unsureness that one could succeed if faced
with a challenge.

Middle class youngsters generally are given
what they want—sometimes even before
they know they want it. Parents too often
can't think of reasons to deny them. In giv-
ing, parents tend to forget it is more satis-
fying for youngsters to build, to grow, to
contribute, and to participate than simply
to be spectators, and recipients of the ac-
complishments of others.

Affluence, of course, has affected adults as
well as children, and it should not be sur-
prising that like spoiled children we also
have spoiled adults who simply and irrespon-
sibly take what they want without compre-
hending what they are doing. It should not
be surprising, either, that some middle
class youngsters on the campus take the law
into their own hands and interpret our value
for freedom as granting them personal l-
cense,

(5) Another of the forward moves In our
society which has produced its own back-
lash is the explosion in man's knowledge
about himself and the world around him. It
has been estimated that man has learned
more in the past decade than in his entire
previous history and that he will learn
more in the next decade than in all that
went before.

It it not necessary to dwell on the many
good things that have accrued to mankind
because of informational advances, But,
ironically, the silencing effect of this same
knowledge explosion too often goes unmen-
tloned, More and more, individuals are be-
coming dependent on the so-called “experts”
for judgments rather than trusting their own
information and wisdom.

(6) These days, Americans act as though
change, even when it results in instability,
is an end in itself. Paradoxically, human
beings need a sense of permanence and sta-
bility in order to be strong enough to be ad-
venturous, to stand apart from a group, and
to take a chance—even though it might re-
sult In ridicule or error. Down through the
ages, man has sought and profited from
identification with a purpose bigger than
himeself. He has sought immortality, real or
symbolie.

When it becomes modern and stylish for
members of the clergy to become activists in
pursuit of their own personal socio-political
beliefs, while still identifylng themselves with
their religion, then many become less sure
of themselves and of their relation to re-
ligion, but notel—astrology then becomes the
mode! Why else the intense fascination with
the zodiac? When representatives of the
church attack the very symbols of the
church, youth does not become irreligious.
Human needs don't disappear, and so youth's
search turns to Zen, mystical experience,
drugs, and quasl-private cults,

(7) Increasingly large, aloof, and distant
government has led to a citizenry whose
members are becoming less and less involved.
It is no wonder they are called “the silent
majority”.

There are other important factors, too,
which have reduced the level of participa-
tion—on and off campus. I believe the pub-
lic's confidence in its schools has been
shaken because, in part, the symptoms of
the silenced generation have been particu-
larly evident on the campus. The faculties
who were assumed by the public to be the
leaders and societal representatives among
us have shown up very poorly. Further, there
are those in the academic community who
have chosen to exploit the majority. Those
on the campus know It. Those off campus
are fast learning it. I think it is important,
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too, to recognize that the volces from the
education establishment are often mouth-
ing only simplistic explanations for campus
politicization and turmoil—explanations
which the public does not find plausible and
which the public sees as self-serving.

It is correctly said that the quality of our
educational institutions depends upon their
faculties. What has been the quality of fac-
ulty behavior in relation to the unrest which
has so reduced public confidence?

It requires little though to conclude that,
for a campus to be in trouble, there must
be members of the faculty who are both ir-
responsible and influential, It should be ob-
vious that administrators do not fear stu-
dents, for students have an average stay on a
campus of a little over two years, they are
young, relatively inexperienced, and easlly
influenced. The fictlon that our campus prob-
lem is simply a student problem is a fiction
born because of its convenlence to both the
faculty and the administration. Too often
both would have the public believe that so-
clety was facing a “new breed” of student
rather than a power grab by certain elements
within some of our faculties. It is estimated
that, at one time or another, one in every
ten students has become involved in campus
disorders—but often as a tool for his elders,
On this point, David Riesman notes:

I can think of very few colleges that have
had serious student movements without
faculty participation, Even though students
on both the left and the right like to feel
that they are Independent of us adults, they
are In some ways dependent on adult sup-
port. What one finds in some universities is
that faculty members have tended to exploit
student protest In pursuit of their own
grievances or their own settling of scores
with administrators. (Psychology Today, Oc-
tober, 1969)

In order to understand how an element of
the faculty could behave in ways alien to
the whole tradition of the academic com-
munity, it is necessary to understand that
never before have our faculties been so pam-
pered—nor so young.

Since Sputnik, and until recently, the
faculty stood upon a pedestal of public ad-
oration, Education was America's answer to
Russia’s challenge for the minds of men
through scientific achievement. Then with
student populations exploding and the pro-
duction of PhDs several years behind the
need, the recruiting of faculty became an en-
deavor competing favorably with the recruit-
ing of football players. Young scholars who
had been singled out because of their bright-
ness during early school years were sought
and fought over as graduate students—with
fellowhips, scholarships, and teaching-as-
sistantships as the bait. As their PhDs were
completed, these young scholars weres wooed
once agaln by institutions which competed
with offers of high salaries, tenure, and, sig-
nificantly, lower and lower teaching loads.

In the late fifties and early sixties, some
of our major institutions added to their fac-
ulties as many as a third of these intensely
pursued youngsters each year. It was not
long before a prevalling majority on the fac-
ulties on many of our campuses were “young
Turks” who had no investment in the tradi-
tions or history of the campus which em-
ployed them. Too often, they came in search
of a congenial research setting with an aura
of prestige, but without a compensating de-
sire to either serve or teach more than nec-
essary. They soon had tenure and there-
after felt little concern for administrative
response to irresponsibility.

It is human, when so sought after and so
favored, to accept one’s own importance.
Humility is not nurtured by such conditions.
There is yet another occupational hazard
that we should note here, PhDs know about
one specific area as much as, or more than,
any other human being—at least for a few
months after writing thelir theses. And PhDs,
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like other people, because they are human,
tend to generalize. There is a strong tendency
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the public is being asked by some to rede-
fine academic freedom in order to grant

for them to think that their expertise in a
specific area automatically relates to a broad
general wisdom. Probably no profession is
more prone to making absolute pronounce-
ments about general matters on which it has
no more specific information than the rest
of the population than academia.

Given these characteristics, and recogniz-
ing that the silent majority exists in the
faculty as well as in the rest of society,
those faculty members, often the younger
ones, who believe that the world is too com-
plex for the average citizen, or who assoclate
themselves with particular social or political
movements, can and have used their ge-
nius—and their students—to further their
own ends against the best interests of both
their more passive colleagues and our so-
ciety.

They also have used their influence to
recruit new faculty members who share their
ideological persuasions. In many instituiions,
new faculty members are nominated by
present staff members, and administrative
rejection of such nominations is extremely
rare.

A final comment to the layman who has
been so patient and who has tried so hard to
understand. The academic society is a re-
markably closed society, It has its own codes,
and demands conformity on many matters.
There are few professions that can compete
with this one in the exercise of discipline on
its members. It also is a profession whose
members readily band together, regardless
of whatever Internal differences, against all
outside Intervention—even constructive eriti-
cism. Already feeling superior to those of
less intellectual achievement, criticism from
the outside is seen, even by many of the
more moderate members, as without justifica-
tion, wrong, and a dangerous precedent.

We find today a clear illustration of self-
fulfilling prophesy. Some faculty groups act
almost compulsively to upset the citizens
who are the parents of the children on their
campuses and the providers of their facili-
ties and livelihoods. All the while, these same
educators utter grave predictions of a “right-
wing reaction” against the campuses. As
some of the faculty escalate their insults,
the public becomes ever more ready to lash
out—but it is the public as a whole, and not
a special element within it, not just parents
or the anticipated "“right-wing reactionaries.

A third critical element in our campus
problems is the campus administrator. Here
the difficulty is as fundamental as who he is,
and where he comes from. Most administra-
tors were functioning with apparent success
only a few years ago. But not today. One
must realize that administrators, to be suc-
cessful for their institutions and for the
society whose institutions these are, must be
able to wear two hats with relative com-
fort: They must represent the public interest
and the well-being of their students and
faculty. This was not difficult when the pub-
lic interest coincided with faculty goals—
unbiased quality education. In those times,
the administrator was a coordinator, an in-
terpreter, a fund-raiser, often a mediator
within the campus community, and gen-
erally a figurehead. Now, the situation is
more difficult. The public's basic desires
haven't changed, but a visible segment of
the faculty is using the institution for politi-
cal purposes, is demanding the right to exer-
cise its bias in the classroom, and is milking
the prestige of the institution for its own
personal goals,

Through the administrators, members of
the faculty were able to convince a friendly
public that it was in the interest of soclety
that they be allowed to pursue the truth
wherever it might lead, just so long as they
did not tip the scales in the direciion of per-
sonal bias. The public's acceptance of this
was described as "academic freedom'. Today,

license to the widest range of behaviors for
the faculty and even for students. But a
counter voice is absent.

What has happened to the role of an
administrator is easy to see. Almost all pres-
ent administrators have been chosen from
the ranks of the faculty, after faculty screen-
ing, The wives of these administrators have
friends who are, for the most part, faculty
wives. The administrator himself was hired
originally as a faculty member by faculty
members. He depended on them for increases
in rank and salary. He, like the faculty mem-
ber, has been subject to the demands of the
academic subculture all of his adult life. It
is a rare human being who can wear two
hats effectively In an emotionally and ildeo-
logically polarized situation, especlally when
he sees himself as a member of only one of
the parties in conflict.

His role is even more difficult because the
faculty distrusts administrators, aware of the
other hat they might wear. The public tends
to distrust academic administrators because
it sees them as ignoring their responsibility
to the public interest.

A fourth ingredient is made up of the
coercive groups which have often been visible
leaders of episodes of violence. Tactically and
motivationally, the similarities between these
groups are greater than their differences.
They are alike In that they would never have
held the stage if the majority were function-
ing, if the faculty were united and respon-
gible, and if the administrators had wisdom
and courage. They are allke in that they
intend to selze power, or to destroy. They
advance causes not to achieve them, but to
produce conflict. They are, by and large,
well organized and disciplined, and appar-
ently have means of communication and
travel superior to that of those they attack.
Their pattern has been first to analyze fric-
tion points on individual campuses, then to
seek out support in strategic places on the
campus and in the surrounding community.
Certain faculty members, clergymen, sympa-
thetic media people, and indigenous radicals
or reflex liberals fill the bill. They push con-
stantly, and they push for more than is pos-
sible. They wait for a mistake. As soon as it's
even slightly credible, they invoke some
greater “cause”. The issue may have been
visitation rights in girls’ rooms; it soon
becomes an issue of freedom of assembly, or
speech, or academic freedom. They simplis-
tically paint the administrators and those of
society who would support lawful processes
as rigid, authoritarian, and out of step with
the times. Usually, they set up the battle plan
so they win either way: for example, if there
is capitulation in relation to a sit-in, they
control the bullding and move forward with
new demands; if the administration holds
firm and eventually calls for outside help,
the militants contrive and then point to
police brutality. They are willing to nibble,
one issue at a time, because each success
ensures a greater likellhood for the next
success. This is a strategy of takeover. It is,
in their own words, revolution,

The public watches in fear and anger, for
the progress of the militants has been rapid
and far-reaching—far-reaching enough so
that many thousands of parents have young-
sters who have been caught up in the tacties,
if not the ideologies, The public’s response
becomes less dispassionate with each passing
month,

Some faculty members have begun to
voice their concerns, too. In the January,
1970, issue of Measure, we read:

Not that we belileve that violence has
stopped, will stop, or will be stopped with-
out a hard, protracted struggle. The wrecked
office of the President of the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology is one of the newer
reminders that violence walks in our midst;
and for those Professor Hope-for-the-Bests
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who think that red-painted obscenities in
the Institute’s rugs should be explained
away as mere aberrations of prolonged ado-
lescence, there is the equally reprehensible
and hideous reminder put before us by
Princeton's 34-year-old revolutlonary sociol-
ogist Charles W. Wheatley, who is quoted in
Time as saying: “Older faculty are inedu-
cable when it comes to the revolution, the
movement. They won't be shot, you know;
a little island will be found for them some
place.”

I think it is vital today to differentiate
between three look-alikes: adolescent rebel-
lion, the American right to dissent, and revo-
lution. They may look alike; but they are
not, and many people who should know
better get them confused.

I have described adolescent rebellion as an
essential, healthy stage between childhood
and adulthood. It can only be destructive if,
on the one hand, it is treated with total
rigidity, or, and this is more likely these
days, it is not resisted at all and thus misses
its value for teenagers who must go to more
extreme behaviors to achieve an appropriate
adult response.

The American right to dissent is worth
preserving at any cost. It represents the
strength of our soclety. It is dissent which
ensures that there are civil liberties and
civil rights, that there is individuality, and
that there can be the potential for construc-
tive change,

Revolution is neither growth nor a form
of dissent. It is something far different. In
this society, it is an effort by a few to thwart
the will of the majority and to do so by
destroying the democratic system itself.

Finally, there are myths which circulate in
society and are supported by too many peo-
ple of influence who simply parrot them
without thinking things through. Some of
these myths are given credibility by sincere
individuals who simply cannot or do not
wish to comprehend what is happening. This
all-out attack on our democratic system is
a “first” for us, after all.

Though the public has been remarkable in
its ability to sense the basic problem, some
of the myths that the public believes, or
half believes, have served to make people
unsure enough of themselves to keep them
from responding consistently or appropri-
ately.

I have already talked to the facts which
belle several of the more prevalent fables of
our time. For example, the myth that it is
primarily the students who are engaged in
unrest is both an oversimplification and a
distortion,

The myth that we are experiencing a “gen-
eration gap"” that is nearly a chasm has done
great harm. It has caused many people of
all ages to become self-conscious in their
relationships rather than to be themselves.
If one will but listen, youth’s dilemma is
almost the opposite. Adults have put youth
in the role of leader, have tried to remove a
gap essential to the process of maturation—
that is, adolescence.

Somewhat related is the false belief that
students are falling over themselves In their
desire to participate in governing the univer-
sitles. An anonymous faculty member de-
scribes it this way:

*. . . delusion that trouble will never come
and that having come, it will do no per-
manent harm are, in fact, children in a large
family of sturdy misconceptions. None among
them has led to stranger consequences than
the supposition that the majority of students
are deeply interested in governing every
aspect and dimension of the schools at which
they enroll. Columbia’s experience in this
respect would be pathetic, if it were not also
heroic. Administrators, faculty and students
at Columbia came away from their great or-
deal of May and June 1968 persuaded that
a university is a community of sorts, that it
should be governed by a body of elected rep-
resentatives, and that these representatives
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should include elected student representa-
tives empowered to vote. But in October 1968,
a well-advertised meeting called at Columbia
to air the question of the proposed University
Senate was attended by less than 100 persons,
In November 1968, the student turnout at
elections was the lowest in recent years.

“According to the Columbia Forum, ‘Only
14 percent of those eligible in the College
(394 students) and 4 percent of the graduate
students (166 students) voted.' The faculty
Executive Committee leading the drive to
place Columbia under the rule of a Senate
accommodated to the imagined fact of stu-
dent interest took these warnings to heart
and so conducted its subsequent operation
as to develop student interest. In the course
of creating the very thing they had believed
already existed, the Committee distributed
25,000 48-page pamphlets concerning the fu-
ture Senate. A faculty leader is quoted in the
Forum as having sald: ‘Someone from the
Executive Committee . . . spoke to groups
from every student body in every division. I
remember one night when there was one
member of the Executive Committee on every
floor of the dorms, right before the vote.
By such means, student participation in the
vote to ralify the Senate scheme was raised to
409%.

“What would have happened, it may be
asked, if the Executive Committee had not
haunted the dorms and strained the mimeo-
graph machines? The answer appears to have
been given this autumn at a neighboring in-
stitution, Queens College, in the City Uni-
versity of New York, which has strong claims
to being the campus most disrupted in 1969,
its administration building having served
as a traffic center and dormitory for student
‘activists,” both white and black, for weeks
on end, with time out for Easter recess, In
consequence of its troubles, Queens conceived
an Academic Senate, to be ratified or rejected
by a week-long vote. The vote was conducted
with the help of the Honest Ballot Associa-
tion. The polls were open from 9 to § through
five weekdays and till noon on Saturday. The
issue was thoroughly publicized. Yet out of
24,429 students, 2,724 voted, or about 11%.
Asked to comment on the turnout, a member
of the Queens faculty said, for publication in
these columns, ‘The idea that most of the
students want this change is baloney—if I
may call the sausage by its name." " (Measure,
December 1969.)

We hear over and over agaln that “stu-
dents have real grievances”. The statement is
usually followed by another, “Though, of
course, I don't condone their tactics.” In-
volved here is a half myth, half truth. But
those who speak of student grievance usually
have been fooled, at least partially, by the
issues put forth by the militants. These
issues are not the real grievances.

It is becoming increasingly clear that stu-
dents do have real grievances, for they suffer
an unconscionable neglect by faculty mem-
bers on many campuses. The meaning of the
ever-lighter teaching load does not escape
students. The office hour so often unmet by
the faculty member says something, too. The
absentee full professor and the more often
present teaching assistant attest to the same
thing. Teaching students is not, in the minds
of many faculty members, the primary pur-
pose of the university or of their careers.

Research and scholarship which bring
status in academe have left little time for
students. However, there has yet to be a
“demonstration” or wviclence around this
issue. It would seem more likely that, feeling
frustrated and disappointed after working
for years to get to college only to find there
an impersonality born of disinterest, these
students are more likely to be eaught up in
somebody else’s “demonstration”, if only to
let off steam in relation to the “system”
which has failed them.

For some time, we have listened to a chorus
which tells us that in the younger generation
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there is a “new morality”. Usually, we are also
told that we should adjust to it. The “new
morality” has been preached so efTectively
that the new generation, as well as the old,
belleves it to exist. The College Poll finds
that seventy-five percent of students believe
that most students, whether male or female,
engage in sex relations before marriage. In
surveys of my own, I have found that senior
college women, for example, when asked to
estimate the percentage of senior women who
have had premarital sexual intercourse also
predict on the average that same seventy-five
percent. However, recent studies by Freed-
man and Halleck, as well as others, indicate
that the percentages are in fact between
twenty and twenty-two. In the 1850s, Kin-
sey—and later Ehrmann—reported similar
findings. If the data on sexual behavior in
the sixties surprise you, then this, itself, is
evidence of the effectiveness of a myth.

There are other data on youth which stand
in Interesting relation to popular belief. For
example, from the College Poll we learn that
eighty-seven percent of students stated in
1968 that they did not believe violence of
any kind is ever justified in bringing about
change in the college or university. Eighty
percent believed that students who break
the law on campus should be arrested and
expelled. Seventy-three percent reported be-
lieving in God or in a Supreme Being. Eighty
percent believed that voluntary ROTC be-
longs on the campus. SBeventy-six percent
favored campus participation in defense con-
tracts. And sixty-seven percent voted Tfa-
vorably on the CIA.

It becomes clear that generalizations have
been made on the basis of the behavior of
student extremists and by the wishful think-
ing of some emotionally involved observers
of the campus scene.

It is important to note, however, that there
are some startling differences in the atti-
tudes of the thirty percent of the seventeen-
to-twenty-three age group who are in college
as compared with the seventy percent of the
same age group who are not. According to
the Yankelovich poll for the Columbia
Broadcasting System, when asked whether
they would welcome more emphasis on law
and order, fifty-seven percent of college stu-
dents said yes, while eighty percent of those
youths not in college so responded. Twice as
many in college indicated they would wel-
come more sexual freedom—{forty-three per-
cent as compared to twenty-two percent.
While sixty percent of those not in college
believed patriotism to be very important, only
thirty-five percent of college youth agreed.
Baying that they easlly accept the prohibil-
tion against marihuana were forty-eight per-
cent of college students, while seventy-two
percent of noncollege youth so responded.
Where we are given data on the parents, we
find that youths not in college are quite
similar to their parents in those attitudes
which relate to our mores. Those in college
are less so. It can be said that, though there
is generally little evidence of a generation
gap, there is considerable evidence of a cul-
tural gap effected by only a few years on the
college campus.

As 1969 closed, there were predictions of
efforts among the militants to “cool it" for
the time being. An election year, a desire to
get public support for the eighteen-year-old
vote, and recent effective legal actlons
against viclence were among the reasons.
Also, man's growing concern with his en-
vironment and with the disastrous effects of
drugs on his children will occupy much of
his attention.

As we all know, the “cool” was short-lived,
and campuses and their surrounding com-
munities are now being subjected to even
worse violence than before. And the public
is more afraid and more angry than before.

I have taken some time to say that the
causes of our present discontent are several
and complex. Because time is limited, some
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aspects have been neglected and exceptions
to generalizations sometimes have been
ignored.

The public’s confidence in higher educa-
tion is lower today than probably ever be-
fore in this country. Many of our institu-
tions have in fact been deflected from their
pursuit of soclety's highest goals.

When we address ourselves to the all-
important question, *‘How do we improve this
difficult situation?"” our behavior will depend
on our understanding of the causes of the
symptoms we hope to treat.

To the extent that confusion within the
public is a part of our problem, the people
should be provided accurate information.
Evidence must be substituted for fantasy,
facts for myths. The full complexity of the
campus crisis must be communicated. We
have suffered too long with simplistic inter-
pretations. The majority must be allowed to
learn, where this is the case, that it is in fact
the majority. It is important that the public
see that those who represent them are in-
dividuals who are spokesmen for basic edu-
cational and societal values, The varlety of
channels for citizen effectiveness must be
made apparent to those who have for too
long remained uninvolved in their social in-
stitutions, It is ironic that while some groups
have developed sophisticated ways to get
around or even to injure our democratic sys-
tem, all too many citizens need a course in
Applied Civics 1-A.

To the extent that the representatives of
the people have been preoccupied with the
activists and have related to their “demands”
as a point of departure, it becomes evermore
important that educational boards and com-
missions become effectively accountable to
the citizenry.

To the extent that administrators are part
of our problem, appointments to such posi-
tions should take into account the difficulties
of the position for those who are too closely
dependent on a constituency at one pole in
& socletal difference of opinion. Possibilities
for finding administrators who are manage-
ment-oriented and above politics must be
improved.

To the extent that elements of the faculty
represent an important part of our problem,
appropriate administrative support for the
many responsible faculty members, a reevalu-
ation of tenure policies, and a program to
ensure & better acceptance of the teaching
function are all essential.

Many administrators have been reflexly re-
sponsive to the demands of the militant fac-
ulty few. If only they would listen to the
many—and there are many. On April 23,
1970, we read of a survey of the attitudes of
60,447 university and college faculty mem-
bers: “More than 80 percent of the respond-
ents held that ‘campus demonstrations by
militant students are a threat to academic
freedom’. More than 76 percent agreed either
strongly or with reservations that ‘students
who disrupt the functioning of a college
should be expelled or suspended.’ . . ., the
survey was taken during the 1968-60 aca-
demic year.”

Coercive groups must be controlled so
that they do not interfere with the rights of
others. Implementation of relevant legisla-
tion and regulations is important, as is the
education of students and the citizenry as
to the true meaning of the militants’ be-
havior. Policy decisions by campus leaders
must not result from coercion. Otherwise,
matters become far worse.

Students in general need to be educated
as to what present seventeen-to-twenty-
three year olds are like. They don't know.
They must receive appropriate Interest and
attention from faculty members and admin-
istrators. They must see that even those
who behave normally will be listened to.
They should be used in advisory capacities
where they have competence. But they
should not find themselves being pandered
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to. Giving them responsibilities for which
they are not ready and in relation to which
they cannot represent other students is not
8 kindness, They know that those who would
buy their support are insincere.

Further, institutions should never require
students to belong to organizations if those
organizations are ones which will take po-
sitions in their name on political or social
affairs. The authority of the state or com-
munity must not be used to force a student
to support attitudes alien to his own bellefs.
In this regard, the present requirement on
many campuses that students belong to a
“student government" and support a s0-
called “student press” becomes suspect.

These are some of the directions neces-
sary, in my opinion, if there is to be a re-
duction in the present anxiety about public
higher education. As has been made abun-
dantly clear, I belleve that the anxiety has
real bases and will not disappear as a re-
sult of any token solutions. In the months
ahead, many constructive steps must be
taken both on and off the campus, Neither
town nor gown alone can solve our crisis.

The presumably broader gquestion has been
ralsed, “How relevant is educaton in Amer-
ica today?" Whatever one's answers might
have been in normal times as to curriculum,
course content, class size, teacher training,
student mix, and academic goals, answers
today depend upon the prior questions: will
education be free of violence, coercion, and
bias, and will it be appropriate to a free so-
clety committed to mafority decision.

CONGRESS VETOED BY BUDGET
BUREAU ON REA FUNDS

HON. BILL ALEXANDER

OF ARKANSAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, the
Bureau of the Budget, that leviathan of
the executive branch, has again turned a
deaf ear to pleas to release electric loan
funds to the Department of Agriculture
for use by rural electric cooperatives
throughout the country., It must be
pointed out again that this program was
established by the Congress, that these
funds were appropriated by the Congress
and, it was the will of the Congress that
these funds be used for their specified
purpose.

Instead, these funds and, indirectly,
the will of the Congress has been vetoed.

The REA has contributed much o the
development of our country. It has not
only made life easier for hundreds of
thousands of rural residents, but it has
probably made the most significant con-
tribution of any group or organization in
this country to the goal of population
stabilization. The REA has also made a
significant contribution to a national
understanding and appreciation of rural
America and rural Americans.

Recently, a series of advertisements
were placed in national publications by
the National Rural Electric Cooperative
Association. These advertisements dis-
cussed factually, sucecinctly, and inform-
atively the conditions faced in rural
America. T would like to include one of
these advertisements as an example of
the contributions being made by this
outstanding organization and these ded-
icated people.
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WHEREVER YoU Live

You have a stake in rural America.

Fifty years ago our nation was half rural,
half urban. Now T0 percent of our people are
crammed onto just one percent of our land.

Through the years, as millions have de-
serted the countryside in search of a better
life in the city, problems have been heaped
on problems.

And what have we got today? Smog, pollu-
tion and traffic jams in the cities. Abandoned
farmsteads and empty stores in the country.
And economic and social ills in both. We
could have planned more wisely.

Now is the time for us to decide on our
national policy . . . what we want our country
to be like 30 years from now when we'll have
100 million people added to our population.

We must decide if we want to go on piling
more and more people into small amounts of
space . . . or If we want to provide a better
balance of opportunity . creating more
jobs and bullding coommunity facilities where
milllons want to live, work and play . . .
in the countryside.

The consumer-owners of America’s nearly
1,000 rural electric systems call upon our
President, our Congress, and our country's
leaders to adopt An Agenda for Rural
America—a national agenda relevant to the
total welfare of our nation . .. relevant to the
future . . . relevant to the great potential of
America’s spacious countryside—with these
priorities.

We urge the President to appoint a Na-
tional Coordinator for Rural Community
Development . . . and we urge consolidation
and upgrading of existing community devel-
opment programs now administered by many
different Federal agencies.

We urge development and implementation
of programs to meet the following urgent
problems of rural America and its people.

Rural Housing. Over half the nation's sub-
standard homes—more than four million—
are in rural America. Many who live in these
homes are old. Many are poor.

Community Facilities. Nearly 30,000 rural
communities are without adeguate water
systems . . . about 45,000 without sewer sys-
tems, Thousands lack medical centers, li-
braries, good schools, recreation programs.

Jobs and Training. Few of the nearly 14
million new jobs created in the last 15 years
were in rural America. And rural unemploy-
ment figures in many areas run nearly 18
per cent, compared to a national average of
about four per cent.

Low-Cost Credit. The effects of high inter-
est are most sharply felt in the countryside
when there is a chronic shortage of capital
for housing and community and industrial
growth.

Action now on this Agenda for Rural Amer-
ica will lead toward the solution of many
of our nation’s ills—in the cities and in the
rural areas. The urgency of these problems
demands the best efforts of us all, acting to-
gether with Federal, state and local govern-
ments, as well as the private organizations
in urban and rural America.

Across the land, the members, directors
and employees of the nation's nearly 1,000
consumer-owned rural electric systems are
providing leadership in their communities ...
leadership to develop central water systems,
start housing programs, spearhead drives for
community colleges and recreation projects,
and much more. And all the while rural
electric systems continue to supply low-cost,
dependable electric power to even the most
remote areas.

But the welfare of America—all America—
is everyone's responsibility. So, wherever you
live . . . whatever you do . . . whoever you
are . . you, too, have a stake in rural Amer-
ica,

These people deserve our support. The

Congress has recognized the contribu-
tion being made by our rural electric
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cooperatives. In my opinion, it is time
for the administration to come to the
same realization,

TRIBUTE TO CHAIRMAN DULSKI

HON. MORRIS K. UDALL

OF ARIZONA
IN THE HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. UDALL. Mr. Speaker, few Mem-
bers of this House have had heavier
responsibilities in the last 16 months
than the able chairman of the House
Post Office and Civil Service Committee,
our colleague, Mr. DuLsk:l of New York.

The future of the world's biggest busi-
ness, the U.S. Post Office system, and
hundreds of millions of dollars are in-
volved in the deliberations of his com-
mittee. Understandably, the administra-
tion, the well-organized mail user
groups, transportation interests, and the
several employee organizations which
represent 700,000 postal employees have
pressed hard for inclusion or exclusion
of specific provisions which each con-
sidered harmful or helpful to its own
interests. There have been sharp argu-
ments and widely divergent views, all of
them pressed with vigor upon our chair-
man. Buffeted by all these pressures and
in the midst of perhaps the most diffi-
cult and responsible job of his life, he
has remained fairminded, open to rea-
sonable suggestions, and has presided
with dignity and honor.

I believe that before this year is out
we will have substantial, significant, and
meaningful postal reform, and Chair-
man Durskr will deserve much of the
credit.

Writer Mike Causey in today's Wash-
ington Post pays high tribute to Chair-
man DuwLskr for his patience in handling
a potentially explosive situation, Mr.
Causey’s column follows:

[From the Washington Post, May 14, 1970]
Mamnw Navy PeErsoNNEL To BeGIN Move
(By Mike Causey)

Who Goofed? Rep. Thaddeus J. Dulski
(D-N.Y.) is upset because a lot of people
have said and written that the March postal
strilke wouldn't have happened if his Post
Office and Civil Service Committee hadn't

dragged its feet on postal reform.

Dulski, who normally has a low bolling
point, ought to be mad. The fact is that the
strike probably would have happened any-
how, and Dulski’s group didn't prompt it.

This time a year ago, several postal em-
ployee unions were loudly proclaiming that
the administration’s postal corporation plan
would mean the end of the world, cut their
ties with Congress, and probably lead to a
strike.

The Nixon administration announced its
plan to veto any pay bill that didn’t have the
‘White House brand of postal reform at-
tached, and the stage was set. If Dulski’s
group had approved an administration-style
bill when some people think it should, the
strike probably would have come during the
Christmas rush, and have been even worse.

Because Dulski was a model of patience,
nursing the postal reform bill for over a
year despite some rebuffs by his Committee,
it appears that the unions and the adminis-
tration will get most of what they want this
year.
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This isn't a fluff piece to get in Dulski’s
good graces. This column has a long history
of locking horn’s with Dulski and other mem-
bers. We've knocked them about bill-writing
procedures, travel expenses and the like.
And it is bound to happen again.

But this time we’'d like to come to Dul-
ski's defense. He has probably done more
than any man in the House to get the ad-
ministration and unions to smoke the peace
pipe and head off future strikes. If he de-
serves anything on this one it's a medal, not
brickbats for supposedly triggering a mail
strike.

THE COURAGE OF THE PRESIDENT

HON. GEORGE A. GOODLING

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, the air
is heavy with voices that are challenging
the wisdom of President Nixon in clean-
ing up Vietcong sanctuaries along the
Cambodian border.

Once in a while, however, a message
with a ring of recognition rather than
condemnation pierces this heaviness,
sounding out loud and clear. One such
message written by Mr. Charles Gould
appeared in the May 1, 1970, issue of the
San Francisco Examiner under the title
“The Courage of the President.” Be-
cause this article presents a unique view-
point on President Nixon and the Cam-
bodian situation, I insert it into the
ReEcorD so that it will come to the atten-
tion of a broad range of citizens:

THE COURAGE OF THE PRESIDENT
(By Charles L. Gould)

President Nixon did not take the fighting
to Cambodia.

The Viet Cong and the North Vietnamese
did.

In both world wars hundreds of thousands
of American troop fought across Europe.

They were not concerned with invisible
national boundaries. They were concerned
with meeting the enemy and destroying him.

In 1917 and again in 1941 our nation made
open declarations of war. War-time rules
were imposed at home. Dissent was stified.
Battle goals were established. And power at
our command was used to achieve them.

Had we fought Hitler as we have fought
Hanoi, our troops would still be mired down
in the battleflelds of Europe. Or—we would
be saluting the swastika,

For six long years our men have fought
in Vietnam under a weird, one-sided code
of Marquis of Queensbury rules,

Our men were not permitted to fight to
achieve victory. Our fighting men and their
allles were not permitted to pursue the
enemy into North Vietnam. They were not
permitted to pursue the enemy into Laos
and Cambodia.

Thus the enemy was given the right of
initiative. He could pick the time and place
and method of his attacks. He could strike
and run.

Our men could lose but they could not
win.

The danger of the fighting escalating into
a world-wide conflagration was our alibi for
not defining the enemy's defeat as our goal.

The danger that the war would erupt on
a global scale was present the moment we
committed our first fighting man to the
conflict,

The same danger is implicit in each of the
pacts we have with fifteen nations of Europe
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and with numerous other nations in Asia

and the Middle East.

These pacts were established to protect
weak friends and allies from the repeatedly
declared aggressive aims of the communists.

All should recognize that the danger of a
third world war is ever-present. This danger
was born the moment following World War
II that the Communists again restated their
goals of global domination.

If World War III comes it will come when
the Communists believe the time is right.

They may believe the time is right if our
country is so hopelessly divided that we—as a
people—{fail to support our President in sup-
porting our fighting men as he did last night.

Let it be clear that President Nixon has not
established victory as a goal in Vietnam.
Months ago he mapped plans for honorably
extricating our troops from the conflict and
turning the defense of South Vietnam over
to the forces of that nation. He has not
changed those goals.

However, if the Viet Cong and the North
Vietnamese were permitted to expand and
perpetuate their sanctuary in Cambodia,
President Nixon saw grave danger that his
carefully planned timetable of de-escalation
would be destroyed.

He saw a stepped-up threat to the safety of
our fighting men. He saw the danger of ex-
panded war through failure to act.

He acted with courage and statesmanship.
He merits our support.

REFERRING THE NEUTRALITY OF
CAMBODIA AND THE HUMAN
RIGHTS OF THE CAMBODIAN
PEOPLE TO THE UNITED NATIONS

HON. DONALD G. BROTZMAN

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. BROTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
today introducing, along with the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. BrooMFIELD) and the distinguished
gentleman from EKentucky (Mr, Cow-
GER), a concurrent resolution expressing
the sense of the Congress that North
Vietnam’s violations of the neutrality of
Cambodia and the human rights of the
Cambodian people be referred to the
United Nations.

On May 17, 1970, I introduced a resolu-
tion reaffirming Congress' role in mat-
ters affecting grave national issues of
war and peace. The resolution I now in-
troduce represents a positive exercise of
our constitutional mandate.

President Nixon and Secretaries Rog-
ers and Laird have repeatedly stated
that our present involvement in Cam-
bodia is for the sole purpose of protect-
ing allied forces in South Vietnam as
they withdraw. I have concurred in the
carefully delineated steps taken by the
President. However, when American
troops withdraw from Cambodia in the
next few weeks, they will leave behind
them the unresolved threat to interna-
tional peace posed by the presence of
North Vietnamese and Vietcong troops in
violation of Cambodian neutrality and
the human rights of the Cambodian
people.

I believe these unresolved threats to
Cambodia and her people should be re-
ferred to the United Nations, the body
created to maintain international peace
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and promote human rights. Article 34 of
the U.N. Charter states that “any mem-
ber may bring any dispute to the atten-
tion of the Security Council.” Mr.
Speaker, I feel the United States, pur-
suant to article 34, should bring the Cam-
bodian matter to the Security Council
with the objective of formulating a plan
to assure the neutrality and territorial in
tegrity of Cambodia and the human
rights of the Cambodian people.

NORTH VIETNAM VIOLATES CAM-
BODIAN NEUTRALITY

HON. WILLIAM S. BROOMFIELD

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. BROOMFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to join with the distinguished
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. BrOTZ-
mAN) and the distinguished gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. CowGer) in intro-
ducing a concurrent resolution express-
ing the sense of Congress that North
Vietnam’s violations of the neutrality of
the Cambodian people be referred to the
United Nations.

As a former U.S. delegate to the United
Nations, I have frequently emphasized
the need for greater U.N. involvement in
the conflict in Indochina since that or-
ganizations was created to maintain in-
ternational peace and promote human
rights.

The President's decision to move
against North Vietnamese forces in
Cambodia was the result of long
and repeated violations of Cambodian
neutrality by the Hanoi government.
When our present involvement in Cam-
bodia is ended within the next few
weeks, the threat to international
peace and the human rights of the Cam-
bodian people posed by the presence of
North Vietnamese and Vietcong forces
will remain.

The United Nations has devoted a
great deal of its energies since Human
Rights Year in 1968 to steps which could
be taken to secure the better application
of existing humanitarian international
conventions.

The 24th General Assembly received
recommendations for implementation of
such steps.

The 23d General Assembly, acting
upon the recommendation of the Inter-
national Conference on Human Rights,
established an investigatory committee
to look into alleged violations of human
rights in the occupied territories of the
Middle East following the June 1967
war. It would appear that similar action
would be appropriate in Cambeodia.

Article 34 of the U.N. Charter states
that “any member may bring any dis-
pute to the attention of the Security
Council.” In keeping with its constitu-
tional responsibility, Mr. Speaker, I be-
lieve that the Congress should recom-
mend that the President request the Se-
curity Council to take up this matter
with the objective of formulating a plan
to assure the neutrality and territorial
integrity of Cambodia and the human
rights of the Cambodian people.
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RESIGNATION OF ANTHONY J.
MOFFETT

HON. LLOYD MEEDS

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. MEEDS. Mr. Speaker, the extent
to which the administration has lost
touch with the youth of America may be
exemplified by the resignation of An-
thony J. Moffett as Director of the Office
of Students and Youth in the U.S. Office
of Education. Mr. Moffett supported
young people who soughi{ to change
American education constructively. He
tried to give them and their ideas access
to and impact on Federal education pol-
icy. Unfertunately, the increasingly re-
pressive charaecter of the administration
undercut his efforts.

I sympathize with the feeling of frus-
tration which Mr. Moffett must have ex-
perienced in carrying out, under severe
handicap, the duties of his office. His
statement of resignation sums this up
very well. Since some of my colleagues
may not have had an opportunity to see
Mr. Moffett’s statement, I am inserting
it in the Recorp at this point:

STATEMENT OF ANTHONY J. MOFFETT

In September, 1969, Commissioner of Edu-
cation, James E. Allen, Jr., established an
Office of Students and Youth. I was named
director of that office which the Commis-
sloner called “an advocate for youth within
the Office of Education.” Events since then,
and particularly within the past ten days,
have convinced me that this advoeacy func-
tion is untenable within the Nixon Adminis-
tration. I am today resigning from my posi-
tion.

When the Office of Students and Youth was
created, it appeared to offer young people a
unique opportunity to influence both Fed-
eral education policy and the educational sys-
tem as a whole. Since September a large num-
ber of young people—students, drop-outs, and
others—have worked within the office, within
the system to be sure. Most of our attention
has been focused on giving support to young
people seeking to constructively change edu-
cation, We have met with youth throughout
the country, given technical assistance to
youth-run education programs, placed young
people on Office of Education committees,
worked to increase student involvement in
other education agencies, public school sys-
tems, and universities. Most Important of all,
we have sought to give young people and
their ldeas access to and impace on federal
education policy. But the increasingly repres-
sive character of this administration has
undercut our efforts,

The recent remarks by the President con-
cerning student protestors were most in-
strumenta! in my decision. For they con-
firmed what thousands of students have be-
leved or suspected for some time: namely,
that the President and his most trusted ad-
visors do not view themselves as leaders of
all of the American people; that they do not
have the best interests of youth in mind;
and, most tragically, that they will sanc-
tion even the most vicious tactics against
young people and other legitimate political
dissenters.

In the midst of this disastrous Admini-
stration posture, the most natural ally for
youth within the Federal government, the
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare, has failed to play enough of a leader-
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ship role. High-ranking Department officials
have often been more concerned with pro-
tecting what they perceived to be the political
interests of the President, the Becretary,
and the Commissioner of Education, than
with effectively serving the Department's
constituents—the young people of America.
But our staff has been generally satisfied
with the Secretary and Commissioner.

As recently as March 31, 1970, the Pres-
ident, in a memorandum for heads of ex-
ecutive departments and agencies stated:

“How well we communicate with youth
and seek the advantage of their abilities will
infiuence our eflectiveness In meeting our
responsibilities.”

Through his irresponsible statements of
the past week—the labeling of student pro-
testors as “bums,” the atiempt to blame
the Eent State tragedy on violent dissent—
the President has exposed the above state-
ment as mere rhetoric. He has demonstrated
that he does not understand young people,
and that he does not wish to eommunicate
with them. And students across the country
are saying “enough, enough™ to his short-
sighted policies. I support their non-violent
protest and can no longer continue to serve
in an Adminlstration which seeks to dis-
credit it.

THE BREMERTON SUN ON
CAMEODIA

HON. FLOYD V. HICKS

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr, HICKS. Mr, Speaker, at a time
when our Nation is deeply concerned
over President Nixon's expansion of the
war into Cambodia, one of the most
thoughtful appraisals of the President’s
decision I have read appeared in the
May 5 edition of the Bremerton, Wash.,
Sun. I wish to bring the Sun’s editorial
to the attention of my colleagues:

ARE WE COMMITTED TO A NEwW “DominNo
THEORY"”?

President Nizxon may have, as it seems,
convinced & majority ef Americans on the
wisdom of his decision to expand the Viet-
nam War into Cambodia. In spite of the elab-
orate and careful arguments cited in its
support, some aspects of the President's
announcement are more perplexing the
longer considered.

One day he was on television assuring us
that Vietnamization of the war is proceeding
apace and that 150,000 more American troops
would be returned home within a year. Ten
days later, he was on television again to
announce a whole new direction to the war—
an assault on North Vietnamese sanctuaries
inside Cambodia—citing no development sig-
nificant enough to warrant such a reversal.
Subsequent announcements confirm the re-
newal of bombing of North Vietnam—later
terminated—and additional waves of U.S. as-
sault troops in Cambodia.

The administration explains that the new
military operations were taken in order to
defend a country from aggression. The North
Vietnamese, it is said, are now attacking
Cambodia from sanctuaries. Yet the Presi-
dent acknowledged the North WVietnamese
have been in Cambodia for more than 5 years.

The North Vietnamese sattacks on the
Cambodian army seem not properly con-
strued as an invasion. This military action
results from the changed political relation-
ship between the Cambodian and North Viet-
namese governments brought about by the
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overthrow of Prince Sihanouk. This is a mat-
ter between those two countries; the dispute
does not necessarily demand U.S. involve-
ment.

An additional reason—and perhaps the
compelling one—given by the President is
that the North Vietnamese sanctuaries in
Cambodia present a real danger to United
States troops in South Vietnam. Still, he pre-
sented far from compelling evidence that
American lives are more endangered now
than in the past.

The President said the offensive would save
American lives and shorten the war by fore-
ing North Vietnam to agree to a negotiated
peace.

That is the same false logic which has dic-
tated every other American declsion in this
conflict, such as the decision to ~ommit
American combat troops in 1864 and the
decision to bomb North Vietnam in 1965.

Unfortunately, the result of all of them
has been only to increase American casualties
and prolong the war. If the Russian attitude
expressed yesterday by Premier Kosygin is
genuine, that seems likely to be the case
agalin.

It is also unfortunate that the President
chose to couch his announcement in terms of
America’s honor and its position as a first-
rank world power. His words were disturb-
ingly reminiscent of Lyndon Johnson's state-
ment that he was not going to be the first
American President to lose a war.

It the end, if this offensive Is no more
effective than all those others, we may be
required to accept a settlement without a
victory, surely, and possibly without honor
except in our own eyes. Eventually, it seems
almost certain to us, the President is going to
have to prepare the nation for that kind of
settlement,

But Mr. Nixon's decision to mount large-
scale attacks against Cambodia and to renew
the bombing of North Vietnam makes it clear
that that time is not in sight.

Instead, we are committed apparently to a
“domino theory” of sanctuaries; that is, that
as an assault on one sanctuary proves frult-
less, we seek out another sanctuary.

And the last domino, obviously, is Red
China,

FREMONT POLICEMEN HONORED

HON. DON EDWARDS

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr.
Speaker, on Saturday evening, May 9, I
was honored by being selected as the key-
note speaker at the awards banquet
honoring the top 20 police pistol marks-
men in the State of California. This fine
group is honored yearly after arduous
competition as the “Governor’s 20.” The
contest was sponsored by the California
Police Combat Shooters Association.

The awards banquet was especially
pleasing to me this year because eight
of the Governor’s 20 pistol marksmen
were members of the Fremont Police De-
partment whose chief of police is that
splendid officer, John Fabbri.

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to share my
thoughts on this occasion with my col-
leagues in the House of Representatives
because of the extraordinary achieve-
ments of these eight police officers. Fre-
mont is a city of approximately 100,000
inhabitants and yet these eight officers
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of the Fremont Police Department won
out over police officers of every city in
California, the largest State in the Union
with a population in excess of 20 million
people.

My congratulations go to all of the
Governor’s 20 but especially to the eight
outstanding officers of the Fremont
Police Department whose names follow:
Sgt. Robert Pellern, Sgt. Robert Meyers,
Detective Richard Cox, Reserve Officer
Jerry Teixeira, Patrolman Dan Feliciano,
Patrolman EKarl Trettin, Detective Ed
Montgomery, and Patrolman Cal Robert-
son.

ISRAEL NEEDS JETS

HON. JOSHUA EILBERG

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. EILBERG. Mr. Speaker, with the
introduction of Russian pilots and crews
into the forces of the United Arab Re-
public, the situation in the Middle East
is rapidly deteriorating. The arguments
advanced previously for selling, and I
emphasize the word selling, these planes
to Israel are more relevant now than
ever before.

The presence of a credible Israeli de-
terrent in the Middle East is necessary to
convince the Arabs and their Russian
patrons that peace talks are the only
path to a meaningful settlement of that
conflict. This deterrent, experience has
proven, discourages the possibility of a
wider war and improves the chances for
peace.

I also caution those who draw parallels
between the Middle East crisis and other
international problems. While the U.S.
ambition has consistently been peace
through negotiations, our national inter-
ests dictate the use of sophisticated and
various responses in pursuif of this goal;
measures which are relevant, applicable,
and effective in the region concerned.

With the unanimous consent of my
colleagues I commend to their attention
an ediftorial from the Philadelphia In-
quirer of Thursday, May 14, entitled
“More of Same in Mideast”:

MORE OF THE SAME IN MIDEAST

Tuesday’'s lightning armored strike by
Israel against the “al Fatah" corner of Leb-
anon, on the southwestern slopes of Mount
Hermon, may or may not have accomplished
its military objectives, but it just set off
more of the same, tired routine in the United
Nations.

Acting on Lebanon's request for an emerg-
ency meeting, the Security Council went
through its paces and came up with a de-
mand that Israel withdraw forthwith.

It voted 13-2 against an American amend-
ment which would have required both sides—
including the Arab guerillas based in the
area—to cease the fighting.

Now that Israel has withdrawn its forces,
it would seem that chapter has been closed.
But the regularity with which the Security
Council ignores raids by Arab guerillas and
chastises Israel will continue to bear wit-
ness to U.N. bias.

All of which might be shrugged off, except
that this time Syria, Iraq and the Lebanese
Government participated on the side of the
guerillas (although with what effect is moot)
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and the actlon was hotter
damaging.

Coincidentally, it has been reported that
U.S. Sixth Fleet commanders are becoming
genuinely worried about the Soviet naval
squadron in the Mediterranean.

The latter has recently become more than
a token “presence”; it is an active threat
to North Atlantic Treaty Organization
forces, whose role in a real Mideastern blow-
up would be vital.

Among other conclusions to be drawn
from this juxtaposition of events and po-
tential events, it seems to us, is that this
country would do well to reconsider—quick-
ly—the continuing delay in the sale of Phan-
tom jets to Israel.

With Russian pilots already flying what are
nominally United Arab Republic MIGs, those
Phantoms in friendly hands—before, not af-
ter, they are needed—could be an important
factor in keeping the “balance” balanced.

The U.N., it appears, will never do any-
thing in that line of its own volition,

and more

TWO BUFFALO, N.Y., WINNERS FOR
MEDICAL REPORTING

HON. THADDEUS J. DULSKI

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. DULSKI. Mr. Speaker, there were
two Buffalo, N.Y., winners today as the
annual Albert Lasker Medical Journal-
ism awards were presented at a luncheon
in New York City.

Buffalo’s edudéational television sta-
tion, WNED-TV, was honored for its pro-
gram “Smoking and Health: The Tar
Factor.” This station has been providing
an outstanding service for our area with
its many special programs. Clearly, the
award is richly deserved.

Miss Judith Randal, a native of Buf-
falo, won the award for her weekly syn-
dicated newspaper column which is dis-
tributed to newspapers across the coun-
try by the Washington Star Syndicate.

Miss Randal is an excellent medical
reporter for the Washington, D.C., Eve-
ning Star and I am including with my
remarks an article published in the May
13 edition of the Star:

STAR'S MEDICAL REPORTER WINS LASKER AWARD

Judith Randal, medical reporter for The
Btar, was named today as winner of the
$2,600 Albert Lasker Medical Journalism
Award in the newspaper field.

Miss Randal and other Lasker award win-
ners for 1970 will be presented their awards
at a luncheon in New York tomorrow.

Sen. Edward M. Eennedy, D-Mass., will be
the luncheon speaker, substituting for Walter
P. Reuther, United Auto Workers president
who was killed in a plane crash Saturday.

The 1970 Lasker award for newspapers goes
to Miss Randal for her weekly column, syn-
dicated as part of the “Washington Closeup”
column published in The Star and other
newspapers served by The Washington Star
Syndicate.

Other award winners were Gene Bylinsky,
associate editor of Fortune magazine, for his
article, “Blochemical Clues to Mental Ill-
ness”; Isaac Kleinerman, producer of the
CBS program, “The Pirst Ten Months of
Life"; Station WNED-TV, Buffalo, N.Y., for
the program, ‘“Smoking and Health: The Tar
Factor; Lester Cooper, producer of the pro=-
gram, “Heart Attack,” for the ABC television
network, and Station WITI-TV, Milwaukee,
Wis., for the program, “A Change of Heart.,”
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Miss Randal came to The Star in 1967 from
the Newhouse National News Service in
Washington, where she covered medicine and
the biological sciences. Before that, she had
been a freelance writer in New York City,
contributing to Harper's, Think, The Re-
porter and other publications.

She is the author of “All About Heredity,”
a book for children on genetics, and served
for a time as children’'s sclence editor for
Macmillan Co.

A native of Buffalo, N.Y., Miss Randal grew
up in New York City. She is a graduate of
Wellesley College and was a fellow in the Co-
lumbia University School of Journalism's
advanced sclence writing program.

Earlier honors for Miss Randal include this
year's Claude Bernard Science Journalism
Award, given by the National Society for
Medical Research in the category of news-
papers of more than 100,000 circulation.

MERLO PUSEY ON PRESIDENTIAL
WARS

HON. LEE H. HAMILTON

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I want
to bring to the attention of my colleagues
the following article by Merlo Pusey,
which provides a penetrating discussion
of the current debate over the role of
Congress in foreign policy:

PRESIDENTIAL WaAR: THE CENTRAL Issue

(By Merlo J. Pusey)

It would be a pity if the serious constitu-
tional issue underlying the current protests
against the war should be lost in the cyclone
of threats, anti-Nixonisms and obscenities.
However clumsy they may be in articulating
it, the students do have a legitimate com-
plaint. They face the possibility of being
drafted against their will for service in a
presidential war.

All the talk about pigs, revolution and
smashing the establishment fails to alter the
fact that, in one basic particular, the dis-
senters are the real traditionalists. Madison
and Jefferson would have understood the
anger on the campuses against the dispatch
of young men to war in Southeast Asia at the
dictation of one powerful executive. Madison
and his colleagues wrote into the Constitu-
tion a flat prohibition against such a con-
centration of power. Yet it now seems to be
accepted as standard American practice.

President Nixon reiterated his claim to the
war power the other night in his news con-
ference. In explaining that none of his ad-
visers was responsible for the invasion of
Cambodia, he sald:

“Decisions, of course, are not made by vote
in the National Security Council or in the
Cabinet. They are made by the President
with the advice of those, and I made this de-
cision.”

The question of going to Congress for the
decision or even of discussing the matter
with congressional leaders appears not to
have been considered. The result of the de-
cision was to extend the war to another
country. By any interpretation that may be
placed upon it, this was a grave involvement
for the nation. Most of our Presidents would
have deemed it imperative to go to Congress
for authority to take such a step.

Now the administration is resisting the
attempt of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee to cut off funds for military op-
erations in Cambodia. The committee has
carefully tallored its restriction so as not to
interfere with the President’'s avowed in-
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tention of clearing the sanctuarles and then
withdrawing the American forces. But this
has met with opposition from the State De-
partment on the broad ground that actions
of the Commander in Chief should not be
subject to statutory restrictions.

There are several very interesting phrases
in this letter which Assistant Secretary Da-
vid H. Abshire sent to the Foreign Relations
Committee, He contends that Congress
should not limit military spending in such a
way as to “restrict the fundamental powers
of the President for protection of the armed
forces of the United States.” The Implication
seems to be that the President has author-
ity to send our armed forces anywhere in
the world, for purposes which he thinks ap-
propriate, and then to take whatever addi-
tional action he may think necessary to
protect those forces. Under this reasoning,
it seems, no one can do anything to stop &
presidential war.

This view of the war power is not, of
course, unique with the Nixon administra-
tion. President Truman made even more
expansive claims to unlimited presidential
power, and LBJ was not far behind. Mr.
Nixon's State Department is merely mouth-
ing what has become accepted doctrine in
the executive branch, But it is an outrageous
doctrine that flies into the face of the letter
and spirit of the Constitution and is repug-
nant to the basic concepts of democracy.

There is no principle about which the
founding fathers were more adamant than
denial of the war power to a single execu-
tive. After extended debate they gave Con-
gress the power to raise and support armies,
to control reprisals and to declare war,
which, of course, includes the power of au-
thorlzing limited war. The President was
glven authority to repel sudden attacks, but
there is nothing in the Constitution which
suggests that this can be legitimately
stretched to cover military operations in sup-
port of other countries in remote corners of
the world.

In a literal sense, therefore, it is the stu-
dents—or at least the nonviolent majority
among them—who are asserting traditional,
constitutional principles. It is the State De-
partment which is asserting a wild and un-
supportable view of presidential power that
imperils the future of representative govern-
ment.

Somehow the country must get back to
the principle that its young men will not be
drafted and sent into foreign military ven-
tures without specific authority voted by
Congress. That is a prineciple worth strug-
gling for. Congress now seems to be groping
its way back to an assertion of its powers,
but its actions are hesitant and confused, as
if it were afraid to assume the responsibility
for policy-making in such vital matters of
life and death.

Of course Congress is at a great disadvan-
tage when it tries to use its spending power
to cut off a presidential war for which it has
recklessly appropriated funds in the past.
In these circumstances, the President is al-
ways in a position to complain that the result
will be to endanger our boys at the fighting
fronts. Congress seems to have discovered no
sound answer to that warning.

But Congress could stop presidential wars
before they begin by writing into the law
firm prohibitions against the buillding of
military bases in forelgn countries and the
dispatch of American troops to other coun-
tries without specific congressional approval
If Congress is not willing or able to devise
some means of restoring the war power to
the representatives of the people, we may
have to modify our system of government so
that the President would become answerable
to Congress for abuses of power. In the light
of our Vietnam experience, it seems highly
improbable that the country will long eon=-
tinue to tolerate unlimited power in one
man to make war.
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POLISH CONSTITUTION DAY

HON. SAMUEL S. STRATTON

OF NEW YORE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, last
week millions of Americans joined in
paying tribute to the proud and brave
people in Poland on the occasion of the
179th anniversary of the adoption of the
Constitution of Poland. That inspiring
document, modeled after our own Con-
stitution, has, since May 3, 1791, demon-
strated the democratic ideals and zeal
for liberty that have been a part of the
heritage of the people of Poland, as well
as those of Polish descent living here in
this country.

This year Polish Constitution Day
happens to coincide with the 25th an-
niversary of the Katyn massacre, that
vicious slaughter of some 4,000 Polish
officers and intellectuals by the forces of
the Soviet Union. That massacre was
just another incident in the long and
tragic history of Poland’'s repression by
neighboring totalitarian governments
who have at various times regarded the
traditional love of freedom in Poland
to be a threat to their dictatorial re-
gimes.

So on May 3, Constitution Day, we
have all paused to reaffirm our belief in
the wvalidity of that spirit of freedom
which is still active behind the Iron Cur-
tain in Poland, and our conviction that
that spirit will ultimately triumph. We
all look forward to the day when the
democratic Constitution of Poland will
again govern that land and when the
brave, proud people of Poland will once
again be free.

TWENTY-TWO YEARS OF ISRAELIL
STATEHOOD

HON. JOSEPH G. MINISH

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. MINISH. Mr. Speaker, on May 15,
1948, the establishment of the State of
Israel was proclaimed by David Ben
Gurion, head of its provisional govern-
ment. To observe the sovereignty of Is-
rael, the last of the British garrison with-
drew on that date.

I should like to mark Israel’s anni-
versary by reminding my colleagues of
the current situation in this beleaguered
nation. Israel, a small state with 2%
million people, has to contend with the
aggression of the Arab world. Since its
independence, to which it was entitled,
it has been attacked thrice in joint ac-
tions by its Arab neighbors, who have
pledged to drive Israel into the sea.

Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that the
Arab’s willful destruction of Israel will
not occur. We in the Congress are re-
minded of the almost 6 million European
Jews eradicated by the Nazis. Such in-
humanity must not be repeated in the
Mideast.
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It is known that Soviet pilots are man-
ning squadrons of jet interceptors within
the United Arab Republic. These Russian
pilots are reported to be part of an 8,000
to 10,000 military advisory force sent by
Russia to assist the Arabs. Moreover,
Mig-21’s and SAM-3 air defense missile
sites are also reported to be part of the
Arab defense system.

The administration has considered the
sale of P-4 Phantom jets and A-4 Sky-
hawks to Israel. I hope it will recognize
that the Israeli-Arab dispute is not a
question of territory or polities or eco-
nomics, but of existence, Israel’s exist-
ence.

The Arabs have admitted their unwill-
ingness to negotiate a peaceful settle-
ment with Israel, and seek only to destroy
her. FPurthermore, the Russians are the
UAR’s willing ally.

Mr. Speaker, the promised land of the
Bible, the Canaan to all Jews, is Israel.
For more than 18 centuries world Jewry
was in the Diaspora, dispersed every-
where. But always their thoughts and
hopes centered on Israel.

Now they have a sovereign nation, and
she asks only to be permitted to live
peacefully and without threat in a land
she has turned from arid desert into
fruitful abundance.

Let us, then, on the occasion of Israel’s
22d anniversary of her independence, do
more than pay lip service to her needs.

SENATOR WILLIAMS SAYS “THANK
YOU” FOR HOUSING HONORING
“JAY” SMITH

HON. EDWARD J. PATTEN

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. PATTEN. Mr. Speaker, many pub-
lic housing projects thoughout the Na-
tion bear the names of individual citizens
who, in one way or another, worked to
provide more adequate shelter for mod-
erate- and low-income individuals.

On May 10, it was my good fortune to
participate in the dedication ceremo-
nies for Jeannette Smith Village in Car-
teret, N.J. Like others there, I was deeply
moved. The decision to honor Jeannet-
te—or “Jay” as she was nicknamed—
Smith was a thoroughly appropriate ac-
tion which warms the hearts of all those
who knew Jay and of her work here in
Washington.

Mrs. Smith was well-known in the
Capitol City for her work with Mrs, Marie
MeGuire in the publie housing programs
first in the Housing and Home Finance
Ageney and later in the Department of
Housing and Urban Development. She
was also known as & good citizen with a
keen eye for social injustice and skill in
efforts to overcome those injustices.

And she was the sister of Senator Har-
RIsON “PrTE"” WILLIAMS.

Together, they worked for better hous-
ing. Senator WiLLiams, a member of the
Senate Banking and Currency Commit-
tee, took a deep and personal interest in
all forms of housing and urban develop-
ment; and he showed special concern for
housing for the elderly.
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Jay Smith was one of those Federal ex-
ecutives who seemed always to go to the
heart of the matter when she saw an ap-
plication for housing. She always asked:
What will these units mean for the peo-
ple who will someday live in them?

For these reasons, I was pleased indeed
when the Housing Authority of Carteret
decided to dedicate new housing for the
elderly in honor of Mrs. Smith. The cere-
mony on May 10 was especially poignant
because within the past year Jay Smith
was taken from us. Vital and very much
concerned about the work that yet re-
mained to be done, she fell victim to a
stroke.

Senator WiLLrams was the prineipal
speaker at the ceremonies in Jay Smith’s
honor. He offered thanks for himself and
for his family. His speech should be re-
membered. I include it in this Recorp at
this point:

REMARKS AT THE DEDICATION OF JEANNETTE
SmirHE VILLAGE—CARTERET, N.J.
(By Hon. Harrison A. Williams)

My first duty here today is to extend my
heartfelt thanks to John Sudia, Director of
the Carteret Housing Authority.

I have been told that John has worn out
two automobiles running back and forth be-
tween Carteret and Washington, D.C., to get
approval on housing projects here within the
last few years.

And now that he’s deeply involved in an
urban renewal project, he fully expects Lo
have a third loss on his hands any day now.

Ed Patten knows just how persuasive John
can be when he does get to Washington.
When we see Sudia coming, we know that he
wants to put us to work.

But we know that John's work is worth
doing.

And then, too, John, Ed, and I have &
friend in Washington.

She is Marie McGuire, and she has two
precious gifts,

She can move bureaucratic mountains.

She can see people through the paper work.

Those of you who knew my sister Jay, may
know that she worked with Marle.

And what a team they were.

Jay was never one to let dust gather on
an application for a housing project. She
would lock at it all: the statlstics. the cri-
teria, the financing requirements And some-
how she came back to only one question:

What will this project mean to the people
it is meant to serve?

Marie always asks that question, too.

In fact, Marie, you can take credit for mak-
ing a sometimes singlehanded effort to bring
the human touch to public housing.

Marle and Jay weren't overwhelmed with
paper and red tape—they cut thru it all to
its meaning of people in homes—homes they
didn't have and needed so much. They
wouldn't settle for mere shelter. They in-
sisted that Ilife, and hope, thrive in these
buildings.

The close working relationship between
Marie and Jay was accepted, I suppose, &s
an everyday fact of life in Washington over
the years.

But Marle, at the memorial services to
Jay on that hilltop overlocking the Potomac
Just a few months ago, you told us what it
was all about.

You let us know what Jay had contributed
to your life.

You let us know what Jay had contributed
to her work.

And now here today, we dedicate housing
which bears my slster’s name.

I know her concern about people will be
felt here.

She is a partner with all who thought to
plan and construct these buildings.
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She is a partner with everyone who will
ever live here.

You know, perhaps my personal involve-
ment in today’s ceremonies has made me see
more clearly that any successful project
depends upon good faith by good people.

We in Washington can authorize all the
programs in the world, but it takes more
than Congressional intent to make them
work.

Unless neighbors work for neighbors, we
can't have successful housing or anything
else that is intended to meet local needs.

And unless a man like John Sudia can work
day in and day out to help municipal officials
and county officials to see why a clear need
exists—and why it must be met—we’ll have
much spelling out of goals, but no action.

I know that this is a dedication, and that
you have done Jay and her family great honor
by remembering her today. And perhaps I
should speak only of pleasant things. But
somehow I feel that I would violate the spirit
of this day if I did not talk about several
matters that trouble me.

You may know that I serve on the Senate
Committee on Banking and Currency.

We have the responsibility to act on many
programs related to community development,
housing among them.

Over the past 11 years, I have heard the
witnesses at hearings. I have read the re-
ports about housing shortages. I have worked
on the bills. And the Committee has acted
time and again to broaden our national com-
mitment to housing. And we paid special
heed to the needs of the elderly. We know
that they are caught in unique pressure.

But, after these 11 years, I must say that
I am deeply concerned about the yawning gap
between our needs and our progress.

Worst yet, I am concerned about what
appears to be a waning of commitment over
the past year and a half.

Within recent months I have come face to
face both with need and with evidence of
watered-down commitment.

It began when I asked the staff of the
Senate Committee on Aging to lock into the
problems faced by churches and other non-
profit crganizations in general when they try
to provide housing for the elderly. We looked
into other programs, too; but our major
focus was on housing.

Here's what we found.

Potential sponsors of housing from many
parts of the nation have told us of their
troubles:

Unsympathetic municipal governing bodies
who saw no need at all to “subsidize” housing
for the elderly.

Federal red tape and unresponsive jargon
issued in the name of policy.

Confusion about federal intentions: Just
last year, the Department of Housing and
Urban Development made a major power
play to end one very useful program for non-
profit sponsors and substitute another which
had drawn widespread criticlsm,

Despite the criticlsm, however, that older,
and better, program is being phased out.

There are many other difficulties. But let's
think for a moment about what happens
when the sponsors are unsuccessful—and
the project never does get off the drawing
board.

Just a few weeks ago in Ocean Grove, I
recelved direct evidence on that subject.

There, at a hearing by the Committee
on Aging, we heard from churchmen and
officials who know that for every such fail-
ure, many older people in their communities
live in mounting desperation.

We heard about widows and widowers who
lived alone in old houses on which they paid
high taxes.

They cannot keep up with all the house-
keeping needed for the home. They are just
about able to pay the taxes, and so many
cut down on prescription drugs and even food
to pay those taxes.
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Many would like to move into smaller
quarters,

But there are no places to be had at
prices they can afford.

Three different witnesses at the Ocean
Grove hearing told us of finding persons
dead in their homes. They were living lives
of isolation. They were living in want, And
they dled alone and unnoticed.

That is what housing for the elderly is all
about. It is literally a matter of life and
death.

Waiting lists on housing for the eledrly can
be tragic documents. Names are crossed off,
not because they have been accepted, but
because their waiting time had run out.

I've spoken about the dark side of the
housing picture because I believe that every
American should know what may be happen-
ing in his own community.

Today, however, we are celebrating a suc-
cess story.

We are celebrating a partnership of gov-
ernment and people.

And, in the years ahead, there will be other
success stories, other people served, other
needs seen.

But for me and my family—this Village—
these buildings—will have special meaning.
You have given your good will to someone
who was dear to us, and we thank you.

CAMBODIAN INVASION WEAKENS
OUR MIDDLE EAST POSTURE

HON. WILLIAM F. RYAN

OF NEW YOREK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, today’s New
York Times reported that the Soviet
Union has sent approximately another
100 pilots to the United Arab Republic
to man three or four squadrons of Mig
21 jet interceptors. This brings the total
Soviet strength in Egypt to 8,000 to 10,-
000 men, plus 20 SAM-3 air defense mis-
sile sites which, when completed, will
contain 160 missile launchers.

Meanwhile, the Nixon administration
continues to refuse to sell Israel the
planes she desperately needs and which
would insure that the balance of power
in the Middle East would be maintained
despite Soviet attempts to upset it. And,
by its preoccupation with the misguided
invasion of Cambodia, the administration
is encouraging these new and dangerous
Soviet moves in the Middle East.

The passive reaction of the adminis-
tration to the introduction of SAM-3 mis-
siles in Egypt and the deployment of So-
viet pilots in the Egyptian air is extremely
dangerous. The tragedy is that now,
combined with the “evenhandedness”
guiding the State Department, there is
also the Cambodia affair which ties the
administration’s hands. As Joseph Kraft
writes in his column today in the Wash-
ington Post:

Delay is necessary because the Nixon Ad-
ministration has been too obsessed with
Cambodia to think about anything else,

And Joseph EKraff correctly concludes
that, contrary to the administration’s
claim, the Cambodia decision has weak-
ened Ameriea's position around the
world, especialy in the Middle East. As
he says:

One weak response, to be sure, doesn't
mean the end of the world. But it shows
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that the claim about Cambodia strengthen-
ing the American hand around the world is
contemptible. It is, in fact, only slightly less
contemptible than the suggestion that the
blame for this country’s weakened condition
should fall on those who protested, rather
than those who undertook, the wholly un-
necessary move in Cambodia.

Because it is highly relevant to the de-
cisions that are being made at this time,
I include at this point in the REcorD
Joseph Kraft's informative article from
the May 14, 1970, issue of the Washing-
ton Post. In particular, I call attention to
the last three paragraphs, in which Mr.
Kraft zeroes in on the relationship be-
tween the invasion of Cambodia and our
inability to deal effectively with the
Middle East situation. The article fol-
lows:

[From the Washington Post, May 14, 19870]

Cameopria WeARENsS TU.S. Hanp As Sovier
Gains 1N NEArR East
(By Joseph Kraft)

The quaint conceit that President Nixon's
Cambodian plunge strengthens this country’s
global stance encounters reality in the Near
East, And the result of the meeting is dismal.

For the Russians are blandly deepening
their penetration of Egypt in ways that cause
Colonel Nasser to flex his muscles anew. But
the United States faces this challenge from a
position of weakness unmatched since the
Moscow-Cairo axis started building 15 years

The basic facts are well known. In the past
few months the Russians have become the
mainstay of Egyptian air defense. They have
set wup new surface-to-air missiles—the
SA-3—around Cairo and Alexandria. They
have supplied crews to man these weapons,

In addition, Soviet pilots are flying MIG 21
Jjets on operational, as distinct from training,
missions. While the exact nature of these mis-
slons i1s in some doubt the Soviet pilots are
rising whenever Israeli pilots penetrate Egyp-
tlan territory beyond the Suez Canal Zone.
In effect, the Russian’s are protecting Egypt's
hinterland.

Thus protected, Colonel Nasser, after the
usual fashion of the gambler, has had a sud-
den access of confidence and courage. He has
stepped up the attrition raids that take such
a heavy toll of Israeli manpower. “We've been
here for seven thousand years, and we'll be
here seven thousand more,” he boasted to
one recent visitor.

The Israelis have so far been cautlous in
response. They have not flown sorties in the
area now patrolled by Soviet pilots. Defense
Minister Moshe Dayan has expressed interest
In getting a cease-fire. But this restrained
attitude will be maintained only if there is
some indication that Israel does not stand
alone—that she has American support.

As to Washington, nobody here doubts that
the latest Soviet move represents a challenge
and a potential threat to the peace. Nobody
doubts that Israel will once more act alone
if some kind of American help is not forth-
coming. Nobody doubts that if Washington
8its on its hands there will be some further
Sovlet move to penetrate Egypt—perhaps the
stationing of the SA-3 missiles and their
Russian crews in the Canal Zone within easy
range of Israeli guns.

But with all these dangers implicit in in-
action, Washington has been looking the
other way, dodging conclusions, playing for
time. Thus a massive intelligence analysis
is under way to determine exactly the nature
of the new mission assigned to Soviet pilots
in Egypt. Moscow was asked by Ambassador
Jacob Beame—who doesn't exactly have the
clout to make strong demands—for an ex-
planation of the new assignment for the
Soviet pilots. When the first explanation was
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found to be too vague, he was sent back
for more.

In the long run, everybody concedes that
the President will be obliged to take some
action. The best guess is that Israel will be
offered more planes and credits, and perhaps
a closer working arrangement in defense.
But this will be done quietly and with little
public stir—slipped over the transom, as it
were.

What this means is that the American
response In the Near East will be a weak
response—slow in coming and almost invis-
ible. No doubt there are good reasons for
this weakness.

Delay is necessary because the Nixon ad-
ministration has been too obsessed with
Cambodia to think about anything else. The
Congress and much of the country have been
80 upset by Cambodia that any blaring forth
of new undertakings would excite a hostile
reaction, But that only says that the weak
response in the Near East is rooted in condi-
tions created by the Cambodian strike.

One weak response, to be sure doesn't
mean the end of the world. But it shows
that the claim about Cambodia strengthen-
ing the American hand around the world is
contemptible. It is, In fact, only slightly less
contemptible than the suggestion that the
blame for this country’s weakened condition
should fall on those who protested, rather
than those who undertook, the wholly un-
necessary move in Cambodia,

DEDICATION OF RICHARD B. RUS-
SELL AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH
CENTER

HON. ROBERT G. STEPHENS, JR.

OF GEORGIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, on last
Saturday, May 9, ceremonies were held
in my hometown of Athens, Ga., dedi-
cating the new Federal Food Utilization
Laboratory. It was not only a program
for that purpose but was also an occa-
sion to honor our senior—and beloved—
Senator from Georgia, the Honorable
RicuArD B. RusseLL, for whom this Ag-
ricultural Research Center has been of-
ficially named. Master of ceremonies
was Dr, C. H. Neufeld, director of the
Richard B. Russell Agricultural Research
Center.

After a pleasant presentation of mu-
sic by the Georg Teleman University of
Georgia Barogue Ensemble, Mayor Ju-
lius F. Bishop of Athens, welcomed the
crowd of some 400 people and Dr. Fred
C. Davison, president of the University
of Georgia, thanked Senator RUSSELL
for his long and devoted service to ad-
vancement of agricultural research in
Georgia ard in the United States.

The main address of the day was de-
livered by Secretary of Agriculture,
Hon. Clifford M. Hardin. Secretary
Hardin was appropriately introduced by
Dr. George W. Irving, Jr., administrator
in Washington of the Agricultural Re-
search Service. Because of the fitness of
Becretary Hardin's dedication remarks,
I include them in full in the Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD.

Secretary Hardin introduced his
comments by reading the following tele-
gram from President Nixon:
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TarE WHITE HOUSE,
May 9, 1570.

Hon, CrLrrrorp M. HARDIN,

Care Richard B. Russell Agricultural Research
Center-College Station Road, Athens,
Ga.:

The Richard B. Russell Agricultural Re-
search Center bears an illustrious name—
one which stands for much that has brought
pride and honor to the State of Georgia and
to the Nation. I know that the results
achleved at this center will improve the
quality of living for people of the Southeast
and indeed, throughout the world during
the years ahead. It is fitting these benefits
should continue to come to us in the name
of an outstanding and dedicated public serv-
ant, RicHARD B. RUSSELL.

RicaARp Nixow,

ADDRESS OF SECRETARY HARDIN

It is appropriate for us to gather here to-
day to dedicate a superb new laboratory for
agricultural research in honor of the man
who has made its existence possible.

Years ago, Senator Richard B. Russell fore-
saw the need for a laboratory such as this in
order to meet the new and very difficult prob-
lems caused by changing to a different kind
of agriculture here in the Southeast. He
maintained interest in this facility when it
seemed that it could never possibly material-
ize as he envisioned it. He persisted in his
efforts to make others see the need . . . and
the benefits . . . of such a laboratory.

And once the decision was made to build,
Senator Russell fought for money for per-
sonnel, for programs, and for additional un-
foreseen expenses as the need arose.

This splendid facility—with all that it
promises for the agriculture of this area and
the Nation—is a lasting tribute to Senator
Russell's long concern for agricultural re-
search. He has been a strong friend of the
Department of Agriculture and a strong sup-
porter of agricultural research.

The Richard B. Russell Agricultural Re-
search Center is the newest of five regional
laboratories of the Department’s Agricul-
tural Research Service. Their primary mis-
sion is to conduct utilization research on ag-
ricultural commodities—to develop new and
expanded uses for these commodities, includ-
ing greater efficiency of usage. Included in
this work is the search for methods of pre-
serving and protecting the native good qual-
ities of farm products. The research explores
all outlets for processed products—for foods,
feeds, clothing, shelter, industrial chemi-
cals and equipment, the whole vast range
of man's needs.

Let me review briefly how this Center came
into being.

Eight years ago, during Fiscal Year 1962,
the Senate at the request of Senator Rus-
sell began hearings on the need for a facil-
ity in the Southeast to conduct utilization
research on the agricultural crops of that
region. In September 1963, Senator Russell
officially proposed the Center to the Senate.
Arguments for a new facility in the South-
east were based on (1) the shift from cot-
ton to diversified agricultural crops, (2) the
rise of meat and poultry production and the
simultaneous needs for more vital food-
stuffs, (3) the changing labor supply with a
consequential need for mechanical harvest-
ing and new crop varieties suitable for
such practices, (4) the increasing production
of oilseeds, (5) the growing need for more
processing of agricultural products to give
farmers additional returns, and (6) the need
to supply processed products tallored to
meet the specific needs of domestic and for-
elgn markets.

Funds for the new Center were included
in the 1964 Agricultural Appropriations Bill.
Architectural plans were developed and con-
struction was begun late in 1966. The build-
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ing is now essentially complete. A skeleton
stafl of 19 people moved into the bullding
last May. Now, one year later, I understand
that the staff consists of about 100 people,
When completely staffed, the Center will
employ about 500 people, 150 of whom will
be senior scientists.

A few words about the organization of the
Center. The Richard B. Russell Agricultural
Research Center is a part of the Agricultural
Research Service under Dr. George Irving.
The work here is divided into seven groups.
There are three commodity groups—Iiruits
and vegetables; animal products; and feeds,
forages, and oilseeds. And there are four
groups that might be called support
groups—engineering, pharmacology, bio-
chemistry, and product evaluation.

Even though work will be concentrated on
crops and on poultry and livestock products
important here in the Southeast, the findings
will have an impact across the Nation and
the world.

This Center will have a strong cooperative
State-Federal program under which the
Southern State Agricultural Experiment Sta-
tions and other divisions of the Agricultural
Research Service will work jointly toward
the solution of major regional problems.

In this effort, sclentists from other State
and Federal organizations will work at the
Center where this is feasible and advantage-
ous to the research. This kind of close coop-
eration will enable us to bring an unusually
wide range of scientific disciplines to bear on
solving agricultural problems. In fact, I un-
derstand that this Center will include the
widest range of scientists of any laboratory
in the Department of Agriculture.

As Dr. Davison (Dr. Fred C. Davison, presl-
dent, University of Georgla) has indicated
earller, a very close cooperation already ex-
ists with the University of Georgla. Some 23
faculty and graduate students of the Uni-
versity's Botany Department are housed in
the Center, conducting cooperative research
with the scientists here. The programs of the
Center and of the University are adding up
to be more than the sum of the individual
efforts as a result of this cooperation.

Dr, Neufeld (Dr. C. H. Harry Neufeld, Di-
rector of the Center) has contacted the other
Southern State Agricultural Experiment Sta-
tions to explore the possibilities of their also
joining this exciting research adventure.
These relations with the other Stations will
make the work of this particular Center more
meaningful to all the States of this region.

Cooperatlve State-Federal ventures such
as these have long been encouraged and em-
phasized by the Agricultural Research Serv-
ice. State-Federal research cooperation has
been basic to Department policy, and to
whatever success we have achieved In agri-
culture. It will be basic to any success that
we may achieve in the future.

Athens, Georgla is an ideal site for this
Center. It has the advantages of close asso-
ciation with the University of Georgia, in-
cluding its excellent academic staff and at-
mosphere, library facilities, and graduate
school. It is centrally located with respect to
the Southeastern region, to existing Depart-
ment field stations, and to the strong re-
search underway in Georgla and nearby
States.

As far as this facility itself is concerned,
surely it is one of the most splendid and best
equipped of its kind in the world. It cannot
fall to impress. I understand this white lime-
stone building houses 145 laboratories and
58 constant temperature rooms, several of
them completely equipped for low-tempera~
ture studies. I also understand that the
pharmacological facilities here are among the
most advanced in the world. And, of course,
this very attractive 400-seat auditorium that
we are in speaks for itself. The location of
this Center, on top of the highest hill in
Athens, is superb.

The Richard B. Russell Agricultural Re-
search Center 1s indeed a magnificent struc-
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ture—a fitting tribute to the man who played
the predominant role in its inception, de-
velopment, and realization.

And now it is my special pleasure to un-
veil a portrait of Senator Russell. This por-
trait, which was painted by Mrs, Carolyn
Heery Berry, was a gift of the architects
Heery and Heery, who did such a splendid
job of designing the building. Mrs. Berry is
the daughter of Mr. C. Wilmer Heery. Senator
Russell’s portrait will be mounted in the
lobby of the Center.

Senator RusseLL was recognized after
the address and he expressed his appre-
ciation for the honors accorded him. He
gave the epitome of his philosophy on
research when he stated that he had
always advocated the ideal of the need
to “develop new things and expand old
ideas.”

To conclude this impressive ceremony
another Georgian of whom we are all
proud was called upon by Dr. Neufeld.
This was my friend and constituent, J.
Phil Campbell of Oconee County, Ga.,
the Under Secretary of Agriculture for
the United States. He told of the help
that Senator RusserL had always been
when Mr. Campbell was Georgia’s Com-~
missioner of Agriculture and how fitting
it was to dedicate the new facility in
the name of RicHARD B. RUSSELL.

Among those who attended the event
were Mrs. Clifford Hardin, wife of the
Secretary; Mrs. J. Phil Campbell, Jr.,
the Under Secretary’s wife; Mr. Michael
MecCloud and Mr, Dan Tate of Senator
TaLmapce’'s staff; Charles Campbell,
Powell Moore, Proctor Jones, and Mrs.
Phil Prichett of Senator RusseLL’s staff;
Cecil Chapman, head of Georgia’s Soil
Conservation Service; L. W. Eberhardt,
head of Georgia's Cooperative Exten-
sion Service, Paul Holmes, ASC program
head; C. Wilmer Heery, senior archi-
tect for the building, and Mrs. Heery,
John MeDuffie, farmers home admin-
istrator for Georgia, and a host of other
dignitaries and friends of Senator Rus-
SELL.

The entire program was a wonderful
tribute to a great American. I am glad
to have had a pary in honoring Senator
RUSSELL.

WHY GOD!

HON. HENRY HELSTOSKI

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. HELSTOSKI, Mr. Speaker, the full
tragedy of war never completely reaches
our hearts until we hear from a relative
or neighbor who has lost a loved one
on the field of battle.

It brings home forcibly the need for
bringing to a rapid and complete end
the military action in the Far East and
the launching of an all-encompassing ef-
fort to prevent future wars.

I believe that most know that I am firm
in my convictions that we, as a nation
and a people, should not be in Vietnam
and Cambodia and should never have
gone there militarily, but it has not made
me forget those who did answer the call
of their country and in many instances
when they did not believe in our partici-
pation in Vietnam.
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Mr. Speaker, these men and their loved
ones are the heroes and victims of this
turbulent era—the vietims of what I con-
sider the poor and questionable judg-
ment of too many chief executives of
this Nation.

For those who seem to forget the
youth who have been sent to Vietnam
and their loved ones at home, I place
before them in the Recorp the following
letter and poem received from a constit-
uent and neighbor, Mrs. Helen W. Van-
der Heide, whose 20-year-old son, Pfc.
Gerard J. Walker, was drafted on July
16, 1969, and killed in Vietnam on De-
cember 26, 1969.

DeArR Mr. HeELstosx1: It is the worse event
a mother can endure when her only son is
killed in battle. Part of this is what I went
through when I first heard of it and as time
goes on I just can’t forget.

It can't be classified as a poem and I
am sure there is many a one who wouldn't
read it, but I'm sure every mother In my
position will understand.

Perhaps, you can publish this for Memo-
rial Day and make parents realize while they
still have their children talk, listen, be in-
terested In their whereabouts, gulde them
and most of all show them love and respect,
Iam

Respectiully,
HeLEN W. VaNDER HEIDE.

WaY Gop

When a man in uniform knocks upon your
door and asks,

Are you the mother of,—you know he need

not say no more.

For you just stand in shock and cry, Oh
God please, God nol

It's at this very moment that life seems
80 unreal

You look at him and say, are you sure that
it's my boy?

With heavy heart and bowed head, he says
just one word, yes.

You walk away in a daze with just one
thought in mind.

Oh, God, please answer me, why did it have
to be.

It's now that I must realize his future
dreams are past

But the twenty years I've had with him
will never, never pass.

As time goes on I'm remembering more and
sometimes hate comes through

But I know I should be grateful for he is
now at peace.

Although my heart Is heavy as I ask God
to help me through

Perhaps some day he’ll answer me why it
had to be.

A MEANINGFUL INVOCATION

HON. LOUIS C. WYMAN

OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr, WYMAN. Mr. Speaker, at a recent
public function in my Congressional
District, one of my outstanding constitu-
ents, a civic leader in her own right,
Mrs. Nettie Kemp of East Kingston, N.H.
was called upon to give the invocation.
Her prayer was so significantly appeal-
ing in all humility and wisdom that I
include it in the Recorp at this point
so it may be shared with others who
realize that in this time of enormous
stress the citizens of this great Nation
still seek and depend upon divine
guidance:




15666

Dear Heavenly Father, We thank thee for
the privilege of meeting here in these pleas-
ant surroundings. We pray for our President
and those who have been elected to Public
Office. Help them to exert moral leadership
and to stand visible and uncompromising
for what is right and decent in government.
Eeep us mindful that Liberty is not only to
be loved but to be lived; that Freedom does
not mean the right to do as we please, but
rather the responsibility to do what is right.
Protect us from our enemies without and
from weakness and self destruction from
within, In all decisions and crisis of the
coming days, grant that we may remain one
nation under God indivisible with liberty
and justice for all. Amen

JOHN F. KARCH

HON. JOEL T. BROYHILL

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, under leave to extend my re-
marks, I would like to call to the atten-
tion of my colleagues a more construc-
tive approach to the sentiment now be-
ing expressed by some of the young peo-
ple today. First Lt. John F. Kareh,
USMC, has returned from a combat tour
in Southeast Asia. While he is not in
support of the administration’s policy in
Southeast Asia, the primary purpose of
his suggestion is in the hopes it will help
the young people in a more civilized and
constructive approach in expressing
their disagreement in the future.

The remarks follow:

REMARKS BY JoHN F. EKArcH

One year ago, I returned from a combat
tour in Southeast Asia. I did not agree with
the former Administration’s policies in that
theater, and I am stunned at the systematic
blundering and the periodic refighting of
the same battles which Is even more prev=-
alent in this Administration’s strategy. Now
we have even further involvement in Cam-
bodia. Still, I am highly indignant toward
criticism without constructive suggestion.

Having been on the recelving end of both
“bitch speeches” of youth leaders, and NVA
and VC ordinance on numerous occasions, I
equate these factors but draw the distinc-
tion that while the former breeds bitter re-
sentment, the latter inspires sheer terror.
Neither is enjoyable or tolerable within the
limits of acceptance as generated by life in
this country. And for those who are unable
or just too stubborn to recognize fact, this
is a relatively damn fine country.

I certainly feel, as do many of the “silent
majority” who have undergone the same ex-
periences, that there does exist a meaning-
ful realization of what freedom and life are,
and which is being lost amid present youth
unrest. I feel quite strongly that it is ex-
tremely unfortunate that the university “in-
telligentsia”, sheltered beneath the non-re-
sponsible shield of idealism afforded by the
environment of academic security, have
lacked such fundamental perception in at-
tempting to come to grips with reality.
Herein lies the Administration-Youth gap.

Students must bring their education and
idealism to bear upon experience, and gov-
ernment should encourage this and provide
opportunities for it to be accomplished. It
is only in this way that constructive alter-
atlon of social injustices may be facilitated
by channeling and controlling youthful as-
sertiveness and free thought. The continued
rape of our society and its institutions by
a few emotionally aroused radicals is not
the answer,
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There must be a way of rectifying such a
situation at an expense which certainly would
not surpass that created by damages, police
forces, clean-up, and so forth caused by
present massive demonstrations, confron-
tations, and killings. One suggestion would
operate on the principle of learned experience
similar to government intern programs, but
with an optimal representation of campuses
throughout the nation.

Some guidelines for such a program, here-
after referred to as SAFE—Student Associa-
tion For Education—are as follows:

1. BEach class—sophomore, junior, and
senior—would elect one or two campus rep-
resentatives to SAFE.

2. The graduating class, prior to gradua-
tion, would elect an appropriately oriented
representative to the SAFE Nation’s Con-
gress.

3. This national member would reside in
Washington for one year and would par-
ticipate in Congressional and Senatorial
functions, under the cognizance of their
state's representatives in the Capitol.

4. National representatives would periodi-
cally meet to pass resolutions on relevant
issues arising from feedback from the campus
representatives, and would submit a wvalid
referendum to Congress.

5. National representatives would be paid
by the government a predetermined salary
and allowances. This is not to imply govern-
ment control of the stabillzing attitude and
esprit of the organization.

6. The responsibilities of the organization
and the national representatives would be
enumerated in an appropriate constitution
drafted by SAFE and primarily encompass
the coordination of campus and national
issues and activities.

Thus, dissenting students have a respon-
sive voice in government among their own
generation, while other students, who want
to receive the education for which they have
paid, are afforded a safe opportunity without
fear of federal or faculty responsiveness to a
relatively few obnoxious protestors creating
such further social injustices as closing down
our institutions of learning.

The present situation of students and
sympathizers who are infatuated with a fad
of revolutionary hysteria, demonstrating
about the streets of Washington and other
cities, emotionally exercising their freedom
of expression while confining the freedom of
others toward business, entertainment, and
8o forth, appears a rather inequitable way of
providing a point of contention. The place
of the student, initially but certainly not
entirely, is primarily in the classroom where
knowledge can be gained to combine with
realistic experience; and then changes in the
social environment can be effectively made.
At present, this country has a minority of
loud-mouthed “maggots” who are feeding,
although superficially healthfully, upon the
decaying flesh of the festering wounds of our
soclety without providing a constructive
healing process. Changes must and will come
about, but not within the present divisions
of dissention. This is one suggestion in the
right direction.

THE 179TH ANNIVERSARY OF
POLISH CONSTITUTION

HON. WILLIAM J. GREEN

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I wish to call the attention of
the Congress and the American people
to this 179th anniversary of the May 3
constitution in Poland, This constitution
was adopted in 1791. It created one of the
first constitutional governments on the
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continent of Europe. The significance of
this holiday should be understood by
every American.

The history of the Polish people has
not been one of continued individual
freedom. They have been subjected to
numerous invasions and tyrannous for-
eign dictatorships. Their struggle has
often been quiet. Even today they are
fighting to regain the natural rights and
liberties which have been denied them
by the tyranny of communism,

But the will of the people as the source
of political power in civil society has sur-
vived even under Communist domina-
tion. The ideals of local government and
judieial autonomy of private ownership
and free enterprise, of religious freedom,
o_f access to public office and the respon-
sibility of elected officials, are still valued
highly by the people of Poland. These are
the concepts of government which the
Polish people first wrote into their con-
stitution in 1791, and which they have
continued to uphold since that time. It
is important for Americans to remember
a constitution as old as our own which
téo millions of Poles still symbolizes free-

om.

HOUSE RESOLUTION 91 ADOPTED
IN DELAWARE

HON. WILLIAM V. ROTH, JR.

OF DELAWARE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. ROTH. Mr. Speaker, in Dover,
Del.,, the House of Representatives of
the 125th General Assembly of the State
of Delaware recently adopted House
Resolution 91, which, among other
things, supports the right of every hu-
man being to express his faith in God
and Bible publicly without fear or threat
of censure.

This resolution, in my view, is deeply
significant and of far-reaching impor-
tance and I consider it an honor to be
among those to whom a copy of this
formal expression of the will of the rep-
resentatives of the citizens of Delaware
was forwarded.

It is also my pleasure at this time to
commend fo all Members the full text of
the resolution which follows:

House ResoLuTION No. 91, REeLATING TO
DECISIONS OF ASTRONAUTS REGARDING RE-
LIGION
Whereas, the attention of the House of

Representatives of the 125th General Assem-

bly has been called to the efforts of Made-

line Murray O'Hara to invoke censure upon

America’s astronauts; and
Whereas, Mrs. O'Hara recently obtained

27,000 signed letters protesting the decision

of the astronauts to read the Bible as a

Christmas message to the world from their

spacecraft while orbiting the moon in De-

cember of 1968; and

‘Whereas, Mrs. O'Hara plans to present
these letters to the National Aeronautics
and Space Administration with a demand
that the astronauts be publicly censured for
their act, and that any further demonstra-
tions of faith by public leaders be pre=
vented; and

Whereas, Mrs. O'Hara has been successful
In earlier efforts to influence national policy
on behalf of her "“religion’” which she avows
to be athelsm; and
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Whereas, the House of Representatives of
the 125th General Assembly is disturbed by
the efforts of Mrs. O'Hara to impose her per-
sonal crusades upon the general public;

Now therefore, be it resolved, by the House
of Representatives of the 125th General As-
sembly of the State of Delaware, that it
make known its deep appreciation and
whole-hearted support of the Astronauts’
decision to read the Bible from the Space-
craft as they orbited the moon during De-
cember of 1968, and

Be it further resolved, that the House of
Representatives of the 125th General Assem-
bly supports the right of every human being
to express his faith in God and Bible pub-
licly without fear or threat of censure, and

Be it further resolved, that a copy of this
Resolution be entered upon the Journal of
the House and a copy forwarded to National
Aeronautics and Space Administration, to
President Richard M. Nixon, and to U.S.
Senators J. Caleb Boggs and John J. Wil-
liams, and to U.S. Representative William V.
Roth, Jr.

EDITORIAL ON INCOME
SUPPLEMENTS

HON. ARNOLD OLSEN

OF MONTANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. OLSEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
call your attention to a recent editorial
by WCBS-TV which casts new light on
the question of income supplements. A
study cited in the editorial indicates that
supplementing a poor worker's income
may actually provide him with motiva-
tion to work more, not less. I commend
it to my colleagues and to include it in
the REcCORD:

WCBS-TV EnITORIAL: WELFARE REFORM

One misconception about people is that
they are basically lazy. For years, it has been
assumed that given the choice between more
work and more leisure, most workers would
choose more lelsure. But that'’s not really
the case.

Now, it is true that back in the days when
Warren Harding was in the White House,
steel workers put in a twelve-hour day, and
an eighty-four hour week. Today, of course
the 40-hour week is standard. But statistics
show, that the work week for most people
is getting longer because of overtime. In 1941,
for example, the average work week in man-
ufacturing was slightly over 40 hours. In
1965, it was 41 hours, and rising,

What's the reason for this? Well, accord-
ing to some economists who have studied
this phenomenon, the reason is this: Men
are likely to choose more work than more
lelsure when extra income is the reward.
People these days tend to place a higher
value on goods that they can buy than on
time off.

This fact is not only pertinent for under-
standing what motivates the industrial
worker, or the white-collar worker but it
also appears to be meaningful in terms of
the low-income workers, even the welfare
family. For recent studies of low-income
families in New Jersey suggest that they, too,
will choose to work harder when extra in-
come is provided. This study by the Office
of Economic Opportunity tests one of the
basic concepts in President Nixon's welfare
reform program. That concept is that direct
federal assistance should be provided, up to
a point, to supplement the income of the
working poor.

Some people feared, reasonably enough,
that if poor workers received income supple=-
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ments from the Federal Government, they'd
simply get lazy, and work less. Though re-
sults of the study are not final, they do
suggest that poor people are as motivated
as most of us. Those recelving experimental
income supplements tended to work harder,
not less, the study showed.

In our opinion, the implications of this
study weaken the long-cherished notion that
income assistance stifles ambition. New data
suggest the opposite is true. They suggest
another reason why Congress should approve
without delay legislation providing income
supplements as a reform of our welfare
system.

ILLINOIS EDITOR ON KENT STATE

HON. WILLIAM L. SPRINGER

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the
editor of the Coles County Times-
Courier in Charleston, Ill., last week
commented editorially on the tragedy at
Kent State University. I would like to
share his views with my colleagues in
the House.

The editor, Buryl F. Engleman, made
this observation:

We do not mean to sit in judgment of
the administratirn of Kent State University.
But the failure of many institutions to act
with firmness has made it easier for the

revolutionaries to expand their efforts.

Elsewhere in the editorial Mr. Engle-
man notes that the tragedy affected him
probably more than anyone else in his
community because three generations of

his family “have been connected with
Kent State.”

Mr. Engleman was being modest about
his family’s “connection” with Kent
State. The fact is that his late father,
Dr. J. O. Engleman was president for 10
vears from 1928 to 1938 and Engleman
Hall on the university’s campus in
northeastern Ohio is named for him.
Buryl himself taught for several years
at Kent State and his wife Thelma is
a graduate of that university. His son
Jim also has been a member of the Kent
State faculty. The editorial follows:

MvusiNGs OF AN EDITOR
(By Buryl Engleman)

Perhaps no campus violence in the United
States has had a more shocking and sadden-
ing effect on the nation than Monday's in-
cident at Kent State University in north-
eastern Ohio in which four students—two
of them coeds—were killed in gunfire from
National Guardsmen.

Half a score additional students were seri-
ously wounded and others were injured in
the general melee. The eye-witness account
of the disturbance in yesterday’'s newspaper
was both sickening and frightening.

The incident no doubt affected the writer
more deeply than anyone else in the com-
munity, although several Kent State alumni
and former faculty members have served or
are serving on the Eastern Illinois University
faculty. However, three generations of our
family have been connected with Eent State.

Educators, politicians, and others are seek-
ing to fix the blame for the tragedy, as if
some one individual were to blame. This, of
course, iz absurd.

President Nixon said that the tragedy
“should convince educators and students
that when dissent turns to violence, it in-
vites tragedy.”
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There is no comfort in the President's re-
marks, but it tends to broaden the basis for
blame. Certainly university administrators
who have shown more inclination to yleld
to demands of lawless revolutionaries rather
than place the highest priorities on protect-
ing the rights of the vast majority of stu-
dents who came to college to learn, has made
it easler for lawless militants to stir up
campus after campus.

We do not mean to sit in judgment of the
administration of Kent State University. But
the failure of many institutions to act with
firmness has made it easler for the revolu-
tlonaries to expand their efforts.

The National Guardsmen cannot be
blameless, for they fired without an order
to do so, according to their commander, who
added—perhaps in mitigation—that they
felt their lives were endangered,

The rioters assembled contrary to rules
and refused to disband when ordered to do
s0, The National Guard had been summoned
by business men to restore peace after rioters
had damaged the downtown district,

It hasn't been made clear whether the
victims of the shooting were bystanders or
part of the mob, When armed troops are re-
quired there's no such thing as a safe spot
in the area for onlookers.

There are a great many obvious lessons to
be learned from the incident—lessons for
the revolutionists, rioters, university admin-
Istrators, guardsmen and onlookers.

“When dissent turns to violence, it invites
tragedy.”

SOME STUDENTS ARE DOING CON-
STRUCTIVE THINGS IN THEIR
COMMUNITIES

HON. ROBERT PRICE

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. PRICE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to report that there are stu-
dents in America who are doing con-
structive things in their local communi-
ties rather than being out in the streets
trying to tear our country down.

I insert at this point the following let-
ter I recently received from members
of the Sunray High School Health Coun-
cil of Sunray, Tex., which is in the heart
of the congressional district I represent:

SuNRAY INDEPENDENT ScHoOL DISTRICT,
Sunray, Tex., May 5, 1970.

Hon. Boe PrRICE,

U.S. House of Representatives,

Washington, D.C.

Dear Me. Prick: The students In our school
are in the process of organizing the Sunray
High School Health Counecil. Our purposes
are to educate ourselves, the students in our
grade schools, and the adults of our commu-
nity in areas of smoking, drug abuse, alco-
holism, pollution, cancer, heart disease, tu-
berculosis and emphysema.

We have borrowed “Smoking Sam"” from
the top of Texas Tuberculosis and Respira-
tory Disease Assoclation and are now demon-
strating to our students the amount of
smoke, tar and nicotine that “Smoking Sam"
has in his clear glass lungs as the result
of his smoking. “Smoking Sam"”, a manne-
quin, actually smokes filter-tipped cigarettes.

We are planning to sponsor a “No Bmoke
Day"” In Sunray. We plan to ask all smokers
in Sunray to give up cigarettes on that day.
We will ask that these smokers donate the
money they save to our organization. A part
of the money will be used to take care of
our local expenses. The rest will be donated
to a health organization, possibly the Top
of Texas Tuberculosis and Respiratory Dis-
ease Association.
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We are hopeful that our idea for high
school health councils will “catch on” and
spread to other schools. We plan to seek
invitations to visit surrounding schools to
give our “Smoking Sam" program and we
plan to offer our assistance in helping stu-
dents of other schools organize similar high
school health councils.

We tell you these things so you will know
the request we are making of you is a well
founded one that may be conducive to much
good on the scene in America today.

Our request is for free materials concern-
ing the areas of health indicated above. We
must build a library for ourselves so our in-
formation is accurate and reliable. We be-
lieve you will be willing and able to assist
us in this.

Very truly yours,
SuneAY HicH ScHOOL HEALTH
CoUNCIL,
MARGARET WALKER,
President.
EATHY GAMBLIN,
Vice-President.
LesLie TEAFF

; Secretary.

SPEECH BY SENATOR BIRCH BAYH

HON. ANDREW JACOBS, JR.

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, I insert
the following remarks delivered by Sen-
ator BircH BayH of Indiana, before the
Anti-Defamation League in New York
City on May 11, 1970:

SPEECH BY SENATOR BIRCH BAYH

These are trying times in which we live.
The institutions of America are under ex-
traordinary attack. I need hardly remind this
audience of the decade of violence behind
us—irom Selma to Detroit, from Berkeley to
Columbla—and of the terrible cycle of vio-
lence breeding repression and repressions
breeding violence.

Surely, America cannot tolerate the con-
stant threat of violent revolution. But every
intelligent American must realize by now
that we cannot, merely by imprisoning a few
extremists in our society, respond to the
voices of question and criticism—honest
questions, legitimate criticlams—which a
great many Americans have raised.

It has often been said that this admin-
istration is in tune with the policies of our
time, that America is exhausted from the
efforts we have made in the cause of soclal
progress over the past decade. Go slow is
the word in the legislative area of people
programs, But history tells us that leaders
who abdicate their responsibility to lead,
who refuse to face problems when they should
be faced, eventually reap a bitter harvest of
contempt for their lack of forthrightness.
Frightened by innovation and dismayed by
dissent, the present administration strives
for mediocrity. Unable to break free of con-
formity and conventionality to deal effec-
tively with the nation’s problems, it becomes
ever more obsessed with security. That this
administration might fear revolution is un-
derstandable. For as President John F. Ken-
nedy once said:

“Those who make peaceful revolution im-
possible will make violent revolution in-
evitable.”

When year after year this natlon seems in-
capable of arresting the deterloration of its
cities; incapable of cleaning up its streets;
incapable of halting & war that has cost us
40,000 men; incapable of stopping the growth
of crime and the fear all of this breeds, it
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is not unreasonable to expect that a good
many citizens will explode in violent rage
as a result of persistent and apparently hope-
less frustration.

Undeniably the violent war on society is
being escalated by those who insist the only
way to reform the system is to destroy it and
start afresh. Those who engage In such vio=-
lence must be dealt with firmly. But the
most serious danger to America today comes
not from the activities of young militants,
but from the magnitude of the backlash that
may result from the increasing polarization
of our soclety.

The first symptom of insecurity is unreal-
istic fear of unorthodoxy. It attaches itself
to administrations that lack any clear sense
of purpose and direction and it spreads like
a malignant growth in the body politic. Be-
cause of fear there is public acceptance of
seemingly small sacrifices and insignificant
relaxations of time honored rules of law and
justice. Zealous men In well intentioned law
enforcement shortcuts undermine the very
foundations of liberty.

History has shown that oppresson very fre-
quently has innocent origins, For as the great
Justice Louis D, Brandeis once observed, “The
greatest dangers to liberty lurk in insidious
encroachment by men of zeal, well meaning
but without understanding.”

Certainly President Nixon, Vice President
Agnew, Attorney General Mitchell and other
leading members of the administration are
well meaning men. But they are also zealous
men and the zeal of this administration ex-
ceeds both its wisdom and its understanding.

I do not minimize the need to put the full
force of the law against terror and violence.
But more wvigorous law enforcement is at
best a partial pallative, not a permanent cure
for the problems of crime and violence. The
cure is to eliminate the causes of frustration
before it builds to explosive proportions. Un-
fortunately the remedies of this administra-
tion are essentially designed to suppress, not
to relieve.

The New York Times recently quoted one
of President INixon's domestic advisers as
saying, “We are facing the most severe in-
ternal security threat this country has seen
since the depression. It wouldn't make a bit
of difference if the war and racism ended
overnight., We're dealing with the criminal
mind, with people who have snapped for
some reason.” Such a statement indicates
both lack of wisdom and lack of under-
standing.

A recent Harris poll conducted for CBS
disclosed the disturbing fact that more than
50 percent of those Amerlcans interviewed
indicated a willingness to dispense with the
Bill of Rights. So we cannot count on a
frightened populace to restrain those well
meaning, zealous men in high places who
might be tempted to engage in insidious en-
croachment on our constitutional rights
through lack of understanding.

But many of us in the Senate and in the
House of Representatives are disturbed by
what we perceive to be an unhealthy trend
toward suppression. My colleague Senator
Ervin of North Carolina is a man with a very
hearty respect for the Constitution and the
Bill of Rights. After a detalled examination
of the Administration’s 400 page D.C. Crime
Bill, Sam Ervin labeled it “the most repres-
sive, near-sighted, intolerant, unfair and
vindictive legislation that the Senate has
ever been preserted.”

Why was Benator Ervin, certainly no knee
jerk liberal, so disturbed? Because the Ad-
ministration’s bill provides for preventive
detention, no knock searches, extensive wire-
tapping, lowered age limits for juvenile court
and changes in the burden of proof in juve-
nile cases. The bill even includes a provision
requiring every citizen who sues a policeman
for false arrest to pay the policeman's law-
yer—even if the policeman acted illegally and
the citizen wins his case.

In its zeal without wisdom approach to
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combating crime, the administration has
recently glven serious consideration to a
proposal that the state begin massive psy-
chological tests of all six year olds to un-
cover “delinquent character structure.” This
1984 scheme, reminiscent of some Orwelliam
nightmare, called for those children in whom
the government detected “violent and homi-
cidal tendencies” to get treatment and
guidance and finally, if they falled to re-
spond, a place in a government camp. The
Department of Health, Education and Wel-
fare eventually rejected the proposal be-
cause it could all too clearly result in pre-
ordained doom for a child because of what
he saw in an ink blot. But the frightening
thing is that the President took the proposal
seriously enough to ask HEW Secretary Rob-
ert Finch to study it and report on the “ad-
visability of setting up pilot projects em-
bodying some of these approaches.”

One provision in the Organized Crime Bill
authorizes federal grand juries to issue re-
ports on “noncriminal misconduct” by pub-
lic officeholders, on organized erime and on
proposed changes in laws or governmental
policies and to report publicly. By allowing
grand juries to make public evidence that
falls short of what is required for a crimi-
nal charge the proposal allows men to be
tried in secret and presents opportunities
for prosecutors to use grand juries for politi-
cal harassment,

Since the function of law is to assure lib-
erty it is Imperative that each of us scru-
tinize carefully each official request for more
authority undertaken in the name of secu-
rity. Arrests for investigation have been held
unconstitutional, but the Attorney General
has recently proposed something that looks
ominously similar in purpose.

He has asked that the police, on obtaining
a court order, be empowered to require any-
one they have reasonable grounds to suspect
of a crime “to submit to nontestimonial
identification procedures.”" These procedures
would include fingerprints, palmprints, foot-
prints, measurements, blood specimens,
urine samples, hair samples, handwriting ex-
amples, voice samples, photographs and line-
ups.

The Fourth Amendment says a person can
be arrested only if there is probable cause to
believe him guilty of a crime. And currently,
only after a person has been arrested can be
subjected to identification procedures such
as those described. Our society has an obli-
gation not only to protect itself, but to pro-
tect a heritage of individual freedom. The
vagueness of the term “reasonable grounds"
which is substituted for “probable cause"
and the broad range of the proposed exami-
nations make the possibility of federal in-
vestigators using the law for expedi-
tions aimed at citizens they consider unde-
sirable all to likely.

There was a time in America when If you
paid the postage to send a first class letter
you could be relatively sure no one would
read it until it reached the person you sent
it to. And there was a time in America when
it was accepted that a gentleman was some-
one you eould count on not to read someone
else’s mail. Of course, in those days you could
also talk on the telephone with considerable
confidence that no one was listening to what
you said. And you could conduct confidential
conversations in the privacy of your office or
home without fear that a policemen had
planted a bug there to record the conversa-
tion.

But times change and recently the Post-
master General issued & new regulation au-
thorizing the opening of mail without the
addressee's permission.

Army Captain Christopher H. Pyle, who
served for two years with the Army Intelli-
gence Command has disclosed that almost
1,000 plainclothes Army investigators have
been keeping tabs on eivilian political activi-
ties throughout the country. The surveillance
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program includes the collection and analysis
of data on almost all forms of political pro-
test activity and their leaders. According to
Captain Pyle, Army intelligence agents at-
tend political rallies, protest marches and
other gatherings disguised as newsmen and
students. Indeed, the existence of a micro-
film file on civillan dissenters maintained by
the counter-intelligence division of the office
of the Army Chief of Btafl for Intelligence
has been confirmed by Thaddeus Beale, Un-
dersecretary of the Army.

The Civil Service Commission maintains a
blacklist containing the names of at least 1.5
million Amercans who might, at some time,
have been involved in what federal investi-
gators term “subversive activity.,” No fixed
standards are used in compiling the list. One
does not have to be either arrested, charged
or convicted of subverting the U.S. Govern-
ment to be included on the list, And inclu-
sion on the list effectively disqualifies you for
federal employment. Much of the information
gathered by Investigative agencies and
stashed away in government files is eval-
uated, uncorroberated, untrue and unim-
portant. The potential for misuse of this in-
formation is immense and frightening.

And Americans will not sleep any easier for
the knowledge that a White House political
operative, Clark Mollenhoff, has indiscrim-
inate access to confidential income tax re-
turns despite federal law and regulations
designed to protect the individual taxpayer's
right to privacy.

History has taught us that whenever any
nation allows the freedom of its press to be
circumseribed by government, the liberty of
its people has suffered.

It was Thomas Jefferson who said, “Were it
left to me to decide whether we should have
a government without newspapers, or news-
papers without government, I should not
hesitate a moment to prefer the latter.”

But this administration has & deep seated
mistrust of the press and has worked assid-
uously to undermine public confidence in a
free press while at the same time launching
a concentrated effort to intimidate the news
media. The Vice President in particular has
specialized in attacks on the press.

In the wake of the Senate’s rejection of
Judge G. Harrold Carswell’s nomination to
the Supreme Court the Vice President
ascribed that rejection to the fact that the
“liberal media"” had “snowed” a lot of un-
suspecting Senators.

The International Press Institute, repre-
senting some 1,600 publishers and editors in
non-communist countries, has had consider-
able experience with the fragile nature of the
concept of freedom of speech. Last January,
in its annual review of press freedom around
the world, the institute said Vice President
Agnew presented ‘‘the most serlous threat to
the freedom of information in the Western
World.”

The intimidation inherent in the Vice
President’s attack on the news media is rein-
forced by the actlons of other members of the
Nixon Administration. Members of the White
House staff, Ronald Ziegler and Herbert G.
Klein have routinely called television stations
in advance of presidential speeches to ask
about plans to comment on the speech and
inquire about what any planned editorial
commentary is likely to be.

When Eric Sevareid gave an interview to
a statlon in Phoenix, Arizona, following the
Agnew speech attacking the networks some
months ago, a member of the Federal Com-
munications Commission, Leonard Weinless,
called the station personally to ask for an
sudio tape of the interview, Just three days
after he took office last October, Dean Burch,
Chairman of the FCC, telephoned TV network
executives personally to ask for transcripts
of their commentaries on President Nixon's
November 3 Vietnam speech.

In 1960 and 1970, the Justice Department
has served subpoenas demanding records
from reporters of the New York Times, Life,
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Newsweek, CBS and Fortune Magazine con-
cerning the sources of their information.

In view of all this, it is easy to understand
why newsmen everywhere might feel intimi-
dated—despite denials by the administration
that any intimidation was intended.

There has been an insidious effort made
to equate dissent or disagreement with
criminal attitudes or lack of patriotism.

Lacking understanding, well intentioned
men gealously pursue a course that endangers
both our nation's stability and the liberty of
our people. President Nixon took office prom-
ising to bring us together. But the specialty
of this administration seems to be polariza-
tion of the American people by playing on
their frustrations, prejudices and fears, We
were promised lowered voices, but we receive
the shrill, divisive rhetoric of the Vice Presi-
dent. We were promised an end to an odeous
war, but we receive an expansion of the
conflict. We were promised an end to do-
mestic turmoil, but we receive an escalation
of violence that leaves a University campus
littered with the bleeding bodies of dead
and dying students. And when we protest
all of this well meaning men, lacking wisdom,
move to stifle dissent.

To be sure it is not always popular or
good politics to speak out, to object. All of
us might do well in these troubled times to
remember the comment of Pastor Niemoller
a quarter of a century ago in Nazi Germany.

“. . . They came after the Jews, And I was
not a Jew. So I did not object.

“Then they came after the Catholies. And
I was not a Catholic. So I did not object.

“Then they came after the trade unionists.
I was not a trade unionist. So I did not ob-
ject.

“Then they came after me. And there was
no one left to object.”

Let the record show that I object. I object
to the demagogic divisive, and dangerous
course we are pursuing and I hope that you
do.

I object to the effort to pit one American
against another, black agalnst white, young
against old, poor against affluent, North
against South. I object to efforts to mute
those who disagree. I object to anything less
than an all out effort to finish the unfinished
business of America—the business of making
this country truly beautiful again, truly a
land of equal opportunity for each and every
mother’s son and daughter the business of
restoring love, not hate, compassion, not self-
ishness—the business of finding meaningful
peace in our neighborhoods, our nation and
our world.

PRESIDENTIAL WAR: THE CENTRAL
ISSUE

HON. JOSEPH E. KARTH

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. KARTH. Mr. Speaker, in today’s
Washington Post there appeared a col-
umn by Merlo J. Pusey concerning the
growing constitutional threat posed by
the expanding powers of the executive
branch of our Government.

Because his views are well stated, I
am now inserting them in the Recorp so
as to share these important considera-
tions with my colleagues.

The article follows:

PRESIDENTIAL WaAR: THE CENTRAL IssUE

(By Merlo J. Pusey)

It would be a pity if the serlous constitu-
tional issue underlying the current protests
against the war should be lost {in the cyclone
of threats, anti-Nixonisms and obscenities.
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However clumsy they may be in articulating
it, the students do have a legitimate com-
plaint. They face the possibility of being
drafted against their will for service in a
presidential war.

All the talk about pigs, revolution and
smashing the establishment fails to alter the
fact that, in one basic particular, the dis-
senters are the real traditionalists. Madison
and Jefferson would have understood the
anger on the campuses against the dispatch
of young men to war in Southeast Asia at
the dictation of one powerful executive.
Madison and his colleagues wrote into the
Constitution a flat prohibition against such
a concentration of power. Yet it now seems
to be accepted as standard American practice.

President Nixon reiterated his claim to
the war power the other night in his news
conference. In explaining that none of his
advisers was responsible for the invasion of
Cambodia, he said:

“Decisions, of course, are not made by vote
in the National Security Council or in the
Cabinet. They are made by the President with
the advice of those, and I made this decision.”

The question of going to Congress for the
decision or even of discussing the matter
with congressional leaders appears not to
have been considered. The result of the de-
cision was to extend the war to another
country. By any interpretation that may be
placed upon it, this was a grave involvement
for the nation. Most of our Presidents would
have deemed it imperative to go to Congress
for authority to take such a step.

Now the administration is resisting the
attempt of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee to cut off funds for military oper-
ations in Cambodia. The committee has care-
fully tallored its restriction so as not to inter-
fere with the President’s avowed intention of
clearing the sanctuaries and then withdraw-
ing the American forces. But this has met
with opposition from the State Department
on the broad ground that actions of the
Commander in Chief should not be subject
to statutory restrictions.

There are several very interesting phrases
in this letter which Assistant Secretary Da-
vid H. Abshire sent to the Foreign Relations
Committee. He contends that Congress
should not limit military spending in such
a way as to “restrict the fundamental pow-
ers of the President for protection of the
armed forces of the United States.” The lm-
plication seems to be that the President has
authority to send our armed forces anywhere
in the world, for purposes which he thinks
appropriate, and then to take whatever addi-
tional action he may think necessary to pro-
tect those forces. Under this reasoning, it
seems, no one can do anything to stop a
presidential war.

This view of the war power is not, of
course, unique with the Nixon administra-
tion. President Truman made even more
expansive claims to unlimited presidential
power, and L.B.J. was not far behind. Mr.
Nixon's State Department is merely mouth-
ing what has become accepted doctrine in
the executive branch. Buf it is an outra-
geous doctrine that flies into the face of the
letter and spirit of the Constitution and is
repugnant to the baslc concepts of democ-
raey.

There is no principle about which the
founding fathers were more adamant than
denial of the war power to a single execu-
tive. After extended debate they gave Con-
gress the power to raise and support armies,
to control reprisals and to declare war, which,
of course, includes the power of authorizing
limited war. The President was given au-
thority to repel sudden attacks, but there is
nothing in the Constitution which suggests
that this can be legitimately stretched to
cover military operations in support of other
countries in remote corners of the world.

In a literal sense, therefore, it is the stu-
dents—or at least the nonviclent majority
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among them—who are asserting traditional,
constitutional prineciples. It is the State De-
partment which is asserting a wild and un-
supportable view of presidential power that
imperils the future of representative govern-
ment,

Somehow the country must get back to
the principle that its young men will not be
drafted and sent into foreign military ven-
tures without specific authority voted by
Congress. That is a principle worth struggling
for. Congress now seems to be groping its
way back to an assertion of its powers, but
its actions are hesitant and confused, as if it
were afrald to assume the responsibility for
policy-making in such vital matters of life
and death.

Of course Congress is at a great disadvan-
tage when it tries to use its spending power
1o cut off & presidential war for which it has
recklessly appropriated funds in the past.
In these circumstances, the President is al-
ways in a position to complain that the re-
sult will be to endanger our boys at the
fighting fronts. Congress seems to have dis-
covered no sound answer to that warning.

But Congress could stop presidential wars
before they begin by writing into the law
firm prohibitions against the building of
military bases in foreign countries and the
dispatch of American troops to other coun-
tries without specific congressional approval.
If Congress is not willing or able to devise
some means of restoring the war power to
the representatives of the people, we may
have to modify our system of government so
that the President would become answerable
to Congress for abuses of power. In the light
of our Vietnam experience, it seems highly
improbable that the country will long con-
tinue to tolerate unlimited power in one
man to make war.

UNITED AIRCRAFT AND THE

ENVIRONMENT

HON. EMILIO Q. DADDARIO

OF CONNECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. DADDARIO. Mr. Speaker, the
concern about the environment and our
Nation’s continuing efforts to build to-
ward the future deserve full attention,
for it is only through the efforts of all of
us that we can succeed. I was therefore
pleased when an industry in my dis-
trict—the United Aircraft Corp.—re-
cently sent to me a statement by its pres-
ident, Arthur E. Smith, to make me
aware of activities which the corporation
has engaged in with respect to the en-
vironment and I offer it for the REcorp
so that all Members may know of what
one corporation has done in more than
25 years:

UNITED AIRCRAFT AND THE ENVIRONMENT

Environmental pollution has become =a
matter of overriding public concern in re-
cent months.

For United Aireraft Corporation, it has
been an area of concern, attention, and ac-
tion for more than 25 years.

Bpecific measures by United Alrcraft to
control emissions from its industrial process-
es began in the mid-1940s with the installa-
tion of special equipment to remove atmos-
pheric contaminants resulting from machin-
ing operations.

We have been active in pollution control
ever since then. It was 20 years ago, for ex-
ample, that we built facllities to treat liquid
industrial wastes in an effort to safeguard
waterways from pollution,
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As our operations have grown in size and
complexity, we have regularly reviewed, ex-
tended, and strengthened these programs.
Today we belleve United Aireraft's anti-pol-
lution activities are unmatched in scope and
sophistication by any in the state and in our
industry.

We have spent millions of dollars on pol-
lution control, and plans are already being
implemented which call for our expendlture
of several million dollars more on measures
to further refine and improve these controls.
Because Connecticut is where most of our
operations are carried out, the main thrust
of our antl-pollution efforts understandably
has been In this state.

Counter-pollution work is in progress at all
our plant sites. In time, money, and man-
power, our heaviest anti-pollution invest-
ments have gone into our plant in East
Hartford because it is our largest, with more
people, more processes, and more machines
than all our other Connecticut facilities
combined.

Let us consider, first, smoke emissions.
There are two main sources of such emissions
at United Alrcraft. One is the exhaust from
our jet engines while they are on test. The
other is from our central boller houses, used
primarily for heating our facilities.

We constantly monitor and control smoke
emissions from our boilers to make sure that,
barring temporary equipment failure, they
fall well below limits fixed by state regula-
tions. At our largest boiler house, in East
Hartford, we have put in such smoke control
measures as photoelectric sensing, automatic
alarms and recorders, closed-circuit televi-
sion, particle collectors, and the use, in part,
of natural gas as fuel during much of the
year.

Automatic devices measure the density of
smoke going up the stacks and sound an
alarm to alert operators when the density is
rising so that necessary adjustments can be
made while the emissions are still within
permissible limits. The time, duration, and
density of the smoke are recorded automati-
cally, providing a permanent record for use
in making any improvements that may be
shown to be necessary.

These are not new measures by any means.
Smoke density indicators and recorders have
been on our bollers since 1943.

When we undertook a major expansion and
modernization of the powerhouse in 1965, at
a cost of £4.7 milllon, pollution control was
a key consideration in the planning and de-
sign. The two large boilers we bought then
were ordered with mechanical collectors that
remove tiny particles from the exhaust before
it goes into the air outside. A centrifugal
effect is imparted to the exhaust, forcing
solld particles out of the gas stream for col-
lection before the exhaust is released into
the air.

These two big boilers also were equipped
at that time to burn natural gas in addition
to fuel oil. More and more, we are using nat-
ural gas because of the clean exhaust that it
yields. Our plans call for equipping our older
boilers, to, with natural gas capability. When
this is done we plan to use fuel oil only
during those periods when the supply of
natural gas is insufficient to meet our needs.

In 1965 we initiated an engineering pro-
gram to reduce the smoke sent out in the
exhaust from the engines we manufacture.
The project was highly successful. It re-
sulted in the redesign of the combustion
chamber for our most widely used commer-
cial engine, the JT8D turbofan, so that now
those being delivered exhaust hardly any
smoke. Engines with the new combustion
chamhber entered production in early 1970,
and the airlines are beginning to retrofit
their jet fleets with the improved combustor
in a program to reduce smoke around air-
ports.

United Aircraft spent more than $6 mil-
lion on the research and development that
went into the reduced-smoke combustion
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chambers. From what they learned in this
work, our engineers were able to Incorporate
smoke-reducing advances in the design of
our newest commercial engine, the JT9D
turbofan, which powers the big Boeing 747
superjet. As a result, the 747s now flying are
virtually free of engine smoke.

Our success in reducing the exhaust
smoke from alrborne engines is paying off
on the ground, too. The engine that gives
off less smoke in flight also emits less smoke
while undergoing ground tests. Through this
single step, the company has reduced emis-
sions from engines being tested at the East
Hartford plant by about 75 per cent.

The most conspicuous emissions from our
plant are the large white billows that rise
from the test cells, These plumes are actu-
ally only steam, not smoke at all, They re-
sult from the testing of certain military
engines equipped with afterburners. When
these engines are tested, the temperature
within the test house stack reaches a level
that would cause the concrete house to
break up if it were not cooled. For the brief
period that the afterburner is operating,
water is Injected into the exhaust for cool-
ing. The water gquickly turns into steam and
creates the mushrooming white billows s0
conspicuous to observers. This steam Iis
harmless and, despite reports to the con-
trary, does not hide smoke, since afterburn-
ing engines are not smoke producers.

Perhaps it should be pointed out here
that an aircraft gas turbine engine produces
only about one-tenth of the pollution pro-
duced by an automobile engine per pound
of fuel. The reason for this is that the air-
craft engine represents a much cleaner and
more efficient combustion process. That is
why many persons concerned with pollution
from motor vehicles are showing such inter-
est in the turbine as an eventual replace-
ment for the internal combustion engine.

The manufacturing processes that are
conducted with our plants are classified as
light industry, with machinery driven by
individual electric motors that do mnot
contaminate the environment in which they
operate. Where certain processes create dust
and oil mists, control devices have been in-
stalled to remove contaminants, We began
installing these devices more than 25 years
ago. The Pratt & Whitney Alrcraft division
alone has more than 800 air pollution con-
trol units in operation in its factory areas,
representing a total wvalue of about §6
million.

Mechanical serubbers have been installed,
and more are on order, to cleanse gaseous
discharges before they are released into the
alr. The plant engineering stafls constantly
monitor the sources and points of industrial
emissions, This enables them to spot and
correct  potentially troublesome  areas
quickly.

Even as United Ailrcraft contributes to
the cleanup of Connecticut’s air, the corpo-
ration is simultaneously embarked on a
large-scale project in water pollution control
to augment the extensive measures we have
had in force for years. This program involves
substantial improvements and advances in
the Industrial waste treatment systems at
our plants in East Hartford, North Haven,
Southington, and Middletown.

I think the corporation can take a modest
pride in what it has done for years as & mat-
ter of mormal practice on this subject of
waste treatment. We have long had special
plants and programs for treating and dispos-
ing of ligquid industrial wastes, and these
have had the approval of state and local au-
thorities. We built these plants in 1950. They
are valued at about $3 million.

In 1963 a Congressional committee tour-
ing New England on the water pollution con-
trol problem visited our facillities and rated
them among the most advanced in the re-
gion at that time.

With passage of the Clean Water Act by
the Connecticut General Assembly in 1967,
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new standards were established for use of
the state’'s water resources. To meet these
standards, we are now planning to spend
another $6 million on a modernization pro-
gram that will incorporate the latest pollu-
tion control techniques. This new construc-
tion is directed toward updating our pre-
treatment and treatment systems so that they
conform in all respects to the higher state
standards. In developing plans for these
projects, we have worked in cooperation with
the state's Water Resources Commission,
which has given its approval to our program,
The new facllities are scheduled to go into
operation beginning in 1971, providing even
greater filtration, screening, and contams-
inant removal than at present. They will
cost about a million and a half dollars a year
to operate, in addition to the capital ex-
penditure.

In all that we are doing and planning, we
do not claim to have solved all the problems.
But we do emphasize that anti-pollution is
a continuing and concerted undertaking at
United Aircraft, as it has been for many
years. We have an effective program that is
producing good results. We believe we have
made significant progress and we are con-
fident that additional progress will continue
to be made.

THE PROPER WAY

HON. W. C. (DAN) DANIEL
IN THE HOUS;”CII:E;‘;?;RAESWTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. DANIEL of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I insert in the Recorp an exchange of
letters between a father and son from my
district. These letters come to grips with
many aspects of a serious issue in our

Nation today. This parent demonstrated
the kind of patient understanding, yet
firmmness, which I believe his son sought.
By responding promptly, intelligently,
and seriously, the father proved that he
was proud of and appreciated his son's
maturity in seeking in the proper manner
answers to questions which disturbed
him.

I would encourage parents and others
to use their knowledge and wisdom to
bridge the generation gap.

The letters follow:

Dear Mom awp Dap: As you %Xnow, this
week has been one of strife for our country.
Many demonstrations have occurred and 7
student lay dead at EKent State in Ohio, 4
of them as innocent bystanders. Here at W
and M we have just finished a memorial serv-
ice for these seven students. I am not a
campus radical as you know but I do ask you
this one thing: Please notify Dan Daniel and
Sen. Byrd of your dismay of the action taken
by the National Guard and urge them to take
some action against the National Guard so
that a tragedy like this may never happen
again. It could happen here at W and M and
I could lay dead in the streets, instead of
seven people that we have never known.

I would also like for you to take under con-
sideration the question of the U.S. invasion
of Cambodia. Remember when Russia in-
vaded Czechoslovakia and how everyone here
screamed bloody murder? In essence I think
that we have done the same thing even
though Pres. Nixon says that it is only a
short war. Dad, as you know this country does
not need to overextend itself again as It has
in Vietnam. At the present time the stock
market is falling and there is a general reces-
sional period in our economy. We can not
afford another 1929 because the tension
among the people is too great to withstand
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such. I really think that if we had a depres-
sion that our form of government could not
prevail. This is not good. We must as Amer-
icans stand up and fight for our Nation.

Therefore, I am asking you two as voters
to carefully consider the present actions of
our government both in Cambodia and Eent
State. I ask you this out of honor because I
am myself baffled at the present situation
and I think that with your guidance that
we can work out something in order to help
our nation get back on its feet.

May God always be with us as we pray for
Peace in the world today.

Your son,

DeaAr : Received your very fine leiter
and feel proud that you are doing some adult
thinking about the conditions and changes in
our country. The Incident at Kent State was
a very serious and traglc thing and should
not have been allowed to happen, but who
could have prevented it? Not the National
Guard, not your mother or I, Nor your Presi-
dent. Only students, faculty and college offi-
clals can do that. What would you have done
if you had been one of the National Guards-
men surrounded by several hundred students
throwing rocks, bricks and closing ‘n on
you? You speak of innocent students, what
were they doing in the front line of the mob?
Are you sure none of these demonstrators
haven't been used by some elements who
would destroy America?

About Vietnam and Cambodia. I have to
ask you to please draw your own conclusions
but only after you have given it more thought.
Nelther you or your schoolmates have had
to fight yet and I hope you won't ever have
too. But if we do not stop the communists
World march in places like Vietnam we’ll
have to try and stop it here in this country.
Read back over the U.S. History and see
simlilar actions Spanish American War over
Cuba, War with Mexico, French and Indian
War, showdown with Russia over missiles in
Cuba, Berlin airlift, etc. Our Ameriea can
not afford the luxury of isolation, if it does
it will be surrounded by a sea of communism.
You compare the invasion of Cambodia with
Czechoslovakia. Would you permit someone
to kill your friends and relatives and run
into a house in which you were forbidden to
enter. This was not happening in Czecho-
slovakia and still isn’t nor will it. Commu-
nist forms of government cannot tolerate
close inspection, people are not allowed to
think for themselves. If your university
were located In Czechoslovakia would you be
allowed to demonstrate?

Your concern over a possible depression is
noteworthy. I agree we cannot afford another
1929. I only ask you to dig far enough back
to note that the 1929 depression was world-
wide, not just In the U.S. It may be that
this decline is a temporary thing; let's hope
so anyway. Our government can prevail
through any recession, the first was 1789,
some in the early 1800's and how about the
aftermath of the Civil War, the early 1900's
and more recent about 1950. Look over the
economics of these periods, I belleve your
confidence will rise.

Your recognition of need for guldance is
the first step in becoming a good citizen and
a leader of the world of tomorrow. This is
part of growing in stature and maturity.
Surely you must question, but the right to
question also carries the obligation to sup-
port the decislions of your country once they
are made. Isn't this the democratic way of
life? This is the greatest nation on earth
and it can overcome any crisis it faces if the
people of the country will support their
elected officlals. You can make your volce
heard by such letters as you have written
and believe me, we do take you seri-
ously. . . . I am sure if every young person
at Kent State had taken the time to write
his parents such a letter no one would have
been killed.
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In this letter I have not given you the
answers to all the things that are bafiling.
I don't have all the answers. Only by dis-
cussing these questions and looking for an-
swers together can we achleve what you and
all people desire—peace. We must stand up
and fight but as a nation and not a divided
people.

Again let me say I am proud of your letter.

Love always,

FSU PRESIDENT'S ADDRESS
RELEVENT FOR OUR TIMES

HON. DON FUQUA

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 14, 1970

Mr. FUQUA. Mr. Speaker, Dr. Stanley
Marshall has been inaugurated as the
president of the Florida State University
in Tallahassee, Fla.

This proud institution has found the
right man at the right time for the right
place in this period of challenge for our
colleges and universities. In his inau-
gural remarks, Dr. Marshall pointed out
the role of the university in contem-
porary society in its relations with its
students, its faculty, and the world at
large.

Stan Marshall is an outstanding edu-
cator and brilliant administrator. Under
his direction, I believe that our great
Florida State University will continue on
its path to greatness among the educa-
tional institutions of our Nation.

Because I feel that he has so much to
say to the Nation at large, I commend
his remarks for your reading and con-
templation:

THE PRESIDENTIAL AppRESS BY DR. STANLEY
MARSHALL

My subject this morning is taken from a
verse by John Masefleld and first spoken
by him at the University of Sheffield, England
in 1946. The title is “There are Few Earthly
Things More Splendid than a University.”
Mr. Masefield wrote: “In these days of broken
frontiers and collapsing wvalues, when the
dams are down and the floods are making
misery, when every future looks somewhat
grim, and every foothold has become some-
thing of a quagmire, wherever a university
stands it stands and shines. To be a member
of one of these great socletles must ever
be a glad distinction.”

I believe that the university in America,
even though subjected to greater stresses and
facing greater challenges than it has in the
past hundred years, still stands and shines
and I count it a glad distinction this morn-
ing to be the President of the Florida State
University.

I shall not attempt to conceal my disap-
pointment at President Wexler's absence
here today, for I had looked forward eagerly
to hearing her speak on the future of the
university in America. She is a creative
thinker and a brillilant speaker who, as a
college president and longtime college ad-
ministrator, has had experience in every sig-
nificant phase of higher education admin-
istration. Her sensitivity to people and issues
and her quick and fertile mind have enabled
her to acquire in a few years more geniune
wisdom and understanding about higher
education than many presidents acquire in
a lifetime. It is unfortunate for the Uni-
versity and for our guests agd a little sad
for me that the unfortunate events of this
past week at Hunter College have caused her
to cancel her plans to be here.
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In my remarks I shall express some of my
views on the presidency of the Florida State
University and the quality of leadership I
hope to provide. I will do this in the context
of some of the most pressing problems con-
fronting the University today.

I am certain I speak for both President
Wexler and myself when I say that most
college presidents today have a larger stock
of problems than of solutions. My preoccu-
pation for most of the past year has been
problem solving, and there has been too little
time for thoughtful reflection—a situation
which I hope will not continue indefinitely.
But I have decided to speak more of prob-
lems than of solutions and this decision is
based on more than the way I have spent
my time in recent months; it is tied up with
my belief that most of the problems facing
the universities today will not be solved at
the president’s desk. If they are solved at all,
it will be by the action of students and fac-
ulty and staff working with the administra-
tion—yes, and with parents and alumni and
Regents and legislators and the public. For
the concerns of the American university are
bound up with the concerns of society and
the solutions to our problems on the cam-
puses will very likely come with the solutions
1o other, more pervasive problems.

As a preface to my statements on some of
our problems, I would like to emphasize that
the contemporary university is an institu-
tion that is in serious need of confemporary
administration. There has been a tendency
in the past to view the university as so dif-
ferent from other agencies of society as to
stand apart from them in terms of its man-
agement needs. It is an organization of
scholars, by definition, more interested in
scholarship than in the internal workings
of the institution. In fact, many institutions
have subscribed to the doctrine of “the less
administration the better", If ever that prin-
ciple applied that time has surely passed.
For the university today stands as a highly
diversified and complex organization that is
as much in need of management as any
other such organization. It is true that the
university differs in important ways from
other institutions that produce products or
render other types of services, and these fun-
damental differences shape our policies and
influence our decisions. But neither these
differences nor other factors can be permitted
to obscure the simple fact that the univer-
sity too is in need of efficient and effective
administration. We now see clearly that to
deny a university effective management is
indeed to impede its function as a commu-
nity of scholars.

Administration of a university refers to its
direction as an institution and does not
imply any interference with individual in-
quiry or ideas on the part of students or
faculty. Indeed the function of manage-
ment is to facilitate teaching and research
and service through effective resource allo-
cation and the provision of adequate equip~
ment, facilities and efficient supporting serv-
ices. Effective administration, therefore, re-
quires responsible long term, as well as
shorter range institutional planning, includ-
ing the development of objectives and pro-
grams. The organization must be appropri-
ately structured and responsibilities care-
fully assigned. There must be systems to pro-
vide for gathering, processing and commu-
nicating information for evaluation and
analysis. The many publics of the university
must be fully informed. Adequate financial
resources for the operation of the institution
must be determined, justified, obtained and
efficiently utilized.

Most important of all are the people in the
university. Not only must we continue to
have outstanding faculty and students, but
also exceptional administrators who possess
the capacity, the energy and the motivation
1o help lead the university in America, and
this one in particular, into the very fore-
front of American educational institutions,
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The effective management of a large and
complex institution in the context of today’s
restless and changing environment is a chal-
lenging assignment. The present adminis-
tration of this University, mindful of its re-
sponsibility and respectful of the problems
we face, welcomes the challenge. There is
much to be done and this is a time for ac-
tion. This administration will endeavor to
shape events and not walt to be shaped by
them.

This is not a time for timidity in the ad-
ministration of our universities. We will plan,
organize, analyze and consult. But, we will
also act and I suppose that it will surprise
few in this audience to hear me say that
this administration may commit more sins of
commission than omission.

Of the major problems now facing univer-
sities, I should like to call your attention to
four of the most important and most trouble-
some:

(1) The need for institutional and system-
wide planning.

(2) The role of students in university gov-
ernance.

(3) The difficulty of keeping the univer-
sity free from partisan politics as it becomes
increasingly involved in social action.

(4) The problem of obtaining the neces-
sary public support—finanecially and other-
wise—for higher education,

First, I should like to discuss the matter
of Institutional and System-wide Planning.

The essential first step in any effort at in-
stitutional planning is to define the univer-
sity's central mission. Historically, universi-
ties have done too little of this—they have
generally grown in whatever direction seemed
natural. The points of growth have been
determined by the strength and influence
and aggressiveness of individual members of
the faculty or, in some cases, of departments.
This method has not been all bad for it
reflected to some degree a kind of academic
organic evolution in which the fittest sur-
vived and prospered. In some cases, however,
growth and prosperity were a function not
so much of the strength of the faculty as
they were of the availability of financial sup-
port from various agencies outside the uni-
versity. It is commonly recognized in Ameri-
can universities that programs in the natural
sciences have been stimulated by the mas-
sive support provided by the Federal Govern-
ment since about the mid-fifties.

The time has come when we in the Uni-
versity must plan our own future. Difficult
as it will be, I see no alternative to a system
in which faculty and administration with
student participation will undertake an
analysis of the roles of the university—the
roles it is uniquely qualified to fill and the
strengths it brings to each role in terms of
people and resources. This will require us to
make harder decisions than we have ever
before been called upon to make.

The decisions to be made on a system-
wide basis will hardly be any easier, Such
a decision, for example, may result in re-
sources being channeled to one university
in support of a specified program. On the
other hand, support for a similar program
may be withheld from another institution
on the basis that there are resources avail-
able for only one strong program of that
type in the entire university system.

This does not imply, of course, that there
is room in our state university system for
only one strong program in each of the
major fields of study. We have two law
schools and we are now building a second
school of medicine, We have and will con-
tinue to need schools of education, for ex-
ample, in all of our universities, But one
does not need programs, especially graduate

ams, in some of the fields where the oc-
cupational needs are less in every university
in the system and, in some cases, one pro=-
gram for the entire system will be enough.
Only in this way can the system develop the
peaks of excellence it must have for only in
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this way can the necessary level of financial
support be provided.

While this kind of cross-program com-
parison and analysis will require a new level
of system-wide involvement, we must be
very «careful to preserve the ingre-
dients which give to this and all other uni-
versities their own peculiar character, their
distinction; in fact their very mission. For
it has been the university in America that
has been the central focus and the genius of
higher education, not a consortium of uni-
versities. The university itself must retain
its viability and to a considerable degree its
independence for these elements are very
important at the personal level and are an
inseparable part of the spirit of intellectual
curiosity and free inquiry.

From an operational standpoint, the task
will be to bring administrative officers and
faculty and students together from the sev-
eral universities to engage in planning which
will surely test our maturity and patience
and our commitment to the common good—
and our understanding of the financial and
political facts of life.

I am certain from this description that you
understand now why I have chosen to focus
on problems today rather than their solu-
tions.

Related closely to the mission of each uni-
versity are its policies on the admission of
its students. The two are tied together in this
fashion: a university which admits a student
ought to have an academic program sulted
to his needs and interests and if it does not,
it probably should encourage the student to
go elsewhere. It is this match between the
university’s students and its programs that
constitutes its mission.

A good deal is being said today about open
admissjons’ policies; these are generally de-
fined as policles which grant admission to
any student who has a high school diploma.
The great concern is that the colleges and
universities, having admitted a more hetero-
geneous group of students, will not be able
to match them with meaningful academic
programs. When the university fails to do
this, many students will drop out or perhaps
even worse, will stay in and pursue programs
of study which meet neither the needs of
soclety or the student's interests.

Our obligation, it seems to me, is to do
something purposeful and constructive for
all of the students we admit. We must make
it clear in advance what it is we think we
can do and then accept only those students
who will likely benefit from what we have
to offer. This would be too narrow a policy,
I suppose, for a single university to adopt,
but for a state system, it seems to me to be
eminently logical, fair, and economical. If
the needs of an applicant cannot be met
here, there should exist in a system as large
and diverse as ours, something for him at
another institution.

What I am arguing for then is a system
of education that is broad enough and based
on a philosophy of education for all, which
will solve the problem of open admissions by
providing something for everyone. Let me
hasten to add that I do not believe everyone
should go to college. I believe, in fact, that
too high a percentage of our young people
are probably going to college now. We have
neglected vocational and technical training
in this country to a shocking degree with un-
happy conseguences both to the individual
and society. Soclety needs more and better
services in plumbing, brick laying, auto re-
pair and certainly in the more highly techni-
cal fields needed to support the professional
scientists and engineers. But that is a sepa-
rate, if closely related matter, and one I shall
not explore further here. My point is that if
we are commmitted to education of our young
people as a worthy enterprise, the choice we
face should not be between accepting stu-
dents for study in programs they do not need
or want and rejecting their applications; in-
stead we should define the missions of our
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institutions clearly enough that we will
know and the students will know just who it
is we are prepared to serve. If the educational
system 1is viewed in total in our state; that
is, if all of the post-high school institutions
are involved together in a coordinated plan
of education to meet the needs of the indi-
vidual and of soclety, then the problem of
open admisslons shouldn't be a problem at
all. The problem should simply be one of
getting the students enrolled in the right
program in the right Institution—and that,
in a society that is able to send men to the
moon, ought to be manageable. In Florida
where we have an outstanding program of

junior and community colleges within com-

muting distance of virtually the whole state,
an emerging and very promising program in
vocational and technical education, and a
large high-quality system of senior univer-
sities, 1t most certainly ought to be manage-
able. Such a concept is based on the belief
that soclety will benefit from more educa-
tion, not less, and that the people will be
willing to pay for it if they can see its bene-
fits.

Let me now talk about Student Involve-
ment.

I should like first to make some comments
about the involvement of students in the
governance of the university. I start with
the premise that student involvement is
essential. If one accepts this it follows that
a formal student government organization
is highly desirable. There is no doubt in my
mind that if we did not have a student gov-
ernment—as some institutions do not—the
faculty and administration would create one.
Certalinly 1t is better to have that organiza-
tlon come from the students.

But that raises the very serious question
of how a greater percentage of our students
can be involved in the governance of their
university. Decisions are made in the ad-
ministrative offices every day which relate
directly to the well-heing of our students.
The opinions and desires of students are
paramount considerations and in many cases
we assume that we know what students
want and need, but history has shown that
we are not always right. The same thing
applies to a considerable degree, I am sure,
to decisions made by student government.

It is understandable that students who
come here for an education prefer to spend
most of their time getting it. Many feel they
cannot take time from serious academic
pursuits to serve on committees or devote
significant time to student activities, Others,
of course, refrain from this kind of par-
ticipation for less serlous reasons. But the
question remains: How can this university
improve the quality of the students' edu-
cational experiences by more meaningful in-
volvement in decislon making in the uni-
versity?

The interest I have in this question is
based not only on my desire for fair and
dignified student representation in univer-
sity governance; it is in part self-serving for
I believe that a university that is governed
with student participation is likely to pro-
vide a more progressive and orderly educa-
tional environment.

A second problem In this area is that of
change in the method and relevance of edu-
cation. The most compelling messages I hear
from students are those asking that we do
8 better job in their education. They recog-
nize that the world has changed dramati-
cally and they are concerned whether formal
education can change rapidly enough to pre-
pare them to make a contribution in this
world. They respect the faculty for their
professional competence and they admire
the role faculty play at the cutting edge of
progress in their fields of specialization. They
are disappointed, however, at the slow rate
of change in which the ways teaching and
learning occur. The question then is how
can we change educatlional content and
method fast enough to accommodate to the
changes In soclety and the demands of our
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students without risking serious damage to
the university, to the things it does so well
now, and to the invaluable contributions it
makes in our soclety.

I believe the answer lies in increasing stu-
dent involvement, not with “keeping stu-
dents in thelr place.”

In Gian Carlo Menotti’s play, “The Leper"”,
the queen, speaking to the townspeople
about her leper son who has been banished
from the kingdom and now returns to pro-
test the terrible ostracism, he says, “Having
failed to make him useful you have made
him dangerous."” Those words seem to apply
both to the role of the university and to the
students in it. There are those who believe
we have failed to make the university use-
ful in the sense of maintaining it as an insti-
tution relevant to the world in which it exists
and responsive to the needs of the soclety
of which it is a part.

They belleve that it is this absence of use-
fulness that has made the university dan-
gerous as they belleve it to be. Much the
same thing can be sald for student Involve-
ment.

Whatever our view of students, they are a
highly significant segment of soclety and
in a short time will sit in the chairs we now
occupy. Surely we can involve them in mean-
ingful and proper ways In running the enter-
prise for which they will soon have full
responsibility.

The picture nationally seems to me to be
more hopeful than a year ago. The hope lies
both in the evidence displayed by soclety in
general and universities in particular in be-
ing more responsive to young people, and in
a growing realization on the part of young
people that change can be both orderly and
effective. My own experience with students
convinces me that their basic values are
very much the same as those of my genera-
tion, and I have a feeling of confident optim-
ism for the future of the university and the
country. The third problem is that of The
University in Society.

In speculating on the role of the Uni-
versity, I find myself in 8 mild quandary. My
inclinations are those of the activist; for
reasons having more to do with my personal
physioclogy than anything else, I think. I am
blessed—or plagued, depending on your
point of view—with a rather strong ten-
dency to be personally involved in whatever
is going on—and I might add that the tenets
of good administration demand that I curb
this to some degree and I try continually
to do so. As an extension of my activist out-
look, I feel the need to involve the Univer-
sity In the problems of the world at large.
The University, I reason, Is a collection of
very able people with expertise in a very
large number of specialized fields which re-
late directly to soclety’s problems. Its fac-
ulty and students have soclal consciences
that are easily pricked and many of them
are by nature easily moved to action. The
concerns of universities generally include
such pressing problems of soclety as edu-
cation, health and welfare, business, econom-
ics, law enforcement, labor relations, and
many others. So the place of the University,
as an agency to deal with society’s problems,
has considerable appeal and my own pro-
pensities support such a role.

At the same time I recognize serious
limitations on the University as an agent
for soclal change and the constraints upon
it In this regard come more sharply into
focus almost daily. Thus, my quandary. It is
a dilemma that I share with others in the
academic community and it is not likely
to be resolved easily or soon, There are few
problems of greater importance to the health
and well being of universities and I should
like, therefore, to analyze this one at some
greater length at this time.

At the heart of the matter is academic
freedom, which by my definition is the right
which the wuniversity must guarantee its
faculty to pursue truth and to speak it re-
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gardless of the views of soclety on the mat-
ter at hand. This right derives from the ad-
vanced state of knowledge and understand-
ing that scholars possess in thelr own areas
of expertise and is not related to the fact
that they work in something called a uni-
versity. If such people are threatened or
coerced, the university must vouchsafe
their freedom as academicians; for if we
failed to do so, freedom would be curbed,
the university would be prostituted, and
soclety would be the loser.

Academic freedom then must be defended
at all costs—and from whatever direction
the danger comes. There has always been
danger from certain elements in soclety
whose vested interests would be served by
curtailing truth. These oftentimes, but not
always by any means, appear in the form
of politicians who belleve their role in gov-
ernment gives them the right to regulate
the professional actions of faculty. For the
most part, the universities and those who
would restrict their rightful freedom seem
to have accommodated to one another pretty
well. There is no doubt that academic
freedom In this country is far more secure
than it was a generation ago.

The danger I want to discuss now—and
thus I introduce problem number three—
is the threat to the university that comes
from the responses of faculty to popular
issues. The threat to' the university comes
when any group in it with special interests
attempts to turn the university into an in-
strument for its own cause. If the university
is a community of scholars with the free-
dom to differ with anybody, including their
colleagues, and to express thelr beliefs as
individuals whose individual scholarship is
their license to profess, then I do not see
how the university can adopt any collec-
tive or corporate position on public issues
not related to the operation of the univer-
sity itself, no matter how strong are the
merits of a given position.

Ever since the birth of the university in
the Middle Ages, the rights and freedoms of
scholars have been of vital importance to
the university and to society. For a very long
time the position has been widely accepted
that individual faculty freedoms rest on
the firm tradition that the collective uni-
versity does not take stands on ideological
and political issues and that there is no
freedom for the individual if a group with-
in the university by one means or another
commits the whole of the university to one
political or social cause. In line with this
doctrine, faculty may take group stands
only on those matters directly related to
their own group mission and on which they
presumably have group expertise,

It has always been assumed that scholars
have the same right not to get involved with
worldly matters as others have to do so.
Irving Kristol, who is Henry Luce, Professor
of Urban Values at New York University, put
it in these terms. “. . . I do not see how a
‘community of scholars'”, he sald, “can col-
lectively and Institutionally decide elther
to abstain from politics or to participate in
politics in a particular fashion. That kind of
decision making is precisely what a ‘com-
munity of scholars’ is incapable of if it is
to remain true to its self definition. For
in order to make such declsions it would
have to become a political community—
which is to say that power would be the
focus of organization, A leadership would
have to be Instituted; modes of selecting
this leadership would have to be established;
formal channels of communications be-
tween leaders and members would have to
be defined; a system of judiclal restraint,
constraints, and punishments would have
to be erected; an administrative hierarchy
would be needed to carry out the decisions—
and so on and so on.”

So I have no doubt that many, indeed most,
of those who ask that the university become
involved in political issues are, indeed,
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moved by strong social consciences and an
urgent sense of crisis—the first commend-
able and the second accurate. They believe
that the learned men in our universities
should be contributing more to the solution
of our problems. In this I join them, but
I believe resolutely that to engage the cor-
porate university in political issues will
serve both to divide and to confuse it and
will destroy the freedoms it has earned
down through the centuries.

But this analysis leaves completely unan-
swered the question of how the university
can use its resources collectively for the
betterment of society. I believe there are
ways this can be done and I believe that we
should move more promptly to inerease such
involvement.

If the University is to train and educate
people to serve in the real world, it should
be engaged actively in the problems of the
real world—indeed, it is. Medical interns
treat real people; prospective teachers prac-
tice on real students in real classrooms;
and I have observed that our law students
spend a good deal of time in the court-
rooms in Tallahassee and in the halls of the
Capitol. Thus, the principle of using the
world as a laboratory is well established.
What we need to do now is to use it more
broadly and more effectively. There is no
community in the land where the resources
of the university—its faculty and students—
could not be profitably used to help solve
people’s problems: Illiteracy, more intelli-
gent consumership, help in starting small
businesses, urban planning, improved law en-
forcement—and so on. If we have been able
to send our students into the schools to teach
children, to participate in faculty meetings,
to help develop curriculum materials, with-
out getting them involved in the educational
issues In those communities which have

political overtones—and there are many—1I1
do not see why we cannot do so in many
other areas. I will concede that extending the

range of community laboratory experience
may cause us to exercise some restraint when
we become involved in some areas of public
concern, but I am convinced it can be done
jand the benefits to the university and to
Boclety would be well worth the risk.

There is another way in which the univer-
sities can serve society and this too has been
well tested. It is by contracting to provide
services. This often takes the form of re-
search but in addition, universities have his-
torically provided a wide variety of services to
the public schools, for example, assistance in
development of curriculum materials. The
colleges of agriculture have down through
the years played an important role in the
improvement of farming in this country by
the services they have contracted with the
state and federal governments to provide to
farmers. This kind of service has recently
been extended to a varlety of services in ur-
ban settings, particularly in dealing with the
problems of the ghettoes. Some of these proj-
ects, no doubt, are the products of political
decisions and may indeed involve politics in
one way or another. I am not suggesting in
this section, that universities be so timid as
to refuse to touch anything that smacks of
controversy; I am only proposing that we be
prudent in the things we do in the commu-
nity at large.

SUFPORT FOR THE UNIVERSITY

The fourth and last problem to which I
should like to call your attention has to do
with the support universities must have if
they are to continue the job of educating our
young people and contributing to the prog-
ress of the nation through research, develop-
ment, and other services.

If the universities are to meet the demands
made upon them, they will require expanded
resources. But educational programs will be
competing for resources with programs in
other vital areas. Programs for medical ecare,
for housing, for cultural facilities, for recre-
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ation, and for improving the quality of the
environment will be heavy claimants on the
national pool of money and talent. Educa-
tion, it appears to me, will be less likely in
the future to lay special claim to a share of
the nation’s resources on the basis of some
unique character or relationship to our peo-
ple. We will have to compete with other
agencies in the most direct sense and the
burden will rest primarily on those of us who
are teachers and administrators to explain to
the public the benefits to be derived from
supporting the educational system we repre-
sent. We can expect to be judged critically,
and in some cases harshly, and in all candor
it is my opinion that the climate generally
is less friendly to education today than it has
been in some time. The reasons for this are
another matter and represent another set of
problems which I shall make no attempt to
discuss today.

The meaning of this, though, is that we
must find better ways to have people under-
stand the missions and the methods of our
institutions. My contacts with Florida Legis-
lators this spring have convinced me that we
have not done a good job of defining our
needs and describing our purposes to the
legislators or the public in our own state. I
suppose it is true to some degree with all of
those whose programs depend on legislative
appropriations, but I have observed over the
years that those of us in education some-
times seem to believe that somehow money
will be made available if our cause i