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cans may have taken a position in favor
of a unilateral cease-fire in Vietnam. I
am sure all Senators realize that this
suggestion was made by our minority
leader, the distinguished Senator from
Pennsylvania (Mr. Scorr), and that it
gave expression to his own personal
feelings,

However, every story I have seen and
every mention that I have heard on tel-
evision and radio concerning this recom-
mendation identified Senator Scorr as
the Republican leader of the Senate. It is
my fear that the uninitiated and the
casual reader and listener may come
quite understandably to the erroneous
conclusion that Senator Scorr was
speaking on behalf of the Republican
Members of the Senate. I, for one, wish
to make it very plain that while I rec-
ognize that the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania has been duly selected as minority
leader of my party, I do not accept his
personal recommendations on any and
all subjects. At this time I wish to disas-
sociate myself firmly and completely
from the minority leader's recommen-
dation that the United States move uni-
laterally to bring about a cease-fire in
Vietnam,

I notice in this morning's newspapers
that Senator Scorr said he is not in the
habit of clearing his ideas with the White
House before they are made public. I
think it would be helpful if he would
also state that he is not in the habit of
clearing such statements with all mem-
bers of his own political party in the
Senate.

In his recommendation, Senator ScorT
seems to think the United States must
take the initiative on the aquestion of
cease-fire in Vietnam. I should merely
like to ask how many times, in how many
situations, must we always stick our
necks out and take the initiative in try-
ing to reach an agreement with an un-
reasonable enemy. The list of times when
we have unilaterally ceased our bombing
and taken other measures to encourage
reciprocity from the Vietcong or Hanoi
is long and impressive. However, none of
the actions brought the least sign or ac-
tivity from our Communist adversaries
aimed at deescalating the war and bring-
ing about a peaceful solution.

It is my firm conviction that further
unilateral action on our part will merely
convince the Communists once again
that we are afraid of them and that we
are willing to go to any lengths to bring
about peace. Such action will convince
them all over again that if they wait
long enough the United States of Amer-
ica will throw up its hands and sur-
render.

GI BILL ALLOWANCES

Mr. MONDALE. Mr. President, I was
greatly disturbed to learn that President
Nixon had threatened to veto the bill in~
creasing educational allowances for
1,285,000 veterans, war orphans, and
widows of the Vietnam era by 46 percent.
The administration’s position that a 13-
percent increase is all that could be jus-
tified is very surprising.

I have received a number of letters
from veterans struggling through school
on the GI bill, Many have gone into debt
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or been forced to work long hours at
part-time jobs in order to be able to buy
the necessities of life, In some cases, tui-
tion costs have risen by 46 percent or
more in 1 year.

The Committee on Labor and Public
Welfare carefully considered the ques-
tion of what increase would be appro-
priate, The committee report details the
sharp rise in both living and education
costs since the Korean GI bill program
and since the last adjustments in the
present program's allowances. Although
the report was not yet printed when the
President wrote to the Senator from
Texas (Mr. YarBorouGH) to express his
views, certainly the same data were
available to his administration.

Mr, President, the committee bill
would merely provide allowances suffi-
cient to cover about 98 percent of the
average tuition, board, and room costs
for those now in the program, This com-
pares with the 99 percent of costs which
were covered under the Korean program.
One of my constituents, noting that he
and his fellow servicemen “have fought
in a war we cannot understand,” asked
if “we are considered less worthy than
our predecessors?”

1, for one, will not condone such un-
fair treatment, Considering the rate at
which the cost of education is rising,
these new allowances are very modest
and may soon prove to be too low again.
I cannot understand how the President
can recommend such dubious invest-
ments as the supersonic transport pro-
gram while finding fault with these fully
justified increases in educational allow-
ances. I note again that he was silent
when the House of Representatives re-
cently added more than $1 billion to his
recommended Navy budeet.

I ask unanimous consent that several
of the letters I have received be printed
in the RECORD,

There being no objection, the letters
were ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

COLLEGE OF ST, SCHOLASTICA,
Duluth, Minn., July 2, 1969.

Dear SENATOR MoNDALE: I am a teacher
from Duluth, Minnesota and have been at-
tending classes this summer at Cincinnati
University. It was here I read of a bill being
introduced which would promote and ensure
more financial help for veteran GJI.s who
wish to continue college.

I have two brothers who have returned
from service overseas a year ago—one was In
Vlietnam, the other was in Germany. They are
now both In school taking advantage of the
$125 monthly allowance now available but
have had to borrow several hundred more to
stay in school, because, as has been seen, the
available amount is not enough.

I am writing to ask you to support the bill
approprinting more financial ald to veterans
who wish to continue their education.

Thank you for your efforts to ensure
speedy action on a bill much needed by
veteran G.I's interested In continuing
school.

Sincerely yours,
S1sTER YOLANDA CALLIGURE.
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.,
August 4, 1969.
Senator WALTER MONDALE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

HONORABLE Senator: We, of Delta Kappa

Gamma, wish to express our hope that you

October 23, 1969

will vote In favor of the Increase of monthly
payment—$130 to $175 for the education of
the Viet Nam Veteran.

Prices have risen g0 only the wealthy can
take advantage of the G.I, benefits, Tuition,
fees, books, all have increased.

These veterans need their education now.
Their llves were Iinterrupted—some have
spent several years in the Orient. Please see
that this bill is passed. These young voters
will remember your caring,

Sincerely,
RiTA CAREY.
SEPTEMBER 30, 1960,
Senator WALTER F. MONDALE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C,

DEear SENATOR MonpaLE: Thank you for the
letter you wrote, dated May 28, 1969, in re-
sponse to my letter asking your support for
S, 338.

In your letter, you stated that you would
support legislation of interest and benefit
to veterans.

As you know, the House passed H.R. 119569,
which is a cut down version of 8. 338. I un-
derstand that it Is tied up in a Senate com-
mittee, of which you are a member, What is
holding 1t up? If Sen. Yarborough i3 not
satisfied with it, and plans to change it s0
that it will have to go back to the House,
thank him, but, tell him our tultion and
fees at Moorhead State College (and, I as-
sume all other Minn. State Colleges) were
increased by 489 this Fall, and we need the
money now.

I certainly hope you are not the one that
is holding this bill up. If not, then who is,
and why? Can we expect an Increase in GI
Bill this year? If so, when?

Thank you.

Sincerely,
CHARLES D, APULL
AvusTIN, MINN,,
July 14, 1969.
Senator WaLTER MoNDALE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR: Thank you for your prompt
attention to my previous request for in-
formation on Federal educational benefits
avallable,

However, I now have a different problem. I
have just learned of the differences between
previous “G.I. Bill” benefits and those avail-
able to wus now, specifically, educational
benefits. Can you tell me we are consldered
less worthy than -our predecesors? We have
fought in & war we can’§ understand, a war
most of us do not belleve in. Yet the great
majority of us went to Viet Nam, accepting
our governments justifications of our
presence there.

Now I find there are conslderable gaps
between our “G.I. BIll" and that of our
fathers. Are not the bullets we faced at Da
Nang, Chu Lai and Ham berger Hill just
as deadly as those In Tarawa, Leyte and
Guadaleanal? Are those killed and injured
not just as permanent as in former wars?

I realize there is mot too much you can
do, However, a group of us feel perhaps, If
we knew who to contact, our opinions could
be of some importance. T would appreciate it
if you would put me in contact with who-
ever could be of the most help in this
matter.

Respectfully,
P, O. HAMILTON.
MangaTo, MINN.,
October 18, 1969.
Senator WaLTER MONDALE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.,

Dear Senatror Mownpare: I would like to
volce my support of the Educational Rate
Increase bill, S. 338 for veterans.
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Again, there is no authority In the Chimel
opinion for such a search, and, in the ab-
sence of probable cause to arrest a person,
such a search would almost certainly be
held illegal. Even a “frisk” for weapons, on
less than probable cause to arrest, under the
doetrine of Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 1 (1968)
would be doubtful, since that case is ex-
pressly tied to the necessity of the protection
of the officer rather than a search for evi-
dence, Again, the risk of a civil suit in bat-
tery or assault against an officer making such
a search is apparent; as a matter of fact, a
person searched by an officer as he was
leaving the suspect house might even claim
that an assault-on the officer was justified
as valldly resisting an unlawful search.

C. The police, then, as a final alternative,
may leave the premises, search no one leaving
the premises, and walt for the search war-
rant to be procured, This is exactly what
was done in the two cases described. In one
of the cases, it is known that the murder
weapon was removed by friends of the de-
fendants while the police walted for the
warrant. In the other case, it Is known that
the defendant's mother removed af least
one weapon from the house in the overnight
pertod that it took to secure a valld search
warrant; whether the murder weapon ltself
wis removed will probably never be known.

The two described cases illustrate vividly
one further point, and this is that any re-
viewer of police actlons is scaling the heights
of naivete if he doubts that a suspect’s rela-
tives or cohorts will not attempt to get rid
of evidence against him, given the oppor-
tunity. In cases, the first impuilse of
those not arrested was to remove the evi-
dence against the parties who were arrested.
Among many of those with whom the police
denl on a day to day basis, it is not even
necessary for the person secreting the evi-
dence to be close to the suspect; frustration
of any police purpose Is consldered an end
in itself.

The Fourth Amendment should not be
used to create a zone of immunity for those
who wish to accommodate a Iriend or rela-
tive by disposing of evidence against him;
yet, this is precisely the result that Chimel
has brought about in the described cases.
The problem for the police, as illustrated
by these cases, s that the language of the
Chimel opinion is so broad in proseribing
warrantless searches that the police literal-
ly do not know what the new limits on their
conduct are. As a result, they must use
the “safest'” procedure available to them, the
warrant procedure, even though the delay
involved may render the seeuring of a war-
rant a futile gesture. Justice Stewart wrlt-
ing for the Chimel majority speaks of “well
recognized exceptions” to the warrant re-
quirement but he does not elaborate on
the exceptions.”” Chimel provides no guide-
lines whatever for the police as to when a
warrantless search of premises, beyond the
arrestee’s “immediate area,” may be permit-
ted; and the decision thereby opens the
widest possible door for judicial “second-
guessing” of an officer's split-second deci-
silon on the scene. In the described cases,
for Instance, a warrantless search and re-
covery of the murder weapons might well
have been justified as being made under “ex-
igent circumstances™ * but, with no guide-
lines in the oplnion to go by, a trial or ap-
pellate court could as easily find that no
emergency existed and that the searches
violated the Chimel rule.

In each of the cases described, the re-
maining evidence agalnst the suspects con-
sists of just that type of evidence which this
Court has condemned as unrellable: confes-
sions ¥ and lineup identification.’* Respon-
dent's Petition for Rehearing, p. 7, points up
the irony of Chimel excluding physical evi-
dence of highly probative value in view of
the Courts pronouncements on the other
types of evidence. The described cases bear
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the irony out with force; in a murder case,
the murder weapon is a vital item of physical
evidence; yet, here, the police were fore-
closed from securing such evidence. The pur-
pose of this brief is to support Respondent’s
cogent legal arguments for rehearing with
practical examples of cases of major im-
portance in which Chimel, as written,™ has
stymied effective police action despite the
officer's best efforts to act within the law.
The inability of the police to recover, law-
fully, the weapons used in two murder cases
is indicative of the impact of Chimel on local
law enforcement. The two cases in Denver,
which have arisen in the few months since
Chimel, may be multiplied a thousand fold
throughout the country; consider, for in-
stance, the Impact of Chimel on rural police
departments where the number of persons
authorized to Iissue search warrants is
limited. We most respectfully urge the Court
to grant Respondent’s Petition for Rehear-
ing in the case of Chimel v. California so that
an opportunity might be presented for
spokesmen for law enforcement, on every
level, to make known to the Court the im-
pact of this decision on our function of
protecting the safety of the people of this
country. Further, as a result of such re-
hearing the Court would have an oppor-
tunity to consider the establishment of the
guldelines in this area which the police so
desperately need.®
FOOTNOTES

1 Both cases described have been filed by
the Denver District Attorney but neither case
has come to trial. For this reason, the names
of defendants are not published.

‘Per Simmons v. United States, 390 US.
377, 88 Sup. Ct. 967, (1968).

“The possiblilty of watching the house
while procuring & warrant was consldered;
but, even if such a watch was set up, there
would be no authority to search persons
entering or leaving the house.

¢ This decision was based on the tightening
of search warrant requirements enunciated
by the Supreme Court in Spinelll v. United
States, 398 U.8, 410, 89 Sup. Ct. 584, (1969).

“Per: Gilbert v. California, 388 U.S. 263, 87
Sup. Ct. 1951, (1967) and United States v,
Wade, 388 U.S. 218, 87 Sup. Ct, 19286, (1967).

*Colorado Rules of Criminal Procedure,
Ruile 41 requires that for a search warrant to
be served at night the affiant must bhe
“POSITIVE” that the property sought is on
the premises to be searched. The officers in
this case were reasonably sure, but could not
be "positive,” that the weapon and evidence
sought was a B's mother's house,

®Harris v. United States, 331 U.S. 145, 67
Sup. Ct. 1098 (1647); United States v.
Rablnowitz, 339 US. 56, 70 Sup. Ct. 430
(1850); both overruled by Chimel v, Califor-
nia, 37 U.S.L.W, 4613 (1969).

' Participating officers were asked why they
did not keep the persons in ‘the house or
search them when they left. They each an-
swered that they felt that they had no legal
autority to do either, and they feared civil
suits for false arrest or “civil rights viola-
tions",

4 For example, half an hour after the theft
occurred, an officer entered a house to arrest
defendant for the theft of some liquor., De-
fendant and his parents were sitting in the
kitchen. After defendant’s arrest, the officer
found the lquor in the refrigerator. The offi-
cer had to be told that his search was Illegal
under the Chimel rule, despite the likelihood
that the parents would dispose of the liquor.

¥ Consider, for Instance, the unavailability
of an issuing magistrate. In rural areas this
can create a real problem. Aspen, Colorado
presents an example of this; there is only
one judge authorized to issue warrants in
Aspen. If this judge is unavallable or out of
town, Glenwood Springs, 45 miles away, con-
tains the nearest issuing officer, In the winter,
in this mountainous area, snow covered roads
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might necessitate a 3 or 4 hour round trip
to procure a search warrant, and sometimes
the roads are Impassable.

13 Where the police entered the suspect's
house “within minutes" of the crime.

W This Is evidenced by the fact that judges
issued search warrants for the houses In
question in both cases.

1537 U.S.LLW. 4613 at 4617. In the Chimel
opinion Justice Stewart footnotes his refer-
ence to exceptions to search warrants re-
guirements. The footnote (37 U.BL.W. 4613
1.8) simply says, “See Katz v, United States,
389 U.S. 347, 357-358." A reading of the pages
referred to in Katz (prohibiting warrantless
eavesdropping) seems to point to another
footnote, Justice Stewart who also wrote
Eatz postulates the warrant requirement in
that declslon—"subject only to a few spe-
cifically established and well-delineated ex-
ceptions.” 389 U.B. 347 at 357, This sentence
is footnoted (389 U.S. 347 1.19) to say, "“See
e.g. Carroll v, United States, 267 U.S, 132 . . .
McDonald v. United States, 336 US. 451 . . .
Brinegar v. United States, 338 US, 160 . . .
Cooper v, California, 386 U.S. 58; Warden V.
Hayden, 387 US. 204 . . .

Of these “exceptions” Carroll, Brinegar,
and Cooper deal with searches of automobiles,
Warden v. Hayden deals with “hot pursuit”,
and McDonald deals with exigent circum-
stances. When, as here, the Court condemns,
with one stroke, a basic police procedure that
had been sanctioned by the Court for 19
years, a series of footnotes can hardly be
considered “guidelines” for the policeman
on the street, or for those attempting to
advise him,

#ef, McDonald v. United States, 335 U.S.
451, N. 15 supra.

¥ Miranda v. Arizona, 384 U.S. 436, 86 Sup.
St. 1602, (1966); Escobedo v. Illinois, 378 U 8.
478, 84 Sup. Cf. 1758 (1964).

 Gilbert v. California, U.S. v. Wade, Supra
n. T.

¥ It is no part of the argument of this brief
that Mr. Justice Stewart, who wrote the ma-
jority opinlon, would knowingly inhibit valid,
constitutional, police procedures. The thrust
of this brief Is that Chimel has created
problems not readily foreseen, even by Jus-
tice Stewart, and that rehearing should be
granted to give the Court an opportunity to
consider the practical problems its decision
has created.

One Chimel-related problem is of most ex-
treme concern to the police. How does Chimel
affect a full-scale riot situation where an en-
tire police force is tled up on the streets and
there is clearly no time to get search war-
rants? Suppose officers enter an apartment
after observing sniper fire from the window
of that apartment; and they arrest the sniper,
with his rifle, in the doorway. A large cache
of weapons is found in the bedroom of the
apartment, concealed in a closet. Will these
weapons be inadmissible? Seemingly, the
search for the weapons would be justified as
“hot pursult" under Warden v. Hayden, 387
U.S. 294 (1967), yet the language in Chimel,
forbidding warrantless searches, s so broad
that a Court so inclined could easily justify
suppression of the weapons as a Chimel vicla-
tion.

* For example, the Denver Police Depart-
ment Order concerning Chimel (appendix A)
was an attempt to gulde the officers. The
order speaks of “securing the premises” (in
paragraph 3-A); yet, the cases described
herein, which arose after the order was issued,
fllustrates the practical impossibility of
“securing" premises when others are present.

UNILATERAL CEASE-FIRE IN
VIETNAM

Mr., GOLDWATER, Mr. President, my
remarks today are occasioned by disturb-
ing reports in the newspapers which
seem to indicate that Senate Republi-

2
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This increase is necessary because at Man-
kato State College last year my tuition was
always under $100 for 14 or 15 credits, This

ar it costs $141 for that same number of

!its. The rising cost of living is hard
to match without without rising edu-
cafional costs.

Thank you for your efforts.

Sincerely,
Davip JORGENSON.
Jacrson, Miss,
Senator WALTER F. MONDALE,
U.S8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

HonorasBLE MR. MonpALE: Bir, I would like
to know what your opinion is on the Senate
Labor and Public Welfare subcommittee for
Veterans Affairs approved legislation on an
increase of GI education and training allow-
ances by 46 percent and making the in-
creased payments retroactive to September
1, and how you will stand on this issue.

I am still serving on active duty however,
my service agreement is completed 17 March
1970 and at which time I will reside In my
home town of St. James, Minnesota and
agaln attend Mankato State College.

1 feel that this is a step forward, however,
it Is not enough to attend school and ralse
a family with today’s cost of llving increases.

Any information that you could give me
would be greatly appreciated.

Bincerely,
RoxNaALD W. EASTERDAY.

NINETY-NINTH BIRTHDAY ANNI-
VERSARY OF MARY McCONNELL
BORAH

Mr. JORDAN of Idaho. Mr. President,
on Friday of last week one of the truly
great women of Idaho—Mary MeConnell

“+ah, widow of U.S. Senator William

; | and daughter of William J. Mc-

, also an Idaho Senator and later

our State’s third Governor—celebrated
her 99th birthday anniversary.

The Idaho Daily Statesman, in com-
memoration of this remarkable lady’s
99th year, published in its Sunday, Octo-
ber 19, edition a delightful interview with
Mrs. Borah, written by Dabney Taylor,
of Boise.

In order that Senators and the in-
numerable other readers of the CoNGrES-
s1oNaL Recorp might share in the histor-
ically pertinent recollections of this dis-
tinguised woman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the article be printed in the
RECORD.

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

Wmow oF Famous “LioN” SENATOR MAaRKS
BmTHDAY IN OrecoN—IbasO's “LITTLE
BoraH" Looxs Back oN HEr FIRsST 89 YEARS

(By Dabney Taylor)

“1 was cradled in politics,” Mary McCon-
nell Borah remarked, “and that cradle re-
celved me almost a century ago. You see I
was born In Moscow, Idaho, Oct. 17, 1870 and
that makes me 99 years old.”

“Little Borah,”" as Washington called her,
is the widow of one of the immortals of the
TUnited States Senate. ‘The Lion of Idaho’
filled the senate gallery with spell-bound lis-
teners to his oratorical roars.

As she looked from the windows of her re-
tirement apartment at the deep green grass
of the Portland (Ore.) lawn, Mrs, Borah re-

Tled that before her birth her father, W. J.
%mmu, was deeply engaged In helping to

Idaho from a territory into statehood.

“This," she said, “was accomplished when

I was almost 21 years old. But don’t think,”
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she quickly interjected, “I was allowed to
vote. At that time the 19th amendment,
which gave the vote to women, was only a
gleam in a suffragette’s eye."”

“Then,” Borah reflected, “the women
in a candidate’s family had quite a different
role to play and the wives did not go out In
the hustings with their husbands as sort of
a co-candidate. I cannot quite approve of
this, but then, attitudes change,”

“But, don't think for a moment the
women were not expected to function. For
example, we cooked for, and served, endless
suppers, plenies, luncheons, receptions. Can-
didates when they arrived in town, with or
without their families, always were house
guests at the homes of fellow politicians,

“We were also expected,” Mrs. Borah con-
tinued, “then as now, to remember every
one's name. Heaven help you if there was &
moment of faltering, you could lose the
vote of the entire family, including the hired
man.” The witty and sprightly lady laughed,
she could, being gifted by the gods with al-
most complete recall.

“When Idaho became a state father de-
cided to run for the United States Senate
and and he and George L. Shoup were elected
as Idaho's first senators. During his cam-
paign my mother introduced me to a young
lawyer from Bolse, Willlam E. Borah. He
had come to help father campaign and after
we met he seemed to think nothing of fre-
quently making the long trip from South-
west Idaho to the chill north where Moscow
was located, just to help father.

“Later,"” she said demurely, “when father
returned from Washington to run for gov-
ernor, Billle Borah helped elect him as
Idaho’s third governor.

“Because mother was very dellcate, and
quite timid about meeting strangers, father
decided to take me to Boise to act as his
hostess and part time secretary. Mother and
my two sisters, Carrle and Olive, remained
in Moscow to keep the store, and this is not
a quip, we did own the general store in town.

“I was very much surprised and pleased,”
Mrs. Borah quirked an eyebrow, “to find
Billie Borah was to be administrative as-
sistant in the governor's office. You see, he
was a very serious student and disliked soclal
functions, but Bolse was very gay and he
did take me to a few affairs and we had
lovely horseback rides in the foothills.

“One of the great lessons I learned about
this time was never to say anything to re-
porters that I did not want to see in print.
It occurred one day when some reporters
came into the office and asked for news. I
told them I could not stop to talk as I was
very busy writing a speech for the governor.
When this item appeared in the next morn-
ing’s paper, father was not very pleased.

“Finally Billle urged me to make up my
mind to marry him so that I could go east
with him on our honeymoon where he was
called on some legal cases. So,” she related,
“we were married on April 21, 1895 at the
Cyrus Jacobs' home with Frank Blackinger
as best man., My honor maid was Mamle
Jacobs,

“Where did we go on our honeymoon?” an
elfish chuckle punctuated the story, “we took
the Cannon Ball to a small town a few miles
from Bolse called Oaldwell . , . well, any-
way we were serenaded by the town band
and a few weeks later we did go east and
it made up fully for my disappointment,

“When Billie was elected U.S. Senator In
1807, she continued, “shortly after we
reached the capital, we were summoned to
dine with President Theodore Roosevelt. As
we walked down the long White House hall
where an aide sat at a desk with the dinner
chart before him, he handed me an envelope
and announced I was to sit at the president’s
left. I simply uttered a gasp and put my
hand over my mouth. This amused the aide.

“After we were seated there was an awful
moment of silence, on my as I wracked
my brain for something to chat about, Sud-
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denly, I was inspired to mention having vis-
ited with Willlam Allen White, the noted
Jjournalist, at Emporia, Eansas, on our way
east, Mr. Roosevelt, who was his great friend,
responded eagerly and said, “I have just pre-
sented his book ‘Strategems and Spoils' to
the French ambassador M. Jusserand. I think
it the greatest political story ever written.

“He talked away, and left me to gaze at
his daughter Alice who was non-
chalantly eating hot asparagus without re-
moving her long white kid gloves and let the
melted butter run merrily down her fingers.
This, while I was making every effort to keep
my white tulle gown, trimmed with pink
rosebuds, which I thought went well with
my blond hair, from having one spot. I knew
I would have to wear it many more times and
I did." She continued, “Later the famous
Nick Longworth, Congressman from Ohio,
and Alice, became our good friends and Alice
and I went often to the Capitol to hear
speaking in both the House and Senate.
Alice was very political and would leave her
own dinner party to dash to the Hill to listen
to an important debate.

“I well recall the exceptional woman Lou
Hoover. She graduated from the Stanford
engineering school, making higher marks,
incidently than her husband President Her-
bert Hoover, a classmate, then a lifemate. .
One of her remarks was a classic of under-
statement, ‘I only want to be a background
for Bertie!" The intelligent women of my
day were tactful.

“A lady who was grossly underrated, and I
think, most unfairly criticized, was Florence
Kling Harding. She was a handsome woman
from a fine Ohlo family and brought much
to her marriage with President Harding, She
was very gracious and democratic and made
contact with all classes of people in a most
kindly manner,” Mrs. Borah sald earnestly.

“Everyone was simply crazy about Mrs,
Calvin Coolidge with her lovely, big brown
eyes. She was most dedicated in attending
endless functions and meetings and was
simply showered with invitations,” she remw~

winisced. “Grace made a famous remark, '‘One

church, one club, one husband and one polit-
ical party.’ I have lived up to her precepts
and am still a dedicated Republican.” Mary
Borah ran her tiny hands over a long chain
of ivory elephants which she wore. Her col-
lection of some 38,000 of these pachyderms
were sold at auction when she left 2101 Con-
necticut Avenue to live im Portland.

“Billie died on a bleak winter day in 1940,”
she fingered her worn wedding ring “He had
been eenator for Idaho for almost 40 years.
I decided to remain in Washington, my roots
had grown deep, but a few years ago I moved
to Portland to be with my slster Olive Leud-
erman who lives in this same bullding with
me, Her daughters, my nieces, also live here.

“I suppose people would like to know how
I lived to such a majestic age and I can only
say that I have never felt the urge to partake
of the grain, the grape or the weed, but I
eat everything set before me, Still, T may
have to go on a diet, I gained a pound last
month, I now welgh 69 pounds.”

Then the interview was over until next
year,

THE PESTICIDE PERIL—ILXX

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, interna-
tional concern about the problems of
persistent pesticides was raised in San
Francisco last week by a group of Czech-
oslovakian scientists.

The seven Czechoslovakian scientists
are currently visiting the United States
in preparation for the 10-year anniver-
sary conference of the International As-
sociation on Water Pollution to be held
there in 1970.
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As reported by the San Francisco Ex-
aminer, the scientists indicated that
Czechoslovakia banned DDT because the
country was alarmed by the dangers to
man from this chemical agent. Although
one of the scientists noted that the long-
term effects of the buildup of DDT res-
idues in man are not yet known, he said
that "it has been proved that it accumu-
lates in the body. We are afraid of the
physiological aspects.”

Czechoslovakia is one of at least three
countries who have banned the use of
DDT, The others include Denmark and
Sweden.

I ask unanimous consent that the
article be printed in the RECORD.

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

WHy CzecHs Banwep DDT

Czechosloyakia today, and for the past
several years, has banned the use of DDT
and controls the use of other pesticides and
detergents to avoid polluting the natlon’'s
waters.

This was revealed here yesterday by Dr.
Viadimir Madera, one of seven sclentists and
alr and water pollution experts from this
nation now visiting the Bay Area.

These controls were exerted in his country,
Dr. Madera said, before it became a problem,
because it was recognized these materials
were “too dangerous to man.”

He conceded 1t is not yet known that DDT
is toxle, “but it has been proved it accumu-
lates Iin the body. We are afraid of the
phg@lological aspects,” he said.

TOXIC

Dr. Madera, who has visited the United
States before in exchanges of research and
knowledge on pollution problems, and has
worked as a consultant in other nations,
recited one case in the United States where
a food colorant was at first accepted as harm-
less, but discovered 10 years lafer to be toxie:

The pollution expert and his companions
are here under sponsorship of the Inter-
national Association of Water Pollution,
which will hold its 10-year anniversary-con-
ference in San Francisco in. 1970,

They expect to have as many as 4000
delegates from more than 50 natlons attend,
according to Dr. Erman Pearson.

Dr. Pearson, professor of engineering at
the University of California, will serve as
president of the 1970 world conference here.

Dr. Pearson said yesterday he believes the
United States will be forced to seek similar
legal remedies to water pollution problems
ultimately.

“But legislation must give reasonsable time
for development of other materials without
these harmful effects,” he said.

Dr. Madera and the other leader of the
Czecheoslovakian group, Dr. Karel Symon,
discussed the control of water quality In
their own country and throughout Europe,
as well as common European practice of re-
claiming and treating the same water
through as many as eight stages for use, for
domestic or industrial purposes.

Dr. Pearson added:

“In Czechoslovakia as in Europe and the
central United States, most water supplies
are mixtures of waste waters and natural
supplies. We take out the materials that are
harmful,

“We're generally dealing with used waters,
We must not think there is an inexhaustible

supply of virgin waters around, because there
aren't."

SECRETARY HARDIN'S APPROACH

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, as a mem-
ber of the Committee on Agriculture and
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Forestry, I wish to apprise Senators of
the attitude and efforts which are char-
acterizing the attempt to arrive af mean-
ingful and satisfactory agricultural leg-
islation.

On Tuesday of this week, Secretary of
Agriculture Clifford Hardin met with
the committee for an informal, frank,
and highly informative discussion of the
progress which the formulation of farm
policy is making in Congress. In a wide-
ranging conversation, Secretary Hardin
briefed the committee on the Depart-
ment’s thinking, the viewpoints of the
House Committee on Agriculture, and his
personal assessment of the problems and
possibilities in this year's eflorts to draft
acceptable legislation, The Secretary em-
phasized that his idea was to discuss all
the issues, to bring to light all the objec-
tions, and to try to arrive at something
which the Senate and House could accept
and enact without the time-consuming
conference or floor debate.

The attitude of the Secretary is both
commendable and novel, It is refreshing
to have a spokesman for the Department
who does not come up on the Hill and
attempt to ram his preconceived ideas
down the throats of the House and Sen-
ate. Such tactics were the rule in the past
and only served to stir emotions and pre-
cipitate extended debate. With this new
approach and the fresh atmosphere it
brings, the public stands a much better
chance of seeing worthwhile farm legis-
lation enacted. I wish to express my ap-
preciation for Seeretary Hardin's ap-
proach and to encourage Senators to
respond in kind.

VICE PRESIDENT AGNEW'S RIGHT
TO FREE SPEECH

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President,
much has been made in the press of the
recent remarks of Vice President AcNEwW
on at least two occasions during the past
2 weeks.

It seems to me that this is a question
of whose ox is being gored.

When the liberals feel like it, they
speak just as openly and sometimes as
harshly about conservatives as Vice
President AecNew has spoken about those
with whom he finds himself in disagree-
ment,

I think that the Vice President of this
country has a right to free speech as
much as any other American citizen.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp an excellent ar-
ticle written by David Lawrence, entitled
“Agnew's Right to Free Speech,” and
gublished in today’'s Washington Evening

tar.

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

AGNEW'S RIGHT To FREE SPEECH

Some of the so-called “liberals"” may un-
wittingly be creating the impression that,
while their kind of dissent comes under the
heading of “free speech,” the outspoken re-
marks of Vice President Agnew In recent days
are not covered by the same kind of consti-
tutional privilege.

One Democratic senator now says that
when Mr. Agnew, in a speech in Mississippi,
declared that school officinls had made "a
strong case” for delaying desegregation in
certain districts, this was an “unwarranted,
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unethical and grossly improper” attempt to
influence the Supreme Court. He suggests
that the vice president should devote his
time to his “only constitutional duty'—
namely, presiding over the Senate. ’

But the vice president of the United S
has additional duties, He has the task of
understudying the President and training
himself for a job that fate may suddenly re-
quire him to take over,

Spiro Agnew announced Immediately after
election that he was an independent-minded
person who would say what he believes,
whether or not it agreed with the views of
the President. He has the right, of course,
to make speeches, and surely it will be con-
ceded at least that he can talk on any sub-
Ject that a senator can tackle in a public
speech.

Only this week, Sen. Sam J. Ervin Jr., D-
N.C., declared that constitutional govern-
ment would perish in the United States If
trends set by the Warren Court are not re-
versed, He prepared a detalled criticism of
the legal course set by the Supreme Court
and made a public address about it.

The vice president, as presiding officer of
the Senate under the Constitution, would
seem to be permitted the same rights as any
member of the upper house, Senators have
never put a limit on the topics they discuss
in public speeches, and the vice president
certainly has a similar privilege to delve into
any subject, however controverslal it may be.

Agnew made a speech for instance, In New
Orleans last week that aroused nationwide
attention. He condemned the proponents of
the Vietnam “Moratorium" and said that the
demonstrations were encouraged by “an
effete corps of impudent snobs who charac-
terize themselves as intellectuals.”

The vice president, speaking at a fund-
raising dinner for the Republican party, was
endeavoring to defend the Republican ad-
ministration against the attacks of political
opponents. Agnew said that today “subt!
is lost and fine distinctions based on %
reasoning are carelessly ignored in a head
jump to a predetermined conclusion.,” He
added:

“Thousands of well-motivated young peo-
ple, conditioned since childhood to respond
to great emotional appeals, saw fit to dem-
onstrate for peace. Most did not stop to con-
sider that the leaders of the Moratorium had
billed it as a massive public outpouring of
sentiment against the foreign poliey of the
President of the United States.

“Most did not ecare to be reminded that
the leaders of the Moratorium refused to dis-
assoclate themselves from the objective
enunciated by the enemy in Hanoi.”

Agnew is the kind of man who doesn't
mind criticism. But he also doesn't hesitate
to respond as he pleases to those who make
what he deems fallacious and ill-founded
attacks on the foreign policy of the United
States.

As for “puttipg pressure” on the Supreme
Court through public speeches, many sena-
tors have expressed themselves frankly about
the departure of the high court from the
proper exercise of judicial authority. Presi-
dent Nixon himself said recently there is a
need for justices who will interpret the Con-
stitution strictly and not assume legislative
functions,

President Franklin D. Roosevelt In the
1930s not only discussed what he felt were
the shortcomings of the Supreme Court of
that period, but sought from Congress the
enactment of legislation which would en-
large the court from nine to possibly fiifteen
members and enable him to pick justices
whose views were in accord with his own
and thus attain a “liberal" majority.

It hardly seems conslstent for the “lib; 7
today to deny either Vice President Agr T
anybody else the right to discuss e
issues on which the Supreme Court may
have to rule or the right to make speeches
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ALLEGED ATIWCII'IES BY' AMERI-
CAN SOLDIERS IN VIETNAM ]

M. MONDALE.’ Mr.  President, 7a.,
‘shocked, ed, and confused public |
has been, told of an incident at Song My |
Village in South Vietnam where Ameri=:
can soldiers. may : have . deliberately
slaughtered’ ‘Innocent civillans—includ-
ing women, children, and infants,” © "1

“Tn the wake of such a revelation, filled
with ‘rumors and contradictory state- |
ments; we must be extraordinarily care-
ful lest the accused be denied thelr.
rights of a firm and impartial trial. We
cannot allow: American-soldiers to be- |
come a scapegoat for general rage and
rmtx;a ~over the war itself. -.

We, st "also be careful that we do

ngfully implicate the vast major-"

ot" erleaﬁ servicemen for the crimi--
-ml acts of a-relative few. Although I.
.trongly oppose this war and our current:
policies, I still maintain a great respect

for the deceney and’ morﬁlﬂg _of the
American seryiceman, i TS
" Having stated these warnings, how-

ever, I must add my. voice to who
.are calling for the fullest poss]hle in-
vestigation lnt.o thls and: a.mr other simi-
lar incldent® alize Laarivibodogoa o
‘It would be‘easy and not without some
truth té blame these acts l:ﬂoﬁ thé‘senset;
1i d horrible war. Bu resporsibili
res::&llq durinzmsrtlme must still] lie with
viduals. yeeritic atlam &b &'.:'nn. T
1thtever justification. we;may- ha\re
for this wnr-—e.nd I.happen to believe.
that’ very little remains—must be based
on?trhciplés’*bf Justice, m&r&nty“

dg-
respect for. the rt!;‘ot m—
':i dhu:ls mthout such pr

tely no. bs.sia.iozwur 1n-

volvement m m nation:; at_rany,,;ti
Only‘n full investigation and: just. dis-
osition”of the chargmﬁow “peing made
1t es€ prine ‘and restore’

L deredb;a rjlntedinthorigf_aw
Tas or p -
‘a8 followa R i S B IIE

© T MASSACRE TN Song My ViLiace

-Although much remdna to
about the massacre In ﬂong My village
South Vietnam by Amerl soltﬁay, the
evidenice so far indicates that a' horrible
ﬂld.,owm- on March 18, 1868, The!
latest evidence was the chilling statément of
an ex-GI who told of firing into 'mothers
hugging their children and ‘begglng to ‘be
spared, _,

Today, a5 we Ame.ﬂc-ans oel.ebm;a mom:
great-feat In space and prepare for a tradi-

tional holiday in honor of America's bountles

and goodness, we must also
ing. .ol

ponder the mean-
an event little .different from the

Communlst atroclties at Hue. We ask our-

selves how could we generous, peace-loving,

God-fearing Americans—who. recolled, in

horror when ,the Naals, on June 10, 1042,

wiped out the Czech village of udj.oo-—oom J

mit an atrocity of similar _proportions? Per-
haps some of the answers can be found in

the column by Anthony Lewu on today's od.l— "
torial page. B
The events in ‘Song My—if publhhed ‘B0~

counts are accurate—are a betrayal of what
America stands for, betrayal of the good

works 50 many thousands of Americans have’

undertaken in'Vietnam. The events, if true,
are & violation of the Geneva war conven-
tions, as well ubemgawcﬂmeunduthe
Charter of the International 'M!li;nry Trl-
bunal by which Nazl war criminals were
brought to trial at Nuremberg. - .« 1 |

Patnful as the @isolosures may:bets all of

us, the investigation of Song My must be'
pushed through to a conclusion, so that

b’.ll "li

gullt® or innocence of Song My parucipanm;

nam, but nwer on«t-hor‘lenef p
Bong My.

command in Vietnam, In nnr;p
say six months or a year, body coun
have always been much'greater‘

in oﬂ!cm estimates of ene:hy

included |

"updahd“ Eha

this total !

and chlil '

reports_of. 1op: Qad vic
of them

bﬁtﬂu? Am&-uu wei Al

Mjra

Do

may turn Into




T
-

.mwmawmﬂcmwmmaﬁmds'

“No more Vietnam” s not good exough; If|
we shouldn‘t have any more ) iefmnp let's.
¢ today ’an'nx

t ha
S e

and eantfnn-—th ar-
sl s B Wm 'hish ie ﬁ.hs wm_
You don't Bavefo. Rl TR i Haea
dwell OP H"‘%u%g W the Mmo
gﬁ thd% s‘t,so Tige wounded; thg hl.lnon
ars te, mr or so
billion’ dollars é&fﬁﬁa;r thy r:
inflation; the highest interes “raqit‘.tn‘tm

history of our. aop‘lotn; and all the rest. The
dollars seem 1o longer to ¢ d "us. The
staggering cost 1§ what we have given up
elsewhers, and It 'Is' éxceedingly difficult to
trywma.kesp&(nctﬁ‘bm the war and
the cost of that defense budget. '~

We spend £21,000 hl,,’.mmuntﬂm alone
for each enemy  soldier to be in

Vietnam ' while ‘the' Federal’ Government

spends $44.00 for every child in this country
belleved to be in our education institutions.

For 1 billlon ‘dolldars—enough to run the
Vietnam war for 10°days—we could provide
beadstart opportunities for 625,000 children.
We.could provide job training and support-
ing services for 500,000 welfare parents. We
could expand cancer research five-fold.

. For a:single billion dollars—10 days of war,
we could run MacAlester College, tu.lnon and
donatlon free for 125 years.

But the best 'is yet to come, If. we were
bankers and tunderstood the occult ‘art of
investing, and. were able to find 5% money
(which would be hard to find these days be-
cause 1t Is 7% and 8% )—but {f we could find
6% money, and invested that billion dollars,
we could run Hamline, MacAlester, Augsburg,
Bt. Olaf,’ and Gustavus tultion Xree forever,
and t.hat'n:pmuygooddw SICAE

Yesterday afternoon, for ave hours, Sen-
ator Nelson and I led the fight'to try to ex-
pand the .poverty’ ‘We .asked for
8250, million:to keep :Headstart swith the
same number; of children that they have to-
day. We asked for -a modest amount.of in-
eteased funds_to pxponchm_ugal Bervices

to keep them t from those

whp would ntp to keog , under. control.
Weé proposed expanding mmy for ‘emer-
gency food and emergency medical care. We
proposed & sught mngm q mm& de-
s.lgned t:ﬁn “help.

1\.1“

~

1n 20 wnu.t:athc oppndtlgn motmtad and |

successfully ?m ts that cut
mo million ‘ouf of that povnrty.pmmm in
the name of infiation. That was more than
we wezq able to cut out of the $20 blllion
tin 24 mont.hs

: We. hq,va ;otten

to the t where, - WA, tnd,ghe cost of
the m‘:;’;’i‘ mwmmwwm toll
upon the value system of.our country. Where
we can_justify .and sup -Qﬂﬂ, *-9 the
Unlyersity of BMissl: | how

m«nhmm wt—
Billions more  indefens] yl t?: Viet-

to feed the hungry in our own country.

- by the warin Vietnam. -, oo o g1 i

_leglanoce
the end, it s Amerioa that

769

may be one of the great casual

s
Butmmmothermummmpi
haps there's'one apart from thedoss of life
which 15 the mmwwm.gmm
cynieism, ithe 'bitterness an |
of theyoung of mmtrr.- 2 z«wﬁx |
T am deeply disturbed’ by the thought of
a generation which may lose all confidence
in the ability of &'democracy to respond with
Justloe, reason and humanity, But what can
we expect of a generatlon which Is asked to
kmmdbehﬂedlnlmmch'unnotbe
:IW e paadb o]
eriean rlce
worth ' paying for a few mor?‘years »
Americanized government in Salgon? -
Racantly. ‘the Presldents of 76 couegu
wrote President Nixon, They said th!.s There
are times to be sllent and there are times
mspeshmn:heumatospeak.mem-
cumulated costs of the Vietnam war are.not
in men and material alone. There are costs,
t00, In the eflects on the young p 's hopes
and bellefs. Like ourselves, the yast majority
of the students with whom we work still
want to belleve in & just and honest and
sensitive America. But our military engage-
ment in Vietnam now stands as a denlal of
s0 much that is best in our YRV 5
The desire to love and raﬁct one's ooun-

‘try is one of man's deepest instincts, Yet,

equally deep aré the beliefs and values about
Justice, morality, and humanity, And perhaps
the greatest crime of this war ls that we have
forced our young men and women to choose
between these two instinets, The great ma-
jority of the young will never feel & bullet.
Many, in fact, will not have to go even fhto
the Services. Bntnsu‘lyﬂlﬂllbeeaned
upon to disavow elther their minds, their
consclence, or thelr country. And no civilized,

test, - ranlywit g
“We can, {oel prlﬁe md love for thnu who
must serve, . Yet 'we cannot feel pride for
the war ltself. We cannot feel that a great
purpose will ‘be"won. We can only shut our
eyes and /choose—and we lose either way.
And something must be blamed for this
awful cholce. It may be the government, the
President, the establishment,” the middle:
class or some other symbol. But something
must lose the respeot, the love, and the al-
-0f.those who rnust .choose. And in

m-fi i 1

Above ‘all’ else;la ‘free soclety ‘must grant
its mma'";ho!nnght to
g _consclence.’

act in ‘accordance
maedl else,’ we
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JAY ADDRESS BY

Wn.‘s‘h‘:ﬁ ?1%

MONDALE
‘Mr.) MONDALE, Mz, President, the
pa.stw end again brought to mind the °

irden which the war in Vietnam
lsp .on our young. We s both the

depth of their concern and their.wilting-

ness to continue to work within the.con-

fines of law, order, and est.a.blished_ poutl-

LR g F T i

cal processes, .~ =:! 19

Our young peoplé are not ail of a slngle |

mind on” every issue and detall of, the
war, But they are all immensely troubled
by it, and I think that we should not
Im'get what we ask of the young, men
who must serve in this tragic war. .« -

:Iispoke on this topic last month at
Magalester’ College’ during the morato-
rinm day rally. I ask unanimous consent
that - t.hese words be prinbed ln the
Rwotn. Vit

- There being i:-o objection, the address

was ordered to be prlnted in the Rxconn,
as follows:. - i £

_ ADDRESS GIVEN BY Smn'mu Wn.m F Mcm-
DALE TO THE MINNESOTA MORATORIUM DAY
RALLY, MAGA!.um Oomm. Ocrosn 15,
1069 5

As a former stndent of thig 6ollege I'must

say that I never thought I would see this

many people at & Macalester eyent.

Now. I know why Washington government
has worked harder this past week than at
any time in  Amerlean history. Miracles are
ha; . After 28 years Hershey has four
8 d)sonhhway And unless I missed

my tuass, we mgoingtommore and
ter miracles : -

grea this year.

Just a few months ago everyone would
have sald that the Mets would never win the
penm.nt and would never have a chance for

orld Serles. Tonight we know that
therbnmwon the ‘pennant’ and hnve a good
chance of winning the Serles.” =

A few months ago most péople would have |
predicted that there 15 no way to bring the
Vietpam War to a head or to nicunt a demon-
stration which would show that the Amer-
lmwmemﬂredofthhmmdmt
it ended. But that miracle 18 happening to- '

tnt.hlsoountq Noﬁonlymthem.u-

his 01

day
o! lewh? n lnt.ho
oa ,J&mmmm y in the’

4

time of no single profesdon.
political party. . ..
Perhaps. today 1s, In part, & test o r.he

democmtlo 1deal—to see whether'our

ment can respond to this great demonah-n [

tion of national will.

We are still, in fact, wallc
swamp of non-poﬂcy. hoping to back into
peace just as-we-backed Into war. .

- Wo have all disavowed War, all xlght.
Evuryone—-—the President, t‘;l: Pentagon, th
hawks, the "great' middle”—all have dln-
avowed it. We don't like the killing; we don't
like the disruption; we all prefer peace: +$

But too many of our leaders are disavow!
ing the predicament and not disavowing the
policy, which has brought us ten years of
war on the Aslan mainland and cost this
country over 44,000 American dead, a quarter
-of & million wounded; and cost _this state 5ver
Boomharownhoys "-

, Surely tonight it l.s clnr that it Is‘ ‘not
moush to hope 'for' peace . We mmt
relentlessly pursue peacey ' * P

It is not enough to say that we Have falled
in our ohjectlye-. s . We must openly and
frankly admlt that our yery objectives were
in error,

We ca.n.not e.llng o’ x;ynor ‘and prlde snd
only hope to ‘bring, an ‘end to the war. We
must seek peace and only then bring an
end to the dishonor and the lost pride which
we have already experienced.' ..t 1 1

Unfortunately, however, we are seeing an
old, old movie in this country, sponsored first
by a Democratle, Pxpalden an m‘.'rw be!ng
re-run by a Republican Prealﬂan

" We have all ‘heard it before: "'rh.lng.q are
getting' better; 'infiltration 'is 'down; the
enemy Is demoralized and weakened; Salgon,
Thieu, and Ky want! only to. reprunnt the
people of South Vietnam (including, we sup-
pose, : the 21,000 pollt.tca; prisoners resting
tonight -in, Vi Prinns'j ;- U.S,, casu-
altles are d ‘Are up;
the peace” lr.a could grog‘neu lf on!y we

had ' united front; the South Viétnamese
Army-—yes, the South. VIetnnmeu ‘Army—is
nearly rmy to take ov

o Ty 3 o

aronndlna'

dent, Who can’ answer that question: "I'nose
who criticize our dissent often ap, ) us
on the need to présent a united ‘and
support our Administration in the Mt
pursuit of peace. But I bave yet to- A
single document or hear a single st
that tells us what that plan or
course s, -3
Is it designed to save Hvu ot' ave Al
Is it designed to end the m:ﬂfto‘ " j
political, pressure. Qt,,hcmew 1: s
which -recognlzes o
simply seeks to nbscm “th ‘f-h 1t l v
which s to be’ cebermmfa T 15!
it one ‘which-continues’ to na e
desires of Hanol and’ Sa!gon?*m short, 1s it/
& policy to get us out or keep us in mmi*m?
Tacknowledge the President) !
for peace. But, we still, after withdra 'ofi
60,000 troops, will hn?e 48‘.000 can
troops in South v:etnam—onl: 16,000,
t.hanas'm B0 ‘(‘_1. (-r;
We are stuf‘m tuil support'o?’ overn
ment wh.lchﬂhaa Lm qlud
women, poli cal and ranglo el
for thelr political bellefs u.g mlvsxa!z
to say.that those 21 ,000 in the
~main did nothing other than: what we are
doing here tonight.

We still espouse the- mmae of ulf—deter-
mination in Vietnam, although we know that
Thieu and Ky have categonenliy sta thelr
refusal to acknowledge any fr free “election |
which glves any mogkzm to the National
Liberation Front. As dent Thieu'put it,|
he “would not concede a _single hsmlet- to
the other side.”

We are told in Wa.shington that our troops]
have shifted tog defensive strategy, but from
Vietnam we hm that we nh wnglns war
as’usual,  ° e A

“In short, bynot setting forth‘t'clear pollr:j'
which disavows the past and "sets a new|
course for peace,"we dre clinging’ bboldbbl—‘
leles and old myths. It is this’ admission
which we seek from our Adm!nhtnuoﬁ.i
Is not their mistake t.hey nﬁ
otir mistake and {t'is my
are paying for today is a!mpl!"i-pﬂ
pride, and the price is too high {o¢ hny’e
Ilized soclety to continue to' phy. { 5

“I have a pride problem of | I
supported this war: ¥ thought‘lr‘wﬁ’ f
I” thought” mmy ‘things would
Vietnam; & “popular noﬁ-eo&% gOVE
ment, land réform, & South Vietnamese
jthat would fight] and many other th
‘found "out I° was"wrong 2 & admlﬁ o

in 80, mmyrwmds;iwhen‘:he} sald
no; longer: any- hopnﬂom*mmm
vm.nam.uhmxtnatm h
admitted the wxonslx:_eu this we
mn wnrds——hen antoppéd_'- bing

‘the N orth Mp!wed ’ o@g ow
{troop commitments. Sk
4 But."so many words’ X
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A recent Gallup Poll showed more than
55 percent of Australlans favor lmmediate
withdrawal,

Whitlam said that if he were prime minis-

~ Australia would sign the non-prolifera-
‘ treaty.

ere would be regional arrangements for
the standardization of defense equipment,
abolitlon of the draft, reform of conditions
for the permanent army and negotiations to
replace the F111C alrcraft Australia has or-
dered from America.

MINORITY REASSTURED

Gorton's statement will reassure the
minority Democratic Labor pariy, which was
alarmed at what was ealled External Affairs
Minister Gordon Freeth's soft line towards
Russia in a speech on Aug. 14.

Though lacking in detail, Gorton's speech
will certainly satisfy the DLP and prevent
their implied earlier threat to take second
preference votes away from the Liberals. In
this election, those preferences could be
cruclal in getting John Gorton and his
Liberal-Country party coalition back into
office.

OPPOSITION TO THE WAR IN
VIETNAM

Mr, MONDALE. Mr. President, on -

Wednesday, October 15, many persons
throughout the Nation will gather to ex-
press opposition to our continuing in-
volvement in Vietnam. Not since the civil
rights march of 1963 have so many Amer-
icans felt the need to express publicly
and visibly their views on national policy.
An editorial published in the-Minneap-
olis Tribune of October 12 eloguently ex-
presses the hope that this moratorium on
the war in Vietnam will hasten the end
of a senseless and tragic war—a war
which few Americans understand or sup-
I ask unanimous consent that the
rial, entitled “Wednesday's Dem-
onstrations on Vietnam,"” be printed in
the Recorp.
There being no objection, the editorial

was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, .

as follows:
WeDNESDAY'S DEMONSTRATIONS ON VIETNAM

As Wednesday draws closer, one recalls the
Civil Rights March of 1963 and how It
touched the consclences and hearts of mil-
lions of Americans,

Across this land, on Wednesday, there will
take place marches and demonstrations and
vigils, this time not for eivil rights but for

peace.

The 1863 march, despite fears of violence,
was peaceful—and successful, Various types
of civil-rights and soclal legislation followed.
The nonviolent nature of the protest was
one reason for its success.

Despite the expected participation of radi-
cals (such as memhbers of the SDS) on
Wednesday, we believe most demonstrations
probably will be orderly and peaceful. We
hope s0, for violence can only detract from
the purpose of the marches, that of demon-
strating to fellow Americans and to the Pres-
ident the growing desire of many citizens to
end the Vietnam War.

The Presldent has sald he won't be in-
fluenced by the demonstrations . . . but in
a8 democracy can a President not be influ-
enced by & large outpouring of the people?

More and more one hears across the land
the volces of opposition to the war, a war
from which our leaders now apparently
would withdraw If a means could be found
for eaving face, & war which is hurting Viet-

more than it is helping a war no longer
‘ad vital (if it ever was) to our basic

interests, a war whose casualties are
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being felt In mnelghborhood after neighbor-

hood, town after town . , . a war which is
causing the nation to postpone or reduce vital
programs.

A war which has hindered efforts to
close the gap between the races, between the
generations and between the rich and poor.

A war which has brought serlous infiation,

A war which has made more difficult
any efforts to achieve an International easing
of tensions.

President Johnson in March 1068 halted
the escalation of American involvement in
Vietnam, President Nixon has begun the
process of disengagement. We support those
troop withdrawals he has ordered. We wish
they were larger.

Some of Wednesday's marchers will be de-
manding an immediate withdrawal of ail
U.S. troops. After 15 years of propping up
South Vietnam, and even granting all the
faults of that country’s present leadership
and efforts, we do not believe an instant
pullout 1= a reasonable course for our nation,
Indeed, such a pullout s not feasible In
terms of loglstics.

We believe that it is possible to draw up a
timetable for a systematic withdrawal of all
combat troops, and we belleve such a time-
table could encompass a perlod of 12 to 18
months.

It does not seem to us that a decision for
such a timetable will be made by the Amer-
fcan military or diplomatic establishments
In Vietnam. They appear to be yet thinking
in terms of victory—even though the Presi-
dent has sald that victory is not our goal
anymore. The declsion to withdraw rests with
the President.

But Mr. Nizon still seems to be listening
closely to advisers llke Gen. Wheeler, Gen.
Westmoreland, Ambassador Bunker and
others of the victory school. President John-
son did, too, but persuasive men llke Clark
Clifford came along to influence a change in
presidential policy. We are not sure who
will be the Clark Clifford of the Nixon ad-
ministration. The tone and content of some
of Mr. Nixon's statements, so similar to those
of Mr. Johnson before he changed course, are
greatly disturbing to millions of citizens.

‘Therein lies the importance of Wednesday's
marchers, demonstrations and vigils. If con-
ducted peaceably and with dignity, they can
help lead other Americans to reconsider the
course this eountry is on In Vietnam. They
can help influence national policy.

To march for peace does not detract for
one moment from the bravery and sacrifice
of those nearly 40,000 Americans who have
died In Vietnam. They dled, as young Amer-
icans have died in generations past and may
die in future generations, serving our coun-

The question now is whether their sacrifice
is served by hurling more young Americans
into continulng combat In an Aslan land
war no longer considered vital to Amerlean
security.

A majority of Americans, according to a
recent Gallup Poll, believe it was a mistake
to send troops to fight In Vietnam. The real
gquestion now is how to extricate our men
from that mistake.

Present approaches. to extrication—Mr,
Nixon's three conditlons for troop with-
drawals—depend on responses from Baigon
or Hanol. We belleve the time is here for a
policy geared to the needs of our own coun-
try. This means an end to American par-
ticipation in the fighting within a reasonable
time.

President Nixon, like many others, has
talked of “no more Vietnam.” If this concept
is good for tomorrow, It 1s good for today. "

On Wednesday, the marchers will be telling
the nation: Let's end what has become a
wrong war in the wrong place at the wrong
time, Will the nation and our President be
listening? We hope so.
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THE CHICAGO RIOTS

Mr. PERCY. Mr. President, the Senate
Permanent Subcommittee on Investiga-
tions met today to hear testimony from
Police Superintendent James B, Conlisk,
Jr., of Chicago, regarding the transfer
of weapons to the former provost mar-
shal general of the Army. As a member
of this subcommittee and as a Senator
from Illinois, I wish to comment briefly
on a matter that has taken the highest
priority in the work of Superintendent
Conlisk and his men, constituting the
reason why he could not appear before
our committee as originally scheduled;
namely, the hit-and-run guerrilla forees
who have sought to spread havoe in Chi-
cago for the past week.

I wish to commend the Chicago police
and the Illinois National Guard for the
calm and professional manner in which
they responded to repeated provocations
from these Maoist “Red Guards.” They
have skillfully prevented widespread
violence and destruction and at all times
shown an unwavering devotion to duty.

The outrages that have occurred on the
streets of Chicagzo this past week, and the
alert manner in which they have been
curbed, presents an essentially different
pattern of challenge and response from
the well-publicized and well-studied dis-
orders that occurred during the Demo-
cratic National Convention of 1968.

The rights of free speech, peaceful
protest, and lawful assembly are guar-
anteed by our Constitution and, as such,
are inviolable and sacrosanct. Full free-
dom to espouse a cause or to denounce in-
justice is the hallmark of our democracy.

What happened in Chicago, however, is
a perversion of these basic rights. Young
people who destroy the property, serious-
ly injure, and threaten the lives of in-
nocent citizens, young people who seek fo
confront authority for the sake of con-
frontation, may indeed seem mad. But it
is clear that their wanton behavior has a
clear-cut purpose.

For surely it is the intent of the rioters
to destroy, as the main vietim of their
criminal attack, the free institutions of
our democratic society. This radical
“Weatherman” element of the SDS is
truly Students for the Destruction of
Society. It is essential that we repulse this
evil challenge to America.

Governor Richard B. Ogilvie and
Mayor Richard J. Daley joined together
to meet this challenge and have moved
responsibly to insure that the right of our
citizens to live just and orderly lives is
preserved.

THE PSEUDO CONSERVATIVES

Mr. McGEE. Mr, President, whatever
they may be, the solutions to this Nation's
problems at home and abroad are not
simple. No one needs to make that
point—or, at least, we would think that
no one needed to make that point. Yet,
simplistic solutions to our problems seem
to abound, especially at the far reaches,
left and right, of our political spectrum,

A more expert commentator than I,
Paul Goodman, recently observed that
“alienation is a powerful motivation, of
unrest, fantasy, and reckless action.” It
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is, however, as he added, “‘a poor basis
for politics, including revolutionary pol-
ities.”

Yet alienation impels large segments
of our population these days toward their
reckless “solutions” to the problems
which confront man in these United
States. Dispose of one or two evil sources,
or smash the forces behind civil com-
motion, and the job will be done, in their
view. Ironically, the left and right ex-
tremists go about their tasks with much
in common. While one strives to bring
about the collapse of what it views as a
corrupt and reactionary “establishment,”
the other campaigns day and night to
shift power away from what it sees as an
entrenched “liberal” and even “traitor-
ous” power structure.

Why consider the complexities of any
problem, the total ramifications of any
decision, or the various people involved
in any clash of ideas? There is no need,
for the answers are obvious, at least to
those who subscribe to the extremist
line. At fault, it is obvious, is the estab-
lishment. Or is it the international Com-
munist conspiracy?

Much comfort is to be gained, ap-
parently, in the refuge of shibboleth and
cant. One can draw the line easily be-
tween the good guys and those with cor-
roded motives and impure purposes. It
is nice, apparently, to have a handy
whipping boy so you can look at the so~
cial disorders, minority problems, the
polarities among our people and all the
other uncertainties and dislocations in
our political world and know who is to
blame, Charge it off to an invidious plot
by Reds or their unconscious dupes, or
chalk it off to another manifestation
of the stupidity and cupability of the
establishment.

Simple approaches such as this, I want
to emphasize again, are the stock in
trade at both ends of the political
spectrum. The extremists from the left
and right are more like each other, it
would seem, than any group of concerned
citizens seeking to find their way to the
solution of today's many problems in a
reasonable, fair way.

For those of us who count ourselves as
being somewhere in the middle, the
irony entwining the two extremes is
heightened by the realization that they
are self-perpetuating in their pattern
of operations. They feed on each other,
with each act of extremism at one end
being countered by a reaction. Some-
times, one might think they exist for
. no other reason than to supply adherents
with an all-purpose refuge in a confus-
ing world.

The deceptive element about these ex-
tremists is the facade of legitimacy sur-
rounding them. On the left, many of the
complaints about social injustices are
valid and in need of action and change—
but violent confrontation does not ac-
complish these ends.

On the right, the reality of the Com-
munist threat gives their argument some
plausibility. But to attribute all social
unrest within the country to this one
reason is nonsense and worse, providing
no movement toward solutions that
would remove the conditions of unrest.
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In past weeks, a handful of radicals
from the left have engaged the atten-
tion of an entire Senate Committee in-
vestigating their activities. I doubt
whether the are worth the time and ex-
pense, but I must grant that some clari-
fication of their activities is needed.

The left has received much atten-
tion—only some of it deserved. There-
fore, Mr. President, I shall direct my
remarks today to the radical activities of
the rightwing, to those we muld call the
“pseudo conservatives,”

These factions of the right have his-
torically been with us, from the early
frontier vigilante groups in the West,
and the Ku Klux Klan in the South, to
the Minutemen of today. They have tried
to legitimize their causes with words like
Americanism, Christianity, patriotism,
liberty, conservatism, morality, and Con-
stitutionalism, but their activities have
scarcely ever earned such descriptive
nomenclature for them. Anyone outside
the limits of their brand of patriotism is
suspect. They function in such a funda-
mental state of isolation that the an-
swers to everything they see wrong with
the Nation appear simple. Return to the
“good old days” when things were cut
and dried. But those days were never so
simple. We cannot turn back the popu-
lation clock. Runaway technology has
contributed to the complexities of our
times, yet we cannoft give up the con-
veniences that technology has provided.

Until recently, one of the favorite tar-
gets of the pseudo conservative right was
the Warren court. Now that it is gone,
and student activism has been reduced
during the summer, I wonder that the
rightists did not run out of evil sources
to blame. But, of course, they did not,
finding a ready target in sex education
programs coast-to-coast, injecting an
unfortunate ideological competition into
a subject which should at all times be
considered more sanely and reasonably—
not as a Communist plot.

Communist as a threat to the free
world has been in the forefront of my
attention ever since my entrance into
the Senate. I made myself clear in a
book I wrote and published last year, but
I cannot believe that everything caus-
ing the unrest in this country is a direct
result of actions taken by the leaders in
Moscow or Peking.

Psychologists call this gullible way
that the right has of thinking the para-
noid style of thought. It is based on sus-
picion and conspiracy, fantasy, and fear.
Everything and everyone opposed to
them is immediately assumed o be part
of a Communist plot to overthrow the
Government—or at least to undermine
America's will to resist takeover.

It should be obvious that this distorted
style of thinking is indicative of a dis-
torted judgment—the same sort of judg-
ment common to fanatics who believe
they can solve the Nation’s ills by po-
litical assassination, or the suppression
of legitimate protest, for character as-
sassination, I submit, is but a step re-
moved from the unspeakable crime which
we have sadly been witness to too often
in the turbulent 1960's.

An example of this way of thinking
probably reaches the desk of every Mem-
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ber of Congress. I recently received a let-
ter commenting on my book, “The Re-
sponsibilities of World Power.” I should
like to quote from the letter; some of the
most blatant statements go like this:
The horrible fact is, Mr. McGee, that T

liberals in your party are truly and sincerely
sympathetic to the supposed theoretical at-
tributes of Communism . .. our entire foreign
policy, is a fundamental sympathy towards—
and a corresponding antipathy toward op-
position against—Communism,

Generally, I suspeet that this sort of
argument is immediately seen through
by the average American. Even this sort
of “big lie” is hard to swallow. But one of
the soft sells of the rightwing—the law-
and-order theme—has been subscribed
to by many American people anxious
about the current wave of national un-
rest and the very real and appalling in-
cidence of crime and violence.

There is an obvious connection be-
tween the candidates flaunting law-and-
order themes and the fear of social revo-
lution created in the mind of the Ameri-
can people, The argument is that we must
have order by any means, regardless of
the law protecting personal rights.
Adolf Hitler promised pre-World War
Germany as much—and delivered an
order of sorts for a time.

Since the early 1960's, activities of the
rightwing have increased, especially over
the period of the 1964 elections., Today,
the movement continues.

About the war in Vietnam, the right-
wing argues, again apparently the sim-
ple and expedient solution; namely, that
we could win if we wanted to win. In-
deed, we could—I do not doubt we could
crush our adversary if we were willing
risk mankind’s survival in the afterms,

On the domestic scene, the rightwing
has been a consistent objector to civil
rights, fair housing laws, and voters’
rights laws. They claim that the riots in
the cities and on the campuses are the
result of Communist instigation.

Their far-right views are concerned
with keeping full participation in Ameri-
can life limited to a chosen, privileged
few. Any threat fo their speclal interest
is given an interpretation as a threat to
the rights of everyone.

The “law and order” theme has fit into
this rightwing interpretation as the
mainstay in their current wave of fear.
Whenever a threat can be pointed to, it
follows that the right to reduce or elim-
inate that threat belongs to a group sanc-
tioned by the majority of people.

In a war, the Armed Forces are given
the sanction by the people to commit acts
of inhumanity to protect the society and
country threatened. This is a hard fact of
life. Ordinarily, acts of violence by police
and other official groups would not be
condoned by many Americans, but with
the right sanctions—violence can be “as
American as apple pie,” and can be exer-
cised in lieu of reason.

This is one way radicals on both the
left and the right work together to cre-
ate the fear that causes millions of
Americans to ally themselves, to one de-
gree or another, with one extreme or the
other.

The influence of the richfwing has
tended to the mass media, and es)
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