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of those we face today. You have been very

" tient to lsten so attentively. I hope that
%,vmraﬂectlve hours in the future you will
nk of poor Christopher and his problems,
how veterinary medicine and you will pro-
vide the means for him to reach age 55, and
whether your contribution will justify your
name being written on the list of those who
care.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Marsunaca). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Califor-
nia (Mr. LecGeTT) is recognized for 60
minutes.

[Mr. LEGGETT addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

EQUAL EDUCATIONAL
OPPORTUNITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from South Carolina (Mr, WATSON)
is recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr, WATSON. Mr. Speaker, for the
past several weeks mews coverage of the
hearings conducted by the Senate Select
Committee on Equal Educational Oppor-
tunity would lead most Americans out-
side the South to believe that the south-
ern people, black and white, are forms
of sub-Americans who should conform
without question to massive Federal in-
terfere..ce in their school systems while
areas of the North should remain free

roL) such discriminatory treatment.
g- deeply resent the whole atmosphere
der which the hearings were held
which were obviously designed to malign
the South and were devoid of any ob-
jectivity. Even more deeply I resent a
liberal Member of the Senate, who knows
absolutely nothing about the South, pre-
tending to have all the answers for our
region of the country. I am also fed up
with the self-righteous, hypocritical
double standard that people like the
chairman of this committee apply in
dealing with social problems of which
they know nothing. If the Senator from
Minnesota wants to examine in depth
social attitudes and prejudices of which
he should know a great deal, I respect~
fully suggest that he tell the Natioa about
the traditional plight of the Indians in
his home State.

The hearings in themselves were a cha-
rade and a sham, They were conducted
like mocked trials with obviously care-
fully selected witnesses who were chosen
on the basis of what they were expected
to say and what the committee wanted
them to say. I do not know of an instance
since the infamous Reconstruction era
of a more blatant example of rigged
hearings.

The arguments used by the chairman
and so-called friendly witnesses to cram
integration down the throats of the
southern people were just absurd. But the
rhetoric did clearly reveal the extraordi-

ary length that liberals will go to malign
- one who dares to disagree with them,
ally if the person disagreeing hap-

pens to be a southerner.

Mr, Speaker, it has often been said that
the most intolerant and biased individual
in our society is a liberal and yet the
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whole concept of liberalism is one in
which free discussions and different
opinions are supposedly solicited.

If the fair-minded, thinking people of
this Nation need any more proof of
example of northern liberal intolerance
toward the South, the hearings conducted
by the Senator from Minnesota should
convinece them,

For a century the South has been
treated as if it were not even a part of
the Nation, and our people have been
hounded and criticized for our beliefs.
Northern liberal politicians and newsmen
have angrily and sanctimoniously de-
nounced us because we dare to have a
philosophy which differs from their own.

But, Mr. Speaker, I say this most
emphatically, this sick intolerance must
cease if this Nation is to survive, The very
decline of America can be laid at the feet
of northern liberal moral decline and its
witchdoetor sociology.

If America is to maintain its greatness
and its standards, the South will lead the
way. Northern liberals, whose philosophy
of permissiveness has produced a scene of
rampant dope addiction, rock bottom
moral standards, unprecedented lawless-
ness and a diminished patriotism, have
forfeited the right to speak for any sec-
tion of this country, much less the Nation
itself. In fact, if philosophical denuncia-
tion is in order, the people of this Nation,
regardless of region, should denounce in
the strongest terms, northern liberal
thoughts and actions, and tell them that
we shall have no more of it.

EEOC'S “MORE POWER"” GRAB

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. WILLIAMS)
is recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the au-
thors and cosponsors of H.R. 17555 say
this effort to expand the powers of the

Equal Employment Opportunity Com-

mission will further promote equal em-
ployment opportunities for American
workers who are members of minority
groups. This eonclusion is totally incor-
rect. I eannot support the principles of
this bill,

We must remember that all employ-
ment must be based on employee quali-
fications. This is as it should be. The em-
ployee’s ability to perform determines
the cost and gquality of goods produced
and services rendered. :

I have repeatedly stated that the
United States is a land of opportunity
for everyone. A high school education is
available to all of our youth; vocational-
technical high schools have been built
by the thousands.

It only follows that youth who are
members of minority groups should take
advantage of this education in order to
qualifly to properly compete for all
employment.

I know that almost all trade unions
have been carrying on active recruit-
ment programs to get minority group
vouths employed in their apprentice pro-
grams. However, the trade unions have
not been successful in this effort. Many
members of minority groups who pass
the most basic apprentice examination
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either fail to show up for work or last
only a few weeks on the job.

Obviously, they are not willing o take
the time to properly learn a trade. Many
of them would rather receive $10 or $15
less a week on welfare for doing nothing
than put forth the effort to learn a trade
which would eventually pay them a most
substantial income. This same welfare
which provides higher payments to-
fatherless families is breaking up the
family structure and this causes more
school dropouts.

The obvious advantage enjoyed by mi-
nority group members today is illustrated
by the fact that colleges and universities
are actively recruiting students from the
ranks of minority groups. Many colleges
and universities have lower standards of
admission for minority group students
and even subsidize them with scholar-
ships.

I submit that the bureaueratic powers
of the Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission need no further fattening.
It already has enough. Its personnel have
made it clear enough that they want
more power and that they have been
something more than zealous in pushing
the power EEOC already enjoys.

For example, I am informed that, back
in 1965, only four employees of the New-
port News Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co.,
then working on the world’s largest air-
craft carrier, were prepared fo charge
discrimination. Yet the EEOC summoned
the full measure of its power to threaten
the company’'s defense contracts, force a
guota system of minority hiring, and
compel the employers to sign an agree-
ment that “conditlons of the employee's
skill and ability’”" were not “germane” to
hiring.

In insisting that “conditions of em-
ployee’s skill and ability” were not “ger-
mane" to hiring, the EEOC is attempting
to commit a travesty on our American
system. Our American system has long
recognized an employee’s skill and ability
and has rewarded those who increase
their skill and ability.

Yet, rather than attempt to stimulate
members of minority groups to take ad-
vantage of the education available to
them and to serve apprenticeships to
learn trades, the EEOC would endanger
our American system by simply legislat-
ing that quotas of minority groups be
hired regardless of their skill and ability.

H.R. 17555 would permit EEOC to issue
cease-and-desist orders in cases of dis-
crimination allegedly practiced by com-
panies or by labor unions and to rein-
state or hire employees and conduct
periodic checks to ascertain that EEOC
orders are being carried out. Imagine
what the EEOC bureaucrats would do
with that additional power.

Consider, further, the additional im-
pact of HR. 17555's providing EEOC
with the additional power to directly
petition a court of appeals to force a
company or a labor union to comply with
EEOC's own orders based on EEOC's own
prejudged findings of evidence of dis-
crimination.

To grant the Egual Employment Op-
portunity Commission the power to by-

_pass the Department of Justice in moving

to the judicial branch with an executive
branch legal action would establish a
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dangerous precedent which could lead to
other agencies, bureaus, and departments
seeking to bypass the Department of
Justice.

I think, further, that the effort to give
the . EEOC the power, as provided in H.R.
17555, to go to court over the head of the
Justice Department with EEOC’s self-
acquired cases against industry and
against organized labor is particularly
peculiar and suspect in view of a critical
fact which, presumably, we are supposed
to ignore: The fact that, under title VIL
of the 1964 Civil Rizhts Act which H.R.
17555 seeks to expand, the Civil Rights
Division of the Department of Justice has
been greatly expanded and has been sub-
stantially reorganized in the interest of
greater effectiveness in the defense of
civil rights.

Back in 1957, when the Civil Righis
Division of the Department of Justice
was established, it was permitted about
15 lawyers. It now has 104 lawyers on the
job, with more coming in to bring the
Division to authorized strength of 133
lawyers, even as the Division seeks au-
thorization to expand its recently-estab-
lished Employment Section to 40 lawyers
ftffom its presently authorized strength
of 30.

I insist that there is absolutely no
justification for this effort by EEOC to
pressure the Congress into giving it
greater powers in the name of “Enforce-
ment” of “Equal Employment Oppor-
tunities”—unless, of course, we wish to
justify the well-established bureaucratic
desire to perpetuate itself in power and
to take unto itself ever greater, more au-
thoritarian, power. -

Mr. Speaker, I ask my distinguished
colleagues to give most serious considera-
tion to this which, to all of us, should be
?t.ymm frightening—and real—possibil-

FUTURE AUTOMATIC ADJUST~
MENTS IN PAY OF FEDERAL
EMPLOYEES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. CORBETT)
was recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. Speaker, I am
today introducing legislation which is
officially recommended by the adminis-
tration to provide for future automatic
adjustments in the pay of Federal em-
ployees.

In 1962, this Congress established the
policy that the pay of our Federal em-
ployees should be comparable to the pay
of employees in private industry for the
same levels and types of work. In the
intervening years, we have not had a
very good record in implementing this
comparability principle.

Several “one-shot™ pay enactments in
1964 and 1965 fell far short of achieving
full pay comparability, primarily because
of the wage-price guidelines then laid
down by President Johnson. The 1967
pay bill contained a three-step pay raise
which accomplished a reasonable degree
of comparability on the effective date of
the third pay raise, July 1, 1969. The
6-percent pay raise, retroactive to Jan-
uary 1 of this year, which was recom-
mended by President Nixon and enacted
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on April 15, 1970, was another major
effort to achieve full pay comparability.

However, it is evident that we are not
going to either achieve or maintain full
pay comparability until or unless we en-
act a permanent, rational, and orderly
means for doing so. .

The legislation recommended by the
administration is intended to accomplish
this objective. At least, it is a very sound
basis upon which our committee can work
to produce meaningful legislation on the
subject before Congress adjourns this
year,

For the information of the Members,
Iam inserting in the REcorp a letter from
the Honorable Robert E. Hampton,
Chairman of the U.S. Civil Service Com-
mission, transmitting the proposed legis-
lation to the House, a sectional analysis
of the bill, and a statement of purpose
and justification:

U.8. CiviL SERVICE CoMMISSION,
Washington, D.C., July 22, 1970.
Hon, JounN H. McCORMACK,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I am transmitting for
the consideratinon of the Congress proposed
legislation “To amend title 5 United States
Code, to direct the President to adjust the
rates for the statutory pay systems, to estab-
lish an Advisory Committee on Federal
Salaries, and for other purposes,” A draft bill,
a sectlon analysis of its provisions, and a
statement of purpose and justification are
enclosed.

In presenting his postal reform legislation,
the President proposed new procedures for
the adjustment of the salaries of postal work-
ers. It is now important that an improved
continuing procedure be established for ad-
justing the salarles of Federal employees
under other statutory salary systems. These
employees must be assured that their pay
rates will be kept up to date in relationship
to salarles paid in the private sector.

This proposed legislation is needed to re-
duce the time lag between salary surveys and
schedule adjustments and to make other im-
provements in the procedure for applying the
pay comparability policy adopted by Con-
gress in 1962, It affords an appropriate role
to employee organizations, the President,
and the Congress. Employee organizations
would be consulted by an agent of the Presi-
dent on the coverage of the Bureau of Labor
Statistics survey, the salary comparison
process and the adjustments required to
achieve comparability with private enter-
prise salarles. An impartial Advisory Com-
mittee on Federal Salaries would review the
findings of the President's agent and con-
sider the views of employee organizations
with respect to the analysls and pay proposals
In the agent’'s report. This Advisory Commit-
tee would report to the President,

After reviewing the reports and recom-
mendations of his agent and of the Advisory
Commlittee, the President would make the
appropriate salary adjustments and would
report his actlons to the Congress. If In any
year the President should find it inappro-
priate to make the adjustments because of
a national emergency or economic conditions
affecting the general welfare, he would have
to present an alternative plan to the Con-
gress before September 1 which would be-
come effective on October 1 unless either
House disapproved on or before September 30.

The draft bill contemplates that the first
two salary adjustments will be effective
January 1, 1871 and January 1, 1972, SBubse-
quently, these effective dates will be Octo-
ber 1 of each year, In order to get into better
phase with the budget cycle.

Ensctment of this draft bill will build on
the precedents set in 1967 and in 1970 (1)
by reducing the time lag and (2) by provid-
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ing for a review of findings by an impartial
group. It is necessary to implement prope:
the sound pay-fixing principles establis:
by Congress in 1962, We urge that it be gl
prompt and favorable consideration.

The Office of Management and Budget
advises that the enactment of this draft bill
would be in accord with the program of the
Administration.

A similar letter is being sent to the Presi-
dent of the Senate,

By direction of the Commission:

Sincerely yours,
RoperT E. HAMPTON,
Chairman.

SECTION ANALYSIS

(To accompany a draft bill to amend title
5, United States Code, to direct the Presi-
dent to adjust the rates for the statutory
pay systems, to establish an Advisory Com-
mittee on Federal salaries, and for other
purposes)

The first section of the draft bill provides
that the act may be cited as the "Federal
Salary Comparability Act of 1970."

Section 2 of the draft bill amends title 5,
United States Code, by revising and restating
sections 5301 and 5302, relating to the con-
gressional policy for fixing pay rafes for
Federal statutory schedules, and by adding
a new section 5302a, creating an Advisory
Committee on Federal salaries,

The revised section 5301 continues the
policy of the Congress that rates of pay for
Federal statutory schedules shall be based
on the principles that there shall be equal
pay for substantially equal work, that pay
distinctions shall be maintained in keeping
with work and performance distinetions, and
that Federal pay rates shall be comparable
with private enterprise pay rate for the sam
levels of work. The pay systems coverecd
these principles are identified as those
the General Schedule, the Foreign Service,
and the Department of Medicine and Sur-
gery of the Veterans Administration.

The revised section 5302 sets forth the pro~
cedure for carrying out the policy expressed
in section 5301, The major change from exist-
ing law is the provision directing the Presi-
dent to make the annual adjustments by
October 1 of each year. Similar authority on
a temporary basis was, however, given to the
President by the pay acts of 1967 and 1970,

Bubsection (a) of the revised section 5302
requires that an agent of the President, after
consulting with employee organizations, ghall
make an annual report to the President com-
paring Federal statutory salaries with pri-
vate enterprise rates for the same levels of
work as reflected In appropriate Bureau of
Labor Statistics surveys and recommending
appropriate adjustments in Federal salary
rates, After considering the report of his
agent and the recommendations thereon of
an impartial Advisory Committee on Federal
Salarles, the President would be required be-
fore October 1 of each year to adjust rates of
the Federal statutory schedules. These ad-
Jjustments would be effective on the first day
of the first applicable pay period beginning
on or after that date. Under existnig law, the
President makes recommendations to the
Congress and the adjustments must be made
through the regular legislative process.

Action by the President under revised sec-
tion 5302 is mandatory. Under subsection (b)
in any year that he determines it inappropi-
ate to make the adjustment required by the
law because of national emergency or eco-
nomic conditions affecting the general wel-
fare, he must prepare and transmit to Co
gress before September 1 in that year suctj
ternative plan as he deems appropriate,
if before September 30 neither House has dis-
approved, the Presldent's alternative plan
shall become effective on October 1. Should
either House disapprove, however, the Presi-
dent would have to make the adjustment re-
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everyone who knows him knows that
when the word “Honorable” is appended
to the name AveusTus HAWKINS it is not
merely a customary title, a politeness, an
act of protocol. It is a description, a
statement of fact, almost a synonym for
ihe name itself. He is in fact one of the
best men here, honest, able, compassion-
ate, intelligent—in short, what all of us
ought to strive to be. Anyone who seeks
to impugn the integrity of Gus HawxkiNs
simply calls his own integrity into ques-
tion. I am sure the gentleman from Illi-
nois was misinformed or misquoted and
will want to set the record straight on
this matter.

Many of us have remarked over the
past few weeks that we are especially in-
debted to Congressmen HAWKINS and
Wirriam AnpErson and to Mr, Tom Har-
kin for their dilizence and courage in
bringing the situation at Con Son to the
attention of the Nation. I rise today sim-
ply to reiterate my thanks to these re-
markable men for bringing credit to this
House and adding to the honor of their
country.

HEARINGS CONDUCTED BY BENATE
SELECT COMMITTEE ON EQUAL
EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY
WERE A CHARADE AND A SHAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
a previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from South Carolina {Mr. Warsox)
is recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I hbelieve
all of you will agree that the gentle-
man in the well prides himself in trying
to keep his patience, and that like-
wise he recognizes that we have some
difficulties and everything is not perfect
in the Southland. But at the same time
I believe there is point beyond which
a person's patience begins to break.
Further, that there is a point when
a person will stand up and speak out
against those who would maliciously
malign the great Southland.

Mr, Speaker, in a statement this past
Thursday I said that the hearings con-
ducted by the Senate Select Committee
on Equal Educational Opportunity under
the chairmanship of the junior Senator
{from Minnesota were a charade and a
sham. As further proof of the ridiculous
and misleading nature of these hearings,
the chairman just made a brief visit to
four Southern communities in three
States and returned with a scathing de-
nunciation of the entire South and its
education system.

Mr. Speaker, this is comparable to
someone from the South going to the
Senator’s home State for a few days, and
not finding any Negroes in four randomly
selected communities of that State, de-
ciding that Minnesota has outlawed in-
tegration.

Now, the Senator's report upon com-
pletion of his fact-finding tour repre-
sents a personal insult to the people of
the South, and it is an insult to the in-
tellizence of every thinking American,
regardless of region. It is an insult that
must be challenged, and I challenge it
here and now.

Mr. Speaker, I call upon the Senator
from Minnesota to explain the real rea-
son why he has singled out the Southern
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part of this country for a much-pub-
licized tour, especially in view of his
well-known record of anti-Southern
prejudices. Are there not serious prob-
lems crying for solution in other areas,
even the District of Columbia? Why does
the Senator direct attention away from
these areas as well as his own State’s
problems?

Mr, Speaker, there are few, if any, peo-
ple in this country less qualified than
the Senator from Minnesota to speak on
the subject of Southern education, or
anything else down our way for that
mafter. The South is not obligated to
listen to such rank insults and distorted,
prejudged views of our section of the
country. His voice is that of a totally
discredited and outdated philosophy, and
this Nation should no more heed his ad-
vice than physicists should listen to the
advice of the president of the “Flat
Earth Society.”

It is obvious to me that the Senator
is attempting to capitalize on the frus-
trations of people for his own poliical
gain, Since an extended visit to the South
would not enlighten the Senator because
of biased views already held, it is certain
that a few days tour would leave him
appallingly short of information. There-
fore, his brief visit was totally without
probative value and can only be inter-
preted as a grandstand play. But in all
fairmess I do understand he sent a few
of his staff underlings into the South,
even South Carolina, to “survey” the
situation—yet these people could not tell
the difference between a school house
and a filling station.

For generations the South has had to
bear the cross of gratuitous criticism
from uninformed outsiders. These
breastbeaters strike holier-than-thou
poses and lament conditions in the South
in words revealing their paucity of
knowledge on the subject. They add to
their scarce knowledge certain wrong-
headed notions supplied by their preju-
dices and go forth to propagandize an-
other generation of their constituents in
the age-old obsession of South-hating.

At a time when divisiveness is deplored
by liberals and blamed on conservative
attitudes and actions, professional
South-haters foster and cultivate the
rankest and most blatant divisiveness in
this country. The Senator’s tirade
against our section of the country is the
same old political demagoguery reminis-
cent of Thadeus Sitevens days over a
century ago. :

What the Senator called an investiga-
tion of three Southern States was in fact
the typical whirlwind tour which is a re-
quirement for anti-South propagandists
prior to the periodic unleasing of their
prejudices. The investigation is designed
to lend credence to whatever the objec-
tive is. The southern evils which such in-
vestigations reveal and the repressions
which are typically discovered are in fact
attitudes and beliefs long-harbored in
the mind of the South-hater currently
holding forth in the other body.

The question begs: Why must we of
the South endure any longer charades
unethically deseribed as investigations
and poelitical attacks piously eouched in
moralistic tones?

If honesty will not silence the likes of
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the Senator from Minnesota in their
criticism of the South, it would seem that
the plight of their own citizens would.

I direct his attention to rampant crime
which is largely a Northern problem. I
direct his attention to epidemic drug ad-
diction which is almost exclusively a
problem of States outside the South. I
direct his attention to the poliferation of
pornography which originates outside
the South and which threatens to con-
taminate our area. I direct his attention
to large-scale race riots which are pre-
dominantly a northern and western
problem and not one of the South. I di-
rect his attention to organized crime
which is strangling life from his and
many other sections of the country.

Senator, your people need help. Get to.
work on your own problems!

Senator, it is easy to see now what
motivates you. Is it that you direct atten-
tion elsewhere, so your people will not
become too alarmed about their lives and
conditions? That will not “wash” any
longer. Senator, I advise you to get on
your not-so-white charger and return to
face the very real problems of your own
area. Certainly your political fortunes
are not contingent upon your villification
of the South. :

Mr. RIVERS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WATSON. I yield to my distin-
guished friend and leader, the gentle-
man from South Carolina (Mr. RIVERS).

Mr. RIVERS. Mr, Speaker, I whole-
heartedly associate myself with the re-
marks of the gentleman from South
Carolina.

I want to add this. I read this so-
called report by the junior Senator from
Minnesota. It emanated only from a po-
litically. sick mind, a frustrated mind,
an ambitious mind, who would stop at
nothing to fan the seeds of sectionalism
and racism to further his own political
gain, He is one of those whom Vice Pres-
ident AcnEw aptly referred to as playing

-Russian roulette with the safety and se-

curity of this country.

I would say as Roosevelt once said:
Plague on his house and plague on him.
That is not fitting to be said of one who
calls himself a Senator of the United
States.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his contribution.

As usual, the gentleman has said it
more directly and eloquently than I.

———————

NAFEC FACILITY ONE OF
WORLD'S FINEST

The SPEAKER pro tempote. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from New Jersey (Mr, Sanpman) is
recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. SANDMAN, Mr. Speaker, I should
like to call the attention of the House
to several glaring inaccurancies in a re-
port filed with the House by the Govern-
ment Operations Committee, This re-
port, dated July 186, 1970, contains find-
ings affecting the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration in its development of an air
traffic eontrol system. These deficiences
exist on page 30 and page 56 of the re-
port. The erroneous findings are used in
an attempt to justify the recommenda-
tion of a phaseout of the research and
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Delta Queen to slip away into mere
memory.

Our distinguished colleague from Mis-
souri (Mrs. SvLLivan) has a bill now be-
fore the House Merchant Marine and
Fisheries Committee which would ex-
empt the Queen from the 1966 safety law
which was meant to apply only to ocean-
going ships.

The Senate also is considering action
and has attached a similar amendment
to its pending martime bill.

If no action is taken before November
2, the Delta Queen will cease to exist as
a living tradition. She will be perma-
nently retired.

In our rush to advance ourselves tech-
nologically as a nation we have lost or
destroyed much along the way.

We now have a new way-of-life and a
new standard-of-living, We no longer
have with us enough of the symbols of
the traditions which made this couniry
the strong and independent Nation that
it is today.

This strength and independence is ex-
emplified in the Della Queen and in the
hearts of the men who pilot her up and
down the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers.
She is a part of our heritage that should
be preserved.

HAMBURGER, UTILITY BEEF AND
IMPORTS

(Mr. MONAGAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. MONAGAN, Mr. Speaker, the Spe-
cial Studies Subcommittee of the Com-
mittee on Government Operations, of
which I am chairman, because of com-
plaints it had received, examined the be-
havior of retail beef prices last year in
an effort to ascertain the reasons for the
sharp rise in such prices. In the early
part of this year, this subcommittee ap-
proved a draft report on the subject,
which the full committee this spring re-
ferred back “for further study.”

I am sure that other Members have re-
ceived letters on the subject of retail beef
prices, our meat supply and imports from
cattle growers, public officers, housewives,
and business consumers. As we all know,
the fast foods franchise industry has
grown in recent years and its increased
utility of the lean grades of beef has in-
creased the demand for such beef.

Interestingly enough, the price of ham-
burger, according to the Bureau of Labor
Statistics, did no decline last fall until
2 months after the higher priced beef
cuts began to decline. This year the BLS
figures show, as of the end of May, that
the retail prices of hamburger at 66.7
cents per pound is higher by 1.1 cents
than the high point of September 1969.
The June price is practically the same
as that in May.

The Department of Agriculture reports
show that utility cows were and have
been higher in 1970 than for the compa-
rable 1969 period, through the middle of
July. The price of boning utility cow
beef has far exceeded any 1969 prices
through the middle of July.

I believe that the above figures have
some bearing on whether the supply of
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lean beef necessary for hamburger and
manufacturing is in fact adequate to
meet the demand, We are all cognizant
of the recent action of the President by
which the guota import figure for 1970
was set at 1.14 billion pounds. This was
done at a time when imports for the first
half of 1970 were approximately 600 mil-
lion pounds. This quota figure leaves only
540 million pounds which can be im-
ported for the second half of 1970, a re-
duction of 10 percent from the rate of
the first half.

My position with respect to imports is
one of supporting variable import lim-
itations. I have not, contrary to pub-
lished reports, asked for the repeal of
restrictions on meat imports., These im-
ports are basically the “hamburger" or
“processing” grade of beef. I have tried
to suggest that consideration be given
to adjusting meat imports to meet the
gap, if any, between the demand for lean
beef and the domestic production of such
beef.

The Ways and Means Commitiee is
now working on a draft bill which would
impose quotas on the manufactured
products to be covered by that bill. It is
reported that the pending proposal would
impose a quota on a particular product
when imports of that product exceed 15
percent of its domestic consumption.
This percentage is to be compared with
the present import restriction on beef
of 6.7 percent of domestic production.
Certainly if the 1964 Meat Import Quota
Law were amended to allow imports to
meet the gap between the demand for
lean beef and the domestic production of
such beef, it would still be more restric-
tive than the Ways and Means Commit-
tee's tentative formula for manufactured
products.

I have given expression to this in a
letter to a constituent of mine, a busi-
nessman, who as a consumer, is strongly
exercised about retail beef prices. I in-
clude my letter to him as part of my re-
marks at this point in the REcorb.

Jury 20, 1970,
Mr. A. R, MARTINO,
Waterbury, Conn.

Dear Towy¥: Your letter of July 10, 1970
and the copy of your note of June 28, 1970
to the Department of Agriculture, have been
read by me with much Interest.

The hearings held by me last fall with re-
spect to the sharp rise in the retail price of
beef, to which your letter refers, show the
problems facing the consumer. The adequacy
of the supply of beef, including the relation-
ship of import guotas and the consequent
effect on prices to the consumer were one of
the major phases of that hearing. Since then
there have been, as you mentioned, revela-
tlons as to the Inadequacy of domestic meat
inspection and the unguarded use of anti-
bioties in feeding cattle, presenting dangers
to consumers,

While the cattle growers ftrumpet their
claim that they can provide enough beef to
meet the demand of the American consumer,
I am somewhat dublous insofar as lean beef
is concerned. This is the beef that 15 used in
combination with the fatty parts of the
cholce carcass for making hamburger and
other manufactured meat products. The fig-
ures show that the wholesale price of beef
used for manufacturing purposes is higher
than it was last year. In addition, the retail
price of hamburger for May, according to the
Bureau of Labor Statistics, was higher than
It was last year at {ts highest point, All the
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statistics avallable to me with respect to
prices for beef animals slaughtered for man-
ufacturing purposes, mosfly cows, lead me to
believe that it is a strong refiection of an
inadequate domestic supply of such beef as
against the increasing demand for it. With=
out going Into the complexities of the cow-
calf and feeding industry and its time-cycle
of over 214 years, the supply of domestic lean
beef cannot be accelerated without adverse
effects on the production of choice beef.

The President, on June 30, 1970, performed
the miraculous feat of increasing the amount
of beef, mostly used for processing, which
could be imported, while actually cutting
back the rate of such imports. Under the
1964 Meat Imports Quota Law, the amount
of meat which could bhe imported in 18970
without imposing a quota was 1098 milllon
pounds, 110% of the guota. Imports for the
first half of 1870 were approximately 600
million pounds, strongly Indicating that the
1109% figure would be exceeded long before
the end of the year.

As required by law, the President Imposed
a quota of 998 million pounds, and In the
same document, suspended it, allowing im-
ports to egual 1140 milllon pounds. As 600
million pounds were already imported, the
second half imports can total only 6540 mil-
lion pounds or a reduction of 10% over the
first half of the year, %

I intend to watch closely the effect of this
governmental action on the retail price of
beef, It may be doubted that it will prove
highly beneficial to the consumer.

My reason for all this detail on the most
recent happenings in the beef picture is be-
cause of your interest in the matter. I fully
appreciate your support of my work as your
representative in Congress.

Sincerely,
JOHN 8, MONAGAN,
Chairman,

ANNOUNCEMENT BY ARMY OF
DUMPING OF NERVE GAS OFF
CAPE CANAVERAL

(Mr. ROGERS of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend his remarks and include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr, Speaker,
I impose upon the House at this time be-
cause of an announcement that has been
issued today by the Department of the
Army concerning the dumping of nerve
gas some 250 miles east of Cape Canav-
eral, Fla.

Mr. Speaker, I am distressed to hear
this news. I am very much concerned
about it, and I am contacting the Sec-
retary of Defense to ask that no action
be taken to dump this gas, which is now
scheduled to be dumped on the 10th of
August, until the BSubecommittee on
Oceanography as well as other commit-
tees have an opportunity to look into it.

I have begn assured by Chairman
Lexnvon of the Subeommittee on Ocean-
ography that hearings will be held this
next week. I would urge the Secretary
to withhold any action until this has
been done,

TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE
AUGUSTUS HAWEKINS

(Mr. LOWENSTEIN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend his
remarks and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. LOWENSTEIN. Mr. Speaker,

9
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Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, the Hart-
Cooper amendment which will be co-
_sponsored by other Senators, provides for
n authorization of $1.027 billion. These
ds may be expended for deplyoment
of the ABM system at Malmstrom and
Grand Forks, the two sites authorized
last year. Of the total, $627.2 million is
available for continuing phase I at
Malmstrom and Grand Forks, the pro-
tofype deployment which was begun last
year.

Also authorized was $35 million under
the amendment, as requested by the De-
partment of Defense, for emplacement of
additional sprint missiles at the two sites.

The full amount of $365 million re-
quested for research and development
would be authorized for use for that
purpose on the advanced ABM system,
such as the so-called dedicated system;
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specifically designed for Minuteman—a
system advocated by many distinguished
scientists and experts.

Last year over $1 billion was authorized
for deployment and, as of May 31, there
was a $224 million carryover.

Mr. President, a table which appears
in the commitee report indicates the
funds requested and the funds for phase
1 that would be available under the Hart-
Cooper amendment as compared to the
_amounts requested for phase I and phase
II and recommended by the Armed Serv-
ices Comimttee, The funds carried over
from last year's authorization as of May
31 are indicated under table IL.

I ask unanimous consent that these
tabulations be printed at this point in
the RECORD.

There being no cobjection, the tabula-
tions were ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

TABLE 1. SAFEGUARD PROGRAM FOR FISCAL YEAR 1971 RELATED ONLY TO PROTECTING THE
DETERRENT AND NOT AREA DEFENSE

{n millions of dollars]

-

Phase 2
Due to
added Duetothe Due to ad-
SPRINTsal Whiteman  vance prep Due to
Phase 1 GF & MALI site rren other. Total
Authorization:

LT, _ ) e A R P U TR S Syt 365.0
Procurement. _. .. 457.4 . 178.0 15.0 650. 4
Family housing. .. 4.8 e e s e e 8.8
Military constructio 161.0 3 120. 4 04 325.2

Subtotal in bill__. rens 992.2 35.0 298.4 15.4 8.4 1,349.4
Other not subject to authorization:
T e AR S e e e et S I e e 0.6
Military construction_. . M e L 6.1 30 29 20.0
Operations and maintenance. . .. ._._.. | E R P L S PRy 0 4 e - SRS 110 53.0
Military personnel_....._ .. .. ..o ... 3 A e L I T S S e e 20 140
Subtotal .. L e 6.1 3.0 15.9 87.6
Total ABM pmgraru .................... 1,054.8 35.0 4.5 8.4 24.3 1,431.0

TABLE 2

Taste 2 —junds from fiscal year 1870 that
remain unobligated *

[In millions]
BT &R o i $70
Procur B L e e e e el 92.3
Oonslmation .. cacnicnchnnnnnn e 62.3
5, SR i S T S RO == 224. 6

1 Figures are as of May 31, 1870.

Mr. COOPER. The amendment, there-
fore, would provide ample funds—over
$1 billion—for demonstrating any neces-
ms bargaining strength at the SALT

May Isay that the Senator from Michi-
gan and I, as well as other Senators who
indicate an interest in this amendment,
support and want to support in every
way possible the success of those talks.

In this year of difficult economic con-
ditions, reductions in the Federal budget
are of considerable importance., Our
amendment would save $322.2 million.

I point out that if the SALT talks
succeed in the near future, and if the
United States and the U.S.S.R. agree on
what is termed zero ABM, no sites would
be necessary to be deployed, including
those previously authorized at Malm-
strom and Grand Forks.

“here are reports—and I hope that
are true—in the press that the
SALT talks may result quite soon in a

preliminary agreement on the limitation .

on the ABM, if not a complete ban.

It has also been reported that if zero
ABM is not agreed to by the United
States and the Soviet Union, ABM pro-
tection of Moscow and Washington re-
spectively is likely. In either of these
events, the requested deployments at
Malstrom, Grand Forks, Whiteman or
Warren Air Force Bases could not be
used, and the work would not go forward
at those sites.

Deployments at Malmstrom and Grand
Forks, which our amendment would per-
mit, would provide ample bargaining
power that the administration states is
requested.

I point out that the number of ABM
missiles to be deployed at Malmstrom and
Grand Forks are several times greater
than those deployed by the Soviets in the
Galosh system around Moscow—which is
their only ABM system.

We believe that our amendment is in
accord with the proposal of the Secretary
of Defense to “fly before you buy” for
prototype development, It will also as-
sist the SALT talks without hindering the
ability of this country to proceed with the
development of an effective ABM system.
For, if the Soviets proceed with the de-
velopment of the S5-9's and other mis-
siles, it may be necessary to deploy an ef-
fective missile defense system.
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In fact, most of the scientists who have
testified on the ABM have said that the
development of an effective ABM system
ly o e

uteman ected
Such a system would add to the security
of this Nation. But deployment of the in-
effective Safeguard system would not add
to the security of this country,

For this reason we believe our amend-
ment would best meet the needs of this
country at this ecrucial time and in the
future if the Soviets proceed with the de-
ployment of the SS-9's.

We will submit for formal printing the
amendment on Monday in order to give
those Senators who wish to cosponsor the
amendment an opportunity to do so.

Mr. HART. Mr. President, the Senator
from Kentucky (Mr. Coorer) and I have
given the most sober consideration to the
development of the amendment we intro-
duee today.

Many of us believe the ABM system
needs more research and development—
that it is a waste of the taxpayers’ money
not to “fiy before you buy.”

But a number of Senators feel that
the Senate last year gave the go-ahead to
deployment at Grand Forks and Malms-
trom, and that we should not replow that
ground.

So, believing as we do that the im-
portant thing is to stop the momentum—
the buildup, with its enormous total ex-
pense—we have decided to confine our
amendment to eliminating the expan-
sion of Safeguard to Whiteman, Mo,, and
Warren, Wyo.

This amendment would strike only $322
million from the Safeguard aathoriza-
tion recommended by the Senate Armed
Services Committee. It would leave $1.03
billion. We would specifically authorize
the $35 million item listed by the Depart-
ment of Defense and the committee un-
der phase II for “added sprints at Grand
Forks and Malmstrom' since the oppo-
nents of Safeguard have all along con-
tended that additional Sprints were
needed at Grand Forks and Malmstrom.

But more important than the money
saving, in my book, is that through this
amendment we offer an opportunity to
halt the seeming all-out momentum to
install a 12-site—or even a 14-site—
Safeguard system, the benefit of which
would be mnegligible and the cost
enormous.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PUPILS
SCORE BELOW US. NORMS IN
READING AND MATH

Mr. MONDALE. Mr. President, this
morning in the Washington Pest there
appeared an article by Lawrence Fein-
berg reporting on the tragic conditions
in the District of Columbia schools.

The article cites recent test results
released by the District of Columbia
school system which indicate that stu-
dent achievement in reading and mathe-
matics is declining rather than improv-
ing or even remaining constant.

This conclusion is based on an anal-
ysis of the California testing bureau
scores which compare the performance
of children in the Distriet of Columbia



S 12576

schools to that of children in public
schools in 11 other major cities.

The article reports that by the sixth
grade, Washington students average
seven-tenths of a year behind students
in the other big cities, and by the ninth
grade, they are 1.6 years behind their
counterpacts in 11 other large city sys-
tems, comparing the reading norms for
the Nation as a whole, the students by
the ninth grade are 2.2 years behind.

That does not, however, tell the whole

story. If one looks at the table of achieve-
ment broken down by actual elementary
and junior high schools, there are many
elementary schools in this community in
which students have such an abysmally
low level of performance thet it is noth-
ing short of an utter and national dis-
grace.

Earlier this year the U.S, Senate creat-
ed a Select Committee on Equal Educa-
tion which I am privileged to chair and
on which the distinguished Ser.ator from
Kentucky (Mr. Cook), now Presiding
Officer, serves with such distinction.

I think this report states the fact that
here in the Nation's Capital thousands
and thousands of children are being
doomed by being denied the basic tools
of reading and arithmetic which are
necessary for any achievement in Amer-
ican society.

We spend a lot of time, and rightfully,
concerned about the crime rate in the
District of Columbia, our Nation's Capi-
tal. It is indeed awful. Perhaps we would
get more action in reducing the crime
rate if we were to seriously examine
these kinds of statistics that indicate the
tragic way in which we are denying
children an adequate education and
destroying thousands of school children
before they ever have a chance.

It is my judgment that this kind of
destruction to our schoolchildren is far
more pervasive than many Americans
suspect. It is a matter also that I feel
deserves greater attention,

These statistics do not compare the
achievement of these school children in
the District of Columbia with school
children generally. They compare them
only with the school children in 11 other
major cities which we know also have
education difficulties.

Even by that standard, the District of
Columbia is doing so poorly that the
average student in the sixth grade is
1.6 years behind, and if we compare the
Nation as a whole, he is 2.2 years behind.

The committee which I chair will
shortly be holding hearings on the prob-
lems of equal educational opportunity
in northern cities.

I know of no place where we could
more appropriately begin than in the
Nation’s Capital, not only because of the
tragic conditions cited in the report, but
also because, of all the school systems in
the country, this is the one in which
Congress has a special responsibility and
in which we have -especially failed.

I would suggest that this report would
shock the conscience of the Congress
and of the Nation and that this Nation
could respond in a way which would
provide these children an opportunity to
{:grfe a part of the fullness of American
iie,
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Mr. President, I plan to make a more
complete statement on this matter the
early part of next week.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp the article of Mr.
Feinberg which was published in the
Washington Post this morning, together
with a table on District of Columbia test
results broken down by elementary and
junior high schools.

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

DistricT OF CoLumBIia PuprILs Score BELOW
U.S. NorMs IN READING, MATH

{By Lawrence Feinberg)

Average reading achievement in Wash-
ington's elementary schools fell substantially
this year, continuing 4 four-year decline that
has left the school system well below national
norms,

The city schools were just a few points
below these norms in 1966-67.

Citywide scores on standardized mathe-
matics tests are even lower than those in
reading, but the decline in these exams has
been less steep.

Results of the nationwide tests were dis-
closed last night at a meeting of the Wash-
ington school board. The board also received
school-by-school results on a new test com-
paring Washington with the norms in 11
other big cities rather than with national
standards that include suburban and rural
school systems.

These results indicated that in only 23 of
the city's 133 elementary schools is the
median sixth-grade reading level equal to the
norms in the big citles. Only two of Wash-
ington's 30 junior high schools matched these
big-city standards.

The systemwide results on the new tests,
prepared by the California Testing Bureau,
show that the median score in reading for
Washington's third-graders was four-tenths
of a year below the big-city norm.

By sixth grade, Washington students aver-
age seven-tenths of a year behind the other
big citles, and by ninth grade they are 1.8
years behind.

Compared with the higher reading norms
for the nation as a whole, the Washington
students are 2.2 years behind,

Because this was the first time the Call-
fornia tests were given in Washington, no
school-by-school comparisons can -be made
with previous years,

However, a systemwide comparison was
made by glving another examination, the
Bequential Test of Educational Progress
(STEP), to 10 percent of the clity's students,
selected at random, in the third, sixth, ninth,
and 11th grades.

The STEP tests previously had been given
to all students, but they are being phased
ouit because local officials belleve the Cali-
fornia tests are better.

In the spring of 1867 both fourth- and
slxth-graders in Washington had a median
score In reading at the 47th percentile on
the STEP test, compared to the natlonwide
norm of §0,

This spring the median for Washington's
fourth-graders was at the 31st percentile
on the test; for sixth-graders it was 35.

The median is the midpoint above which
are the score of half those taking the test
and below which are the scores of the other
half,

For Washington ninth-graders, the median
was also 35 In reading compared with the
national median of 50, but it had sunk to
that level one year ago. The medlan for
11-graders here stayed unchanged at 40,
It had been at the 45th percentile in 1967.

The D.C. medlans in mathematics on the
STEP tests this year were 26 for fourth-
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graders; 20 for sixth-graders; 24 for ninth-
graders, and 24 for 1lth-graders. =

In 1967 the medians had clustered aroun’

35, J
In the school-by-school results on the
California tests, the pattern of high and low
scores generally followed the socio-economic
levels of the students attending the different
schools,

Thus, 10 of the 23 elementary schools with
average reading scores above the big-city
norm of 50 were located in ward three, the
prosperous area west of Rock Creek Park.

They are the only elementary schools in
Washington with mainly white student en-
rollments. The averages at some of them—
91 at Lafayette, 86 at Murch, and 79 at
Stoddert—are comparable with achlevement
levels in Bethesda, which is part of the
Montgomery County school system.

The Bhepard school, in a prosperous inte-
grated area just off upper 16th Street NW,
averaged at the 82d percentlle in reading,
About 70 per cent of its 6560 students are
Negro; about 30 per cent are white.

The nearby Takoma school averaged 56.

Other schools with high scores were in
Negro middle-class areas in Northeast 'Wash-
ington and in upper Northwest. Among them
were Bunker Hill, Burroughs, Brightwood,
Keene and River Terrace.

The 23 elementary schools that recelved
Title One federal ald because they are in
poverty areas generally had very low scores,

One exception was Walker-Jones, at 1st
and L Streets NW, with an average reading
score of 52. WalkerJones also scored high in
other standardized tests given in previous
years. Its math scores were even higher than
reading averaging 64. In most schools mathe-
matics achievement scores were lower than
reading.

The two junior highs whose ninth-graders
averaged above the big-city norms were Desls
80 in both reading and math, and Gordi
52 in both subjects. Deal's ninth grade
about two-thirds white; Gordon had a small
white mapority. The two schools are both
west of Rock Creek Park and are the only
Jjunior highs in the city with mainly white
enrollments.

Five junior highs scored between the 41st
and 46th percentiles. Four of them—Backus,
Paul, Rabaut, and Taft—are in the semieircle
of middle-class Negro neighborhoods in upper
Northwest and far Northeast Washington.
The fifth, Sousa, is near Fort Dupont Park
in Southeast Washington.

The eight elementary schools in the Ana-
costia decentralization project had aver-
age reading scores slightly higher than those
for the 16 elementary schools in the model
schools dlvision In Cardozo, again apparently
reflecting socio-economic differences,

Among the Title One schools, half of which
are in Cardozo, those in Project READ, which
uses & series of programmed ork books, did
somewhat better than scbools not in the
project.

At Morgan, the city's oldest community
controlled school, the results varled widely
between the third and sixth grades, in con-
trast to most schools where the scores at
the two levels were similar.

Morgan's third-graders scored at 50 in
reading and 60 In mathematies. For sixth
grade, the scores were 25 for reading and 27
for mathematics.

DistricT oF CoLuMBIA TEST RESULTS

The table below gives reading and mathe-
matics scores for District elementary and
junior high schools during the last school
year. In the elementary schools, there are
separate figures for third- and sixth-grade:
The junior high tests were given only’
ninth-graders. No senlor high school sc
were released yesterday.

The scores used are medians. Thus, if a
school's third-grade median is 40, half the
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third-graders there scored above 40, half — : RECESS
below. The numbers are percentiles but Reading Math
they are based on big-city norm of 50 rather TS P &th Mr, BYRD of West Virginia. Mr, Presi-

than on national norms, Thus, if a school’s dent, I move that the Senate stand In

score is 40, it is ahead of two-fifths of the recess, subject to the call of the Chair,
big-city schools across the country, and be- - B % % Z with the understanding that the recess
m;';e big-:::ﬂl-:;h:orms used In this compila 21 Sﬂ ;1 %? e Beyand 9350 FanROHa
tion are lower than national norms. Against 8 & 7 82 Thgh?ostéon mﬂed to, mgha:g:g
national norms, District schools would score ';'é 33 }f 3‘1} p.n. na a recess subject
lower than shown here, 3 % g thecall of the Chair.

There are cltywide figures at the top of 36 33 42 ?;g At 3:30 p.m., the Senate reassembled
both the elementary and junior high school 9 e e il when called to order by the Presiding
lists. 47 51 48 45 Officer (Mr. Cook).

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS g » =z 2
0I5 0 12
Powell.....
Mo 2 S Bandls Hightands. .o~ T AN 1 35
Raymond. ... ......... 30 g;' g %‘; Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, th.ls
g Ak s g KWL - B Z % B morning’s Washington Post has alleged
- - (i . MR 2 38 2 3% thatmy staff members and I had tried to
T Sl 0 a % % 4 “sell” forced desegregation plans to
i A T » 18 2 721 South Carolina school districts. This al-
Az e g a1 5 B4 % legation is totally false, and I denounce
gz 25; gﬁ g 28 33 ) 31 it for what it is—a malicious fabrica-
3 29 42 21 2; ;3 f; :1 tion. My staff and I have acted only as
PalgL T 2 A | 45 an advocate on behalf of the school dis-
49 5 35 46 33 3] 35 30 tricts that have come to us for help in
30 45 3 3g <R IR 42 obtaining the relief to which they are
30 33 2% 3] 79 80 81 86 titled
42 35 36 33 38 3 42 40 entitied.
A a3 30 B o 13 The Post bases its entire allegation
53 %3 lg %? 27 34 24 36 on anonymous sources, I challenge the
7 63 5 55 gg _},2 gc]n gg Washington Post to produce these
RN I 2 e e oo 3 anonymous informants referred to as
45 45 31 36 g g‘i' %g g “top administration sources.” I chal-
et P L R % B8 ¢ lenge the Post to prove that I ever tried
21 39 13 3% Watkins 7 18 30 20 to pressure any school district to accept
5 B B B v % 9 & u aoyHEWplan,
3 2 36 2; 28 gg 32 At the request of numerous school dis-
LR NG N ™ % 1893 tricts, I have fought the total destruc-
80 32 69 77 45 a8 40 33 tion of our public schools at the hands
Al S SR 8 42 % # of ultraliberal zealots. On many ogca-
33 30 36 26 sions these zealots disregarded the law
R & JUNIOR HIGHS and the President’s ggll.ld%ljnes 1:113 mak-
30 32 27 29 ing totally unreasonable demands upon
19 31 18 23 Sth grade the school districts in my State, My staff
DAt e e £ and I made ourselves available to the dis-
28 22 19 2 :
23 gg 2'1:| 25 Reading math  tricts to assist them in reminding HEW
SR & of the requirements of the law and in
21 25 21 e S opposing these unreasonable demands.
T SO | SR R g et a # We did not draw up any desegregation
21 25 24 20 Bannel 24 23 plans but simply fought for HEW's ap-
55 19 59 21 gmma -------------------- - g% g proval of the plans submitted by the
§i‘ ;é %3 5 32 25 various school boards.
2 3l 23 27 2 20
i 9 2 23 I have never urged any school district
50 43 45 :’g 20 19 to accept any plan. In fact, on numerous
AR R e & Z occasions, I have suggested to school
3. 3L 22 Mamifton_ZZ2Z 77N 2 13 trustees that they might come closer to
= = E? & s gé 40  getting justice by going to court if HEW
3 26 40 27 Safferson. 31 -B would not come forward with reason-
48 33 49 40 Johnson.. None None able plans.
9l 92 8 89 Kramer... al 31
35 3.:; 3% 33 L_anglln)r...-..... o 33 i; The discussions at HEW have been
2 e Vu 0 < 73 Most trying. The HEW zealots have a
%‘f 3& ?g 323 ﬁ f; ilhmorw gew of tl;eirc'imissm Ion,lg.tl;d e1£gincar»e:
e factors involve quali uca~-
3 ?1; % 3 ;% % ~tion. Every district is different, and only
7oz 18 2w e 2 % - 2 the local officials can understand the
A e R - i impact of extreme plans upon their
2 g 25 SR e = 23 21 school systems. The Supreme Court has
5 % g In -4l #  not yet defined what it means by a uni-
R R e i) 5 18 tary school system, but HEW does not
o S 383 weedwe T 3% 3 hesitate to impose its own interpretation
Montgomery............. 20 18 18 13 of this difficult gquestion.

-
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The tirade conducted by the Wash-
ington Post against the South never
seems to end. It appears daily in the
form of false propaganda in the news
columns, bigoted editorials, and dis-
torted cartoons. The Post will go to any
length to create dissension and animos-
ity for purely political reasons, and to
drive a wedge between the administra-
tion and the South.

In the same spirit of stirring up tur-
moil, the Post has continued to print the
story that the Justice Department in-
tends to send lawyers to the South to
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enforce integration even after the Pres-
ident denied that there would be any
coercion involved. The Post is apparently
working in collusion with underlings in
the bureaucracy to bring public pressure
for ultra-left policies.

I was pleased with the President’s
statement Thursday night that the Fed-
eral Government would give such assist-
ance only when requested by the States
involved. It is hoped that this policy will
be followed. We shall be on guard to
watch whether his orders are carried out
by his subordinates.

July 31, 1970

A_DJOURNMENT TO MONDAY,
AUGUST 3, 1970, AT 11 AM.

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. Pres-
ident, if there be no further business to
come before the Senate, I move, in ac-
cordance with the previous order, that
the Senate stand in adjournment until
11 o'clock Monday morning next,

The motion was agreed to; and (at
3 o'clock and 34 minutes p.m.) the Sen-
ate adjourned until Monday, August 3,
1970, at 11 a.m,
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Since 1950 there has been a most sub-
stantial further inflation and a most sub-
“we-tantial growth in population. The Con-

gress has also passed legislation designat-
ing a new land-grant institution—Fed-
eral City College in the District of Co-
lumbia, The administration has sup-
ported, in testimony before both houses,
which would designate colleges in Guam
and the Virgin Islands as land-grant in-
stitutions. So the land-grant principle is
still very much alive and supported by
the Executive as well as Congress.

My third point is that these funds are
very useful in the support of higher ed-
ucation. The University of Wisconsin,
for instance, gets $290,650. This seems
like a small amount of money for a large
university, but its importance is that the
university is relatively unfettered in its
use. The money can be put where it is
needed most. The trouble with most Fed-
eral aid to higher education is that it is
strictly earmarked as to how it can be
spent.

If this appropriation is important to
the University of Wisconsin, think how
critical it is to the predominantly black
land-grant colleges in the South. Their
support from all sources is small, This
appropriation is a very large part of the
instructional budget in many of these
instructions. To lose it would be literally
disastrous.

Mr, President, if anyone were to ask
why land-grant institutions should get
this money and not other colleges and
‘universities, I would say that all insti-

‘tions of higher education should be

“wsmilarly supported. I believe that every
young American who can benefit from
postsecondary education should be able
to get it, regardless of his financial
status. I support Federal assistance to
th= economically disadvantaged for that
purpose, But the institutions eannot ab-
sorb another million students in the next

5 or 6 years—which they must if they

are to do their job—without help, espe-

cially if they hope to stop the spiraling
increases in tuition that make a mockery
of equal opportunity.

So the land-grant instruction funds
should not be killed. Instead we should
use the principle of broad institutional
aid which they represent in legislation
to assist all colleges and universities in
the land.

EDUCATION APPROPRIATIONS AND SCHOOL

INTEGRATION

Mr. MONDALE. Mr. President, on be-
half of the Senator from Maine (Mr.
Muskie) and myself, I congratulate the
distinguished members of the conference
committee for their successes in pre-
serving the safeguard provisos added by
the Senate to the President’s request for
emergeney school desegregation funds,
and in sustaining the Senate’s deletion
of the so-called Jonas amendment de-
signed to dismantle title VI of the Civil
Rights Act as it applies to racial dis-
crimination in public schools.

WHITTEN AMENDMENTS

" share the disappointment of the dis-
‘uished Senator from Washington
{ ator MacNusoN), and three of his
colleagues on the conference commit-
tee—Benators Case, Fong, and Boces—
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that the so-called Whitten amendments,
sections 209 and 210 of the Office of Ed-
ucation appropriation, have been re-
tained in the conference report. I am
concerned that the confusing language
of these provisions may encourage some
school districts to futile resistance of
school desegregation required by law.
However, because the Whitten amend-
ments do not legally limit or dilute school
desegregation requirements and because
the administration has repeatedly as-
sured us that these provisions will have
no effect on Federal enforcement of these
requirements, I reluctantly support the
conference report in this regard.

I ask unanimous consent that relevant
communications from the administra-
tion on this subject be printed at this
point in my remarks.

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

THE SECRETARY u¥F HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE,
Washington, D.C., June 23, 1970,
Hon. CHARLES MoO. MarHIAS, Jr.,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SEnaTOR MaTHIAS: This Is In response
to your request for my views on Sections
209, 210 and 211, the school desegregation
amendments, in H.R. 16916, the fiscal year
1971 Office of Education Appropriation Bill,
as approved by the Senate Appropriations
Committtee. I am pleased to respond.

On April 21, my predecessor in this office,
former Secretary Robert H. Finch, testified
on this matter before the Committee on Ap-
propriations. At the time, he expressed the
Administration’s opposition to these sec-
tions, which are unnecessary and undesir-
able,

I wish to reaffirm that opposition, While
Sections 209 and 210, the so-called Whitten
Amendments, would not, if enacted, alter
school desegregation requirements under
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, they
would, nevertheless, encourage some people
to belleve that there has been a change In
basie law when there was not, and thus serve
to confuse local authorities as to their con-
stitutional responsibility,

Section 211, the so-called Jonas Amend-
ment, would deny vital Federal education
ald to many school districts which imple-
ment desegregation plans contrary to ‘‘free-
dom of choice.” Under this section, school
districts would be penalized for carrying out
desegregation plans ordered by the Federal
courts, in conformity with State law, or in
accordance with the Civil Rights Act of 1064.
The efflect of enacting Section 211, therefore,
would be to tle the hands of local officials
and encourage defiance of the constitutional
obligation to desegregate.

As the Presldent Indicated in his com-
prehensive message on School desegrega-
tion, the appropriate role for the Federal
Government is to assist school districts in
meeting the requirements of the law in this
difficult area, Sections 209, 210, and 211
would not serve that purpose. I know that
you have been a leading opponent of similar
amendments in the past. Your assistance in
urging deletlon of these sections when the
Senate considers H.R. 16816 would be ap-
preciated.

For your information I am enclosing an
excerpt from Secretary Finch's testimony of
April 21 in reference to the aforementioned
sections,

With kind regards, I am

Sincerely,
EuvLTorr RICHARDSON,
Secretary-designate.
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THE SECRETARY OF HEALTH,
EpUCATION, AND WELFARE,
Waslington, D.C., May 14, 1970.

Hon, Crirronp P, Casg,

U.S. Senate,

Washington, D.C,

Dear SeNaror Case: This is In response to
your request for my views on Sections 209,
210 and 211, the school desegregation amend-
ments, in H.R, 16916, the fiscal year 1071 Of-
fice of Education Appropriation Bill, as ap-
proved by the Senate Labor-HEW Appropria-
tions Subcommittee, I am pleased to respond.

As you know, I testified on this matter
before the Subcommittee on April 21, At the
time, I expressed the Administration’s oppo-
sitlon to these sections, which we regard as
unnecessary and undesirable. An excerpt
from my testimony is enclosed.

I wish to reaffirm that opposition. While
Sections 209 and 210, the so-called Whitten
Amendments, would not, If enacted, alter
school desegregation requirements under
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, they
would, nevertheless, encourage some people
to believe that there has been a change in
basic law when there has not, and thus serve
to confuse local authorlties as to their con-
stitutional responsibility.

Section 211, the so-called Jonas Amend-
ment, would deny vital Federal education aid
to many school districts which Implement
desegregation plans contrary to “freedom of
choice,” Under this section, school districts
would be penalized for carrying out desegre-
gation plans ordered by the Federal courts,
in econformity with State law, or in accord-
ance with the Clvil Rights Act of 1964. The
effect of enacting Section 211, therefore,
would be to tie the hands of local officlals
and encourage defiance of the constitutional
obligation to desegregate.

As the President indicated in his compre-
hensive message on school desegregation, the
appropriate role for the FPederal Government
is to assist school districts In meeting the
requirements of the law in this difficult area.
Sections 209, 210 and 211 would not serve
that purpose.

I would appreclate any assistance you may
deem appropriate in urging deletion of these
sections during this afternoon’s full Commit-
tee session.

With Kkind regards, I am

Sincerely,
Bos FINCH,
Secretary.
AprIL 17, 1970.

Hon, WARREN MAGNUSON,

Chefrman, Subcommittee on Departments of
Labor and Health, Education and Wel-
fare, and Related Agencies, Commitiee
on Appropriations, U.S. Senate, Washing-

ton, D.C.

Dear SENATOR MAGNUSON:
- - - L] .
DELETION OF “WHITTEN AND JONAS"

AMENDMENTS

I am asking the Senate to delete sections
200 and 210—the so-called Whitten Amend-
ments—and section 211—the so-called Jonas
Amendment—from the House bill. Although
I am convinced that sectlons 209 and 210
do not change basic law. or Federal regula-
tions, my concern is that the enactment of
these two provisions would in fact encour-
age some people to belleve that a change
has been made in the basic law and thus
give rise to much confusion. Further, it is
my hbelief that language which pertains to
the enforcement of school desegregation be=
longs in substantive legislation rather than
in an appropriation bill, For these two rea-
sons, I am convinced that sections 209 and
210 should be deleted. Even if they are not,
however, I believe everyone should under-
stand my conclusion that a school district
that has not completed its Constitutional
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obligation to achieve a unitary system would
not be “desegregated” within the meaning
of the proposed sections 209 and 210. Such
& district, therefore, would be unaflected by
these sectlons,

Section 211 shouid be stricken from the
bill for several reasons. First, it would pre-
vent the Federal Government and local
school officials from earrying out the re-
guirements of the Constitution—require-
ments which this section does not and can-
not remove. What this provision does is to
fmpose a penalty on a school distriet for
carrying out its legal obligation to desegre-
gate. The Department would be put in the
position of having to prohibit many school
districts from using Federal funds to draw
up and implement desegregation plans pur-
suant to court order. It would thus tle the
hands of the Federal Government and of
local school officials in dealing with the non-
discrimination”requirement of law.

In addition to preventing enforcement of-
ficials from carrying out their legal obliga-
tions, section 211 would jeopardize the sub-
stantial progress made to date in school
desegregation, and make more difficult the
application of uniform standards In accord-
ance with the Constitution, Furthermore,
the amendment directly contravenes the
President’s March 24 statement on school
desegregation in which he pledges to support
the recent Bupreme Court decisions mandat-
ing immediate desegregation, Freedom-of-
cholce plans, as has been demonstrated time
and again, do not do this. Court decisions
are unequivocal on this point. Because sec-
tion 211 is not consistent with court rulings
on ‘“freedom-of-cholce plans,” it could only
produce an administrative nightmare for the
Department. It should be deleted.

In summary, Mr. Chalrman, we are asking
that your Committee return to the Presi-
dent's budget with respect to both the In-
creases and decreases enacted by the House
and delete from the bill sections 209, 210,
and 211 of the general provisions,

In conclusion, I would commend the Com-
mittee for the promptness with which It
has approached the House bill. I understand
that you have already started hearings with
eutside witnesses, We will do our best to help
you In your efforts to complete your work
on this important bill

Bincerely,
Bos FincH,
Sedretary.

SAFEGUARD PROVISIONS

Mr, MONDALE. Mr. President, I am
extremely pleased that the House, in ap-
proving the President’s request for
emergency assistance to desegregating
school districts, has agreed to the limi-
tations placed by the Senate on use of
the funds. These elementary safeguards
are essential to help insure that the
funds will not be spent in districts which
are desegregated in only the most
token and misleading ways.

The first limitation prohibits assist-
ance to local educational agencies which
transfer, or have unlawfully transferred,
property, services, or equipment to non-
public schools which practice discrimi-
nation on the basis of race, color, and
national origin.

The second limitation prohibits use .of
the emergency assistance funds to sup-
plant per pupil expenditures from non-
Federal sources reduced as a result of
desegregation or of the availability of
the emergency assistance. This provision
does not, however, prohibit assistance
where State assistance calculated on a
per-pupil basis declines by operation of
existing law, solely because a local edu-
cation agency contains fewer students
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after desegregation than before. Nor
does it prohibit assistance where State
support of transportation is reduced, by
operation of existing law, solely because
a local education agency's transporta-
tion needs are reduced following deseg-
regation. In these cases, aid has been re-
duced because of declining enrollment
and reduced transportation needs and
not because of action taken as a prepa-
ration for or consequence of desegrega-
tion.

The final safeguard assures that as-
sistance will be made available on a na-
tionwide basis to school districts deseg-
regating under either Federal or State
law. I regard this last provision as
especially important. Our commitment
to school integration must be a national
commitment. The leadership of State
government is vital to successful public
school desegregation. It is, therefore, es-
sential that Federal assistance be made
available to desegregating districts in
those States, such as California and
Pennsylvania, which have required de-
segregation of schools as a matter of
State law, as well as in those States
where desegregation is taking place
under Federal law.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, we are
considering today one of the most im-
portant appropriations bills which Con-
gress will consider this session, For ade-
guate Federal support is vitally necessary
to achieve the high quality of education
whieh is fundamental to a vigorous, pro-
ductive, democratic Nation. The bill be-
fore us goes a long way toward provid-
ing that Federal support.

Mr. President, I want to commend
particularly the chairman of the Ap-
propriations Subcommittee, Senator
Macnuson, and the ranking minority
member, Senator Corron, for their hard
and effective work on this bill. I had the
privilege to testify before the subcom-
mittee and to work with these leaders
on amendments which I thought were
important. I had the opportunity to par-
ticipate in the debate and discussion of
the bill.

T think that in all of their work on this
difficult, complicated, important legisla-
tion, the Senator from Washington was
thorough, knowledgeable, and fair. He
is a dedieated leader in the effort to give
our Nation’s youth the best possible edu-
cation. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire was equally effective and construc-
tive in connection with-the education
appropriations.

So, I commend these leaders and the
members of the committee for their
work on the bill. Of course, there are
areas where we might prefer to spend
more and areas where we might prefer
to spend less. But by and large, this is
2 balanced and very necessary bill,

Mr. President, I am pleased that in
reaching a compromise on education ap-
propriations, the House and the Senate
conferees agreed to an increase of $14
million in the national defense student
loan program. As you know, this increase
was- approved by the Senate when it
passed the amendment to increase Fed-
eral student assistance which I spon-
sored last month.

This increase brings the new total for
direct student loans to $243 million for
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the coming academic year. The $14 mil-
lion will help an additional 23,000 stu-
dents.

My own State of Massachusetts will re- &

ceive an estimated $594,111 of this in-
crease, giving assistance to close to one
thousand additional needy students who
might not otherwise be able fo attend
school this fall. Whereas last year Mas-
sachusetts colleges and universities re-
ceived only 52.6 percent of their approved
requests for direct student loans, this
year they will receive 62 percent.

And so, Mr. President, this increase
represents.a substantial improvement. As
sponsor of the Senate amendment, I am
proud that Congress is partially respond-
ing to the need.

However, Mr. President, present Fed-
eral spending for student assistance is
still inadequate. And this failure to ap-
propriate necessary Federal funds will
deny thousands of young Americans in
Massachusetts and across the country the
opportunity to attend college this fall.
Until the Federal Government makes a
full and realistic commitment, our Na-
tion's youth—especially those from low-
income families—will be the ultimate
losers.

The shortage of student ald is stagger-
ing. I am sure that every one of my
colleagues has received many moving
letters from parents and students who
cannot find assistance, and in many

"cases have been forced to drop out or

not even start college or vocational
school, My own office in Boston receives
an average of 40 to 50 telephone calls a

=

=

week from distraught parents and young-gy

sters who need financial help for their
higher education. Yet all I can report to
them is that Federal funds have long
since run out.

The University of Massachusetts at
Ambherst has been forced to reject sev-
eral hundred deserving applicants for
national defense student loans this year.
They use a nationally-developed testing
service to determine how much a family
can afford to pay. Yet with estimated tui-
tion, room, board, costs and personal
spending money of $2,200 for each stu-
dent, the university must deny aid to
any family which can afford $1,700 or
more—even though the cost may be as
much as $500 more than the family can
afford.

One State college in Massachusetts has
calculated that the amount it receives
for Federal student assistance works out
to an average of only $36.28 per student
in attendance.

A number of factors have contributed
to the severe pressure on families with
college-age children.

First, with inflation over 6 percent, the
increase in other costs leaves families
with less for education. Yet at the same
time, rises in tuition, fees, and room and
board have raised the price tag of
college.

In Massachusetts, Boston College re-
cently announced a tuition increase of
$240 effective this coming Septembe
This comes on top of a $400 tuition
crease just last yvear. In addition, room
and board costs at Boston College will
be raised by $300 at the opening of the
fall term,
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This select committee was set up the
day following the passage of the Sten-
nis amendment to the elementary and
secondary school bill in the Senate.

The legislative history of this commit-
tee is to the effect that the committe was
set up to study de facto segregation—the
type of segregation that is said to exist
in areas outside the South—and to make
recommendations with respect to a Fed-
eral policy regarding the handling of de
facto segregation,

Mr. President, it must be borne in mind
that the Supreme Court of the United
States has not ruled that the segregation
of the type that exists in the North—de
facto segrezation—is constitutional, It
has not been ruled to be constitutional.
There is nothing that would prevent the
Federal bureaucracy from proceeding
against de facto segregation, the segre-
gation that exists in the North, that is
said to come about through a fortuitous
pattern of residence, whereas the so-
called de jure segregation which is said
to exist in the South comes about by rea-
son of some past legal requirement on
the part of State or local agencies.

Mr. President, I read from the Con-
GRESSIONAL REcorp of February 19, 1970,
the date of the adoption of the resolu-
tion establishing the Select Committee
on Equal Educational Opportunity, on
page S2006. The distinguished Senator
from Oklahoma (Mr. HArrIs), speaking
for the adoption of Senate Resolution
359 creating the select committee, had
this to say:

This committee would make an interim re-
port by the first of August of this year, and
& final report by January 31, 1971, The in-
quiry would consider all phases of the prob-
lem of de facto segregation, including devel-
opment of possible alternatives to busing,
which would still insure equal educational
opportunities.

Mr. President, what a noble purpose
for this committee. What could be a
loftier aim for this committee than to
study all phases of the problem of de
facto segregation, including development
of possible alternatives to busing, which
would still insure equal educational op-
portunities? Who could be against that?

I say parenthetically that on yesterday
I informed the able and distinguished
Senator from Minnesota
the author of the resolution, that today
at 11 o'clock in the morning I would
address the Senate and that in the course
of my remarks I would comment on the
work of this select committee and on
certain actions which he has taken in
recent days with respect to that investi-
gation,

The distinguished Senator from Min-
nesota in speaking for this resolution had
this to say:

The one observation I should like to make,
which may be somewhat irrelevant in the
light of our agreement here, is that we act
on this proposal in the context of the action
we took yesterday.

I might say parenthetically that re.
ferred to the adoption of the Stennis
amendment.

He continued:

I view yesterday's action as one primarily
directed at the problem of the dual school
system, I know that many will disagree.
That 15 how I view it. I view the action on
this resolution—
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Senate Resolution 359—
as the only step that can reasonably be taken,
and in my opinlon must be taken, to try to
deal with the national problem of de facto
segregation,

There we have again the purpose of
the committee, stating that it is the only
step that can be reasonably taken and in
his opinion—that is in the opinion of
the Senator from Minnesota—must be
taken to deal with the national problem
of de facto segregation.

So, with this thought in mind, know-
ing that the commiftee would act in ac-
cordance with the purpose of the com-
mittee as outlined by its advocates, 1
felt sure that the committee would be
sending investigators into and perhaps
holding hearings in the areas where de
facto segregation exists.

I thought they would be taking testi-
mony in Chicago, New York, Philadel-
phia, and the city of Washington, D.C.

Mr. President, so as not to encumber
the Recorp I am not going to put in the
Recorp the statements which the distin-
guished Senator from Mississippi (Mr,
StEnnIs) placed in the ReEcorp last year
as an introduction or as preliminary in-
formation in connection with the later
considerations of the Stennis amend-
ment. I am going to read sketchily from
these pages.

Speaking with reference to the city of
Philadelphia,

Philadelphia has 9 schools with a total en-
rollment of 7,206 that are 100 percent Negro.
It has another 67 schools, with a total en-
rollment of 68,402, that are 99 percent to 99.9
percent Negro segregated. It has 26 schools,
with a total enrollment of 26,333, that are
95 percent to 98.9 percent Negro segregated,
and another 17 schools with a total enroll-
ment of 14,571, that are 80 percent to 95 per-
cent Negro segregated,

There are further tabulatioms, but I
think that is enough to illustrate the
point.

Mr. President, the item I just read ap-
appeared at page 815484 of the REcoORb.

Then, appearing at page S16178, also
in remarks by the distingunished Senator
from Mississippi (Mr. STENNIS) :

In New York Clity there are 119 schools
which are 99 and 100 percent minority group
segregated, which have a Negro enrollment of
89,957 or 19 percent of the city's total Negro
enrollment, There are 207 schools having a
Negro student enrollment of 146,675—43.7
percent of the city’s total Negro enrollment—
that are 95 to 100 percent minority group
segregated.

Then, in the eity of Washington, D.C,,
reading from page $15281, also from re-
marks by the distinguished Senator from
Mississippi (Mr. STENNIS) ;

There are 58 schools with 41,109 students
that are 100 percent Negro, There are another
57 schools that have 99 to 99.9 percent Ne-
gro stdents, which makes an aggregate of
118 schools with enrollments totaling 96,518
which are 89 to 100 percent Negro.

Then, with respect to the eity of Chi-
cago, reading from page S15997, the re-
marks by the distinguished Senator from
Mississippi (Mr. S8TENNIS), he stated:

On previous occasions I have talked about
raclal segregation in Chicago, where 248,677
or 80.6 percent of its 308,266 Negro student
enrollment are attending schools which are
99 to 100 percent Negro, and where 80 percent
of the total Negro enrollment of the city are
in schools between 80 and 100 percent Negro.
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In comparison to those astounding fig-
ures which played a prominent part in
the passage on February 18, of the Sten-
nis amendment in the Senate, providing
for uniformity of application of Fed-
eral rules as to desegregation of public
schools, the administration has stated
categorically that by this September it
will have desegregated 97 percent of the
school districts in the South.

Now, Mr. President, is it not reason-
able that a committee, formed for the
purpose, as its sponsors stated, of check-
ing, investigating, and making recom-
mendations with respect to de facto
segregation, the type which exists in Chi-
cago, New York, and Philadelphia, would
have inquired into conditions which ex-
ist in New York, Chicago, and Philadel-
phia, and that those areas would have
been the proper and the likely fields of
their activities?

Mr. President, if we had this report,
which should have been filed on the 1st
of August, we would know, or I assume
we would know, if it made such a repoet,
what activities the committee had un-
dertaken with respect to making a study
of de facto segregation.

Mr, President, I do not know whether
the distinguished Senator from Minne-
sota (Mr, MonNpaLE) was in search of de
facto segregation when, around the mid-
dle of last month, according to newspaper
accounts published after the faet on his
visits, he went to some three different
communities in three different southern
States. He went to Prattsville, Ala. I
might say that visit is the occasion for
my speaking in the Chamber at this time.
He went to the city, or town, because it
is hardly more than that, of Homer, La.;
and he went to the town of Uvalde, Tex.,
which gained its fame not for the de
facto segregation it has, because I assume
it has none, but because it was the home-
town of the late great former Vice Presi-
dent of the United States, John Nance
Garner.

Mr. President, the people of Alabama
are a most hospitable people, and most
friendly. We show true southern hospi-
tality to all visitors within our borders.
We welcome visitors to Alabama. We
hope they will enjoy our wonderful cli-
mate, our lakes, our sireams, our moun-
tains, our gulf coast. We hope they will
enjoy coming to Alabama, enjoy their
. stays there, and become citizens of our
" State if that is their wish, We welcome
visitors into our State.

We were somewhat surprised and
shocked at the unannounced visit of the
distinguished Senator from Minnesota to
Alabama and to other southern States.
It occurs to the junior Senator from Ala-
bama that if the distinguished Senator
from Minnesota had been in search of
de facto segregation, he would not have
gone into those three small towns in Ala-
bama, Louisiana, and Texas. He would
have gone to States with millions of peo-
ple where it is known that de facto segre-
gation exists, of which his committee is
charged with the duty and responsibility
of making a study and making recom-
mendations with regard to the method
of dealing of the Federal Government
with de facto segregation.

We read in the newspapers and heard
through other news media that the dis-
tinguished Senator from Minnesota had
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#g91, 21. Jurisdiction of courts-martial not
exclusive.” g
and inserting in lieu thereof
*g21, 21. Limitatlon on jurisdiction of
courts-martial.”
(7) Section 849 (article 49) is amended

(A) striking out “not capital” in sub-
section (d); and

(B) striking out subsection (f).

(8) Section 852 (article 52) is amended
by—

Y(A} striking out subsection (a) and in-
serting in lleu thereof the following:

“(a) No person may be convicted of any
offense under this chapter except by the con-
currence of two-thirds of the members of the
court-martial present at the time the vote
15 taken or except as provided in section 845
(b) of this title (article 45 (b)).";

(B) striking out subsection (b); and

(C) redesignating subsection (¢) as stb-
section (b).

(9) Section 856 (article 56) is amended to
read s follows:

“& 856. Art. 56. Maximum limits

“The punishment which a court-martial
may direct for an offense may not exceed
such limits ss the President may prescribe
for that offense, The President shall not have
authority to modify or suspend punishment
with respect to any particular geographical
area or with respect to any particular of-
fense.”

(10) Section 867 (b) (1) (article 87 (b)
(1)) is amended by striking out “‘or extends
to death”.

(11) Section 871 (article Ti) is amended
by—

Y(A) striking out “extending to death or”
in the first sentence of subsection (a);

(B) striking out “, except & death sen-
tence” in the second sentence of subsection
(a); and

{C) striking out “, except a death sen-
tence” in the second sentence of subsection
(d).
(12) Bectlons 938 and 934 (articles 183 and
134) are amended to read as follows:

"£ 933, Art. 188. Conduct unbecoming an of-
ficerand gentleman

“Any ccmmiissioned officer, cadet, or mid-
shipman who is gullty of conduect unbecom-
ing an officer and a gentleman shall be sub-
ject to punishment under section 815 (article
15) of this title,

§ 934, Art, 184, General article

"“Though not specifically mentioned in this
chapter, all disorders and neglects to the
prejudice of good order and diselpline in the
armed forces, all conduct of anature to bring
discredit upon the armed forces, of which
persons subject to this chapter may be guilty,
shall be taken cognizance of and punished
under sectlon 8156 (article 15) of this title.”

Sec. 2, The amendments made by this Act
shall become effective on the first day of the
sixth calendar month following the month
In which this Act is enacted.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr, MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the unfinished
business not be laid before the Senate
until the morning business is completed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
(Cl}mvm.). Without objection, it is so or-

ered.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Hackney, one of its
reading clerks, informed the Senate that,
pursuant to the provisions of section
5(a), Public Law 87-758, the Speaker had
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appointed Mrs, Hanseny of Washington
as a member of the National Fisheries
Center and Aquarium Advisory Board, to
fill the existing vacancy thereon.

The message announced that the
House had passed, without amendment,
the bill (S. 2484) to amend the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937 to authorize marketing agreements
providing for the advertising of papayas.

The message also announced that the
House had passed the bill (S, 3547) to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to construct, operate, and maintain the
Narrows unit, Missouri River Basin proj-
ect, Colorado, and for ofther purposes,
with an amendment, in which it request
with an amendment, in which it re-
quested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message further announced that
the House had passed the following bills,
in which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate: -

H.R. 11032. An act 'to prohibit the use of
interstate facilities, including the malls, for
the transportation of salaclous advertising:

H.R. 13125. An act to amend section 11 of
the act approved February 22, 1889 (25 Stat.
676), as amended by the act of May 7, 1832
(47 Stat. 150), and as amended by the act of
April 13, 1948 (62 Stat. 170), relating to the
ndmission to the Unlon of the States of North
Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Wash-
ingion, and for other purposes;

H.R. 13434, An act to provide for the dis-
position of judgment funds on deposit to the
credit of the Hualapal Tribe of the Husalapal
Reservation, Ariz., in Indian Claims Com-
misison dockets Nos. 80 and 122, and for
other purposes;

H.R, 14097. An act to authorize the use of
funds arising from a judgment In favor of
the Citizen Band of Potawatomi Indians of
Oklahoma In Tndian Claims Commission
docket No. 96, and for other purposes;

H.R. 148373. An act to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Navy to convey to the city of
Portsmouth, State of Virginia, certain lands
situated within the Crawford urban renewal
project (Va.-53) in the city of Porstmouth,
in exchange for certain lands situated with-
in the propesed southside neighborhood de-
velopment project;

H.R.14827. An act to provide for the dis-
position of funds to pay a8 judgment in favor
of the Sac and Fox Tribes of Oklahoma in
Indian Claims Commission docket numbered
220, and for other purposes;

HR.15887. An act to curtall the mailing
of certain articles which present a hazard
to postal employees or mail processing ma-
chines by imposing restrictions on certain
advertising and promotional matters in the
mails, 'and for other purposes; and

H/R. 17695. An act to amend section 2736
of title 10, United States Code, to provide
for the finality of settlement effected under
section 2733, 2734, 2734a, 2734b, or 2737.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

‘The message also announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
enrolled bill (S. 2484) to amend the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937 to authorize marketing agreements
providing for the advertising of papaya.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED

The following bills were severally read
twice by their titles and referred, as
indicated:

H.R.11082. An act to prohibit the use of
interstate facilities, including the malls, for
the transportation of salacious advertising;

H.R.15937. An act to curtail the mailing
of certain articles which present a hazard
to postal employees or mall processing ma-
chines by imposing restrictions on certain
advertising and promotional matters in the
mails, and for other purposes;

H.R, 17695. An act to amend section 2735
of title 10, United States Code, to provide for
the finality of settlement effected under sec-
tion 2733, 2734, 2734a, 2734b, ar 2737, to the
Committee on the Judiclary;

H.R. 13125, An act to amend section 11 of
the act approved February 22, 1889 (25 Stat.
676) as amended by the act of May 7, 1932
(47 Stat. 150), and as amended by the act
of April 13, 1948 (62 Stat. 170) relating to the
admission to the Union of the States of North
Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Wash-
ington, and for other purposes;

H.R, 13434. An act to provide for the dis-
position of judgment funds on deposit to the
credit of the Hualapal Tribe of the Hualapal
Reservation, Arizona, in Indian Claims Com-
mission dockets numbered 90 and 122, and
for other purposes;

H.R.14097. An act to authorize the use of
funds arising from a fudgment in favor of
the Citizen Band of Potawatomi Indians of
Oklahoma in Indian Claims Commission
Docket No. 96, and for other purposes;

HR. 14827. An act to provide for the dis-
posltion of funds to pay & judgment in favor
of the Sac and Fox Tribes of Oklashama in
Indian Claims Commission docket numbered
220, and for other purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs; and

H.R.14373. An act to authorlze the Secre-

tary of the Navy to convey to the city of

Portsmouth, State of Virginia, certain lands
situated within the Crawford urban renewal
project (Va-58) In the city of Portsmouth,in
exchange for certain lands situated within
the proposed Southside neighborhood devel-
opment project; to the Committee on Armed
Services,

ORDER OF BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
Graven). Under the previous order, the
Senator from Alabama (Mr. ALLeEN) is
now recognized for a period of not to
exceed 45 minutes,

EQUAL EDUCATIONAL
OPPORTUNITY

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, on Febru-
ary 19, 1970, Senate Resolution 359 was
adopted by the Senate. This resolution
sets up a Select Committee on Equal
Fducational Opportunity.

Then under date of March 17, 1970,
Senafe resolution 366 was passed by the
Senate, providing for an appropriation
of $375,000 to defray the cost of the
work of this committee. The terms of
Senate Resolution 359 require that—

Not later than August 1, 1870, such select
committee shall make an interim report to
the approprinte committees of the Senate,

Some weeks ago in debate on the Sen-
ate floor, the junior Senator from Ala-
bama expressed considerable interest in
this resolution and expressed the hope
that the report would be made feeling
that it would have considerable bearing
on the work of the Senate regarding a
Federal policy with respect to the public
schools of this country.

Inquiry this morning of the Select
Committee on Equal Educational Op-
portunity disclosed the fact that the in-
terim report by August 1, required by
the resolution creating the committee,
has not been filed.
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been to our State. After consulting we
know not how many individuals—I as-
sume with respect to the school situation
1 Alabama—he comes back as a 1-day

on the public schools of Alabama
and, after having briefly visited the other
towns, as an expert on the condition in
the public schools of those towns.

The junior Senator from Minnesota
was under no duty to notify the junior
Senator from Alabama that he proposed
to make a trip into his State, though
other Senators—I think of at least four—
who have made trips to Alabama have
come and informed us of their plans. But
had the junior Senator from Alabama
been advised by the Senator from Min-
nesota that he planned a trip to Ala-
bama, the junior Senator from Ala-
bama would have seen to it that a proper
welcoming committee, a committee fully
befitting his lofty position as a U.S. Sen-
‘ator and as chairman of the Select Com-
mittee on Equal Educational Opportuni-
ties, would have rolled out the red car-
pet for him and made available to him
many more witnesses than those to whom
he apparently was able to talk.

I have an editorial from the Dothan
Eagle, from which I shall read, and
which I ask unanimous consent be
printed in the Recorp at the conclusion
of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 1.)

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I read
from the editorial:

Finding people who visited and talked with
the Senator was similar to finding someone
'nterviewed in public opinion polls. That i

 say, it takes a lot of doing if it can be
one at all. ...

Nevertheless, Senator Mondale told the
world that diserimination and repression of
minorities continues to be ‘“severe and
blatently open" in the States of the South.

"How could that be when the adminis-
tration is desegregating 97 percent of the
school districts in the South and is de-
segregating none in the North?

I have a report from the regents of
the University of the State of New York,
dated in late 1969, stating that segrega-
tion in New York is rapidly increasing.
‘Why did not the Senator from Minnesota
2o to those areas where de facto segrega-
tion exists, rather than go down to the
State of Alabama, where our communi-
ties are under a court order to desegre-
gate, and where our people, who are law-
abiding citizens, will follow the decrees
of the court?

In debate here with respect to the
Stennis amendment one of the distin-
guished Senators from a section outside
of the South said that if the same de-
segregation rules that are applied in the
South were attempted to be applied in
the North, it would take the U.S. Army
to enforce those regulations,

How does that type of prospective con-
duct on the part of people outside the
South compare with the law-abiding
policies and actions of the people of the
South?

Mr. President, the junior Senator from
Alabama did not vote for the establish-

aent of the select committee, He did
not vote for the throwing away of $375,-
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000 of the taxpayers’ money, providing
for the so-called work of this committee.
He did not vote for it because he knew
that, even though the sponsors of the
measure said that it was going to be a
study of de facto segregation, the South
would end up as the whipping boy of the
investigations carried on by the com-
mittee.

Even though no report has been made,
as required by the resolution itself, it
would seem that, from the investigation
that is being made, the ones being in-
vestigated are de jure segregation cases,
most, if not all, of them being under
court orders to desegregate, rather than
areas in the North where, by HEW fig-
ures, segregation exists, is increasing,
and nothing is being done about it.

I want to read in full—it is short—an
editorial appearing in the Montgomery
Advertiser of July 28. It is entitled “Pil-
grim MonNDpALE's Progress.” I gather he is
likening the distinguished Senator from
Minnesota to Christian, the Pilgrim
“Pilgrim's Progress.” -

At any rate, the title of the editorial is
“Pilgrim MonpaLE’s Progress,” and it
reads as follows:

Senator Walter F. Mondale, » Minnesota
Democrat, is now an expert on southern
race problems.

He qualified for that rating after a whirl-
wind tour of towns in three Southern states,
including Prattville. Having thus gained all
the knowledge he wanted, he announced
Sunday that the Nixon Administration has
been dragging Its feet on school Integration
in the Deep South, with possibly explosive
results.

Ninety-seven percent of the school dis-
districts to be integrated by the opening
of school next month, but still he says:

The Nixon administration has been drag-
ging its feet on school integration in the
Deep SBouth, with possibly explosive results.

He deplored, and again blamed on Nixon,
the existence of separatist sentiment among
some Negroes. He said he got the impression
that integration enthusinsm among blacks
“i5 beginning to wane,” a development that
he, as chairman of the Senate Committee on
Equal Educational Opportunities, will not
tolerate. He finds it as intolerable among
blacks as whites, neither of whom are ca-
pable of judging what's good for them, pre-
sumably.

But think of it: an authority on southern
problems actually coming South to find evi-
dence to support his preconceptions. We
might suggest that he would have much
more to worry about had he investigated "de
facto” segregation in the North, and saved
the taxpayvers some travel expenses to boot.
But that would be rude to a visitor who came
here with the loftiest of Intentions—to for-
tify what he already, knew from having read
Uncle Tom's Cabin and other learned texts.

We gather that Mondale carefully se-
lected the cities and towns he would visit to
avoid contact with the problems of massive
integration. He wasn't Interested in that, but
rather those areas where the problems could
be neatly capsuled as attributable to not
enough integration; hence, "explosive.”

But, to repeat, he at least visited the
South, which is so remarkable among north-
ern experts on Dixie as to eclipse any sus-
picions we have about his intent.

Mr. President, the people of Alabama
had varying reactions to the unscheduled
and unannounced visit of the distin-
guished Senator from Minnesota. I dare
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say they varied from indifference, to in-
credulity, to amusement, to outrage and
indignation.

But, Mr, President, I am concerned
that we set up a committee and apro-
priate $375,000 for the work of that com-
mittee, and the sponsor of the committee
says here, in an address before the Sen- -
ate, that it is set up for the purpose of
studying and making recommendations
with respect to de facto segregation, that
that is the only way they are going to
reach this problem, to set up such a
committe, and then we find the chair-
man of that committee making a whirl-
wind trip to three small towns in Ala-
bama, Louisiana, and Texas.

Mr, President, we will not know with-
out the report, and probably will not
know with it, whether the committee or-
dered the Senator to go to the South
looking for de facto segregation. I ser-
fously doubt that the committee would
have done that. We do not know whether
he was acting personally or as the act of
the committee. We will not know until
we receive that report, and probably not
then. We will not know when the com-
mittee is going to get down to the ser-
ious business for which it was created, to
try to cope with and handle the de facto
segregation in the North.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp and article pub-
lished in the Montgomery Advertiser, en-
titled “MonpaLe Visit to Prattville is Re-
called,” commenting on the Senator's
trip to Alabama,

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

MoxNpaLE VISIT TO PRATTVILLE Is RECALLED

PRATTVILLE.—Mrs. Sallie Hadnot, president
of the Prattville Chapter of the National
Association for the Advancement of Colored
People, sald she talked with Minnesota's Sen.
Walter F. Mondale during a visit he made
here July 14.

Mondale also reportedly talked to students
and parents in Prattville, Homer, La., and
Uvalde and San Antonio, Tex., during his trip.

Sources In Washington said it was believed
that Mondale also talked in Alabama to
Lucius Pitts, president of Miles College of
Birmingham, and John Monroe, a professor
at Miles, and to Montgomery attorney Fred
Gray. Gray was out of the city and unavail-
able for comment,

Mrs. Hadnot said she understood that
Mondale was to have talked with these per-
sons but that it was not at the time she
spoke with the senator.

Autauga County School Superintendent
John R. Hargis said he knew nothing of the
reported Mondale visit.

“If he came into Prattville,” Hargls said,
“he did not contact me or any of the people
in my office.”

Probate Judge E. A, "Bud” Grouby and
Prattville City Clerk Donald Kelley both sald
they. had heard nothing of such a visit.
Mayor C. M. “Mack” Gray was out of town
on vacation.

Mr. ALLEN. I read briefly from it, as
follows:

Autauga County School Superintendent
John R. Hargis said he knew nothing of the
reported Mondale visit,

You would think that if an investigator
were investigating schools, he would go
to the school superintendent.
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“If he came Into Prattville," Hargls saild,
“he did not contact me or any of the people
in my office.”

The probate judge—this is the highest
political officer on a local level in a county
in Alabama—was not notified—

Probate Judge E. A. “Bud” Grouby and
Prattville City Clerk Donald Eelley both and
they had heard nothing of such a visit,

So, Mr. President, it is the hope of the
Senator from Alabama that this com-
mittee, which was set up with such greab
hopes by the Senate as a means of com-
bating de facto segregation, will get on
the right track, If it was looking for de
‘facto segregation, something must have
gone wrong with its compass when it was
directed down South rather than up
North looking for de facto segregation.

Let us get it on the right course. Let
us get it working on the problem in con-
nection with which it was set up. Let us
not worry about the desegregation of the
South. HEW, the Justice Department, the
Federal courts, the Chief Executive him-
self, are handling that, to the point that
they make their boast that they will de-
segregate 97 percent of the school dis-
tricts in the South by September.

There is no need for this committee
helping out the existing agencies with
respect to desegregating southern school
districts. Let us let this committee do
what it was set up to do—try to find the
answer to the problem of de facto segre-
gation, and come back in here with a
recommendation for a uniform school
policy for the Federal Government. That
is what we need for this committee to do,
rather than have its chairman roaming
over the South, looking, we assume, for
de facto segregation, which unfortu-
nately he is not going to find a great deal
of in Alabama and the South.

ExHIBIT 1
PROFILE OF AN EXPERT

Senator Walter F. Mondale of Minnesota
whose political designation fs listed in the
1970 Congressional Directory as “‘Democrat-
Farmer-Labor,” was appointed to the U.S.
Senate to flll the unexpired term of Senator
Hubert Humphrey, resigned. Subsequently
he was elected in November 1966 to a full
six-year term.,

Senator Mondale, who 15 42 or twice the
minimum voting age, serves as chairman of
the Senate's special commlttee on equal Edu-
cational Opportunity. He 1z an expert in hia
fleld, knows more about Equal Educational
Opportunity than any other living person,
bar none, This he does not challenge.

In mid-July he made an unannounced visit
to Alabama, Louisiana and Texas to expand
his expertise in the field of integrated edu-
cation. Specifically, he sald, he visited and
talked with students, parents and residents
in Prattville, Ala., Homer, La,, and San An-
tonio, Tex.

Finding people who visited and talked with
the Senator was similar to finding someone
interviewed in public opinion polls. That
Is to say, It takes a lot of doing if It can
be done at all, At any rate, the Senator
gquoted no Impressionable indlviduals and
he failed to mention their qualifications to
discuss the subject.

Nevertheless, Senator Mondale told the
world that disecrimination and repression of
minorities continues to be ‘“severe and
blatantly cpen” in the States of the South.

Amaong his conclusions, he said, were these:
“The abuses of the desegregation process
that the select committee has heard testl-
mony on—segregated classrooms, firing of
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black faculty members, transfer of public
funds to private academies—appear to be
widespread.

“At least in communities I visited, discrim-
ination and repression of minority groups 18
severe and biatantly open. This ranged from
police brutallty to insults, to economie
sanctions such as firing of parents of black
and Chliean students who were protesting
discrimination ete.

“Despite this continuing diserimination
and desplte what amounts to s mockery of
real and effective desegregation, most blacks
I talked to In the South haven't abandoned
the goal of Integration. But time is running
out."

Senator Mondale, who devoted four days to
wrapping up his investigation in three States,
even took a dim view of what the FBI has
done to mix and mingle the races. “Person
after person told us of their efforts to In-
volve the department In protecting their
rights, thelr attempts to report these abuses
to the FBI and Justice Department attorneys,
and the lack of action or the negative action
they recelved.”

It would appear that the Benator’s whirl-
wind snd thorough investigation was one-
sided. He sald nothing about the plans of
school authorities to send white children
many blocks from their home into Negro
schools, the similar dispatech of white
teachers, the orders to mix, mix regardless
of the fact that such action lessens ratheér
than increnses education. Likewise, he
neglected to mention rezoning of nelghbor-
hoods into school attendance zones to foree
integration. He also failed to say Iif he
visited or talked with the first white student,
parent or teacher. His was strictly an Investi-
gation according to color,

And this latter Is of significance, curious
significance but significance. .\ccording to
the World Almanac, the 1960 census showed
that Minnesota, the home of this emerging
Senate expert on race, had 22263 Negro
citizens. By contrast, Alabama had 980271,
Louisiana 1,030,207 and Texas 1,187,126,

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk
will eall the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE
MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to the previous order, there will now be
a period for the transaction of routine
morning business, with a time limitation
of 3 minutes on statements therein.

TRIBUTE TO DAN KIMBALL AND
DORIS FLEESON

Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr. President, for
several days I have wanted to say some-
thing about the passing of two old
friends—Dan Kimball, a former Secre-
tary of the Navy, and his wife, Doris
Fleeson, a well-known columnist.

I valued the friendship of both. I found
Dan Kimball a man with a big heart, a
man with deep understanding, and with
& deep appreciation of the affairs of
state—domestically and in the field of
foreign affairs.

I found Doris Fleeson a lady with a
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sharp tongue and a sharp pen but a big

heart, She was one of the really good

columnists, in my opinion. She did not
try to gloss over the facts as she under-
stood them. She made her views know:
in no uncertain language. Everyone al
ways knew where Doris stood.

It was a happy marriage. It was a
coincidence that Doris Fleeson died on
the 12th anniversary of her wedding to
Dan Kimball. If was more than coin-
cidental, I believe, that she died within
36 hours after Dan’'s death.

I just want to express my feeling and
that of my wife on the passing of these
two outstanding Americans. We extend
every sympathy possible to those whom
they have left behind. I wish to assure
them that if there is any way in which
I can be of service, I shall be more than
happy to help in any way possible.

I can only say in closing, Mr. Presi-
dent: May their souls rest in peace.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the REcorp a newspaper arti-
cle appertaining to the passing of Dan
Kimball and Doris Fleeson published in
Sunday’s Washington Post.

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

Corumwist Dorls Freeson DiEs aT 69, 36
HOURS A¥TER DEATH OF HuUSBAND, DAN
EKIMBALL

(By Gerald E. Bunker)

Doris Fleeson, one of the most successful
women journalists in American newspaper
history, died early yesterdsy morning of a
coronary thrombosis at her home, 2120 8
St. NW. She was 69,

Her death came just 36 hours after that
of her second husband, Dan A, EKimball, =
Becretary of the Navy under President Tru
man. Yesterday would have been their 12t
wedding anniversary.

Miss Fleeson launched a syndicated po-
litical column for the Evening Star and the
Boston Globe In 1945, and at the time of her
semli-retirement in 1967, was belng pub-

- lished by more than 100 newspapers through

the United Features Syndicate.

Known for her strong opinions and acerbic
wit, she was pralsed yesterday by friends
-and colleagues for the unfailing profes-
slonalism of her writing.

"She could sit down at a typewrliter in the
Senate Press Gallery and In little more than
an hour pound out a profound analysis of
a complex situation,” Mary McGrory, a col-
umnist at The Evening Star and a long-
time friend, said. r

She was against injustice and unkindness,
She was a fierce person. She was & person
who was merciless towards her enemies and
who adored her friends,” Miss McGrory said.

Miss Fleeson, who fought all her life
agalnst “the thought that a woman’s byline
belongs only over the sob story,” herself came
up through the ranks of the old Journalistic
apprenticeship.

She was born in Stferling, Kan. a town
that she later described as a “whistlestop”
into a "very Republican” family,

After graduation from the University of
Kansas in 19823, she borrowed $£656 and set
out for Chicago determined to be a re-
porter.

After stints with the Pittsburg, Xan,, Sun,
and the Evanston, Il1l., News Index, she be-
came city edlitor of the Great Neck, N.Y.,
News.

“On one dark November night in 1927"
Mies Fleeson once sald, “I walked Into th
New York Dally News and demanded that
see the editor. In 16 minutes I got him and
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~from the Washington office of the Lon-
don Daily Express, deals with the infor-
mation on nuclear reactors in operation
and planned for Cuba. In addition, the
Washington Daily News printed a story
by Mr. Seaman on August 11, 1970, deal-
ing with the overall control of Cuban
affairs by Soviet technicians and ad-
visers in Cuba.

In the London Daily Express article,
Mr. Seaman has vividly depicted plans
for the installation of a “ecritical” nu-
clear reactor in Cuba by 1971 or 1972.
- While the reactor's purpose is said to be
peaceful, Mr. Seaman voiced grave
doubts as to this, due to the vast numbers
of Russian advisers and Cuban scientists
trained in Russia, the current policy of
familiarization visits by Soviet missile-
carrying naval units, and flights by long-
range reconnaissance and transport
planes. In the Washington Daily News
article, Mr. Seaman gives further evi-
dence of Soviet influence in that Carib-
bean island. Ninety-five percent of the
oil that runs Cuban ships, buses, trucks,
and taxis is supplied by the Kremlin.

Since part of the debate against the
ABM is based on the theory that we can
ignore the increasing offensive power of
the Soviets and their satellites on the
ground that “capability” has nothing to
do with “intentions,” I believe these arti-
cles written by a firsthand observer in
Cuba may give them pause. I ask unani-
mous consent that the articles and the
telegram be printed in the REcORD.

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

|From the London Daily Express,
Aug. 10, 1970]
Fipel's NUCLEAR SECRET WoORRIES UNITED
STATES
(By Donald Seaman)

This weekend in Havana I learned first de~
tails of Fidel Castro’s secret experlmental
nuclear reactor, for long a worry to Amer-
fcan Intelligence services.

The reactor, shipped complete from Russla,
is housed in what was ex-President Batista's
old “West Point™ military academy along the
airport road leading from the Carlbhean is-
land’s capital,

It is run by & staff of 51 sclentists—all
Cubans. The director was trained in Czecho-
slovakia, a1l the rest in Russian nuclear cen-
tres,

PEACEFUL?

All of them spent a minimum. of five years'
training under Russian supervision before
the reactor itself was shipped over.

In selentific terms the reactor is *non-cri-
tical”—incapable of making the bomb. It is
being used solely for experiments, some in
the medlcal field and others in processes
whereby the hard-up Cubans are trylng to
make paper from the pulp-like sugar cane
residue.

But—and this s sure to increase U, S, con-
cern—the Cuban scientists say p!ans are in
hand for the Russians to glve the Cubans
their first “eritical” nuclear reactor by 1871
or 1874,

According to my information, there is no
indication that the new reactor, if and when
it comes, is intended for anything but peace-
ful purposes,

Iis very presence, however, linked with the
presence of vast numbers of Russian advisers
to Cuba, the current policy of familiarisa-
tion visits by missile-carrying Russian naval
units, and flights by long-range reconnais-
sance and transport plans—will certainly
arouse increased American fears,
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Just why the Russlans, whose foreign
policy today is aimed at reaching an under-
standing with the U.8., should demonstrably
underline their strength In Cuba and con-
tinue to pour in economic ald at the mini-
mum, rate of & million dollars a day, is still
the big question.

THOUSANDS

Exactly how many Russians there are in
Cuba now Is anyone's guess. They are never
seen on the streets of Havana or Santiago.
The lowest estimate I was given put the fi-
gure at 6,000, The highest was more than
20,000.

But what is certain is that they are there
in strength it every field, military, political,
and industrial.

In addition, there are thousands more from
the Eastern Bloc—Bulgarian, Rumanian
(drilling all round the coast for oil), and
East German,

Russla has made Cuba the strongest mili-
tary Power in Latin America,

Castro's Russian-trained army is bigger
than Britain’s, a staggering 300,000 sitrong.

Cuba’s population, incidentally, is 8 mil-
lion, the same as London. Why this massive
show of strength? To my mind Russia's re-
turn, her “percentage” from this hugely ex-
pensive outlay, is two-fold.

First, she demonstrates to all Latin Amer-

ica her power, her wealth, her boldness, -

smack in Unecle Sam's backyard.

Second, and more practically, Russian
aims in Cuba are strictly long-term, The
country has a history of violence, bloodshed,
and treachery, and popular though Castro is,
it s by no means impossible that his political
enemies might make an attempt on his life.

So the presence In Cuba of an overwhelm-
ingly powerful, Communist-indoctrinated
army means insurance for the Russians that
even if Fidel should go, their power and in-
fiuence will remain undiminished.

[From the Washington Dally News, Aug. 11,
1970)

THE Man WHo CaLns THE TUNE 18 CuBA
(By Donald Seaman)

You never see a Russlan on the streets
in Cuba, but they are there, sbout 30,000
of them.

They control all life in that tropical, croe-
odile-shaped island that lies only 90 miles
south of Florida,

Their ships and planes run the American
blockade and sustaln Cuba In every sense,
Take fuel: 85 per cent of the oll that runs
Cuba‘'s ships, buses, trucks, cars and taxis
is supplied by the Kremlin.

And the real boss of Cuba is Alexander
Scldatov, the genlal, English-speaking am-
bassador whose last post was at the Court of
St. James.

LITTLE SUCCESS

His relationship with Fidel Castro is dell-
cate. No one orders the big, bearded revolu-
tionary to do anything: But the Russians
suggest and thelr suggestions are almost law.

For the past two weeks I have been the only
British Jjournalist in Cuba. Every day I
watched the Russian tankers enter Havana
under the walls of Mor:o Castle to lie at
anchor and pump out the lifeblood of this
11-year-old Marxist stronghold.

Rumanian oilmen have drilled every inch
of the coast with little success. The two
onshore fields they have working produce
only 5 per cent of Cuba's needs. So, Moscow,
via their man in Havana, Mr. Soldatov, calls
the tune. If he stopped the oifl supplies,
Cuba would grind to a halt inside 10 days.

The message has begun to sink thru, In
1968, when the Russians invaded Czechos-
lovakia, Premier Castro placed on record
his support.

It was a major decision. Communlist states
everywhere were shaken by the Russian bru-
tality. But Fidel Castro, hero in revolutions-
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ary eyes the world over came to the aid of
the party—And Mr. Soldatov will make
certain he never steps out of line,

FLAT BROKE

But after 11 years of revolutionary glory,
Cuba is flat broke, running up debts like a
losing gambler, and going further into. the
red with every passing month.

Pre iler Castro has gone thru $2 billion
of U.S, investments; a half billion dollars
of military ald from Russia; direct economic
aid from Russla totalling a further 82 billion
and long and short term loans from the
capitalist world amounting to another $200
million,

Agreed, he pays his western debtors on
the nose. His credit balance of payments
from this year's sugar harvest has given $200
million to play with. But it still spells bank-
ruptey for Cuba.

BIG PAYLOAD

The man who knows all this, who opens
his wallet every day to keep Cuba alive, is
Soldatov.

He ordered Castro to allow those miesile-
carrying naval ships to, twice in the past
10 months, maneuvre off Cuba and the US,
mainland.

He confrols the intermittent but deeply
worrying flights of the TU 95 "Bear" long
range reconnaissance aircraft and the big
payload Antonov transports.

He stations the MIGs and the radar and
military advisers; he supplles teachers for
Havana University and the nuclear reactor
and the schools and he says how many rubles
Cuba may have each day to keep running.

The name is Soldatov. He lives only 90
miles off America's backyard.

NEwW ORLEANS, LA,
Sendtor PETER H. DomMiNICK,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

This morning's London Express features
article. by its Cuban correspondent giving
detalls of secret experimental nuclear reac-
tor just installed after five years of training
of Cuban operators in Russia with critical
nuclear reactor due in 1971 or 1972,
Article refers to frequent visits to Cuba of
missile carrying Russian naval units, also
flights of long-range reconnalssance planes
and gives estimate of three hundred thou-
sand men in Castro’s Russian trained army.
All data add up to urgent need for Ameri-
can ABM system. Belleve our capacity for
installation already far advanced as evi-
denced by ground to alr missile discharged
from our air carrier off north Vietnam that
brought down two Russian MIGS seventy
miles away. Urge every precaution for our
Nation’s safety.

Epwarp B, BENJAMIN,

SCHOOL INTEGRATION—A TIME TO
FULFILL THE COMMITMENT

Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, integration
in our Nation's schools has become an
issue of primary concern and utmost pri-
ority. This issue raises not only the cru-
cial question of racial prejudice and big-
otry, but presents even more strongly the
question of the future of public schools
and quality education. Continued re-
sistance to quality school integration and
the delaying tactics employed by high
officials are shocking, especially when
one realizes the situation has reached
the crisis point.

The Senator from Minnesota (Mr.
MonpaLg), chairman of the Select Com-
mittee on Equal Educational Opportu-
nity, recently was a guest on the Colum-
bia Broadcasting System’s program
“Face the Nation.” On that show Sen-
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8. 942—To establish a Commission on
Equal Job Opportunity Under Government
Contracts.

8. 3668—To establish program of financial
and technical assistance to alleviate con-
ditions of substantial and persistent un-
employment in economically depressed
Rreas.

THE ABM: A WHITE ELEPHANT

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. President, in
considering the proposed anti-ballistic-
missile system, several points should be
emphasized.

We should recall, for example, that
every White House science adviser since
the creation of that office has expressed
the gravest doubts about the feasibility
of this system.

Since last year there have been two
significant developments affecting the ra-
tional for Safeguard. The first was the
initiation of the Strategic Arms Limita-
tion Talks., The second was Secretary
Laird's admission, in effect, that the
critics were right last year in pointing
out that the system could be easily over-
whelmed by enemy action.

The Secretary said in his posture state-
ment on February 20 of this year that:

To be perfectly candid, Mr, Chairman, it
must be recognized that the threat could
actually turn out to be considerably larger
than the Safeguard defense is designed to
handle,

In practical terms, that statement
means, and the Secretary elaborated on
it so there could be no mistake, that if
there is no arms limitation agreement
the Soviet Union can nullify this system.
On the other hand, if there is an agree-
ment we will not need the system. In
either case we are buying a useless col-
lection of machinery.

Secretary Laird went on to argue that
the Minuteman protection aspects of the
system should be constructed “because
the additional cost needed to defend a
portion of Minuteman is small if the
full area defense is bought.”

But, Mr. President, the Armed Serv-
lces Committee has rejected the full area
defense; so the multibillion dollar ABM
parasite now stands alone and exposed.

There is no evidence that this system
will make any real difference in defend-
ing the United States azainst nuclear
attack or in preventing a first strike.
All we know for certain is that it will
severely deplete our resources and ac-
celerate the inflationary pressures which
s0 concern the President that he has
vetoed desperately needed funds for
schools, housing, hospitals, water sys-
tems, and veterans programs.

Is it not true that most Senators really
doubt that the Safeguard system wiil
work? I fully believe that we will regret
its construction,

The administration’s argument seems
to have been reduced to a single point—
“the system may be no good, but it
scares the Russians.” They tell us that
even though it may be worthless on its
own, it has value as a bargaining chip.

But that astonishing argument defies
both logic and history.

It suggests that we will gain a bar-
gaining advantage by threatening the
Soviets with wasting billions of our own
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dollars. It asks Senators to see merit in
telling an adversary that if he does not
comply with our wishes we will inflict
injury upon ourselves. 2

But beyond that, the recent history
of our attempts to achieve limitations
on the world’s nuclear arsenals presents
a clear lesson that any new weapons
construction brings only escalation by
the other side.

How can the proponents of this sys-
tem ‘answer the compelling logic set
forth in a letter to the Washington Post
this week by such distinguished Ameri-
cans as Averell Harriman, Karl Kaysen,
Adrian Fisher, Franklin Long, and Her-
bert Scoville. Mr. Harriman is the most
experienced of all Americans in negoti-
ations with the Soviet Union, His judg-
ment and that of his respected col-
leagues should be carefully weighed.

They have reminded us that it has not
been new weapons systems which have
brought negotiating success. It has been
rather, the kind of imaginative step
President Kennedy took in announcing
an end to nuclear testing, opening the
door to the ban on tests in the atmos-
phere. It has been steps like the Sen-
ate's unanimous passage of the Pastore
resolution in 1966, endorsing steps to
halt the spread of nuclear weapons and
leading to the Nonproliferation Treaty.

The administration suggests that the
Safezuard is needed to advance SALT.
I suggest that the case has become so
weak that they are using SALT 4o zet
Safeguard. The issue is not whether we
will give the President a bargaining chip,
it is whether we will allow the negotia-
tions to be misused as a debating point
here at home, to pry loose a system the
President appears determined to build no
matter how overwhelming the case
against it.

Let us not waste billions on this dread-
ful white elephant.

Let us not sguander resources we
urgently need to end hunger, clean up
the cities, reduce erime, and build Amer-
ica as a land of dignity and peace.

Let us accept the moderate and
thoughtful effort of Senator Coorer and
Senator HarT o restrain the deadly nu-
clear giant.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the letter by Governor Harri-
man and his colleagues, to which I re-
ferred, be printed in the REcORD.

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

THE ABM VOTE AND THE SALT TaALKS

Recently adminlsiration spokesmen have
been insisting that unless the Congress au-
thorizes the continued construction and ex-
pansion of the Bafeguard ABM, it will not
be possible to negotiate an agreement with
the Soviets at SALT to limit strategic arma-
ments. They argue that the negotiators need
the Safeguard bargaining chip to Induce the
Russians to halt the deployment of their
large S5-8 ICBMs.

This would appear to be an attempt to ex-
ploit the desire of the Senate and the public
to achleyve success In SALT in order to res-
cue the Safeguard program from defeat. The
administration has always defended the
SBafeguard ABM defense of Minuteman sites
on the basis that It was not a threat to the
USSR, If true, why then should the con-
tinuation of this program be a chlp to Induce
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the Soviets to agree to limit their offensive
missile deployment?

The major U.S. threat to Soviet security
lies in the deployment of the U.S, MIRV sys-
tems, On April 8, 1970, the Senate passed a
resolution by a vote of 72 to 6 urging that
the President propose to the USSR. an im-
mediate suspension by both countries of fur-
ther deployment of all offensive and defen-
sive nuclear strategic weapons systems. Yet
this MIRV chip has been thrown away by
the accelerated deployment of the Minute-
man IIT and Poseldon missiles with their
MIRV warheads and by the reported pro-
posal that any MIRV limitatlons must be ac-
companied by Soviet acceptance of exten-
sive inspection of both offensive and defen-
sive missile sites. There Is no securlty justi=
fication for such urgent MIRV deployment
since the heavy Soviet ABM which they
were designed to penetrate could not be de-
ployed and become operational for many,
many years,

It has also been reported that the possible
outcome of SALT would be an agreement
that henceforth the United States and the
U.S.8.R. will limit their ABMs to the de-
fense of their capitals. The continued de-
ployment of Safeguard at the Minuteman
sites will not In any way contribute to the
defense of Washington, and the Senate is
being asked to endorse the expenditure of
funds for useless hardware If SALT Is suc-
cessful and for an admittedly at best mar-
ginally effective system if it Is unsuccessful,
Why the U.S. should try to get the Soviets
to agree to the deplovment of ABM defenses
for Washington and Moscow instead of a
complete ABM ban ls not clear, since the de-
fense of Washington will not accomplish any
of President Nixon's three ohjectives for an
ABM system. A complete ban would elimi-
nete the need for MIRVs and slmplify the
problems of verification by obviating any
possible need for inspection. It is reported
that the Soviets have indicated interest in
such a complete ban,

Finally, history has unmistakably demon-
strated that restraints, not accelerated weap-
ons programs, pave the road to arms control.
Overwhelming superfority did not induce
the Soviets to accept the Baruch plan, On
the other hand, President Kennedy's Ameri-
can University pledge to halt atmospheric
nuclear testing as long as the Soviets did
the same rapidly produced agreement to ne-
gotiate the Limited Test Ban Treaty in 1963,
Similarly, the Senate passage without dis-
senting vote of the Pastore Resolution In
1966 endorsing efforts to halt the spread of
nuclear weapons broke the lece toward start-
ing serious U.S.-U.S S.R. negetiations on the
Nonproliferation Treaty.

If the Senate wishes to conserve funds
and make a maximum contribution toward
improving U.S. security by achleving arms
limitations and agreement at SALT, it will
refuse authorization of funds for the expan-
slon of Safeguard and forbid the expendi-
ture of additional funds for the continued
deployment at the two Safeguard sites ap-
proved last year until it is satisfled that
the negotiators have not been able to per-
suade the Soviets to agree to limitations on
offensive and defensive missile systems.

In our judgment, a Senate vote against
the ABM is a vote for success in SALT.

NUCLEAR REACTORS IN OPERA-
TION AND PLANNED FOR CUBA

Mr. DOMINICK, Mr. President, I have
received a telegram from Mr. Edward B.
Benjamin, of New Orleans, dated August
10, 1970, calling attention to an article
dated August 10, 1970, written by Mr.
Donald Seaman, chief foreign corre-
spondent for the London Daily Express,

The article, a copy of which I obtained
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ator MonpaLE discussed the values of
school integration, its prospects, and the
=ped for national leadership in this ef-

‘ rt to obtain equal educational oppor-
tunities for all children. He said at one
point:

My position is that the only way to achieve
integration is to do it responsibly, to bring
the school children together in a quality en-
vironment in which guality education exists
and in which everything possible is done
to make it succeed. The present half-hearted
system In many cases is doing great damage
and to call it even desegration is to stress the
meaning of the word. Y

When asked about the attitudes of
blacks in relation to integration—espe-
cially in view of the half-hearted policy
being pursued at present—Senator Mox-
DALE said:

Should . . . frustrations continue to de-
velop and these open and acute diversions
continue to occur, if the law of the land
continues just to be some sort of trick as
they see it, I can see where Black America
will back off the whole objective of living
together in an Integrated soclety, and if
that happens, then I think the darkest pre-
dietions of the Kerner Commission could
well come true. !

Mr, President, in order that Members
of Congress as well as citizens around
the country may have the opportunity
toread the full text of Senator MonNpALE'S
excellent remarks, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the transcript of the interview
be printed in the Recorb.

There being nmo objection, the tran-
script was ordered to be printed in the
REecorbp, as follows:

FACE THE NATION

“wwroadcast over the CBS Television Network
and the CBS Radio Network, July 26,
1970)

Guest: Senator WaLter F, MonDALE, Dem-~
ocrat of Minnesota, ==

Reporters George Herman, CBS News:
Jesse Cook, Time Magagine; Daniel Schorr,
CBS News,

ANNOUNCER. Senator Mondale, the Justice
Department says that by fall the old segre-
gated school system of the South will have
been wiped out. You have just returned from
& trip through Alabama, Lousiana, and Texas.
Is school segregation about to be dead?

Senator MonpaLe, I doubt it very much. I
think a good deal of the job remains ahead
of us. Unless we get a more complete com-
mitment out of the Justice Department and
the President of the United States, I think
this fall is going to be a very diificult period
indeed.

AnNNouncer. From CBS, Washington, in
color, “Face the Nation," a spontaneous and
unrehearsed news interview with Senator
‘Walter Mondale, Democrat of Minnesota.

Senator Mondale will be questioned by
CBS news correspondent Danlel Schorr, Jesse
Cook of Time Magazine and CBS News Cor-
respondent George Herman.

Mr. HermaN. Senator, what did you mean
by a difficult period? Do you mean there s
likely to be a disruption of some kind?

Senator MonpaLe. There could very well be
disruption. I think there is deep remaining
resistence to these court orders and there is
growing concern in the black community
among black teachers, among black leaders,
as to the way in which it 1s beilng done.

In addition to this, there are all kinds of
clrcuitous ways In which the resistance

wement avolding the reach of the Court
ﬂf;" such as the private segregation acads

5 and segregation within a school so that
black children go to separate classes, In these
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ways the hope for successful desegregation or
integration ls belng frustrated and is creat-
ing great and serious problems that could
well explode.

Mr. Coox. Benator, earller thls year you
charged that the President s tearing us
apart on this issue and you added that his
ecivil rights record was one of political ex-
pediency which has sacrificed the cause of
human rights.

Since then, as you know, the Administra-
tion has filed a host of desegregation suits,
negotiated a number of voluntery compli-
ances from several districts, altered its tax
policles on segregationist academlies, and you
have called this hopeful but you don't seem
to have basically altered your view of the
Adminlstration's motives or record, Why is
that?

Senator MoNDALE. Well, I think that what
is really needed Is a strong moral leadership
role by the President of the United States.
This he has refused to supply. Instead of
that, it has been a mnegative, half-hearted
appeal to the country to comply with the law.

In addition to this, the Justice Department
has been off and on again so many times
that the net result is to encourage resistance
to the enforcement of the law in the South.
And that is why when I say I am encouraged
by the commencement of these lawsults and
by the change in the tax exemption issue
by the Justice Department that, too, depends
upon the administration of the Justice De-
partment, of the Internal Revenue Service,
and I wailt to see what happens there.

Mr. ScHorr, Senator Mondale, you call it
negative and halfhearted. Senator Strom
Thurmond seems to think it Is going much
too far and that, as a result, President Nixon
may have dificulty winning the South in
the next election.

Do you think you are performing a service
for the cause of integration by attacking the
Administration from one side while Senator
Thurmond is attacking from the other side?

Senator MoNpALE. My position is that the
only way to achieve integration is to do it
responsibly, to bring the school children
together in a guality environment in which
quality education exists and in which every=-
thing possible is done to make it succeed,

The present half-hearted system In many
cases is doing great damage and to call it
even desegregation 1s to stress the meaning
of the word. I don't know what Mr. Thur-
mond has In mind, but that 1t what I have
in mind.

Mr. ScHorr. He has In mind 100 lawyers, If
those 100 lawyers are going down to help and
all these court suits that have been filed and
all the things that Jesse has just mentioned,
They have done a lot, haven't they?

Senator MonpaLe, Well, let’s take the case
of the so-called 100 lawyers, because I think
this 1s typlical of what this natlon has seen
in this Administration’s policies.

First, there was an announcement of the
Justice Department that somewhere around

100 Federal officlals, lawyers and assistants.

would seek to monlitor outstanding Federal
Court Orders and would establish temporary
offices to which complaints could be made by
concerned cltizens in the South.

The next day Strom Thurmond gave his
speech attacking it. The following day the
Attorney General sald this was only a tenta-
tive plan, and the followlng day the Presi-
denf of the United States attacked the pro-
posal of his own Administration and called
it a program of vigilante movements into
the South, Now, how does anyone follow
a course Hke that and come away with any
confidence?

Mr. ScHorr. But, I don't want to argue
with you, but did the President attack it
or did he merely try to reassure the SBouth
that these people would not be behaving
like the vigilantes? In any words, change the
language but go ahead with the program.
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Senator Mowpare. Well, he didn't say he
was golng ahead with the program. I hope
he does, and If he does, I will commend
him for it. But at this point it appears to
me that he has criticized this tentative minl-
mal proposal of his own Justice Department

Mr. Cook, Senator, there has been a lot
written and sald recently in the last couple
of weeks in a report to the President from
members of his own Administration about
the dangerously rising frustrations among
blue-collar workers in the 5,000 to $10,000 a
year category, 70 million Americans among
them. This is the group that includes, as you
know, whites most resentful of integration
efforts, They can't buy thelr way out elther
by private schools or privileged nelghbor-
hoods

How do you propose to spur integration
as you have proposed on many occasions
without pushing them over the brink? Y

Senator MownpaLe, *Well, I think that the
first essential element is strong Presidential
leadership, leadership which in strong terms
says that integration is Important to the
health of this country and important to the
education of our children.

I campaign and have campalgned for years
with blue-collar workers. I wouldn't be in
the United States Senate If it weren't for
their support. I think they are a lot more
decent and a lot more desirous of a healthy
America than some people suppose, and if the
President would provide the kind of leader-
ship that this nation needs in this fleld and
say: “Now, look, this country is tearing apart.
It is becoming increasing frustrated. The pos-
sibilities for civil disturbances and explosions
are growing daily and millions of children
are not getting a decent education. Increas-
ingly we are living apart. And the curse of
racism is perhaps the most serious social
disease In America. And I say as the Presl-
dent of the United States it {5 time for us to
start living together. It is time for us to
spend the money that we need to spend for
quality edueation to give these school chil-
dren a chance, and I am asking all Americans
to join me. I think if we heard that kind of
talk out of the White House, we would get a
much stronger response from the American
peaple.

Mr. Coox. Senator, Isn't this talk of the
President providing national leadership, has
he actually provided less than several pre-
vious Democratic Presidents?

Senator Mownpare, Well, first of all, I think
in a sense that is {rrelevant. But, secondly,
I think that one of the high points of Presi-
dent Johnson's Administration was his con-
sistent and strong support in these flelds.

Most of the basle legislation that we now
have in civil rights fields, Including the Vot-
ing Rights Act, the Falr Housing Act, work
protection clause, the basic Civil Rights Act,
came about because of his leadership.

In addition to that, during his period of
the Presidency, every Attorney General and
every civil rights Assistant Attorney General
was strongly committed and was seen as such
by those who believed in desegregation. And
during this period the Title VI office, which
is the HEW office designed to use the Civil
Rights Act to enforce compliance, was very
active and very effectively active In trying to
bring about desegregation.

In these and other ways, I think it was
quite clear that that Administration was
committed to the objective of desegrega-
tion, but let me say I think that is guite
irrelevant. What really counts now is that
Republicans and Democrats, whites and
blacks, and all of us see the absolutely serious
sltuation In which we now find ourselves and
take those steps together.

Now, sometimes it misses press attention,
but I have often commended this Adminis-
tration when it has taken steps that I
thought were in support of successful de-
segregation, only then to be disappointed



S 13252

when they back off the things they have said.
And all I am saying to this Administration,
and I have said it to them privately, if you
will support desegregation and quality in-
tegration, I will be the first to stand up and
fieht along with you to achlieve that
objective.

Mr. HerMAN. Senator, last night, you re-
leased two letters, one to the Attorney Gen-
eral, the other to the Commissioner of In-
ternal Revenue, and those letters I note were
written July 21. That Is sometime ago. And
in your letter to the Attorney General you
say that you talk about the Attormey Gen-
eral's declslon, rather the Assistant Attorney
General’s decislon to send the task forces
South and you say subsequent to that an=-
nouncement other Administration officlals,
including the President, has indicated the
announcement was premature, and so forth,
and you go on.

Have you heard anything from the Ad-
ministration since this letter of July 217

Senator Monpare. Mr, Thrower, the Com-
missioner of Internal Revenue, has agreed
to testify in early August. I have not yet
heard from Attorney General Mitchell,

Mr. Coox. Senator Mondale——

Mr. Herman, Have you heard anything
from Jerris Leonard, the Assistant Attorney
General In question? Is he acceptable to
you as a witness?

Senator MonparLE. Well, we have already
heard from Assistant Attorney General——

Mr. HerMAN, But on this particular ques-
tion that you raise.

Senator Monpbare. Well, we are hoping to
have Attorney General Mitchell personally
testify before us. Mr. Leonard, in response to
several of our questions, sald that he was
unable to speak for this Administration in
broad public policy, and we wish that Attor-
ney General Mitchell would come before us
80 we would have a spokesman who could,

I feel that this is terribly important be-
cause one thing that is happening is that
in this half-hearted program, literally hun-
dreds of thousands of school children are
being put into sltuations which in many
cases are more destructive than nothing at
all. I think we need a strong program of
quality integration in which we agree to
work for school environments that support
children getting together and learning bet-
ter than they are today. And I want to hear
that from one of these Administration lead-
ers, and hopefully Attorney General Mitchell
would come before us so we could find out
what the real polley Is and perhaps be on
stronger ground.

Mr. Herman. Well, as you know, the Ad-
ministration, especially Mr. Mitchell, have
repeatedly sald, observe not what we say but
what we do, Now, they have made this com-
mitment, too, in their words, wipe out the
old segregated school systemn by this fall,
What do you think we are going to see by
this fall? Wiil there be something that they
can claim is, in fact, a wiping out of segre-
gation?

Senator Mowpare. Well, I think that is a
total mystery, which is why I would like to
hear from Attorney General Mitchell, and
I think further that both what an Admin-
istration says and what It does s terribly
important. On both levels, it seems to me,
there is substantial fallure and I think it
is just the sheer uncertainty of President
policy which 1s contributing to the disarray
and frustration which we see throughout the
country.

Mr. ScHorr. SBenator Mondale, after your
recent quiet one-man frip South you re-
ported that If this massive desegregation
goes as it appears now to be going without
the full elimination of discrimination, pri-
vate academies, a lot of evasive tactics you
said there will be difficulties, trouble. Can
you describe what you expect to happen If
things go as they appear now to be going?

Benator MoxNpaLe, Well, first of all, let me
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just comment on some of the things that
I saw which we had earlier heard about.

One of the biggest things happening in
some Southern States today is the develop-
ment of the private segregation academy
movement, This is not just a technieal
modest movement. This is a major develop-
ment by which private segregation academies
are being created and expanded to permit
white children to flee desegregation schools.

Unless the Administration Is serlous about
the enforcement of their tax-exemption pol-
fcy, I think this movement will be encour-
aged.

Secondly, many of the so-called desegre-
gated schools are desegregated only in the
sense that the front door is one through
which all students pass. After that, they
never see each other again except at a dis-
tance. They go to classrooms, in many cases,
in separate classes. They use the hallways at
different times. Sometimes the black children
are stuffed into the basement or Into other
abandoned bulldings. Many times the black
teachers are demoted or fired. I heard a great
deal of that.

In addition, many of these segregation
academies are being created in part through
the transfer of public property as well, Oc¢-
casionally a public school building 1s sold
at a nominal price. School desks, text books,
teaching materials, teaching equipment and
the rest are given away or sold at nominal
prices. And this is creating tremendous frus-
tration in the South.

Mr. ScHorr, What consequences do you
foresee if the schools open this way In
September?

Senator Mownpare. Well, I think part of that
was disclosed by this panel of young students
that we had before our Committee. These are
young students in their teens who had had
experiences with these half-hearted, so-
called desegregation experiences and it was
clear that they were deeply frustrated and
terribly alienated by the process.

Where that might take them, I don’t know.
I hope and pray that we won't have violence.
We have had examples on the other side at
Lamar, South Carolina, and so on, where we
have seen violence erupt in opposition to de-
segregation. There are other examples of
growing tension. I think only the strong
Presidential leadership that I have talked
rbout and strong leadership of the Justice
Department, and that kind of support, will
achieve enforcement of the law and bring
about the kind of environment which offers
hope to the school children.

Mr, ScHorr. But I have heard witnesses be-
fore your Committee say, black witnesses say,
that if schools open with half-hearted de-
segregation, they won't take it. It won't work.
It will break down again,

Senator MONDALE. Yes,

Mr. Scrorr. T don't understand what that
means,

Senator MoxNpaLE. Well, they many times
spoke vaguely. Right now it is my Impression
that most black people still believe in in-
tegration, Thev still want to make it work,
even though all of these frustrations are
being visited upon them. But I am of the im~
pression that support is beginning to wane
as these events oceur, Should this frustration
econtinue to develop and these open and acute
diversions continue to occur, if the law of
the land continues just to be some sort of
trick as they see it, I can see where Black
America will back off the whole objective of
lving together in an integrated soclety, and
if that happens, then I think the darkest
predictions of the Eerner Commission could
well come true.

Mr. Coor. Well, Senator, on that score, you
billed your Committee when it began its
hearings as one which would seek to develop
a national demand for integration. Do you
think you have actually made a dent, not
Just nationally, even Congressionally?

Senator MonNpALE, Well, yes, In the adoption
of the first section of the President's Emer=
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gency Act, three amendments that largely
came out of our work and from what we
were able to develop in our Committee, in-
cluding requiring that it be a national pro.
gram, were adopted. Those are now part o
the law.

When the President’s full Emergency Act
comes up, I am hopeful that much of what
we have learned could be used to develop
legislation before Senator Pell's Education
Subcommittee and, as you know, we are now
going to turn to the educational problems
of segregated communities in the North, and
to try to explore on a national basis—we
have had much test!mony along that line
already, but we hope fo have field trips
which permit us to explore some of these
equally diffieult and compelling problems.

Now, one of the reasons that we have begun
first with this field trip that I took into the
South and some of the testimony that we
have had in the South is that the President
sent up an emergency bill which he had
proposed be limited primarily to the Deep
South SBtates, and some of the border States.

I would think {t far better if it were ex-
panded to become a national law because this
{s a national problem. I think anyone who
tries to convert It just into a Southern prob-
lem does great Injustice to the South and
delays the kind of national approach that
we need.

Mr. HErRMAN. Are you confident about Amer-
ican's response to problems and challenges
of this kind? One of your interests is the
problems of migrant workers. Now, they were
first reported in shocking detail in 1901 by
an industrial commission. OBS had “A Har-
vest of Shame" and "Hunger in America.”
Now we have the NBC White Paper. And still
almost nothing at all has been accomplished.

Senator MownpaLe. Mr. Herman, I spend
most of my time in the Senate on human
problem committees. I think I am on more
of them perhaps than any other member ¢°
the Senate. I have been all over this cour
try, In its ghettos, on its Indian Reserva™®
tions, migrant camps and pockets of rural
poverty, white poverty, with the Eskimos
and Aleutians and all over, and I must say
that I am stunned and shocked by the ca-
pacity of American society to permit human
deprivation when those persons lack the
power which we have to speak up for them-
selves. Lack polltical power to elect persons
who understand and will work for the solu-
tion of their problems. Lack economic power
through any kind of decent share of the
wealth or through unions, And lack the social
power to be heard and understood. I do not
believe that most Americans would tolerate
these conditlons to exist If they had to live
in them themselves.

Mr. ScrHorr. With all respect, Senator
Mondale, it is one thing to say that the
American people wouldn't tolerate them or
that they do seem to tolerate them, but you
had the appropriate Bubcommittee in the
Senate, you had another week of hearings
exposing these problems. Do you fold up,
having gotten all the coverage, or do you In-
troduce some legislation? What happens In
Cangress?

Senator MonpALE. Well, one of the reasons
I spoke as despaliringly as I did is during
these hearings concerns an amendment
which I had led the fight on in the Senate,
The amendment would extend unemploy-
ment compensation to migrant workers. We
adopted the amendment in the Senate but
it was knocked out by the Conference Com-
mittee and yesterday was lost on the House
Floor. For a year now I have been carrying
on a campaign to get the Immigration Serv-
ice to enforce the law at border crossings be-
cause the real source of migrant problems i~
the source of poor, impoverished migrar
coming up freely from Mexico.

We have gotten no response from them at
all, I have been supporting and have spon=
sored legislation for Increased authorizations
for migrant health programs, migrant edu=-



agust 32, 1970

"..au'&n programs, legal services for migrants,
and the rest, only to find that they are not
either properly funded or the funds somehow
=gt diverted into other hands.
Mr. ScHorr. So it starts in Congress.
Senator MowpALE. It certainly starts in
Congress.
Mr. ScHorr. Starts In Congress with Sen-
ators and Representatives——

Senator MownpALE. That s correct.

Mr. ScHore.—who are more amendable to
the pressures of the growers than to im-
poverished peons.

Mr. Coox. Senator, on that score——

Senator MoNDALE, If I might just respond
to this, in no sense am I trying to deflect
the responsibility which Congress shares. I
think we are all responsible. But it is the
phenomenon which I think is sometimes ig-
nored, and that is that if you find a power-
less people in America, they are usually des-
perately por people.

Mr. Coox. On that score, Senator, Liberal
Democrats haven't been wildly enthusiastic
about the President's Wellare Reform.
Wouldn't that be the direct way to help
these people, to put $1600 a year directly into
their pockets?

Senator MonpALE. Yes, I am one of those
who belleves that President Nixon’s best pro-

has been the family assistance plan.
I would like to see it liberalized and im-
proved, some changes made, but I think that
the direction indicated by that legislation is
terribly important and I have sald so on
many occasions.

Mr. Herman. The key to getting these bills
that you want, this help for the poor people,
and so forth, out of Congress is the election
of people who think like yourself., You have
a mid-term election coming up in November,
How does it look to you? The Republicans
seem pretty happy about thelr prospects.

Senator MonpaLe. I don't know. I think we
are going to pick up strength in the House.
T think we have a very tough fight on our

ds holding the Senate simply because of
ﬂ 35 Senators up for re-election, twenty-
five are Democratiec. They control the White
House and it permits the Presldent to do a
certaln amount of campaigning around the
country which we are now seelng. A.nd I
think we are going to have a tough y

Mr. Herman. Do you find what the Presi-
dent has been doing this week improper?

Senator MonpaALE. No. I think we can just
label It for what it is. Presidents have been
doing it for years. I didn't mean to imply
that.

Mr, Cook. Let me push you just two years
farther, Senator, There 1s a group of Liberal
Democratic Senators, yourself among them,
who might be described as the Lightning
Could Strike Club, mentioned as Dark
Horse Presidential possibilities. Do you con-
sider yourself a member of that Club?

Senator MownpALE. No, I don't, and I have
been impressed by how little I have been in-
cluded in that list.

Mr. Coox, Impressed or depressed?

Senator MowparLe. Impressed. Let me say
that I think one of the things that is terribly
important is that Liberals in the Senate and
in the House not all run for the Presidenocy.
Some of us ought to stay back there and do
:ltlle work and I am perfectly glad to be one of

ose,

Mr. HErmaAn, Coming back to 1970, what do
you see Is the major problem for the Demo=
crats or for the Republicans? Are you going
to be helped by the state of the economy?
Are you going to be helped by some of these
issues like migrant workers and school segre-
gation? Is there a national jssue, In other
words?

Senator Monpare, I think the management
of the economy is very much in issue. There

18 been a deliberate policy to slow economic

owth. We have very high inflation. We have

“Flsing unemployment, We have an old eco-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

nomics policy which has produced both ex-
tremes and has lost us through depressed
economic growth nearly $30 billion of wealth
this year and perhaps $12 bililon to $14 bil-
lon of revenue.

Mr. HErMAN, The President is sure to come
out and say, as he has been saying all along,
that Congress is doing the heavy spending
while he is trying to cut.

Senator MonpaLe. In fact, we have cut his
budget nearly $6 billlon last year. His com-
plaint when you analyze it is not that we are
ralsing his budget, because in fact we cut his
budget last year by that amount, but that we
are trying to increase spending in human
problem fields of health, of nutrition, of edu-
cation, and the other fields while he would
have us spend billions of dollars in such
things as the supersonic transport, Phase 2
of the anti-ballistic missiles, space stations
an‘l shuttle programs, and things of that
kind.

I think we have helped to reshape this
nation’s priorities but we have got a long
way yet to go,

Mr. ScHORR, Senator, you gave a properly
dignified response to the lightning-might-
strike guestion. I want to ask you a some-
what different question because I don't think
any man in your position would say I am
running for President in 1872,

Senator MonpALE, I will,

Mr. SCHORR, You will? How do you mean
that?

Senator MonpaLE. I am not running.

Mr. ScHORR. You are not running, Well, let
me—that i5s not the question I want to ask.
I accept your announcement,

Sinece the death of two Eennedys, there are
several with us today on Face the Nation,
several Senate Liberals, each of whom has
taken over a part of fighting causes of the
poor. Senator McGovern, there is you, and
there are a couple of others.

How do you see this process of acting as
the exponent for soclal causes? What do you
see as you future role?

Senator MonpALE. I don't know but I am
absolutely convinced that unless these causes
are fought and won, that this country ls in
for very serious difficulties.

In addition to that, I can't live with what
I have seen, the poverty, the hunger, the
destruction of children, the disgrace of the
conditions under which these people live. I
Jjust can't live with it. And I feel a duty along
with many others in the Congress to do all
that I can to try to get this nation to shift
its policies so that Americans by the millions
who are now denled will have a decent chance
for a full life.

Mr. HErMAN. Senator——

Senator MonpALE, We are a long way from
that and I feel deeply about it.

Mr, Heaman, We have about 15 seconds left.
In that struggle that you have just outlined,
are you going to have as the Junior Senator
from Minnesota to help you, Mr. Hubert
Humphrey?

Senator MonNpALE, Yes, I am sure we will,

Mr. Herman, You are sure that he is going
to be re-elected?

Mr. MonDALE. Yes, I am, and I am support-
ing him,

Mr. HermAnN. Okay. On that note, thank
you very much for being with us today on
Face the Nation.

Senator Monpare, Thank you.

SENATOR HUGH SCOTT'S RECORD
ON CRIME LEGISLATION

Mr. COOK. Mr. President, the Repub-
licans in the Senate have enjoyed out-
standing and effective leadership under
the tutelage of the distinguished Sena-
tor from Pennsylvania (Mr. Scorrt).
Senator Scorr is a man of independent
judgment, but at the same time he cou-
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ples this with tenacious advocacy of most
gosmons of our Republican administra-
on

His legislative record is a model which
most Senators should study being par-
ticularly sound in the ecrime-fighting
area,

Many of us have long been aware of
the efforts of our distinguished minority
leader, Hues Scortr, in the field of anti-
crime legislation, but it is now time for
all Senators and the public to become
familiar with this remarkable record.
Therefore, I ask unanimous consent that
a compilation of Senator Scorr's legis-
lative record in the fight against erime
dating back to the 86th Congress be
printed in the Recorp,

There being no objection, the compila-
tion was ordered to be printed in the
REcorD, as follows:

SExaTor HueH Scorr's RECORD ON CRIME
LEGISLATION

America’s Number One problem is crime,
Senator Hugh Scott knows that although a
root cause for crime is soclal disorder, crime
can be controlled through better laws and
better law enforcement, Senator Scott has
been one of the Nation's leading advocates
for more money to fight crlme and for the
appointment of stricter judges.

Republican Leader Hugh Scott has cited
organized crime as a grave threat to the se-
curity of the United States. He says that
organized crime is responsible for a great
deal of corruption in government. This cor-
ruption can only be stopped by effective
laws designed to eliminate organized crime,

The following summary of Senator Hugh
Scott’s record on key crime issues illustrates
how he has worked to fight crime:

91ST CONGRESS
Legislation

S.1500—To provide for appointment of
court executive for each judicial circult to
?dm.l.n- ister sactivitles of court in order to
acilitate smooth functioning of court and
to ensure the defendants and the public
prompt justice In all cases.

$.1610—To require each judge and justice
of the United States to file an annual finan-
cial report in order to malintain judicial in-
fegrity and public confidence in the courts,

5. 15616—To establish a Commission on Ju-
dicial Disabilities and Tenure with powers
to investigate any judge whose good behavior
or judicial fitness is in question in order to
promote the honorable and efficient admin-
istration of Justice.

5. 2827—To allow college president to seek
Federal court order to prevent campus dis-
orders at any Institution assisted by Federal
funds.

5, 3175—To establish an Institute for Con-
tinuing Studies of Juvenile Justice to act as
coordinating center for information in fleld
of juvenile delinquency and control and to
serve as training center for local, State and
Federal officlals who are connected with the
treatment and control of juvenile offenders,

S.3289—Natlonal Court Assistance Act—
To establish an Institute for Judicial Studies
and Assistance to promote the development
and adoption of improvements in the judi-
cinl system at all levels, with power to make
grants to local and state courts for the pur-
pose of studying and implementing changes
to ensure speedy and efficlent justice in all
cases.

Votes:

Voted to ratify treaty concerning offenses
committed on board aireraft.

Voted for the Organized Crime Control
Act of 1970.

Voted for the Narcotics and Dangerous
Drugs Control Act of 1870.
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POTH CONGRESS
Legistation:

S. 676—To prohibit obstruction of Federal
criminal Investigations by any person.

8.917—Safe Streets and Crime Control
Act—Provides for a S-year program of plan-
ning and program grants to States and local
government to plan and execute programs to
improve their police, courts, and correctional
systems.

8.1033—To establish within the Depart-
ment of Justice the Office for Judicial Asslst-
ance in order to make studies angd dissemi-
nate information pertaining to improvement
in the administration and procedure of local
and State courts; authorizes the Office to
make grants to courts and organizations to
make studies and implement improvements
in court systems.

8. 2050—To prohibit electronic survelllance
by persons other than duly authorized law
enforcement officers.

8. 3304—To authorize the Bureau of Pris-
ons to assist State and local governments.

Votes:

Voted to expand Title I of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act, relating
to the recruiting and training of community
service officers,

Voted to provide that a voluntary confes-
slon be admissible in evidence in any crimi-
nal proceeding brought by the United States.

Voted to provide that a confession made
while under detention shall not be Inadmis-
sible solely because of delay between arrest
and arralgnment of a person charged with an
offense against the United States or the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Voted to allow Federal courts to reverse
State cases involving admisslons and con-
fessions admitted as voluntarily given In
cases where the highest court of the State
had affirmed.

Voted to provide that law enforcement as-
slstance grants be made directly to the States
(block grants).

Voted for the Omuibus Crime Control and
Safe Streets Act of 1968.

Voted to provide that an institution of
higher education, after notice and hearing
to a student or an employee convicted of
certain stated crimes or who had refused
to obey a lawful regulation or order of such
institution, eould deny payment to such in-
dividual under Federal programs assisted
higher education,

89TH CONGRESS
Legisiation:

S. 647—To provide that convicted persons
will receive credlt toward service of their sen—
tences for time spent In custody for lack
©of bail,

8. 1409—To authorize the BSecretary of
Health, Education and Welfare to make
grants to public or nonprofit agencles to
improve the effectiveness of State and local
police forces.

5. 1808—To facilitate rehabilitation of per-
sons convicted of Federal offenses; to permit
certain prisoners to work at paid employ-
ment or undertake community training
courses while continuing as inmates.

8. 2113—To authorize civil commitment in
leu of criminal punishment for certain nar-
cotic addicts.

B8TH CONGRESS
Legislation:

§. 864—To provide for right of persons to
be represented by attorneys in matters before
Federal agencies,

8. 1067—To provide for representation of

financlally indigent eriminals In U.S. Court
cases,

87TH CONGRESS
Legislation:

5. 403—To provide for appointment of ad-
ditional circult and district judges,
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8. 2084—To establish matching grant pro-
gram, under the Department of Health, Edu-
cation and Welfare, to improve education,
tralning, and recruitment of State and local
police farces.

B6TH CONGRESS
Legislation:

8, 818—To provide for appointment of three
additional distriet judges for eastern, and
two for western Pennsylvania,

Senator Hugh Scott's fight against crime
has been cited by our Nation’s top law en-
forcement officials. Pennsylivania’s own fight
against crime has been greatly aided by Sen-
ator Scott’s efforts to bring in more money
and more assistance under such vital legis-
lation as the Omnibus Crime Control and
Safe Streets Act. Senator Scott will con-
tinue his work to make our soclety a safer
one in which o live.

UNJUST PUNISHMENT FOR THE AIR
TRAFFIC CONTROLLERS

Mr. MONTOYA. Mr. President, as of
today, 47 air traffic controllers have
been dismissed by the Federal Aviation
Agency for their part in the alleged
sickout of controllers this past spring.
This policy of FAA underscores a con-
tinuing misconception as to why em-
ployee morale is low in air traffic con-
trol and also how best to correct this
situation. These dismissals are a cruel
punishment, and will only serve to re-
duce the morale and effectiveness of the
air traffic controller. To deprive the fly-
ing public of the services of these profes-
sionals, simply to retaliate against them
because of their organizational affilia-
tion is clearly inequitable.

Other Federal employees, including
over 220,000 postal employees, partici-
pated in an illegal strike against the Gov-
ernment and to date, no recrimination or
sanctions have been imposed against any
of them. This clearly indicates duplicity
in the application of the law and for the
controller to comprehend this dual
standard is rather difficult. Both the
Corson committee report and recent Fed-
eral court rulings on issues related to this
dispute between FAA and the control-
lers, clearly state that the FAA should
share equal responsibility for the work
stoppage in late March. US. Federal
Judge Hart in Washington stated that
the controllers acted only after “extreme
provocation” by the FAA, However, it
appears thus far that FAA has chosen to
ignore its culpability and has passed the
entire burden on a relatively few among
the leadership of the air traffic control-
lers. In a Wisconsin case, 2 controllers
received virtually identical letters of
proposed dismissal from the FAA; how-
ever, only one controller, the president
of the Milwaukee chapter of Pateco,
waé; dismissed. The other controller was
not.

Apparently new and more rational at-
titudes have been adopted by Patco,
and it would be logical to assume that
every means which the Government com-
mand should be utilized to encourage
these new postures. The punative meas-
ures that have been applied to the con-
trollers-are clearly a further depressent
and a source of constant psychological
pressure fo the controller. A reinstate-
ment of those controllers already ter-
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minated, and a cessation of further pun
ative measures would be in the best in-
terest of the controllers, the FAA and the

flying public. J
COMPUTER SERVICES

Mr. JORDAN of North Carolina. Mr.
President, many Members of the Senate
have recently expressed interest in the
development of data processing and
computer techniques with a view to their
application to the administrative and
legislative functions of the Senate.

Recently, the Subcommittee on Elec-
trical and Mechanical Equipment of the
Committee on House Administration of
the House of Representatives, authorized
by contract an in-depth study of com-
puter adaptation to activities in that
body

To keep abreast of developments in
this important area of technology and
specifically to study and plan for future
accommodations in the Senate, I am
glad to announce that at the regular
meeting of the Committee on Rules and
Administration, held on August 5, 1970,
the Committee unanimously agreed to
the establishment of a subcommittee on
computer services,

The new subcommittee will consist of
Senator Howarp W. CannoN and Sena-
tor Carn T. CurTiIs and myself, as
chairman.

It is the subcommittee’s intention to
employ competent and qualified staff to
work with the subcommittee and to
maintain appropriate liaison with Sena-
tors, Members of the House of Repre
sentatives, officials of the Senate, relatt
Congressional offices, the Library of Con™
gress, the Government Printing Office,
the Comptroller General, and the indus-
try itself.

It is the hope of the subcommittee to
update Senate procedures wherever fea-
sible so that we do not fall behind the
times in the use of available technology.

AMERICAN PRISONERS OF WAR

Mr., ALLOTT. Mr. President, only
lately have I bezun to doubt the truth
of Washington Irving's maxim that the
idol of today pushes the hero of yester-
day out of our recollection; and will, in
turn, be supplanted by his suecessor of
tomorrow. Over 1,400 American men are
still held as prisoners by the North Viet-
namese under conditions that violate the
Geneva Convention, These men are—and
will continue to be—herces in anyone’s
book, by anyone's definition, according
to anyone's standards. This, Mr. Presi-
dent, is the truth of the matter.

REMINDER TO SENATE OF PRESI-
DENTTAL ENDORSEMENT OF GEN-
OCIDE CONVENTION

Mr. PROXMIRE, Mr, President, on
February 19, 1870, President Nixon
broke the tragic stalemate on the Geno-
cide Convention by requesting the Sen-
ate to move toward speedy ratification
of this vital testament for human righ’

I think that it is only proper that we de «
be reminded of this initiative by the
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