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iy ought to sue for peace. In fact, if the
South Vietnamese reverses continue, Ha-
noi may weil end up believing they are
rauch cioser to a military victory than
they themselves had thought., In any
case, notaing avout this operation would
scem to serve the cause of a negotiated
lement and final peace.

Sainly we should now ke on a very
reny coursa. We should not be ¢~
P LLe war, bub toying to fing ways
We should not be taking
W o wuaich scem Lo Gs-
surce our {urthicr and deeper entangle~
saenb. We siwuld, instead, be deciding on
FON e dein o end our involvement.
e showld not be seeking a military solu-
Fica i southern Laos; we should be seek-
1A5 & polivical solution in Paris to end the
was wa Vietnam.

T et -

LICPTION O RULES BY CCMMIT-
TEZ ON LABOR AND PUBLIC
WELTARDT ‘

I4r. WILLIAMS. Mr., President, at its
organizational meeting on February 18,
1571, the Committee on Labor and Public
cifare readopied its existing rules gov-
g the committee’s procedures.

7 send & copy of the commitiee’s rules
10 the desk and ask unanimous consent
that vhey be printed in thie REcorp as re-
quired ny seciion 13383 of the Leglsiative
Reorganization Act of 1946, as amended.

The committee will meet again shortly
10 comsider amendments to these rules
and any amenaments then adopted will
2lso be submitved for publication in the
SLCORD.

There being no objection, the rules
were ordered to be prinied in tiie RECORD,
as [olows:

LULES AND PROCEDURES OF TIE SENATE

COMMITTEE ON LABOR AND PUBLIC WELFARE

ZRule 1. Unless the Senate is meeting at
tie time, or it is otherwise ordered, and
novice glven, the Committee shiall meet regu-
jarly at 10:30 a.m. on the second and fourth
Thursday of each month. The Chairman may,
upon proper notice, call such additional
mcevings as he may deem necessary,

Lvle 2. The Chalrman of the Commitiee
{subcommittee), or if the Chairman is not
present, the ranking Majority member pres-
eut shall preside at all meetings.

Rule 3. All hearings conducted by the Coms=
mittee (subcommittee) shall be open to the
public exceps:

1. Bxecutive sessions for the consideration
of biils or resolutions, or

2. Tor voting, or

3. Where the Committee (subcommititee)
by maoajority vote of those present orders an
Executive session.

Rule 4. For the purpose of conducting an
Iixecutive session, a majority of the Commit-
tee  (subcommiittee) actually present shall
constitute a quorum. NoO measure or recoms-
mendation shall be reported from the Com-
snittee (subcommittee) unless a guorum of
the Commitiee (subcommittee} is actually
present at the time such action is taken.
Votics by proxy shall be permitted.

Rule 5. For the purpose of conducting pub-
lic hearings (inciuding the taking of sworn
testimony) a quorum shall be determined
as follows:

{a) For the full Committee—five members
actually present.

(b) For seven-member subcommittee—
shree members actually present.

{c¢)” For five-member subcommitiee—two
melbers actually present, - )
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Rule 11. No person other than meroers of

the Committee (subcommitted) aind mmertioers
of the staff of thie Committee, shall e per-
mitted to atvend the Bxecutive stasions ol
the Committes (subsommiitce}, except by
special dispensation of the Comuaivtes (sth-
coramittee), or the Chairman thercof.

Rule 12. The Chairman o the Couraittee
(subcomraistee) shall be smpowered to ad-
journ any meeting of the Committee (sub-
committee) if a guorwin is notv present with-
in filteen minutes of the time scheduied for
such mecting.

Rule 13. Whenever a bill or joint resolu-
tion repealing or amending any statute or

part thereof shall be before the Committee |

(subcoramittee) for final consideration, the
Clerk shall place before each member of the
Committee (subcominittee) a print of tho
statute or the part or section theresf to be
amended or repealed showing by stricken=~
through type, the part or parts 1o be cinitted,
and in italics, the matter proposed to be
added.

Rule I14. Investigation Procedures

a. An investigating committce (subcomi=
mittee) may be authorized only by the action
of a majority of the committee.

b. No investigating committce (subcoms
mittee) is auvhorized to hold & hearing to
hear subpoenaed witnesses or take sworn
testimony unless & majority of tiae Members
of the committee or subcommittee are pres~-
ent: Provided, however, that thé committee
may authorize the presence of a Majority
and a Minorlty Member to constitute a
quorum.

¢, An investigating comumiitee (subcom-
mittee) may not delegate its authority to
issue subpoenas cxeept by o vote of the
committee (subcommittee),

d, No hearing shall be initiated unless the
investigating committee (subcommitiee) bas
spocifically authorized such hearing.

e, No hearing of an investigating commit-
tee (subcommittee) shall be scheduled out-
side of tne District of Columbia except by
the majority voite of the commitice (sub-
committee).

. No confdential testimony taken or con-
fidential material presented in an excecutive
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CIA, Cast Sa

ging that nuulions G GO
Inteiligence Agency funds &
Radio Frec ITurope and I

urging Congress to control ihe TUGGING O
two stations.

Caze said he plans to {nlrodice i
tomorrow calling for the two IO
stations to be operated “nuder the aw
tlon and appropriation process ol Cuip.

“During the last 20 years,” C

CAsC B
statement yesterday, “scveral Lundied .
Lon dollars in U.8. Govermnaent fun
been expended Irom scoxet Cla Dudjuis
pay almost totally for the costs of thvse W
radio statlons broadcasting o Basteria
Turope.

“In the last fiscal year alone, over 550
Hon was provided by the Cih as a dueet
overnmens subsidy, yet av no time was Con-
gress asked or permitted to cary out s i
ditional constitutional role of approv.ng tac
expenditure.”

MOST COSTS LINMED TO CIA

Case said that althougin Roadio Free Durope
and Radio Liberty both claim to k¢ &
governmental organizations sponsorad
private contributions, high sources indic
that direct CIA subsicics pay nearly wll U
‘costs.

According to Internal Revenue £cit
turns, he said, the cornbined ope
of the two stations for iiscal 1089 wo=
$34 million—21.1 million for Radio
Europe and $12.8 mililon for Radic i

Although Radio Tree Juropc cond
fund-raising campaign each year, Cux
he has been informed tvhat only ¢
to §20 million in frec advertising sp
nated, less than $100,000 is conwiugioa WY

. -~
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statements.”
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Between 312 milllon and $20 million in
free advertising space is donated annually
to raise private contributions for the sto-
tions, Csse sald, but the return from the
public is “epparently less than $100,000.”

Cas proposel would amend the U.S, In-
formotion and Educational Iixchange Act t
aulhorize fands for both stations inn tho
coming lseal year and pmvi(lc thal no other
federal money could be diverted to either
station,

A spokesman for Case sald the New Jersey
Republican hopes the lepislation, if success-
ful, will begin to 1ift the curtain on various
federal secret spending, much of which, he
feels, is no longer warranted.

Emcwﬂ’cy funding of Radio Free Europe

him that the charges

rge
and Radio Liberty from secret accounts
might he understandable in an emergency

or for a venT or iwo, Case said., But the justi-

fication has lessened as international ten-
,

sions have 2ased, he said, y

{From the Trenton Sunday Times,
Jan, 24, 1971]

Case Wourn Haur CIA Rapio FUNDING,

WasHmveToN —If you thought that Radio
Frae ope depended on private contribu-
tions soticited through its extensive tele-
vision ad campeaigns, you may be surprised
to know that it is funded largely by the
federal government’s Central Intelligence
Agency (CL\\.

So sai@ Sen. Clifford P, Case (‘Z—NJ }, in
announeing nlans to introduce Monday legis-
lation that wowld for the first time put fed-
e of RFE and Radio Liberty under
the control of Congress,

The New Jersey senator said that the two
radio stations, which claim to he non-gov-
ranizotions sponsored Hy pri-
utions, receive about $20 million
per year from secret CIA budgets over which
Congress 1as no control.

FRER SPACE DONATED

CrA funding allegedly accounts for near-
1y ol of the 34 million operating costs of
the two stasions, with the remainder com-
ing from corporate coniriputions aned citi-
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mitlion dollars in United States Government
funds have heen expended from secret CIA
budgets to pay almost totally for the costs
of these two radio stations broadeasting to
Kastern Europe,” Case charged,

SUBSTITUTE FUNDING SOUGHT

Case, a member of both the Senate For-
eign Relations and Appropriations commit-~
tees, said he will preseut leglslation to bhring
the two stations under the authorizatlon
and approprintion process ol Congress, 1ie
will call tenatively for a $30 million authoriz-
ation, he said, under the amended U.S. In-
formation and Educational Exchange Act of
1948.

Rep. Ogden R. Reid, R-N,Y., will introduce
similar legislation in the House, Case sald.

‘In developing his case, Case said that In-
come tax returns showed that the combined
operating costs of the two stations in fiscal
1969 were nearly $34 million (%$21,109,935 for
Radio Free Europe and %12,887,401 for Radio
Liberty).

Of that amount, he choarged, $30 million
came from the CIA. Less than $100,000 came
from the public, through a free advertising
campaign by the Advertising Council of the
media in this country, and a “small part”
more came from private corporations and
foundations, Case said.

EASING OF TENSION NOTED

Case charged that any possible justifica-
tion for this “covert funding” has lessened
over the years with the easing of interna-
tional tensions.

The New Jersey Republican said he would
ask that administration officials be calied to
testify before Congress on the needs of Radio
Free Europe and Roadio Liberty. ’

He noted that in 1967, after disclosures
that the CIA was providing funds for the Na-
tlonal Student Association, President John-
son accepted a recommendation that ‘“‘no fed~
eral agency shall provide covert financiel as-
sistance or support, direct or indirect, to
any of the nation’s educationsl or voluntary
organizations.”

That recommendation, which added that
‘‘no programs currently would justify any
exception to this policy,” was made by John
Gardner, then secrefary of Xealth, Tduveca-
tion and Welfare, Richard Heims, director of
CIA, and Nicholas Xatzenboach, then uner-
secretary of State,

“The extraordinary circumstances thot
might have been thought to justify circum-
vention of ‘constitutional processes” in an
“‘emergency situation’ years fgo, said Case,
‘“no longer exist.”

EVIDENCE CITED

Sources close to Cnse spy evidence exists
to prove that the two stations are really ad-
junects of the U.S. government. They say
that Radio Free Turope and Radio Liber
receive classified documents from the Amn
ican consulate peneral in Munich for use in
their broadeasts,

Turthermore, the sources say, Radio Free
Europe -sends messages to Washington—pre-
sumadbly to the CIA—using the secret coding
system of the consuinte general,

Chservers here said Cose mevely is bring-
ing out into the open a situation known in
officiel circles for yean

JEAS

{From the Raltimore News-American,
Jan, 24, 1071}
van'on Cast Asrs OvERSEAS BAoro CIA Fund
CUTOFY
(By John P, VWallach)

WaASHINGTON,—Sen, Clifford P, Case, R.-

N.J., announiced Saturday he wonld introduce

legislation Monday to stop the Central Iv.

telligence Agency (CIA) from continung to

bankroll Radio Free Europe (R‘?‘E) and
Radio Liberty (RL).

Case charged that the outlay from “secret”

CIA {undsg has already cost the U.S. taxpayer

“several hundred million dollars” The Re-

Approved For Release 2005/08/22 : CIA-RDP72-00337R000500280004-0



Approved For Release 2005/08/22 : CIA-RDP72-00337R000500280004-0

Soudanal Ly divield
puiiican senaior called on the two organiza-
tions to quit the pretense of aclting as pri~
vale organizations cluiming to rely solely
on voluntary coniributions.

As o replacement for covert government
funding, Case proposed that Congress ap-
jate the $30 mililon that is now needed
ot the station’s average annual budget.
Dot RFE and RL beam, in several languages,
cws to the nations of Bastern Europe and
wiet Ualon.

Lota organizations are heavily stafed by
refugzaes from Lenind the Iron Curtain, but
are Cistinet from the Voice of America,
wiiich is an official arm of the U.S. govern-
mcnt and receives all its funding {rom Con-

are

k sation that the CIA continucs
iu iLiance e two stations amounts to a
direct attack against CIA Dircctor Richard
,AxL. 5, Who was one of three maembers ol a
residentind invesligatory hody formed afier
th disclosure in 1967 of CIA funding of the
nal Student Association,

cornnassion, whieh also inciuded Joun
aier, the secretary of the Department
ol Iiedlih, Bducotion and Welfare (HEW)
Wi Nicholas Hatzenbach, then secretary of
suate, recommended “no federal assistance
or support, dircet or indirect, to any of the
m.uo“b ccucational or voluntary organiza-

1L

, 1967, President Johnson ac-
¢ cowraission’s recommendarions
cered that they be implemented by all

A that he would czll leading

ab “during the last twenty years,
hundred million dollars in United
Fovernment iundas have been expended
Jroin seereb CIA budgets to pay almost totally
{or the cost of these two radio stations.

‘Dl thne last idscal year alone, over $80
on was provided by CIA as a direct gov-
erniment subsidy; yet at no time was Con-
zrogs asked or permitted to carryout its
tradivional constitutional role of approving
tac expenditure,” Case said.

Congressional sources disclosed additional
evidence of the links between the stations
and the U.8, government—ities that Case be-
deves violate at least the epirit of the or-
saandzadion’s charters with enable them to
minaiielin tax privileges and other benefits as
private, non-governmental operations,
hie evidence cited was:

AL leasy one foreign service officer as-
signed to the American consulave general in
hIunich is permanenily assigned to helping
R ana RL stalers in Munich prepare
wroadcasts, The U.S, ofiicial’s chief task is to
assure vthab the program content does not dif-
iex from U.S. foreign policy.

In order to keep RFE and RL personnel in-
formed on current U.S. policy, the broad-
casters are given access 10 classified and un-
classified U.S., government, including CIA,
Gocwments reporting om events in Eastern
Lurope.

U.s. government security personnel reg-
ulariy inspect RTFE and RL’s headquarters in

Tunich to make sure facilitles for keeping
classified material are secure.

The State Department runs a special pro-
gram which regularly beings American em-
bassy officials from Eastern Europe to Munich
to brief RFE and RL stalfers. The station’s ex~
ecutives also have the use of U.S. diplomatic
pouches to communicate with their offices in
Washington and New York.

The Voice of America maintains separate
studios in Munich but its staflers freely ex-
change research, background information
and other documents with RFE and RL per~
sonuel.

Case also charged that Radio Free Europe
wenefits from millions of dollars of free ad-
vertising under the ausplces of the Ad-
vertising Council, but realizes only a frace
tion of this is private contributions.

. cilities for
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of Rutlo Fres
wihich beam

tion tomerrow 1o buing ulle two st
der the coagressional aulllorzation ana ap-
propriaticis process,

Cuase, & member of poth the Senate For-
eign Relaciols aud Approsricvions Commit-
tees, saiG tax re. s of thie two staticas shiow

combined operciiag cosis of uearly $34 mil-
lion for fiscal 1509,
DIRECT SUBSIDIES
though both claim to bc nongovern-

mental orgauizations sponsored by pr
contributions, Case (R-N.J.) saiq, “the bhullks
of Radio Free Europe’s and Racio Libercy's
budgets, or more than $30 miilion. annuslly,
comes from direct CIA subsi

His legisiation callis for an in
zation ol §30 million for the two sunt
Case said e fgure could be re
ther information bc\,0m\,s, availabie.

He noted that, after disclosure in 1657 of
CIA funding of the 1\‘. S

tional Student Associa-
tion, former President Jolnson directed ohav
no covert financial assistance should be pro-
vided by fcderal ageuncies to education or
voluntary organizations,

EVIDENCE OF LINKS

Congressional source disclosed additional
evidence of the links between the stations
and the U.S. govcrnment——ties tiaat Case be-
licves violate at least the spirit of thc organl-
zaiiow’s charters which enable them Lo main-
tain tax privileges and other beneiivs as pri-
vate, nongovernmental operations.,

The evidence cited was that:

At least one TPoreign Scrvice Officer as-
signed to the American Consulate General
in Munich is pormanently assigned to heip-
ing RFE and RL staffers in Munich prepare
broadcasts. His chief task is to assure that
vne program content does not dider from
U.S. foreign policy.

In order to keep RFE and RL personnel
informed on current U.S. policy, the broad-
casters are given access to classified and uin-
classified U.S. government (including CIA)
documents reporting on events in East Bu-
rope. In addition, U.S. government security
personnel regularly inspect RFE and RL’S
headquarters in Munich to make sure fa-
keeping classified material are

secure.

The State Department runs a special pro-
gram which regularly brings American Em-
bassy officials from Eastern Burope to Munich
to brief RFE and RL staffers. The station’s
executives also have tne usc of U.S. diplo-
matic pouches to communicate with their
offices in Washington and New Yori

The Voice of America maintains separate
studios in Munich, but its staffers freely ex-
change research, background information
and other documents with RFPE and RL per-
sonnel. ’

CIA FUNDS

Case said from $12 million to $20 million
in free media space is donated annually to
the campaign to raise funds for the two sta=
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To do this, the committee must nlay
vital aud major roic N evaiaad
nadional needs oad our sbr
meeling those needs. It is walauiey coi-
stituted to porlovioa that roie. 2
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The constituency ¢
as broad as the Namon itsell.
Amevica's 80 million working men and
women as well as its 20 milica s
citizens. Iv comprises every A mv
need of health care and every A:
who wants a decent educaticn I
child. It includes America’s 25 ¢
poverty stricken and its 5 & hdl
employed. Included, too, are the
of Americans who have sullcre
vantages as members of minority groupss.

AMERICA'S YOUTIL !

Although the subcommitiecs of our
committce have been orgarized so as Lo
represent and act upon the needs
concerns of the varicus eleimeants ol our
constituency, we have learncd during
the past 2 or 3 years thai cue major po
tion of our society has not keen
quately represented in the councils of
government: Our couniry's youih. I
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- Both papers commend the holding of these
hearlngs and I've earlier expressed my grat-
itude for your allowmg me here. But that
sanie etiltorlal and 1 respectfully rafse this

. iurther uestion, I quote again,

“The Hoyse Ways and Means Committee,
while ”thoroughiy convinced” that something
must be done fo give financial aid to the

ApprovedReIReds

clties, still jnsists that ‘there has to be an-

alternative” to revenue sharing. Why, pray
tell, does there have to be an alternative?
Why not revenue-sharing?”

To finish on the same theme with which I
began, I've asked you to look at this matier
not as members of Congress only, but as citi-
zens, businessmen, familymen.

I urge you to avold polarizing your position,
and rejecting this concept today because
you've rejected it yesterday, last month or
last yea,r I urge you to meet your respon-
sibility in the present time, by giving this
plan to the nation for its future.

True, it is not a panacea, not perfect. Solv-
ing imperfections that may develop, how-
ever, will be the happy problem of coming
ranks of lawmakers; more importantly of fu-
ture ranks of the peoples of this nation. But,
they can’t Improve, what they don’t have.

As 8 businessman, represehting free private
enterprise, I strongly feel our future domes-
tic economy depends in great measure, on the
action of this committee and this Congress.
- 'Therefore, I urge you, to bring this legisla-

tlon to the Congress for a vote—It’s your
responsibility.

KUZNETSOV HAILS RADIO
; LIBERTY

ON PHILIP M CRANE

SENTATIVES

Th‘urs‘day, Jun 1

Mr CRANE Mr Spea €r, at the pres-

" ent_time there ‘are some in this country

who are questlonng the important work

belng done in Hastern Europe and the So-

viet Union by Radio Free Europe and Ra-
dio Liberty.

For m11110ns “of men and women these
voices from th%West provide the only al-
ternative to the distorted government-
controlled news issued by official Commu-
nist state radio stations,

The Communists themselves admit
that the influence of th e Western sta-
tions has caused them to provide more
factual information to their citizens. The
Soviet newspaper, Komsomolskaya
Pravda for May 29, 1971, said this of the
conclusions which Sov'et propagandists
should draw from the work of Radio
Liberty:

The reports which we publish must deal
more frankly with the unfavourable features
and, developmen{ in our soclety. It isalways
better for Us t lyse them ourselves than
to walt for commentaries by various “voices”
(i.e. foreign ra&io stationsi ‘which reach our
public in one way or the other ... Our re-

. ports on ‘events in the West ‘should be less
superficial. Talk of the “bared teeth of savage
imperialism’ fail to 1mpress many people in
these days.

The Soviet vgrxter, Anatoh Kuznetsov,
fled from Russia fo England in order to
achieve th om of expression which
was dénied to him in his native land,

In a letter to the London Daily Tele-
graph for June 7, 1971, he criticizes those
in America who woqu alter or eliminate
the 1mportant servxces rendered by Radio

o

‘

Free Europe and Radio Liberty. He notes
that—

If it were not for the broadecasts by Radio
Liberty, Soviet propaganda would continue
unhindered in its work of deceiving the pop-
ulation with rosy pictures of life 111 the Soviet
police-state and denunciations of “imperial-
ism” in the West.

Of American critics, he points out
that—

American Senators permit themselves to
make very far-reaching declarations without
having very much information at their dis-
posal.

Mr. Kusnetsov’s letter is one which I
share with my colleagues, and [ include it
in the REcorDp at this point:

RuUssIA AND RapIO LIBEETY

Sir: I understand that the work of the two
American-supported radio stations, Radio
Liberty and Radio Free Europe which are
hased in Munich and broadecast to the coun-
triés of the Communist world is shortly to
come under discussion in the United States
and that certain changes are proposed in
thelr status.

The first person to raise the question of
the sources from which these stations are
findnced was Senator Clifford Case, but now
Senator Willlam Fulbright has raised his
voice against their very existence.

The statements made by these two Sen-
ators were greeted with delight by the offi-
clal Soviet propaganda machine, which could
seprcely have dreamt of receiving support
from such high quarters. A logical conse-

quence of this was a “trial balloon” in the.

of an official protest by the Pollsh Gov-

. ér eht to the West Germans about’the ¢on-

tinued presence of Radio Free Europe on
German territory.

tial a part of life and how great a source of
hope for Soviet cltizens is Radio Liberiy,
whose broadcasts I listened to regularly until
I lelt the Soviet Union in the middle of 1969.

But my views on this subject may very
well be considered biased. Let me therefore
quote from a Soviet newspaper, Komsomol-
skaya Pravda for May 29, 1971, Discussing the
conclusions which Soviet propagandists
should draw, from the work of Radio Liberty,
the, paper said:

The reports which we publish must deal
more frankly with the unfavourable features
and developments in our soclety. It is al-
ways better for us to analyse them ourselves
than to wait for commentaries by various
“voices™ [l.e. foreign radio stations] which
reach our public in one way or tlr.e other, di-
rectly or by roundabout means. Our reports
on gvents in the West should be less super-~
ficlal. Talk of the ‘‘bared teeth of savage
imperialism” fail to impress mary people in
these days. We must go more deeply into
things for our young people.

This unexpected comment by a Soviet
newspaper contains everything—-an admis-
ston that Radio Liberty provides true factual
information, confirmation that i’ reaches a
wlde circle of listeners and, moreover, the
statement that the Soviet Press compales
very unfavourably with Radio Liberty.

The above quotation makes it quite clear
that Soviet propaganda does 1ot provide
information of an “unfavouraklle” nature
and that it limits its account of life in the
West to talk of the “bared teeth of imperial-
ism,”

On top of all that we ca.nno1 avold the
contlusion from what the Soviet newspaper
says that, if it were not for the broadcasts
by Radio Liberty (the station most violently
atitacked In the article), Soviet propaganda
would continue unhindered in its work of
deceiving the population with rcsy pletures
of Iife in the Sogviet police-state nnd denun-
ciatlons of “imperialism” in the West.

1

|
\

I could say a great deal about how essen-

» -
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Were it not for Radio Liberty it would
never have occurred to them to revise, how-
éver little, their Stalinist ideas.

. It is at first sight a strange situation:
American Senators cast doubt on the value
of Radio Liberty and Radio Free Europe,
while the Soviet Press has no doubt at all
about their effectiveness.

But it is really not 5o strange, because the

‘Soviet propagandists know precisely what

those radio stations transmit and how their
broadcasts are received, while American Sen-
ators permit themselves to make very far-
reaching declarations without having very
much information at their disposal about the
subject under discussion.

A AnaToLr (KuznEeTsov).

BIG BUS BILL

HON. FRED SCHWENGEL

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, June 17, 1971

Mr. SCHWENGEL, Mr. Speaker, the
tactics used by the bus and truck lobbies
to secure passage of legislation allowing
wider and heavier vehicles is well known
to many of us. However, the story writ-
ten by Mr, George Anthan in the Des
Moines Register for May 30 is one of the
best articles that has been written docu-
menting these tactics.

The amazing fact brought out by the
article is the brazen admission by offi-
¢ials of the American Trucking Associa-
tion—ATA—that they do in fact, utilize

“whipsaw tactics” to play one State

against another, It seems to me that this
admission is all the more reason why we
need to be especially firm on the size and
weight legislation here at the Federal
level.

Questions were raised by the truckers
in the past as to whether opponents of
the Federal size and weight legislation
lacked faith in the judgment of the vari-
ous State legislatures. In view of the
ATA tactics and strategy revealed in the
Register article, it seems to me that some

"skepticism in this regard is certainly

justified. The article follows:
TRUCK LOBBY FOCUSES ON JowA’s LaAw—ASKS
APPROVAL OF 65-Foor UNITS
(By George Anthan)

WasHINGTON, D.C.—Truckers are making
a rnajor effort this year to clear a coast-to-
coast route through the upper Midwest for
85-foot-long twin traller-truck combinations
(double-bottoms), officials of the American
Trucking Association (ATA) have confirmed.

Iowa, astride one of the country's most im-
portant east-west Interstate highways, is a
focal point of this effort. Trucking officiala
said most states east and west of Towa allow
the longer double-bottom trucks.

Also, state trucking organizations, backed
by the ATA, are seeking approval for 85-foot
double-bottom trucks in Wisconsin and Min-
nesots, and in several southern states.

Officials of the trucking industry said the

longer twin-trailer trucks are vital to the

economy of the .industry. They say rising
costs due to inflation have made more effi-
cient trucks necessary, and that the 65-foot
double-bottom vehicles not only contain
much more space for freight, but are more
economical in that a trailer can be loaded
for a certain destination and dropped off
there. The tractor and the other trailer then
can continue on to another destination.

.
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the communists refused to accept or abide
by the ceasefire, we would, of course, reserve
the right to defend ourselves against attack.
But st the same time, the President would
announce that the US. would repeat the
ceasefire iniatlve in two weeks time, If that,
too, fafled, it would be repeated a third and
fourth time—until the communists were
convineed the U.B. was serious about ending
the war.

The combination of a U.8 inlative and the
declared intention to repeat that Inlative
would, I believe, make the difference between
ceasefire proposals which have been mere
gestures and the real thing

If one accepts the premise, as' I do—be-
cause I believe {t inescapable after all these
years—that there is no idea! or certain solu-
tion to the war, that whatever we do may
not be adequate or Iasting or completely
satisfactory, then the wisdom of trying for
& ceasefire becomes compelling, for these,
among other, reasons:

(1) we would know whether I would work,
or could work, in a reiatively short time—a
matter of weeks;

(2) i it did work, we would have an im-
proved chance to win objectives in Southeast
Asia we all want;

{3) 1 ii didn't work, all our other options
would, still be open and more Importantly,
we would be considerably more unified ps n
result of the experlence of making an open,
demonstrably genuitie, and wholehearted ef-
tort to end the wat.

NOTHING TO LOUBE, MUCH TO GAIN

In other words, we have lttie or nothing to
lose and potentially a great deal to gain by

trylng thls ceasefire idea or something ke

1t.

WILLIAM D, HASSETT TESTIFIES ON
REVENUE SHARING

HON. JACK F. KEMP

OF NXW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, June 17, 1971

Mr. KREMP, Mr, Speaker, pubhc hear—
ings on President Nixon's general reve-
nue-sharing proposal will be concluded
next week. Then the matier will be con-
sidered by the Ways and Means Com-
mittee in executive session.

From all indications this committee
will reject the proposal. But such action
would not necessarlly mean the propos-
al'’s demise for the Senate appears to be
unswayed by the unsympathetic Ways
and Means Committee.

Moreover, the testimony by private
citizens before Ways and Means has had
its impact on the other body. Bill Has-
sett, an Amherst, N.Y. real estate com-
pany president is one of those whose
volce will be heard throughout the Con-

© gress.

Bill is a member of the New York
State Committee for Revenue Sharing
and a director of the Buffalo area Cham-
ber of Commerce and did a brilliant job
in support of general revenue sharing be-
fore the Ways and Means Committee this
morning.

I am proud to call attention fo his
testimony and intlude his comments at
this point in the Recorp:

TesTiMONY OF WiLliam D, Hasgerr, J&., For
NATIONAL Crrizews COMMITTEE FOR NUE
BHARING IN WAsmNc'rou DC., June IT,
1871,

May I express my thanks to Chalrman
Mills and this Committes, for the opportunity
of talking with you today.

ApPCORG RESERI2AAE 2RETOH TP U8 72-89 3RERAPL,00280004-0

Pirzt, I should llke to tell you who I am,
describe the area where I come from and
what viewpoint I represent, so that you may
evaluate my remarks about Revenue Sharing
with more meaning.

1 own and operate i Real Estate and Build-
ing Business in Buffalo, New York. We em-
ploy approxlmately 200 paople. In addition to
my hasic business activities, I attempt to
serve our area by Board of Director or Trust-
ee Membership in the Buffalo Area Cham-
ber of Commerce, tha Marine Midland
Bank —-Western, the‘ aren’s Jurgest; Canisius
College, the area’s 1 t tadependent in-
stitution of higher educatlon; the United
Fund, and many other charitable or civic
institutions. I try to be hoth s businessman,
and a responsible citizen,

Our area, Buffalo and Erle County, les
at the Western end of New York State.
Unfortunately, many people identifly New
York State only with New York City, 450
mites to the East. Few realize that Buffalo
and Frie County has a wation of over
1,100,000 persons, and 13 larger than 15 of
the States in this nation, It i a mejor metro-
politan area,

As to viewpoint, my thoughts are borne out
of the practical experience of any hard work-
ing businessman. I started my company,
have achieved some success, and grapple with
the problems of furthering it—trylng to
make it grow.

I tend to look ahead, and view problems as
an inevitable part of life. It's the solving of
problems, that creates opportunities—and
will get & future way of iife for my children,
your children and all of our grandchildren.

Now I have spent this rather lengthy time
in orientation, to try to estabdlish a common

perspective; so that I might ask you of the
committee to share a viewpoint with me—
to freshly, and simply, view tcday's discussion
of problems and proposed solutions, from a
young but seasoned—an optimistic but prac-
tieal point of view.

I am neither a theoretician nor an econ-
omist. But as a busineasman Wwho Wworks
daily with industry, retailers, office users,
housing developments and governments, I
am keenly aware of the difficulties all of
these aress of endeavor cngounter in doing
business, and providing needed services in
our metropolitan srea. As a businessman, I
am convinced, that the revenue sharing pro-
posals which you are considering would be
of greau benefit to my commiunity and oth-
ers, larger and smaller, throughout the coun-
iry. let me attemps to tlustrate this in
specific terms by using Buffalo/Erie County
45 an example of the problem, and then
showing the effect of Revenue Sharing.

The City of Buffalo has come to & point
where it cannot raise more general revenue
Itwmwstm:uuhmbue.lthurm

against its constitutional Iimit. New
Yoﬂugtau which last year returned to our
area $204,000.000 of the tax dollars it col-
lected In the Buffalo Metiro area, cannot sup-
ply more State Ald. We cannot ook to the
State for the kind of increases in State Aid
we need. The State itself, has needs that
must go unmet due to flscal pressures,

The city's present budget will not allow
it to maintain present municipal services
without more revenue. Layofts and cutbacks
are being explored and planned, in many es-
sential phases of city services, including Po-
lUce, Fire, Educational, Sanitation and other
areas. Only this year's sale of its reversionary
rights 10 the Greater Bullalo Alrport, coupled
with a sales tax increase, that pushed this
tax in the city to a total of $.07 on the dol-
iar, bas permitted the city to maintaln these
services to-date.

And just meintaining thern at ptesent lev-
als, has not been enough to stem the outflow
of people irom the city. and indusiry from
the city and the area, with resuliing unem-
ployment. Major plant closings in our area
totalled 22 in the four years 1968 to 1969, but
another 21 In the last 16 months. This alarm-
ing rate has more than doubled. Unemploy-
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ment has soared {rom 3.57, in early 1968 to
over 6.57: through the first five monihs of
1971.

Industry will not remain or expand in an
area where not only the quality, but, worse,
even the continuance of essential seryices is
in question. Industry will not remain or ex-
pand in an area when paying the liznit of
taxation, still does not insure the pryviding
of services, People do not wish to rempin, or
build for their family's future, in an area of
declining services and opportunities, cou-
pied with increasing costs.

And what of the towns and vmages in the
rest of the county? They mirror the cijy, For
example, property taxes in Ambherst, an im-
mediate suburb, have gone up over 40%;
in the last three years.

The health and progress of the s}burbs
15 directly related to the city which they sur-
round. Bufralo's problems are intefwoven
with the county as a whole. And the ¢ounty,
city, the towns and the villages. the state,
all need more gensral revenue, which they
cannot adequately derive from presently fully
taxed sources.

I have used my home to illustrate. Unfor-
funately, this set of circumstences i3 not
unique to Erie County and Buffalo. It is a
national problem, requiring national re-
sponse, program and action.

I've set out the Buffalo area’s problem.

What would the administration's plan do
for the Buffalo/Erie area? Under the prioposed
$5 Billion Dollar funding available natjonally
for the first full year, the City of Buffalo
would receive back 84.8 Million of tax dol~
lars collected in Buffale by the Federal
Government, The rest of Erie County would
receive an additional $7.5 Miliion.

For the city. this could be converi¢d into
salaries for 85 policemen, plus 50 firemgn and
two new fire stations, plus 170 teachers, pius
operational funds for 40 needed playgiounds,
plus new day care facilities and services for
700 children of lower income families whose
parents need and want to work—antl with
these benefits established, we still would
not have used more than one-half gf Buf-
Ialo’s allotment of general Revenue Sharing
funds. The balance could be used for other
needed programs that cannot now be funded.
We wotlld gain these programs and people
with our equitable share of funds cqllected
in our area. but now distributed elsewhere,
despite our crying need for more help at
home. Similar examples can be shown for
the county. towns, viliages and state. I've
confined this illustration only to the city.

This would be the effect in our comnunity
and s0 many others in this nation, Com-
munities that today cannct maintsin let
alone Iimprove services; communitids that
are losing their taxpayers—and whods only
present slternative s to tax still further,
in an attempt to retain them-—that’s pn un-
workable alternative!

‘To use the popular governmental phrase—
ihat's counterproductive!

But general Revenue Sharing is a work-
able solution--an equitable one—and:a sim-
ple one. Others more technically knowledge-
able than I have testified to this fact, before
your committee, in two Presidential, Study
Commissions, and many other forumsg show-
ing strong blpartisan support. I have not
dealt in the mechanlics; therefore, but in the
effective desirability from a busines SMan’s
point of view.

We have two major newspapers in our
area, each independently and locally owned.
I think that's something of a rarity these
days. It’s a {urther rare instance, whédn they
sotidly agree on a major issue,

Well. they both sirongly endorse the pas-
sage of a Revenue Sharing Program.

The Courier Express in its lead editgrial on
June 11th sald, “We can only hope that—
members of the Mills Committee wil] strive
mightily to report this bill out”.

The Buffalo Evening News in its lehd edi-
torlal on June 3rd also strongly endorsed the
concept of Revenue Sharing.

i
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Martin Pryor, Ark. Stanton,
Mathias, Calif.” Quillen J. Willlam
Mathis, Ga. Rangel Steele

© Mazzoll ees’ Steiger, Wis,
Meeds _Reid, T Stratton
Metcalfe “Reuss Stubblefield
Mikvs ‘Rhodes Stuckey
Mink Roe ~ . Sullivan
Minghall Rousselot Teague, Tex.
Mitchell - ‘Roy ~ Tllman
‘Morse _Roybal Wampler
Murphy, Il Runnels Ware
-Murphy, N.Y. Ruppe Watts
Myers ' Sandman ‘Whalley
‘Nix Scherle ’ Wigegins
Passman Shriver Winn
Patman Skubitz ‘Wolff
Pepper Slack Wright
Pickle Smith, Towa Wydler
Pirnie Snyder ‘Wyman
Podell Spence Yatron

- Price, Tex. Young, Fla.

- 8o the resolution was agreed to.
The Clerk announced the following
pairs: '

- Mr, Helstoski with Mr. McCloskey.
Mr, Stratton with Mr. Latta.
Mr. Wright with Mr. McKinney.
Mr. Clark with Mrs. Reid of Illinois.
Mr. Corman with Mr. Ruppe.
‘Mrs. Chisholm with Mr. Bingham.
Mr. Mikva with Mr. Conyers.
Mr. Murphy of Illinols with Mr. Mitchell.

* Mr, Rees with Mr, Rangel. . :
Mr, William D. Ford with Mr. Nix.
Mr, Harrington with Mr. Diggs.
Mr, Clay with Mr. Badillo.
Mr, Anderson of Tennessee with Mr. Find-

ley. i

Mrs. Abzug with Mr. Gray.
Mrs. Hicks of Magsachusetts with Mr. Fish.
‘Mr, Flowers with Mr. Winn, )
Mr, Flynt with Mr. Steele.
Mr, Green of Pennsylvania with Mr. S8and-

. man, L

© . ‘Mr, Hagan with Mr. Rousselot.

© Mr. Gibbons with Mr. Willlam J. Stanton.
Mr, Runnels with Mr. Ware. ’
Mr, Roy with Mr. Snyder.

© Mr, Roe with Mr. Mailliard. ’

~M¥. Pepper with Mr. Steiger of Wisconsin.

_ Mr, Ullman with Mr. Long of Louisiana.

- Mr. Landrum with Mr, Baring.

My, Culver with Mr. Reuss.
Mr, Yatron with Mr. Royhal.

* Mr, Edwards of Louisiana with Mr. Mann.
Mr. Mathis of Georgia with Mr. Abourezk,
Mr, Chappell with Mr. Davis of Georgia.-
Mr, Pryor of Arkansas with Mrs. Mink.

Mr, Patman with Mr. Metcalfe.

Mr, Stubblefield with Mr. Ichord.

Mr. Dent with Mr. Gerald R. Ford.

Mr, Danlels of New Jersey with Mrs. Dwyer,

Mr. Passman w‘ﬂch Mr. Young of Florida.

Mr., Edmondson with Mr. Mathias of Call-
fornia. . ’

‘Mr. Podell with Mr. Kemp.

Mr, Carey with Mr. Morse.

Mr, Celler with Mr. Pirnie.

Mr. Karth with Mr, Betts,

Mr, Ashley with Mr. Kuykendall.

Mr, Blaggi with Mr, Whalley.

Mr, Slack with Mr. Burke of Florida.

“Mrs. Sullivan with Mr. McKevitt.

Mr. Teague of Texas with Mr, Spence.
~.Mr, Wolff with Mf. Grover. R

-Mr, Kluczynski with Mr. Minshall.

Mr, Howard with Mr. Skubitz. ~

Mr. Murphy

Mt Pickle w

h
“Mrs.  Hansen of Washington with Mr.
Rhodes, . .  ~ T
.Mz, Barret} with Mr, Camp.
~Mr. Brasco with Mr. Hastings.

Approved For Releas

Mr. éwbell with Mr. Myers.

Mr. Mazzoli with Mr. Wambpler.

Mr. Meeds with Mr. McClure.

Mr. Donohue with Mr. Fulton of Pennsyl-
vanie.

Mr. Dulski with Mr, Halpern.

Mr. Fascell with Mr. Wyman,

Messrs. ANDREWS of Alabama, JA-
COBS, BIESTER, McCOLLISTER,
KEATING, and ARENDS changed their
votes from “yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laic on the
table.

“ID?N’T HOLD YOUR BREATH”

(Mr. ROUSH asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute, to revise and extend his remarks and
include extraneous maitter.)

Mr. ROUSH, Mr. Speaker, last week
the President and the Secretary of the
Interior journeyed to the New York har-
bor area, there to proclaim the intention
of establishing a Gateway National Rec-
reation Area. I am delighted at the addi-
tion of such a proposed parkland, for I
have long advocated additional recrea-
tional areas throughout the Naticn, espe-
cially in highly populated areas.

In remarks for the press the President
noted at that same time that this was
“one of the most significant steps that
the F?edepal Government has- taken, in
cooperation with the State governments,
on recreation perhaps in this century.”
For, he said, this step “moves in the di-
rection that all people who have evalu-
ated our parks and recreation areas be-
lieve we should move; and that is, to
move to bring parks to the people.”

Thus the President once again reaf-
firmed his promise of a legacy ¢f parks.
In his earlier Environment Message to
Congress in February he noted “merely
acquiring land for open space and rec-
reation is not enough” and had urged
that “We must bring parks to where the
people are so that everyone has access to

'nearb‘y recreational areas.”

All  of this sounds good and I thor-
oughly agree. However, I must admit to
some incredulity. Just this spring I
conducted lengthy corresponderice with
the National Park Service over the fact
that the budget for 1972 does not provide
1 penny for the development of an-
other park that is now 5 years old, that
has been described by -the Interior De-

-partment as “ideally suited to fulfillment

of the recreational and open space nheeds
of the people of this region,” and that
wolld serve another 10 million people.

I refer, of course, to the Indiana Dunes
National Lakeshore which I was proud
to aubthor some 5 years ago. The House
Interior Committee at that tme de-
scribed and recommended this great na-
tional lakeshore thus:

Located at the Southern end of Laxe Michi-
gan—less than 50 miles from the Chicago-
Grary Industrial complex——the proposed In-
diana Dunes National Lakeshore fits the na-
tional need like g glove. ... Nowhere in the
Great Lakes Is there a greater need for shore-
line recreation greas.

That seems to me a resouncling en-
dorsement. Yet, like an empty house that
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great potential park area awaits recrea-
tional facilities, parking lots, roads, trails
to become fully useful.

So while I rejoice in the creation of
new parks and fully recognize the need
for recreation areas in the East, I must
ask the question as to where this money
will come from? The National Park
Service has an 1ll-point development
program criteria for programing pro-
jects and planning funds. Where will
this project fit? And if we can afford an-
other recreation area, why not develop
some of the many parks that are await-
ing funds? Do not the people of Indiana,
Michigan, and Illinois who would use the
Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore de-
serve equal treatment?

Or perhaps this project will suffer the
game fate as the Indiana Dunes? The
Congress proposes but the administra-
tion disposes and refuses funds for pro-
jects that do not suit political needs.

Last week I discussed the President’s
massive cancer research program. Ob-
viously my purpose was not to object
to cancer research, but to point out once
again, as here in the case of parks, the
sharp contrast between what the admin-
istration does with what it says. The
President proposes a vast attack on can-
cer while he is holding in reserve $34.5
million in funds for the Regional Medi-
cal programs, aimed at attacking not
only cancer but the other killer diseases
of heart attack and kidney disease.

I fear the park situation may he a
repeat situation. I hope the people of
New Jersey and New York do not plan
on visiting that recreation area anytime
in the near future.

WHY JUST CIA RADIO F NDS?

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

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
applaud the Nixon administration for
coming to the Congress this morning to
seek congressional approval of legisla-
tion which would vest the operation of
Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty in
a nonprofit corporation chartered by the
Federal Government.

At the same time, however, I would
like to suggest that the day for piecemeal
adjustment is over—and that much
more fundamental surgery is required
if the Congress is to play its proper role
in assuring that the U.S. Government
does not speak with a forked tongue to
the world beyond our borders.

I have great respect for the work
which Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty have performed over the years in
carrying the message of truth and free-
dom to millions of people in Eastern
Europe and Asia. To many of those peo-
ples, those two radio stations were the
only source of facual information about
developments in their own countries and
in the world at large.

I am not adverse, therefore, to this
kind of dialog. As a maftter of fact, in
this age of public diplomacy, I believe
that it is imperative for the United
States to maintain and enlarge commu-
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nication with the coinhabitants of our
planet. .

The question ls, how do we do it—
and with how many governmental or
government-supported volces should we
attempt to project our message to the
world? .

At present, that message is frequently
garbled by a cacophony of strange and
conflicting sounds—with each separate
outlet pushing its own version of the
American dream and its own interpreta-
tion of the American prescription for the
world’s ills,

There is Voice of America, with its
sonorous tones proclaiming to be the es-
sence of orthodoxy-—though sometimes
belatedly—on matters of Government
policy.

Then there are Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty—now to be admitted to
the official family entitled to open Fed-
eral support—which bring to this new
role a tradition of unorthodoxy in the
pursuit of their own specialized ends.

Then there is RIAS-—Radio In the
American Sector—which tries to scale
the Berlin Wall and give_the residents
of both Germanies, as well as those few
‘Americans within earshot, a liberal dose
of Amerlean jazz and rock interspersed
with news keyed to the particular pre-
occupations of its listeners.

In addition, there is the American
megowatt transmitter in Munich, with
the long wave frequency potential of
becoming one of the foremost communi-
cators of Europe, whose sporagic, lovely
function appears to be the jamming of
Soviet messages to its own people and
its neighbors.

The Armed Forces network in Europe
is also g part of the American voice which
reaches millions of foreign nationals—
as are our military broadcasting activi-
tles in the Far East.

All of these activities are supported
by the American taxpayer, operate with
the sanctlon of the U.S. Government and
. whether rightly or wrongly, are deemed
to carry our Nation’s message to the
world.

Unfortunately, each one of them is
pretty much its own d neither
the Congress nor the American people
have any clear idea of how they carry out
their public mandate or whether they
contribute to the advancement of our
national objectives.

As I sald at the outset, I am not op-
posed to the setting up of & Government-
subsidized corporation to manage oyr
overseas broadcasting activities. It seems
to me, however, that a corporation in
this field, whether modeled on Comsat
or some other model, would be turning
its back on reality if it were to concem
itself solely and exclusively with Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty.

“As nearly a decade of studies conducted
by the International Organizations and
Movements Subcommittee which I
chaired during the 1960's showed, we need
a drastie, fundamental reorganization of
all U.S. Government-supported broad-
casting activities, abroad. And the time
is long passed when we could patch up
things by resorting not even to half mess-
urés but to quarter measures,
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There are two more points I would like
to make:

First, it seems to me that by attempt-
Ing to perpetusnte existing arrangements,
we are skating on very thin ice. The cold
war thaw has robbed some of our over-
seas broadcasting operations of their
political viability. I do not know, for ex-
ample, how long the West Germans will
indulge us to run our several, disparate
operations on their soll—but I have a
feeling that it will not be very long.

Second, I am not convinced that the
American taxpayer should continue to
shoulder the full burden of these rather
expensive undertakings. There is, it seems
to me, a pretty good possibility that un-

‘der more realistic and practical arrange-

ments, including joint ventures, some of
these broadecasting facilities could be-
come self-sustaining or even return part
of the investment to the U.S. Govern-
ment. I have not seen this possibility
mentioned in the administration's pro-
posals.

Mr. Speaker, we live in an age whose
very character is shaped by electronic
communications. We ought to recognize
that fact in our external operations. And
we ought to employ the instruments of
communication available to us in sensible
and imaginative ways 50 as to advance
our national goals and the cause of peace,

I am delighted that after years of per-
sistent prodding by my subcommittee,
the executive branch has finally turned
its attention to these matiers. And I
commend the President for coming to
the Congress with his proposals. But I
doubt that either the Congress or I as
one of its Members will be interested in
any partial solution which would place
aew burdens on the American public
without atetmpting to go to the heart of
the problem which confronts us—and
W'y o remedy it.

e
WILLY BRANDT'S MIBTAKES IN
EASTERN POLICIES

(Mr. DERWINSKI asked and was
given permission to address the House
Jor 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks and include extraneous
maflter.)

Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr. Speaker, it is
uow clear that the West German coali-
uon government is becoming increas-
ingly uneasy about its Ostpolitik, The
original euphoria about the “new open-
ing to the East” has distintegrated grad-
ually in the usual slowdown of Commu-
nist bargaining practices, deliberate de-
lays, additional conditions and in par-
ticular because of the issue of Berlin.
The optimistic expectations of the first
months of Willy Brandt's new West Ger-
man approach and forecasts of a sudden
breakthrough in the East-West relations
have proven o be completely unrealistic
and unfounded.

There are muany great political figures
of yesteryear who ended in the bitter and
disappointed political dead ends. Willy
Brandt may also be heading for a dead
end by trying his own instant method for
a rapproachment with the Soviet Union
and its satellites, Many politicians
thought, as Brandt does, that being

-,
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known as Socialists or peasant party
leaders they had a special merns to enter
the Moscow door without falling into the
trap nmintained by the Reds.

I well recall how good intentions were
crushed in the very first Eadt European
detente effort of Polish Prime Minister
Mikolajczyk {n 1945 and 1946. Mikola-
jezyk provided the air of lepitimacy to
the Communist takeover in Poland by
joining the first postwar Communist-
controlled government in Warsaw. But
his attempt to work with the Commu-
nists did not last very lobg and he
escaped to West Germany via West
Berlin. He was fortunate that the Berlin
wall was not yet in existence at that
time. Today Mikolajczyk would probably
be shot like many Germans have been
during similar attempts,

In the years in which he warked in the
free world for the restoration of freedom
in Poland and other lands hehind the
Iron Curtain, Mr. Mikolajczk spent many
vears in Washington as head of the Peas-
ant Union and on numerous occasions
told me of the treachery, hypoerisy, and
brutality of the Communists which he
witnessed first hand while working in
post-war Poland. )

But apparently lessons of history have
not impressed Willy Brandt and his gov-
ernment very much. He plunged into his
new version of detente just a3 naively or
even more 80 than all his predecessors
starting with Mikolajczyk.,

The problem is that Brandt takes him-
self very seriously but the Soviets do not.
They consider his type of government
only a transition government toward
their goal of a permanent Soviet style
“socialist society” in which the Commu-
nist Party, no matier how small and in-
significant, plays the dominant role. To-
ward this end they have alteady acti-
vated a small Communist padty of Ger-
many under Kurt Bachmann. This party
is waiting its turn, once Willy Brandt
will be in real political bind, {0 edge it-
self into a key political posilion in no
way commensurate with the number of
its members or the support it can gen-
erate at the voting booth. i

In the meantime, Brandt has com-
pletely concerned himself on ‘the Berlin
issue. There is no German in his right
mind who would support the one-sided
Soviet and Polish treaties signed by
Brandt without a “satisfactoly” settle-
ment of the Berlin problem. Chanecellor
Brandt some months ago was forced by
circumstances to accept the linkage of
the Berlin issue with ratification of the
Warsaw and Moscow treaties. He ex-
pected that the Soviet Union would be
demonstratively cooperative eoncerning
Berlin after the 24th CPSU Congress of
March-April 1971. But the Congress pro-
duced nothing to alleviate the tension,
nothing really new in the search for de-
tente. ;

Now the Soviets are pressing Brandt
into ratification of the treaties without
an agreement on Berlin. And what is
worse, there are some disturbing signs
that Willy Brandt is softening toward
another compromise.

Fortunately, Brandt cannot bargain
the Berlin issue alone beoause, this is an

1
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M7, MANSFIELD. Mr. President, may
I say that the Senator from Michigan
could not be mote wrong than in the in-
terpretation in the statement which he
has made. o 7

We recoghize the fact that the Presi-
dent is trying to withdraw, that he has
made considerable progress in that re-
spect, and we anticipate without ques-
tion that, in keéeping with his word, by

- the first of May there will be left in Viet-
nam a total of 284,000 American person-
nel, compared to the almost 550,000 who
were there whén he took office.

It is too bad that, in our scheme of
things, when one party or the other takes
a stand on a ‘pAiticular issue such as
this, the cry of politics is raised. May I
assure the distinguished acting minority
leader that nothing was further from
the thoughts of the Senator from Mon-
tana, the majority leader, or the mem-
bers of the policy committee or, in my
judgment, the members of the confer-
ence. - L

There is a distinct differénce of opin-
jon but what we were trying to do was
to be constructive. What we want to
do is to help the President. We know

- that his burdens are heéavy. We know
that he has the ultimate responsibility,
but, by the same token, we know that
as individual Senators we have a respon-
sibility, and as a party and as a Senate
wé have respohsibilities as well.

“There was:’}ld thought, I repeat, of
politics in taking this action, but I am

_not surprised that the cry has been

- raised. That appears to be inevitable no
matter what is attempted. The cry of
politics, if it does not meet with the ap-
proval of the other side, is raised im-
mediately. i )

I think I cah say without fear of con-
tradiction that I have beén one of the
least partisan Sénators and one of the
least partisan majority leaders that this
body has ever seerl. Moreover, I would

point out thaf in the final resolving

clause, the majority resolution states:
That in pursuit of these objectives—

That means all of them— *
the ‘committee urges full support wherever
possible by both Senate Democrats and Re-
publicans of the initiatives of the Presi-
dent, the Senate Committees and Members,
and the House, which may be pertinent to
these ends.

.80 I want the record clear. I want
it clearly understood that we are con-
cerned, that we understand the concern
of the President and our colleagues
across the aigle, and that as far as the
charge of politics is concerned, there is
absolutely—absolutely—no  foundation
for such an dllegation or charge what-
sogver. The record should be clear.
Mr, GRIFFIN, Mr. President, I ap-
-preciate the statement made by the dis-
tinguished majority leader. He is the
fairest and most nonpdrtisan majority
leader that the Senate has ever had, so
far as the junior Senator from Michigan
knows, and I ¢onimerid him _upon the
statement he has just made. Perhaps it
will be helpful as the American people
and the press seek to interpret the action
‘taken at the Democratic caucus yester-
day, and the motives behind it.

8
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MANSFIELD. I thank the Sena-

APPOINTMENTS BY THE VICE
‘ PRESIDENT

'The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The

Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
in accordance with Public Law 90-264,
appoints the Senator from Missouri (Mr.
EscLETON) to the National Visitor Fa-
cilities Advisory Commission.

The Chair, on behalf of the Vice Presi-
dent, in accordance with Publiz Law 84—
372, appoints the Senator from Illinois
(Mr. STEVENSON) to the Franklin Delano
Roosevelt Memorial Commission.

The Chair, on behalf of the Vice Presi-
dent, in accordance with Public Law 83-
420, appoints the Senator from Min-
nesota’ (Mr. HUMPHREY) to the Board of
Directors of Gallaudet College.

The Chair, on behalf of the Vice Presi-
dent, in accordance with Public Law 79~
555, appoints the Senator from Texas
(Mr. BEnTSEN) to the U.S. National Com-
mission for the United Natlons Educa-
tional, Secientific, and Cultural Orga-
nization.

The Chair, on behaif of the Vice Presi-
dent, in accordance with Public Law 84—
944, appoints the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. GAMBRELL) to the Sernate Office
Building Commission. )

The Chair, on behalf of the Vice Presi-
dent, in accordance with Public Law 86—
380, appoints the following Senators to
the Advisory Commission on Intergov-
ernmental Relations: (Mr. ZERVIN, Mr.
Muskig, and Mr. MUNDT.

The Chair, on behalf of the Vice Presi-
dent, in accordance with Public Law 90—
259, appoints the following Senators to
be advisory members to the National
Commission on Fire Prevention and Con-
trol: Mr. MacNUsoN and Mr. 13066GS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under
a previous order, the Senator from
Jowa (Mr. HUGHES) is recognized for 15

minuK{s‘:E
! IDDEN CIA FINANCING

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, every
day we seem to discover more examples
of the misuse of Government funds.

Senator Case has now performed a
valuable public service by drawing at-
tention to secret financing of Radio Free
Eyrope and Radio Liberty by the Central
Intelligence Agency.

Since such covert funding weakens the
effectiveness of these organizations, I
agree that no further financing should
come from the CIA. .

These points have been well expressed
in an editorial from the DDes Moines
Register of February 3. I ask unanimous
consent that this editorial be printed in
the RECORD.

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

HiopeN CIA FINANCING )

Senator Clifford P. Case (Rep., N.J.) says
that Radio Free Europe and Eadio Liberty
got from the Central Intelligence Agency
(CIA) more than $30 million of the $34 mil-
lion they spent in 1969. In 20 years, Case 5ays,
the U.S. government has glven these broad-

|
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casters “several hundred million dollars”
without congressional approval or knowl-
edge.

Case isn’t necessarily for cutting off gov~
ernment support, but he does want it brought
jnto the open where it can be debated on its
merits. It is time.

Radio Liberiy broadcasts to the Soviet
Union in a number of Soviet languages. Ra-
dio Free Europe broadeasts to the other Fast
Turopean Communist states, in their . lan-
guages, Both use anti-Communist exiles from
the varget countries for staff, and broadcast

‘news, culture and political points of view.

Both were founded by American citizens,
and Americans have been prominent in their
top management and fund-raising. The two
broadcasting systems pose as being privately
supported, but their spending is way out of
proportion to their private fund-raising.

Tt has been widely suspected for years that
they depended heavily on CIA money and
that perhaps they were CIA operations from
the ground up. But it wasn't polite to say so.

Didn’t Radio Liberty have Herbert Hoover,
Harry Truman and Dwight Eisenhower for
honorary chairmen? Radio Free Europe’s
American fund-raising chairmen began with
Lucius D. Clay and Henry Ford II, and the
drive won endorsement of successive Presi-
dents and governors,

There was criticism of Radio Free Europe
at the time of the Hungarian revolt of 1966,
for fear its “freedom” talk lured Hungarlans
into fighting and dying. Other exile radios
did call for armed revolt (perhaps also with
CIA money), but Radio Free Europe was too
big and too established for that.

In 1967 the CIA was caught subsidizing
the private National Student Association 50
it could go to international meetings and
stand up to Communist-subsidized student
organizations. A new group of student lead-
ers denounced the arrangement, and the gov-
ernment announced that thereafter it would
not provide secret funds, directly or indirect-
1y, to “educational or private volunteer orga~-
nizations.”

Asked Senator Case in 1971: Doesn’t that
rule apply to Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty?

The government did not directly deny
or confirm Case's figures on their funds or
answer directly his question. But it did say
that Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty
«gre not educational or private voluntary
organizations” and that it intends to con-~
tinue inancing them—if 1t is financing them.

What it is.

Dean Rusk when he was secretary of state
used to call covert operations “dirty tricks”
and once facetiously decribed the CIA -as
“Department of Dirty Tricks."” But he empha-~
sized that only a smadl part of its work con-
sisted of covert operations (as distinguishéd
from -fact-finding) and that not all these
operations were ‘“dirty.”

Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty are
not “dirty.” While their fund-raising has
been mostly covert, their activities have been
broadeast for-anyone to hear.

The argument for having them in addi-
tion to official Volce of America broadecasts
was that, being private, they could be harder-
hitting. Using exiles as writers and broad-
casters, they could say “We Russians,” “We
Poles,” “We Ukrainians” instead of “We the
United States.” This had some real value,

But the phony financing has gone on long
enough. It never really fooled the Commu-
nist governments, and we doubt if it fooled’
many American congressmen. As Case says,
it ought to be public knowledge.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under
the order entered yesterday, the distin-
guished Senator from Virginia (Mr.
Srone) is recognized for 15 minutes.
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tee the situation of the Democratic Major-
ity In the Senate in- the Hght of the Repub-
lican oecupancy of the Presidency.

“In present clrcumstances, as we examined
them in the Policy Commiitee, a new ap-
proach by the Party in the Senate was indi-
cated, We found, for example, that Demo-
cratic Benators were from time to
time for & statement of the position of the
Leadership on national issues befere the
Senate. Heretofore, Democratic Presidents
had largely supplied that yardstick.

“It was agreed that an effort should be
made to dsifneate Democratlc positions in
the SBenste on certain issues of signlificance
in which there existed a substantial degree of
unity among members of the Party.

"We are-—all of us—aware of the dificultjes
which are inherent in trying to find com-
mon ground amidst our diversities. Yet, we
belleve the effort must be made. The Pollcy
Committee 18 the political arm of the Demo-
cratle Conference of the Senate aand it has
& basls in law for the performance of the
function. In addition, as presently consti-
tuted—that is, combined with the Legisla-
tive Review Commnilitee—the Committee is
accurately representative of the principal
philosophical inclinations and the geograph-
ic derivatlons of the party in the Senate.

“Lest there be any doubt, I want to make
it very plain that the Commitiee will not
intrude, in any way, upon the functions of
any of the Legislative Committees. On the
contrary, it will continue to follow ita cus-
tomary practice with regard to the regular
scheduling of legislation for floor action. . . .

“May I strees here the point that the Legis-
lative Commitiees will, as always, delineate
the legislation for floor consideration. What
we are suggesting 1s In the nature of a politi-
cal supplement to that responsibility.

“In a similar feshion, the Committee has
not the slightest intention of presuming to

‘replace a Senator’s Individual Judgment with
B Party Judgment. We may offer a Committee
view, but members will continue to vote on
the issues on the basls of thelr consclence
and wisdom, Indeed, even when a position
has been delineated by the Pollcy Commit-
tee, its Individual members will still vote
83 they see it when the fssue reaches the
Senate fioor.

“In conclusion, I would point out that in
addition to the unanimous endorsement of
this new approach by the members aof the
Policy Commitftee, the chairmen of the Leg-
isiative Committees, with whom I met on
May 7, also agreed, without objection, to this
proposed courge,

“Senator Holland moved that the Con~
ference approve this use of the Policy Com-
mittee a5 a formuylator of Party policy. The
motion was approved unanimously by stand-
ing vote. In announcing the vote. Senator
Mansfield agaln stressed that a Policy Com-
mittee position, although stated as a Party
position, was' not binding on individual
Members.”

The D#mocratic Policy Committee . pro-
ceeded to identify 15 major lssues during the
Plst Congress which 1t thought deserved
substantial Demoeratic support. These ranged
from the Natlonal Commitments Resolution
in May of 1969, to the Proposal of Juns 24,
1669, that sought—successfully—to link the
temporary surtax extension to tax reform
and tax relief. They included a Resolution
calling for & substantial reduction of U.8,
troops in Europe adopted in July of 1969; a
suggestion to Increase soclal security bene-
fits by 15% together with a $100 minimum
benefit payment; a proposed mutual Ireeze
with proper verification on the deployment
of new offenstve and defensive Atrategic ny-
clear weapons in April of 1970; a series of
actlons on the economy, one advocating the
use of lawboning and standby wage and
price authority, another in June, 1970, seek~
ing Presidential use of the autbority over
credit and Interest controls as provided by

Coligreas, and another submitting a full
€conomic report in September of 1970, These
are some of the issues witt which the Poliey
Committee identified itsell in the last Cone

glruns.

18 aculons took warfous shapes, all of
which were approved under the terms en-
dorsed by ihis caucus in 1969 and affirmed
agu.h at the beginning of this Congress. It
was understood that the *olicy Committee
would seek out only issues that would com-
mand a two-thirds majority of the Commit-
tee :tself, Because of the broad philoscphical
and geograpbical makeup ¢! the Committee,
it »as thought that two~thirds would pro-
vide sufficlent backing among the Senate

.Deniocrats Lo identify gy such issue in terms

of u Senate Majority position.

I: should be stressed. thil actlons of the
Policy Conunltites are recommendations only.
No uiember of the Caucus & bound by a Pol.
icy Commitiee judgmext. How each indlivid-
ual decision of the Polizy Committee is con-
veyed is a matter for the Leadership and the
Pol.cy Committee to determine on an issue-
by-i-sue basis, In the past, Caucuses have
bee: convened and advised of a decision;
ficor announcements have been made and
pres: conferences have been held—all for the
purpose of communicating the actions of the
Pelicy Commiitee to Demccratic members,
the Senate and the publle.

On yesterday, the Policy Commitiee again
Acted and instructed me, us Chairman, to
notify the press immedlately of the action.
The Committee also requested that the Cau-
cus Le convened for the puipose of submit-
ting .he matter directly 1o ali Benate Demg-
crats. What the action concerns is a general
Me jority policy resolution which recommends
¢ertain issues as fundamentsd to any agenda
of the 92nd Congress. It was: in this context
that the Demoeratic Palicy Committee
unan.mously approved the resolusion sub-
mizted here today, It is s gereral Democratic
Policy Committee statement sn major issues.
What reaction, if any, tke Crucus decides to
reglster 1, of course, up to the Caucus. The
Policy Committee, after all, is fully respon-
sibie 10 the Caucus,

It saould be said, howe ver, Jhat il there are
consiructive injtiatives to be offered on the
major issues confronting the country, then
it seems 1o me Incumbent upon us as the
Senate Majority to identify those issues
whercver and whenever possible by policy
staterments. We belleve i1 is aelpful to state
what are considered to be some of the most
significant national issuss sad the general
nﬂgnmch Jnost of us &8 Deraccrats are in-
¢lined to take with regard to these issues.
In my judgment, we owe it to the President
and we owe it to the ccualy to do so. As
the party in control of the Senate in the
legislative branch we have a responsibility to
the nation, along with a Republican Admin-
istration,

It was in that context that the Policy Com-
mitiee acted on yesterday., The members
&poke, may I say, in a bighly unified voice
after a thoughtful debate and discussion,
They spoke, in my judgment, in 8 most con-
struciive and responsible volse. While they
epoke s Democrats, they eschewed any sug-
gestic: of partisanship for the sake of
partisanship. That is how it hus been: that is
how :t will continue to be insofar as I am
concer ned.

The resclution which the Policy Committee
adopted on yesterday is a resciution of Sen-
ate purpose for the H2nd Coagress. It rep-
Teseni. ab attempt to focus our joint eflorts
during the next two YOars,

As & follow-up to this resolution. the
Commi:itee would hope tc set forth specifics
in additional resolutions of the Pollcy Com-
mittee from iime to time as these issues
emerge In the Senate. In this case, as in all
cases. Lhe actions of the Policy Committee
are for the guidance o! Memburs onl ¥. In no
case will the furisdiction of any standing
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committee be infringed, impaired or en-
croached upon in any fashion. Imdeed, on
yesterday, when the Majority Whip aroposed
A discussion of an increase in social gsecurity
beneflts as a subject for consideratidn by the
Policy Committee—a matter for which all
Members have great sympathy-——he was te-
signated by the Committee to digeuss the
matter with the Chairman of the: Pinance
Committee (Senator Long). That is the way
the Committee has always operatéd. I re-
iterate, there will be no infringemen: on the
legislative responsibilities of any Ektanding
committee, .

It 15 in this framework that thi$ matter
Is brought hefore vou, It is hoped thi.t mem-
bers of the Caucus will understand the thrust
of the resolution which has just bgen pre-
sented, weigh its significance and  give us
any reactions which they may have.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. President, in re-
sponse to the remarks of the distin-
guished majority leader, I feel I mpust say
for the record that while, of coutse, the
Democrats have a right to adopt such a
reservation, I believe it is very ulifortu-
nate that, in party caucus, they have seen
fit to draw such a party line. As the press
has interpreted it—and with some justi-
flcation—the resolution appears to be an
attempt by Senate Democrats t¢ make
political capital out of a war thalt Pres-
ident Nixon inherited, and from’ which
he has been striving diligently and sue-
cessfully to disengage us. :

If this is politics—and it is difficult to
reach any other conclusion when the
Democrats meet in caucus and take such
action—I would suggest that it is bad
politics.

The American people understand that
there are differences of viewpoint in the
Senate concerning the war, whether we
should have gotten into the war, and also
about the conduct of the war, Thoke dif-
ferences exist on both sides of thé poli-
tical aisle, and they are well knowm,

But, Mr. President, when the Nation's
security is af stake, the American people
expect that partisanship will stop it the
water’s edge. That was a principle enun-
ciated and practiced by a distinguished
predecessor of mine from the Stite of
Michigan; I must say that I wish it were
followed more today than it seems to be.

8o, as a spokesman for Senatdrs on
my side of the saisle, I must say thet the
action taken yesterday was unfortunate.
While the expression of such a point of
view by Senators is understandable, I
regret that it was the product of a arty
caucus—though I recognize the right of
the other party to draw a party line in
that way. - -

I point particularly to the fact that
the resolution as adopted referred to
withdrawal by a time certain. The Sen-
ate debated essentially that question
during the last session, and a ma?ority
in the Senate believed that it woulii not
be in the national interest, as I rocall,
for Congress to fix a definite time table.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
time of the Senator has expired. _

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President] may
I be recognized? I feel I should be piven
the opportunity to answer the allega-
tions made by the distinguished acting
minority leader. i

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the Senator from Moritana
is recognized for 3 minutes. .
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to the County Bf’:ard‘of‘ Supervisors. All Law-
ren

s asked was that the county resist at-
tempts to build any more highways through
what Is to be known as Ellanor Camphbel},
Hayes Lawrence Park’in Horior of his late
wife, and that the dilapidated one-lane
‘bridge over Big Rocky Run be replaced with

s two-lane bridge faced with stone from the

pre-Revolutionaly quarry: onh the property.
Lawrence added that it would be nice if
the County Park Authority would allow the

Rocky Run Garden Club, of which Mrs,
. Lawrence was a founder, to continue meet-
ing in the old wheat mill ‘as it has for 40
years or so. But he does not insist upon it.
~_.There are those who use their philanthropy
o buy = kind of immortality: to keep their
names engraved in stone somewhere or to
make sure somé young fellow doesn’t spend
the fortune in’'a way of which its amasser
would not have approvéd or to preserve
some land the fofmer owtier loved.

"Not Lawrencé. He confegses affection for
the trees that cover most of Middlegate Farm,
but he doesn’t demand thelr préservation.
He'd like the miil, one of the largest and

 pldest In the county, to be restored (the

Lawrences have used it as a guesthouse) but
doesn't require it. T ) '
- The place Wil be theirs,”™ he sald. “I ex-
péct they'll take caré of it. Ellanor and the
children and T have had a great deal of pleas-
ure from it and I hope thé people of the
county will.”” o ’

Lawrence will falk about the land, which
was camped on and fought over by both sides
during the Civil War Battles of Bull Run
(Pirst and Second Manassas), but dis-
courhges quedtions dbout himself and his
philanthropy. = c o

“My wife loved the trees, couldn’t stand to
have orie éut aid didn't like to see them fall.
She picked thé land when Wwe bought it in
19356 (the bulk of it for about $16.,000). It
wag in her name. In her will (Mrs. Lawrence
died in June, 19697 she sald 1t was to be do-
nated to a benefictary of niy cholce.
“+ryrough the years the Scouts and other
groups had come to study nature there, so I
thought we should leave it to the people who
live in Fairfax and their friends.”

Actually, Middlegate Farm is LawTence’s

" gecond major gift to Falrfax residents. The

first, and some would say the most important
one, was the couinty exectlitive form of govern-
ment, which was adopted by thé voters in
1050 after a masterful campalgn deslgned and
executed principally by Lawrénce. ™ o
In that fight he fook on and beat every
powerful political group: 'the entrenched
Byrd Organization under the so-called Court-
house Crowd headed by the late Circuit Jurdwe
Paul E. Brown, and the coalition that had de-
veloped the reform moveinent, which includ-
. ed the League’of Women Voters, the Federa-
tion of Citizehs Assoclation and the Gnod
Governmént League. He also beat down the
chaitman of the county’s governmental study
commission, of which Lawrencé “was vice
chalrmen, " .
 The Byrd Ofgantzation wis trylng to hold
on to the exisfirg county board form, under
which power Was coficéntfated in the hands
of Judge Browh, ablé and articulate and arch-
condéyvative.” " - Comee
‘The coslitlon, {neluding Tawrénce's chair-
man, was préfsing for the county manager
form, under which 1l members of the ruling

board would have begn élected at Targe.
Lawrence ctled a pox 6fi both their houses
in this pre-eléction letter to The Washing-

tonPost:, )

“The political power today in Fairfax
'pounty . . {8'vested primarily in & few offi-
©oials who aré glected by county-wide voting.
They are the ohes who are today fighting
‘change i Fa{rfax County's government.

* .“Thelr brothers unhder the skin—the poli-
ticians who are lurking behind the pressure
groups to take over under the countv manager
system—will be more firmly entrenched in

|
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povJer than these few elected officlals have
been. ..
" “Each voter would be voting for six super-
visors under the county manager plan. It is
concetvable that the voters in one district will
know enough about the personal capacity of
any of the 10 or more candidates fer the
board from the other districts—or ‘will the
voters have to depend upon the political ma-
chine or a coalition of pressure groups to
rand them a slate on which to vote ‘Ja’?”
That kind of rhetoric apparently blew all
nhis opponents down, good guys and bad

wuys together, because the voters gave their-

“ja* to Lawrence's plan by 5,210 t0 3,502,

Lawrence then headed a team that put the
county executive form into effect over a two-
year period. The new government wasn't per-
fect by any means—several supervisors have
gone to prison for zoning bribery conspiracy—
but the more efficient and flexible county
executive system at least survived the popu-
jation boom that started in the 1650s.

Judge Brown, a Virginia gentleman of the

"0ld school, was not one to let po.itical differ-

ences Interfere with friendships. He con-
sinued to invite Lawrence as a speaker before
the Off the Record Club, a group of Fairfax
squires who.met to discuss poiltical issues
privatelv and informally.

The squires no longer meet. Most are dead
or retired. But David Lawrence marches on,
cranking out five newspaper columns & week
a3 he has for 55 years, plus the back page
spot In the magazine. Whether he’s at his
vacation home in Sarasota, Fla., the farm or
his suite at the Sheraton-Carlton Hotel, he
always has his news ticker and a direct tele-
phone line to his office at U.S. News,

His lifetime routine remains unbroken, al-
though a friend said “it's just a routine now,
with Ellanor gone. She was the center around
whom he revolved.”

Lawrence sald 1t himself during the Medal
of Freedom award ceremony at the White
House on April 22:

- I have a sentimental interest in the White
House. I started writing abont White House
activities when I graduated fr¢m Princeton
in 1910 when Mr. Taft was President . ., . It
so happened in the early years I was sitting
in the White House lobby when a beautiful
girl went through to call on a member of the
secretarial staff. Two and a half vears later
she became my wife. We were married for al-
most 51 years. The Lord sent me one of the
most wonderful companions in the world and
he took her away last year. I know if she
could have been here she would have ap-
prectated this hour very much, and I do, too.

“Thank vou. Mr. President.”

The President: “I am sure she 1s here right
how.”

“Now, he doesn’t want to talk about her
with strangers. He shrugeed off questlons
about the award scrolls and nlagues. cover-
ing two walls of his office, which he has ac-
cumulated over the years. Never mind the
Presidential Medal of Freedom presented to
him “and seven other old guys.”

‘Lawrence is a very private man.

And a busy one. He steps carefully now,
not so big and vigorous as once, but he steps
right along, alded and abetted by Obadish

© Willlam Person, his chauffeur of 27 vears, who

mahneuvers the huge black Cadtllac limousine
through Washington trafic with a skill and
abandon that would make sny nut in a

© Volkswagen envious, The Cady does not have

1ow-number license plates, It wouldn't occur
to Lgwrence to ask for them, although the
President says Lawrence is the journalist he
has known longest and hest.

" Out to the farm, roaring down Rt. 66 to
the Centreville exit. Whipping past his lands
anid his pond and the Civil War earthworks.
First stop, the wash house, toturn on the
tleker. Paper jams. Damn machine won't
work. Never mind.

* Latrence séems to be in a hurry, althoush
he assures his Interviewer he’s not. The
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old man touches everything he passes in the
cottage, everything he passes in the mill. He

hasn't really lived at the farm since Mrs.

Lawrence died.

RADIO FREE EUROPE A
" LIBERTY

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. President, my dis-
tinguished colleague from New Jersey
{Mr. Casg) has raised for scrutiny by
Congress and the public the question of
covert funding by the Central Intelli-
gence Agency of Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty. He has proposed legisla-
tion to authorize public funding of these
stations. His statements have been well
covered by the press, and considerable
information of potential value to Sena-
tors is contained in this group of articles,
which I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD. :

There being no objection, the articles
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

[From the New York Times, Jan. 24, 1971]

CasE Wourp Bar CIA AIp FOR RapIo FREE
EUROPE

(By Benjamin Welles)

WASHINGTON, January 23.—Senator Clf-
ford P. Case, Republican of New Jersey,
charged today that the Central Intelligence
Agency had spent several hundred million
dollars over the last 20 years to keep Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty functioning.

Mr. Case, & member of the Appropriations
and Forelgn Relations Committees, said that
he would introduce legislation Monday to
bring Government spending on the two sta-
tions under the authorization and appro-
priations process of Congress. Representative
Ogden R. Reid, Republican of Westchester,
sald today that he would introduce similar
legislation in the House.

Radio Free Europe, founded in 1850, and
Radio Liberty, formed a year later, both have
powerful transmitters in Munich, West Ger-
many, staffed by several thousand American
technicians and refugees from Eastern Eu-
rope.

Radlo Liberty broadcasts only into the
Soviet Union, Radlo Free Europe to other
Eastern European countries except Yugosla-
via.

Both organizations have offices in New
York and purport to be privately endowed
with funds coming exclusively from founda-
tions, corporations and the public. Both,
however, are extremely reticent about the
detalls of their financing.

Senator Case noted in a statement that
both Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty
“claim to be nongovernmental organizations
sponsored by private contributions.” How-
ever, he went on, ‘“‘available sources indicate
direct C.I.A. subsidies pay nearly all their
costs.””

The Senator said that the Central Intelli-
gence Agency provided the stations with $30-
million Iin the last fiscal year without for-
mal Congressional approval.

DISCLOSURES RESTRICTED

Under the Central Intelligence Agency’s
operating rules, its activities—such as covert
funding—are approved by the National Se-
curity 'Council. However, disclosure to Con-
gress 1s limited to a handful of senior legis-
lators on watchdog committees of each house.

The Central Intelligence Agency and Ra-

dio Free Europe both declined to comment :
today on Senator Case's statement. Efforts
to eliclt comment from Radio Liberty were '

unavaliling. :

Covert C.I.A. funding of the two stations
has, however, been an open secret for years,
although the C.ILA, in accordance with
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A change In the iaw will be necessary be-
fore the small farmer can be helped. The set-
aslde eligibility requirement was delayed one
year by an administrative order from the
U.S. Department of Agriculture.

With this thinking we fully agree, as
will all those interested in the plight of
our farmers unger this legislation.

I ask unanimous consent that the en-
tire Hackethorn article, “Plow Up That
Orass, Gain ‘Flexibility,” be printed in
the REcorp.

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

Prow Ur THAT GRaAsSS, GAIN “PLEXIBILITY"
{By Jack Hackethorne)

The Administration’s new farm bill has
small farmers in a pickle. Recently an-
nounced changes in eligibility set-aside pro-
visions have quieted some of the rumbles
from larger farmers, but even they had been
unhappy about plowing up grass to comply
with a set-aside provislon requiring acres
to be rotated.

A change in the law will be necessary be-
fore the small farmer can be helped. The
set-aside eligibility requirement was delayed
one year by an administrative order from the
US. Department of Agriculture,

In Nodaway County, for example, 691 farms
have & feed graln base of 25 acres or less,
Many are maintaining their homes on these
farms. Many of these small farms are owned
by retired farmers drawing a small govern-
ment payment and, in some cases, Social
Becurity.

Many of these farms have been seeded for
pasture and hay. If price support payments
are collected, the new law requires s mini-
mum of 45 percent of feed grain base be
planted or the base will be reduced each
year, ellminated after three years. To protect
this base will require this grass land be
broken out. Not only will thiz add to soil
erosion and pollution problems but some
farmers will be forced off the farm.

Emery Shell has an 88-acre farm south of
Pickering. He is 73 years old and has lived
on this place since 1940. Shell has a 20-acre
feed grain base, seeded to grass since 1981.
“Now, to qualify. I must plow up some of
the good gress and plant ¢orn,” he Bays. “It
ought to raise good corn. It has had a rest,
but I would be better off the way it was under
the old program.”

Carl E. Helzer lives on 78 acres south of
Maryville. At 79, I am not able to farm [ 3.1
more. All my ground is in grass and is ter-
raced. I have been trylng to gel it all in
grass. It is good farming and there is no
erosion, and will be better land when I leave
than what I moved on 40 years ag0. I have
no need for corn, and at my age I hate to
plow up any grass.”

Elbert Risser, Route 1, Sheridan, has 200
acres, “would just as soon have the entire
farm seeded down In grass and feed g few
cows. Now I will have to plow up 21 acres of
fescue that would make an awful lot of
winter pasture just to save feed grain base.”

A controversial section of the program
dealing with set-aside acres was temporarily
delayed a year after a loud rumbie from the
midwest feed grain farmers,

Under the old farm program (Act of 1985)

. farmers were urged to take land out of feed
grain production and to divert acres to sofl
conserving crops such as grass. I{ farmers
harvest & crop from these diverted acres
they lose government payment and price sup-
ports, .

DUnder the Administration's new program
farmers were asked to set aside acres (prob-
ably 20 percent of the feed grain base but the
figure is yet to be announced) and take them
out of production. If they set aside these
scres along with conserving acres they would
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be free to grow all the corn and other feed
gralns they want on remaining acres. The
catch is that the set-aside acres must have
been used to grow crops in one of the past
Lbree years. This virtually rules out land
diverted from production from year-to-year
under the previous program. The effect would
be to force farmers to rotale acres set aside
each year. Thiz would have disrupted crop-
ping plans and increased costs by making it
Tiecessary to plow up lard already seeded
1o grass and established zrass seedings on
land intended for feed grain crops.

H. H. Woolrldge. In Cooper County, thinks
the provision Is “sllly” and the delay shouid
be made permanent. “I have been using 2
pounds of Atrazine per acre to keep the weeds
and grass out of my corn for about 12 years,
Grass will not grow on this ground. It does
not make sense to plow up good grass and
plant corn and then expect to establish ¢
good cover of grass on those fields that have
been in corn.”

D. T. Weekley. who farms near Blackwater,
sald, “They are asking us to destroy what
we have already done ard to start over again.”

R p——
NOTHING TO FEAR FROM FBEI

Mr. HRUBKA, Mr. President, last year
the Congress passed the Organized Crime
Control Act of 1970 which imposed great
new responsibilities on the. BI. These
included new areas of combating OTga-~
nized crime and in investigating bomb-
ings at institutions receiving Federal as-
sistance. Shortly after this act was
passed, the Congress also approved a sup-
plemental appropriation for the FBI to
enable that agency to employ an addi-
tional 1.000 special agents to handle the
new duties.

A great emount of misinformation was
circulated about this increase of FBI
manpower and the added responsibilities
with respect to bombings. It was alieged
the FBI was going to swamp college
campuses around the country with its
agents and take over the policing of
student activities. Nothing could have
been further from the truth.

Recently I came across an editorial in
the Panama City, Fla, News Herald
which speaks clearly to the charges that
the FBI was going to be used to curtail
freedom of speech on campuses. I think
it is important to make this editorial
comment & matter of record for the Con-
gress and ask unanimous consent to in-
clude it in the Recorp.

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

Noruing To Fraz FaoMm FBI

Since its Inception the Pederal Bureau of
Investigation has been und continues to be
just what the title implies, an investigative
&rm of 1aw enforcement, It is not a federal
police farce. Nelther is it judge and jury for
alleged criminal actions.

Alarmists, however, are crying again that
the F'BI plans to saturate” college campuses
with officers to curtall Hberty and freedom of
8] i

p;:e whispering campalgn against the FBI

stems from President Nixon's provision for
appointment. of 1,000 additional agents in
the fight against organized crime.

The Organized Crime Control Act of 1970
signed into law Oct. 1 specifically gives the
FBI the responsibility for investigating
bombings or bombing attempts on federal
property or any institution recelving federal
financial assistance.

The notion that such action presents a
threat to the country is ridiculous.

As PBI Director J. Edgar Hoover observed,
the FPBI would be "“more than pleased if it
were never necessary {o investigate a single
bombing under the new act.” !

There’s really nothing sinister and menac-
ing about investigation acta of bombing and
terrorism. They've almost doubled  in num-
ber over 1068, and persons who wotry about
“repressive” law enforcement might better
expand their energy in working to prevent
these crimes.

GIFTS OF DAVID LAWRE’NCE

Mr. BYRD of Virginia. Mr. President,
the February 11 edition of the Wash-
ington Post includes an article'on Mr.
David Lawrence, by Hank Burchard, a
Washington Post staff writer,

The article describes Mr. Lawrence’s
philanthropies, which have beer gener-
ous and of great benefit to the people of
northern Virginia.

Mr. Lawrence is one of the Nation’s
most distinguished journalists. His was
the first newspaper column to be syndi-
cated by wire. :

He became president and editor of
US8. News in 1933 and since 1$59 has
been chairman of the board and editor
of US. News & World Report, |

More than 300 newspapers carry Mr.
Lawrence's daily column.

At the age of 82, Mr, Lawrence con-
tinues to write his column and muintain
his interest in world affairs. His long
career is one of singular achievement.

David Lawrence is a great newspaper-
man, a great American, and a wonderful
friend. :

T ask unanimous consent that the text
of the Washington Post article “Gifts of
David Lawrence” be included at this
point in the Rzcorp.

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

GIFrs oF DAvID LAWRENCE
(By Hank Burchard)

David Lawrence came into this world with
very little and wants to go out of it the
same way, not that he’s in any hurry.

Lawrence, 82, dean of American: syndi-
cated r columnists (he invented the
form in 1916), founder of his own news ser-
vice and a flourishing weekly newsmsggazine,
friend and/or chastiser of President: fronr
Taft to Nixon. respected spokesman for what
might be called the Old Right, should be &
wealthy man.

He lsn't. He has
Lawrence sold the

given most of it away.
news service, called the

" Buresu of National Affairs, to its employees

in 1948 and did the same with his maga-
zine, U.8. News & World Report, in 1962, at
what associates called bargain prices.

The last of his major possessions, the mag-
nificent Middlegate -Farm near Centrevilie in
FPairfax County, he gave to the people of the
county in December, final title to pass when
he does. :

The farm is 639.8 acres, two-tenths of an
acre less than one square mile, It wag given
without strings, lock, stock and barrel, in-
cluding houses (3), furnishings, mementos
and ali—every thing except the newt tele-
type printer in the wash house, which 18 the
property of the Assoclated Press. )

The rolling, wooded acres are._assessed at
$5 million, but the land is actually priceless,
there being no other such piece of private
property in the county. ;

He gave It the way he always does these
things, the way he gave land for three Cen-
treville churches, diffidently and at & dis-
tance. He gave the farm by sending T note
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standing policy, and the two stations them-
sglves have consistently refused to discuss
elther their operations or their funding.
‘Citing returns filed with the Internal Rev-
enue Service in the 1969 fiscal year, Mr. Case
sald that the stations’ combined operating
: costs that year totaled $33,997,336. Of this,
he said, Radio Free Europe spent $21,109,935
and Radio Liberty $12,88%,401.
FUNDS SOUGHT BY ADVERTISEMENT

. .“The bulk of Radio Free Europe's and
Radio Liberty's budgets, or more than $30-
miflion annually, coies from direct C.LA.
subsldies,” Mr. Case charged. "Congress has
never participated in’ avthorization of funds
to R.F.E. or R.L, although hundreds of mll-
liéns of dollars in Government funds have
been spent during the last 20 years.” R

Mr. Case pointed out that Radio Free Eu-
rope conducted a yearly campalgn for pub-
lic contributions under the auspices of the
_Advertising “Council, Between $12-million
and $20-million in free media spacs is do-
nited annually to this campaign, he sald,
hut the reéturn from the public is “gpparently
less than $100,000.”

Furthermore, he said, both stations at-
tempted to raise money from corporations
and foufidations but contributions from
these sotirces réportedly pay only a small
part of the stations’ total budgets.
~ Senator Case Sald that his proposed leg-
islation would seek to amend the United
States Information " and Educational Ex-

‘change Act of 1948 to authorize funds for
both stations in the fiscal year beginning
next July 1. His proposal would call for an

. initfal sum of $30-million, but he said that
the sum would bé subject to change.

L BAR ON OTHER FUNDS ~
- At the same time, Mr. Case said, his pro-
posal would provide that “no other” United
States Government funds could be made
avaliable to either station except under the
provisions of the act. He also sald that he
would ask that Administration officlals con-
cerried with overséas information policies be
called to testify in order to determine the
amount needed for the station's operations.

“I can understand why covert funds might
have been used for a yéar or two in an emer-
genicy ‘sltuation when extreme secrecy was
necessary and when no other Government
funds were available,” Mr. Case said,

‘But, he went ofi, the justification for
covert funding has lessened over the years
as internationdl tension has eased, as the
_secrecy surroundiig ‘the stations has “melted
away,” and as more open means of funding

" could be developed. .
. “In other words,” he said, “the extraordi-
nary eircumstances that might' have been
thought to justify éircumvention of consti-
tutional processeés and Congressional ap-
proval no longer exist.” -

“‘JoHNSHN EREATED XX

Mr. Case pointed out that in 1987, after

there had been public disclosure that the
C.IA. had been secrétly funding the Natlonal
Student Assoclation, President Johnson cre-
‘ated a commiittee that was headed by Nicho-
.1as de B. Katzenbach, the Under Secretary of
“ State, and that {ncliided Richard Helms,
hesad of the C.I.A, ahd John W. Gardner, the
Secretary of Héalthf Education and Welfare.
_ He further hoted that on March 29, 1967,
Mr. Johnson publicly accepted the com-
.mittee’s recommeériflation that ‘“no Federal
hall provide covert financlal assist-
e “or “Suppoft, direct or indlrect, to any
‘of the nation's edli¢ational of Yoluntary or-
ganizations” "and "that “no “programs cur-
rently would justify any exceptions to this
cpoliey.* :
‘" People familiar "with the opérations of
Radio Free Europe ‘and Radio Liberty noted
that both had been started at the peak of
the Cold War and had just “gone rolling
on” ever since. Theé Katzenbach committee,
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some sourées said, had cut off covert funding
from virtually all other recipients.

“They solved all the tough ones,” one
source said, “but they were under such
pressure from Johnson to get thelr report
out and get the heat from Congress and
the public cut off that they didn’t solve the
funding of the stations. They turned it over
to another committee.”

The second committee, .whose merabers
these sources declined to identify, worked
over a year and then turned in secret rec-
ommendations to Mr, Johnson. Howevey, Mr.
Johnson pigeonholed the recommendstions
and finally left the problem for the inccming
Nixon Administration to solve, the scurces
sald.

|From the Baltimore Sun, Jan. 24,19'71]

PupLiC FINANCING OF OUTLETS ASKED, RA-
pio FREE EUROPE Now 1IN CIA SPHERE,
CASE WARNS

(By Peter J. Kumpa)

WASHINGTON, January 23.—Senator Clif-
ford P. Case (R., N.J.) announced today that
he will introduce legislation Monday to pro-
vide for open congressional financing of Ra-
dio Free Europe and Radio Liberty.

Mr. Case explained that, if approved, the
legislation would remove the stations from
the need for secret funds from the Central
Intelligence Agency. He said that in the last
fiscal year, the CIA provided a direct suabsidy
of 830 million to the stations which aroad-
cast to the Soviet Union and five Eastern Eu-
ropedn Communist countries.

Although both Radio Free Eurcpe and Ra-
dio Liberty claim to be non-governmental or-
ganizations sponsored by private contribu-
flons, the senator said that ‘“available
sources” indicate the CIA pays almost all
their costs.

PRODUCES TAX RETURNS

He produced figures from returns filed with
the Internal Revenue Service showing that
the combined operating costs for the stations
in fiscal 1969 was almost $34 million (821,-
109,935 for Radio Free Europe and $12,887,-
401 for Radlo Liberty).

Though a national advertising campaign
under the auspices of the Advertising Coun-
cil uses somewhere between $12 and $20 mil-
lion in free media space to soliclt coatribu-
tions for the stations, Mr. Case sald, returns
from the public amount to less than $100,000.

The stations raise the rest of their hudgets
from corporate and foundation contribu-
tions, he said.

“Congress has never participated in au-
thorization or appropriations of funds to Ra-
dio Free Europe or Radio Liberty, although
nundreds of millions of dollars in govern-
ment funds have been spent during the last
20 years,” Senator Case said.

“I «:ap,understq.nd why covert funds might
have been used for a year or two in an emer-
gency situation when extreme SECrecy was
necessary and when no other government
funds were available” he went on.,

LESSENING OF TENSION

But now, the senator asserted, with the
lessening of international tension and with
the melting of secrecy, some means of open
finarcing of the stations should have been
provided.

“In other words, the extraordinary eir-
cumstances that might have been thought
to Jjustify circumvention of. constitutional
processes and congressional approval no long-
er exist,” Senator Case said.

The senator was not critical of the work
of the stations, both of which have their
main offices and studios in Munich, Ger-
many. His legislation, in fact, would author-
ize $30 million for continuation of their
work. He simply wants Congress td super-
vise the spending of taxpayers’ money.

Radio Free Europe, started in 1950, broad-

!
|
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casts to Bulgaria, Hungary, Poland, Czecho-
slovakia and Romania. Radio Liberty, opened
a year later, concentrates only on the So-
viet Union. In 1956, Radio Free Europe was
criticized for raising false hopes of help for
the Hungarian rebels. Since then, the sta-
tions have been less controversial.

Informed congressional sources have 1.0
doubts about the close tie-up between the
the stations and the government.

A full-time liaison officer from the con-
sulate in Munich is assigned to go over pro-
gram content to make it conform to U.S.
government policy, they polnt out. Because
classified as 'well as unclassified government
information is provided, security personnel
check out the stations, the same sources
report.

Further, they say U.S. embassy officials
from Eastern Europe get briefings at Radio
Free Europe. The station, in turn, uses the
coded communications of the Munich con-
sulate to keep in touch with Washington, the
sources report.

Though their studios are in Germany, the
transmitters for the stations are in Spain,
Portugal and Taiwan, all countries with spe-
cial arrangements with the United States,
the sources report.

THE 1967 PANEL’S FINDINGS

In 1967, after disclosures of CIA financing
of the National Student Assoclation, a presi-
dential committee made up of John Gard-
ner, then Secretary of Health, Education and
Welfare, Richard Helms, CIA director, and
Nicholas de B. Katzenbach, then under secre-
tary of State, recommended that no federal
agency should provide covert funds for any
of the nation’s “educational or voluntary
organizations.”

President Johnson accepted the commit-
tee’s recommendations. On March 29, 1967,
he ordered all federal agencies to implement
them.

- Senator Case’s bill, similar to one shortly
to be introduced in the House by Represen-
tative Ogden R. Reid (R., N.Y.), would pro-
vide funds for the stations out of the In-
formational and Educational Exchange Act.
It would forbid funding by any other govern-
ment channel.

{From the Christian Science Monitor, Jan.

25, 1971]

CIA AGAIN CHARGED WirH PoLicy MEDDLING
- (By Robert P. Hey)

WASHINGTON.—Once again, charges of Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency influence on u.s.
forelgn policy are reverberating through
Congress.

Sen. Clifford P. Case charges that Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty actually are
financed—clandestinely—by the CIA, to the
tune of more than $30 million annually.

The New Jersey Republican alleges ‘‘sev-
eral hundred million dollars in United States
Government funds” have been given these
ctations over the past 20 years without con-
gressional approval or even knowledge.

In New York, Bernard Yarow, senlor vice-
president of Radio Free Europe, says his
organization’s reaction to the charges is: “No
comment.”

SUPPORT SUPPOSEDLY PRIVATE

Both stations beam information to Com-
munist-controlled nations in Eastern Europe.
They have stoutly maintained for years that
they were financed through private contri-
buticns.

Senator Case, the New Jersey Republican,
thinks it is high time all this was brought
out into the open. He has introduced legis-
Jation to have the finances of both stations
provided, openly, through the same author-
jzation-and-appropriation process through
which Congress controls the budgets of most
governmental agencles.

These changes strengthen one present
trend—the increasing Insistence of Con-

b
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grese—particularly the Senate—on exerting
influence upon the direction of United
United States foreign policy.

Butp&ltmamoseemsukeapagecu:
of the recent past. In 1967 it was discloced
that the CIA was funding what had been
‘presumed 10 be an organization of studenis
-without government links, the National Stu-
dent Assoclation. The uproar at that thne
was thunderous over clandestins government
penelration of student organizations, with
‘all the implicatlons of potential infringe-
ment on academic freedom.

BARLIER REPORT QUOTED

Senator Case now guotes, with consideratie
irony, a recommendstion made by a presi-
dentlal committee which investigated tha:
CIA funding.

It recommended that ‘“no federal agency
shall provide covert financial assistance or
support, dlrect or indirect, to any of the
natlon’s educational or voluntary organiza-
tions,” and that “no programs currently
would justify any exception to this policy.”

Sources close to Senator Case say he is not
trying to close down Radio Free Europe, but
merely to bring into the open the gover::-
ment’s relatio: to it.

The view here is that the CIA for 20 years
has remained the financier of Radioc Free
Europe, In the Case charge, due to bureauv-
cratic inertia. “It's the whole guestion of
how doss the government change,” in the
words of one source. No one here suggesis
there is any Machlave plot behind the
CIA financing, at least, not at present.

The Case bill 1s expected to be referred o
the Senate Fore Relations Committee,
chaired by Sen. J. Pulbright (D) of Arkansa:,
where It is assured a sympsthetic hearing.
_Benator Case 15 a member of that committee.

[From the 8t, Louls Post-Dispatch,
Jan. 24, 1971}

Proroses CIA Cur OFF Rapio SraTioN Funbps
(By Richard Dudman)

WASHINGTON, January 23.—Senator Cl-
ford P. Case (Rep.), New Jersey, proposed
Baturday that the United States drop the
pretense that Radlo Free Europe and Radio
Liberty are private enterprises and begin fi-
nancing them openly.

Although the two propaganda stations
have been widely known to be opertatons ol
the Central Intelligence Agency, Case be-
came possibly the first public official to blurt
out the truth publicly.

Radlo Free Europe, beamed to Eastern
Europe, and Radio Liberty, beamed to the
8bviet Union, operate in Munich, West Ger-
many, ostensibly on private contributions.

But Case sald these contributions ap-
parently come to less than $100,000 year,
with modest additional amounts from
foundations and corporations, whereas the
stations' operating expenses for fiscal 1969
were almost $34,000,000.

He -ghowed coples of returns they flled
with the Internal Revenue Service report-
ing that opertaing costs were 821,109,935 for
Radio Free Europe and $12,887,401 for Radio
Liberty.

FREE ADVERTISING

Case sald he had been advised that be-
tween 813,000,000 and $20.000000 In free
media space was donated ann to the
fund ralsing campaign under auspices of the
Advertising Council.

“In the Iast 20 years several hundred mil-
llon dollars In United States Governmen:
funds have been expended from secret CILA
budgets to pay almost totally for the costs
of these two radio stations broadcasting to
Bastern Europe,” Case said. *In the last
fiscal year alone, over $30,000,000 was pro-
vided by CIA as & direct government sub-
sidy; yet at no time was Congress asked or
permitted to carry out its traditional con-
stitutional role of approving the expendi-
ture.”
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The Senator satd he would introduce a bt}
Monday amending the United States infor-
maton and Educstional Exchange Act of
1843 to authorize funds for the two stations
in fiscal 1972. The bill also would provide
that no other US. Government funds may
B0 to elther radio station except under provi-
slons of the act,

POST ENDORSES HUMPHREY-
REUSS REVENUE-SHARING BILL

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, Mon-
day's Washington Post contained a lead
editorial which addressed itself to the
various Tevenue-sharing proposals now
before the Congress.

I am gratified the editorial singled out
the bill that Congressman Henry Rruss
and I introduced for laudatory mention.

Senator HuMpHEEY and “Congressman
Reuss have put in a bill which would
phase the funds progressively over a
longer period of time, meanwhile encour-
aging the sdoption or reform of income
taxes by the States and a whaole array
of measures designed to bring State and
loca! financial and governmental prac-
tices at least into the century which will
shortly end.”

Mr. President, that is indeed the thrust
of the Humphrey-Reuss bill—to provide
increasing Federal grants to States and
local governments to ease their fiscal
crunch and as an inducement to reform
and streamline their governmental struc-
tures and processes.

Local government must be more re-
sponsive to the needs of thefr people. The
Humphrey-Reuss bill will authorize the
funds to help provide these services and
to help State and local governments
render themselves able to ailocate these
funds more efficiently and economically.
Such reform will mske both present reve-
nues and expected Federal revenue shar-
ing go just that much further.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Post editorial for February
8. 1971, be printed in the Rrcorp.

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

MzR. NIXON'S Mrssicr oN RevENUE SBHARING

There were not many surprises in the
message on revenue_sharing the President
sent to Congress on Thursday, Mr. Nixon
addressed himsel! primarily to the r'general”
{or real) revenue sharing of ¢5 billion with
the states in the program’s first year of
operation, as distinct from the so-called
“special revenue sharing” (more properly,
consolidated grants) that has yet to be
spelled out and which 18 meant to provide
the states with $11 billlon for broadly de-
fined purposes.

The general revenue sharing measure Mr,
Nixon outlined would automatically dispense
&n amount equal to 1.3 per cent of the mm-
tion's taxable personal income to stete and
local governments for use as they see fit, It
is to include financial incentives for the
states 10 maintaln their own tax efforts and
to work out their own sharing arrangements
with loeal governments—"pass through"
formulas, as they are known, that are par-
ticularly sujted to the state's individual
requirements and ncceptable to a majority of
ita governing bhodies (such as citles, town-
ships. counties) reprecenting a majority of
its population. There is 8180 to be proviston
for & federal audit whizch—given the ban on
raclally discriminstory use of the funds—
could prove quite Interesting in those cases
whers the funds might go Into the general
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treasury of a state or locall government: it
is not inconceivable that whh such 8 mix-
ture of moneys, the federal! gdvernment would
acquire more leverage than it now has In
eliminating discrimination from state-sup-
ported programs. :

This, to be sure, rematns iin the realm of
speculation as does 50 much else related to
the meaning and ultimaté effect of Mr.
Nixon's proposal. However, “1Fy"* questions in
this matter are especially ‘nteresting—in-
deed, it could be argued that whatever the
fate of this particuiar measure, Mr, Nixon
has done the nation a congiderable service
by Initiating what could be a highly produe-
tive debate on problems thet should have
been faced long ago. We alc not referring
here to the rhetoric of “reyolution” or to
Mr. Nixon's own antic bo owing (“Power
to the People”) or to the e ided logic that
underlies talk of “glving back™ to the states
functions and responsibilitieshe federal gov-
ernment acquired only becguse the states
refused to assume them in ithe first place.
Rather. we have in mind the valuable and
overdue focusing of attention: on the urgency
of devising an equitable ard effective re-
distribution of the nation's 'tax revenue,

The argument over the precise amount of
money—=85 billion—to be shared in the first
full year of the general Progrem is a case in
point, That sum has been fpulted botl as
too Httle and too much. But: the dispute is
not one of those conventiénal split-the-
difference aflairs in which ‘the object is
merely to reach agreement o1 the size of an
outlay the federal government can afford.
Fach argument tends to rest instead, on s
particular theory of the mer b. and purpose
of revenue sharing. 85 billion is far 100 small
& sum if you take at face vdiue the Nixon
administration’s stated aims, In fact the
White House, ritually and repektedly blaming
the nation's social unrest on he gap between
promise {or overpromise} and performance,
has nonetheless started down # similar road
ttself in making large, power-to-the-people
clalms for the dispensation &f an amount
which s actually less than that by which
state and local budgets increasge annually, At
most these funds can be exﬂcted to miti-
gate a rise in local taxes, ndt to take the
place of such s rise. And be prospective
administration measure CAITIES an insuffi-
clency of funds, incentives, &and sanctions
to ensure that the shared revenue will not
merely be of help in berpetuating a variety
of relationships between citizet: and govern-
ment and among divisions of government
that sorely require change onjgrounds that
range from moral to manageria].

It 18 for this last reason that others—
chiefly legisiators and polltiealf‘;heorlsts who
are not known for thelr scrimpiness with the
public purse —are clalming that the 85 bil-
ifon first year sum is too large. It is too large,
they contend, to be dispensed to such un-
certain effect when the meand are at hand
for a pass at revenue sharing {hat would at
once reach the people and the tate and Jocal
governments in severest need. This alterna-
tive would be for the federaj gbvernment to
assume all or almost all the costs of our
national welfare programs—nleaning that
share which state and local governments are
now obliged to pay, Meantime——the argument
runs-—while the state and local governments
and their taxpayers would galn relief in the
release of state and local welfare expendi-
tures far other purposes, a mord modest sum
could be allocated to a phased general reve-
nue sharing plan that would be, in Con-
gressman Henry Reuss’s terms, s “catalyst”
not a “crutch** I

This school of thought, to v‘hlch we are

ourseives inclined at this point. holds that
the automatic allocation of federally col-
lected revenue to the states represents a step
that will not easily be reversed 4nd one with
critically important long-term implications
and effects. From which it Tollows that it
should not be taken loosely or Jightly or in
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to the County Board of Supervlsors All Law-
rence asked was that the county resist at-
tempts to buitd any more hlghways through
what 1s to be known as Ellanor Campbel],
Hayes TLawrenée Park in ‘honor ¢f his late
wife, ‘and that the dilapidated one-lane
bridge over Big Rocky Run be réplaced with
g two-lane bridge faced with stone from the
pre-Revolutionary quarry on the property.

. Layrence added that it would be nlce If
the County Park "Authority would allow the
Rocky Run Garden Club, of which Mrs,
Lawrence was & founder, to continue meet-
ing in the old wheat mill as it has for 40
years or so. But he does not insist upon it."

There are those who use their philanthropy
$o buy a kind of immortality: to keep their
names engravéd in stone somewhere or to

make sure somje young fellow doesn’t spend
thé fortune m 8 way of which its amasser
would not have approved or to préserve
some land the former owner loved,

"Not Lawrence, He confesses affection for
the trees that cover most of dedlegate Farm,
but he doesn't demand their preservation.
He'd like the mill, one of the lafgest and
oldest in the county, to be restored (the
'Lawrences have used it as a guesthouse) but
doesn’t require it.

“The placé will be theirs,” he sald. “I ex-
pect they'll take care of it. Ellanor and the
children and I have had @ great deal of pleas-
tire from it and I hope the people of the
county will.”

. Lawrence will talk about the land which
Wa,s caniped on and fought oVer by both sides
during the Civil War Battles of Bull Run
(First and Second Manassas), but dis-
courages questions about himself and his
philenthropy.

“My wife loved the trees, couldn’t stand to

have one cut apd didn’t like to see them fall.
BShe plcked the land when weé bought it in
1935 (the bulk of it for about $16.000). It
was in her name. In her will (Mrs. Lawrence
died in June, 1969) she sa!d 1t was to be do-
nated to a beneficlary of’ my choice.
. *“Through the years the Scouts and other
groups had come to study nature there, so I
thought we should leave it to the péople who
live in Fairfax gnd their friénds,”

Actually, Middlegate Farm is Lawrence's
gecond major gift to Fairfax residents. The
first, and some would say the most important
one, was the county ekxecutive form of govern-

'ment which was adopted by the voters in
1950 after a masterful campalgn désigned and
executed principally by Lawrerice.

In that fight he took on and beat every
powerful political group: the entrenched
Byrd Organization under the so- -called Court-
house Crowd heéaded by the late Circult Judee
Paul E, Brown, and the coalition that had de-

. veloped the reform movement, which includ-
ed the League of Women Voters, the Federa-
tion of Citizens Assoclation and the Good
Government League. He also beat down ‘the
chairman of the county’s governmental studv
¢ommission, of which Lawrence was vice

" chairman,

: The Byrd Or; anization was trying to hold
on to the éxisting’ county board form, under
which power was concentrated in the hands
of Judge Brown, able and articulate and arch-
congervative,

: The coa,lition, including Lawrences chalr-
man, was presting for the county manager
form, under which all members of the ruling
board would have been elected at large.

Lawrence crigd 8 Pox on both their houses
in this pre- election fetter to The Washing-
ton Post:

“The political power ‘today in Falrfax
County . . . is vested primarily in a few offi-
clals. who are elected by ¢
They are the ones who'are today " ﬁghting
change in Fairfax Gounty s government.

“Their brothprs under the_skin—the poli-
tlclans who are lurking behind the pressure
groups to take over under the countv manager

. system—will be more ﬂrmly entrenched in

Approyedf For Releas

power than these few elected officlals have
been. .

“Bach voter would be voting for six super-
vigsors under the county manager plan. It is
concelvable that the voters in one district will
know enough about the persons) capacity of
any of the 10 or more candidates for the
board from the other districts-—or will the
voters have to depend 1pon the political ma-

chine or a coalition of pressure groups to

hand them & slate on which to vote ‘ja’?*
That kind of rhetoric apparently blew all
‘hik opponents down, good gtys and bad
buys togethér, because the voters gave their
“Ja” to Lawrence’s plan by 5,210 ;0 3,502.
Lawrence then headed a team that put the
county executive form into effect over a two-
year period. The new government wasn't per-
fect by any means—several supervisors have
%one to prison for zoning bribery conspiracy—
ut the more efficlent and flexible county
executive system at least survivad the popu-
lation boom that started in the 1950s.
Judge Brown, & Virginia gentleman of the

old school, was not one to let pclitical differ-

ences interfere with friendships, He con-
.tinued to invite Lawrence as a speaker before
the Off the Record Club, a group of Fairfax
squlres who met to discuss pclitical issues
privatelv and informally.

‘The squires no longer meet. Most are dead
or retired. But David Lawrence marches on,
cranking out five néwspaper columns a week
83 he has for 55 years, plus the back page
spot In the magazine. Whethe;: he's at his
vacation home In Sarssota, Fla. the farm or
his suite at the Sheraton-Carlton Hotel, he
always has his news ticker and a direct tele-
phone line to his office at U.S. News,

‘His lifetime routine remains unbroken, al-
though & friend said “it’s just e routine now,
with Ellanor gone. She was the center around
whom he revolved.”

‘Lawrence said it himself durtag the Medal
of Freedom award ceremony at the White
House on April 22:

““I have a sentimental intérest in the White
Hobuse. I started writing about White House
activities when I graduated frcm Prlnoeton
in 1910 when Mr. Taft was President . . . It
so happened in the early years I was sitting
in the White House lobby when a beautiful
gir] weént through to6 cail on a member of the
secretarial staff. Two and a ha; I vears later
she became ‘my wife. We were married for al-
mbost 51 years, The Lord sent me one of the
most wonderful companions in the world and
heé took her away last year. I know if she
could have been here she would have ap-
precta.ted this hour very much, and I do, too.

"Thank vou, Mr. President.”

The President: “I am sure she is here right
now.”

‘Now, he doesn’t want to talk about her
with strangers. He shrugeed off quesitions
a.bout the award scrolls and nlagues. cover-
ing two walls of his office, which he has ac-
cumulated over the years. Never mind the
Presidentlal Medal of Freedom presented to
hlm “and seven other old guys.”

Tawrence 1s a very private man.

And a busy one. He steps cs. refully now,
not 80 blg and vigorous as once, but he steps
right along, alded and abetted by Obadiah
Willlam Person, his chauffeur of 27 vears, who
maneuvers the hue;e black Cadiliac I‘imousine
through Washington trafflc with a skill and
sbandon that would make any nut in a
Volkswagen envious. The Cady coes not have
low-number license’ plates It wouldn’t occur
to' Lawrence to ask for them. ulthough the
President says Lawrence Is the journalist he
has known longest and best.

Out to the farm, roaring down Rt. 66 to
the Centreville exit. ,Whipping past his la,nds
and his pond and the Civil War earthworks.
Pirst stop, the wash house, toturn on the
ticker. Paper jams. Damn machine won*,
work. Never mind.

La.wrence seems to be in a hurry, althouch
he assures his interviewer he's nopt. The
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old man touches everything he passes in the
cottage, everything he passes in the mill. He

hasn’t really lived at the farm since Mrs.
Lawrence died.

LIBERTY

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. President, my dis-
tinguished colleague from New Jersey
(Mr, Case) has raised for scrutiny by
‘Congress and the public the question of
covert funding by the Central Intelli-
gence Agency of Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty. He has proposed legisla-
tion to authorize public funding of these
stations. His statements have been well
covered by the press, and considerable
information of potential value to Sena-
tors is contained in this group of articles,
which I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the articles
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

[From the New York Times, Jan. 24, 1971]

Case Wourp Bar CIA Aip FOR RaDIO FREE
EUROPE

(By Benjamin Welles)

WASHINGTON, January 23.-—Senator Clif-
ford P. Case, Republican of New Jersey,
charged today that the Central Intelligence
Agency had spent several hundred million
dollars over the last 20 years to keep Radio
Free Burope and Radio Liberty functioning.

Mr. Case, & member of the Appropriations
and Forelgn Relations Committees, said that
he would introduce legislation Monday to
bring Government spending on the two sta-
tions under the authorization and appro-
priations process of Congress. Representative
Ogden R. Reid, Republican of Westchester,
-sald today that he would introduce similar
legislation in the House.

Radlo Free Europe, founded in 1850, and
Radio Liberty, formed a year later, both have
powerful transmitters in Munich, West Ger-
many, staffed by several thousand American
technicians and refugees from Eastern Eu-
rope.

Radio Liberty broadcasts only into the
Soviet Union, Radio Free Europe to other
Eastern European countries except Yugosla-
via.

Both organizations have offices in New
York and purport to be privately endowed
with funds coming exclusively from founda-
tiong, corporations and the public. Both,
however, are extremely reticent about the

- detalls of their financing.

Senator Case noted in a statement that
both Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty
“clalm to be nongovernmental organizations
sponsored by private contributions.” How-
ever, he went on, “avallable sources indicate
direct C.I.A. subsidies pay nearly all their
costs.”

The Senator said that the Central Intelli-
gence Agency provided the stations with $30-
million in the last fiscal year without for-
mal Congressional approval.

DISCLOSURES RESTRICTED

Under the Central Intelligence Agency's
operating rules, its activities—such as covert
funding—are approved by the National Se-
curlty Council. However, disclosure to Con-
gress Is limited to a handful of senior legis-
lators on watchdog committees of each house.

The Central Intelligence Agency and Ra-
_dio Free Europe both declined to comment
today on Senator Cage’s statement. Efforts
to eliclt comment from Radio Liberty were
unavailing,

Covert C.I.A. funding of the two stations
has, however, been an open secret for years,

'although the CIA., in accordance with

' RADIO FREE EUROPE AND RADIO|

'
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A change in the law will be necessary be-
fore the small farmer can be helped. The set-
aside ellgibility requirement was delayed one
year by an administrative order from the
U.S. Department of Agriculture.

will all those interested in the plight of
our farmers under this legislation,

I ask unanimous consent that the en-
tire Hackethorn article, “Plow Up That
Qrass, Gain Flexibility,”” be printed in
the Recorp,

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

Prow Ur THAT GRrass, GAiN “FLEXIBILITY"
(By Jack Hackethorne)

The Administration’s new farm bill has
small farmiers in a “pickle. Recently an-
ncunced changes In eligibility set-aside pro-
visions have gquleted some of the rumbles
from larger farmers, but even they had been
unhappy about plowing up grass to comply
with a set-aside provision requiring sacres
to be rotated.

A change in tfie law will be necessary be-
fore the small farmer can be helped. The
set-aside eligibility requirement was delayed
one year by an administrative order from the
U.8. Department of Agriculture.

In Nodaway County, for example, 691 farms
have & feed grain base of 25 acres or less.
Many are msaintalning their homes on these
farms. Many of these small farms are owned
by retired farmers drawing a small govern-
ment payment and, in some cases, Social
8ecurlty.

Meany of these farma have been seeded for
pasture and hay. If price support payments
are collected, the new law requires a mini-
mum of 45 percent of feed grain base be
planted or the base will he reduced each
year, eliminated after three years. Te protect
this base will require this grass land be
broken out. Not only will this add to soil
erosion and pollution problems but some
farmers will be forced off the farm.

Emery Shell has an 88-acre farm south of
Pickering. He 15 73 years old and has lived
on this place since 1948. Shell has s 20-acre
feed graln base, seeded to grass since 1961.
“Now, to qualify. I must plow up some of
the good grass and plant corn,” he says. “It
cught to raise good corn. It has had s rest,
but I would be better off the way it was under
the old program.”™ ;

Carl E. Helzer lives on 78 acres south of
Maryville. At 79, "I am not able to farm Any
more, All my ground is in grass and Is ter-
raced. I have been trylng to get it all in
grass. It 1s good farming and there ‘18 no
erosion. and will be better land when, I leave
than what I moved on 40 years ago, I have
no need for corn, and at my age ; hate to
plow up any grass.” A

Elbert Risser. Route 1, Shertdan, has 200
acres, “would just as soon have the entire
farm seeded down In grass and feed a few
cows. Now I will have to plow up 21 acres of
fescue that would make ah gwful lot of
winter pasture fust to save feed grain hase.”

A controversial sectlon of/ the program
dealing with set-aside acres was te rarily
delayed a year after a loud rumble from the
midwest Zeed grain farmers.

Under the old farm program (Act of 1985)
farmers were urged to takeé land out of feed
graln prcduction and to divert acres to soll
conserving crops such as grass. If farmers
harvest a crop from these diverted acres
they lose government payment and price sup-
ports.

Undér the Administration’s new program
farmers were asked to set aside acres (prob-
ably 20 percent of the feed grain base but the
figure is yet to be announced) and take them
out of production. If they set aside these
acres along with conserving acres they would

be free to grow all the corn and other feed
grains they want cn remaining acres. The
catch i8 that the set-aside acres must have
been used to grow crops in one of the past
three years. This virtually rules out land

‘ With this thinking we fully agree, as: diverted from production from year-to-year

under the previous program. The effect would
be to force farmers 10 rotate ncres set aside
each year. This would have disrupted crop-
ping plans and increased costs by making it
necessary to plow up land already seeded
to grass and established grass seedings cn
lana intended for feed grain crops.-

H. H. Woolridge. in Cooper County, thinks
the provision is “siliy” and the delay should

be made permanent. “I have been using 2.

prunds of Atrazine per acre Lo Keep the wee
and grass out of my corn for about 12 yeays.
Grass will not grow on this ground. It
not make sense to plow up good grass. 'and
plant corn and then expect to establish ¢
good cover of grass on those fields thal have
been in corn.” s

D.'T. Weekley, who farms near Bjackwater,
said. "They are asking us to destroy what
we have already done and to start oOver again.”

Rt~
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NOTHING TO FEAR FROM FBI

Mr. HRUSKA. Mr, President, 1ast year
the Congress passed theg Organized Crime
Conirol Act of 1870 ch imposed great
new responsibilities‘on the FBI. These
included new areaf of combating orga-
nized crime and I investigating bomb-
ings at institutiohs recelving Federal as-
sstance. Shorlly after this act was
passed, the Cohgress also approved a sup-
plemental appropriation for the FBI to
enable that agency to ernploy an addi-
tional 1,000 specisl agents to handle the
new duties.

A gregt amount of misinformation was
circulated about this increase of ¥BI
manpdwer and the added responstbilities
with respect to bombings. It was alleged
the FBI was going to swamp college
campuses around the country with its
agents and take over the policing of
student activities. Nothing c¢ould have
dbeen further from the truth.

Recently I came across an editorial in

‘ the Panama City, Fla., News Herald

which speaks clearly to the charges that
the FBI was going {0 be used to cur
Ireedom of speech on campuses. I

it s important to make this editorial
comment a matter of record for the Con-
gress and ask unanimous consent to in-
clude it in the Recorp.

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

Notrane To Frar FroM FBI

8ince Its inception the Federal Bureau of
Investigation has been and continues to be
Just what the title implies, an investigative

arm.of law enforcement. It is not a federal.

police farce. Nelther is it Jjudge and jury for
alieged criminal actions.

Alsrmists, however, are crying again that
the MBI plans to “saturate” college campuses
with officers to curtail liberty and freedom of
speech.,

The whispering campaign against the FBI
sterns from President Nixon's provision for
appuintment of 1,000 addiuional agents In
the fight agalnst organized ¢rime.

The Organized Crime Control Act.of 1870
signed into law Oct. 1 specifically gives the
FBI the responsibility for Investigating
bombings or bombing attempts on federal
property or any institution receiving federal
financial assistance.

The notion that such action presents a
threat to the country is ridiculous,

1
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As FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover gbserved,
the FBI would be “more than pleased if it
were never necessary to investigate a single
bombing under the new act.” .

There's really nothing sinister and menac-
ing about investigation acts of bombing and
terrorism.. They've almost doubled in num-
ber over 1969, and persons who worky about
“represgive” law enforcement migh} better

expand their cnergy in working to, prevent
these’ crimes. :

- GIFTS OF DAVID LAWRENCE

Mr. BYRD of Virginia. Mr. President,
the February 11 edition of the Wash-
ington Post includes an article pn Mr.
David Lawrence, by Hank Burchard, a
Washington Post staff writer. )

The article describes Mr. Lawrence's
philanthropies, which have been:gener-
ous and of great benefit to the people of
northern Virginia. )

Mr. Lawrence is one of the Nation's
most distinguished journalists. His was
the first newspaper column to be syndi-
cated by wire.

He became president and editor of
U.8. News in 1933 and since 1459 has
been chalrman of the board and editor
of US. News & World Repert.

More than 300 newspapers carry Mr.
Lawrence’s daily column.

At the age of 82, Mr. Lawrenge con-
tinues to write his column and maintain
his interest in world affairs. His long
career is one of singular achievement.

David Lawrence is a great newspaper-
man, a great American, and & wonderful
friend. -

I ask unanimous consent that the text
of the Washington Post article "'Gifts of
David Lawrence” be included at this
point {n the RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Rzcorp
as foillows:

GrPrs oF DAvID LAWRENCE
{(By Hank Burchard)

David Lawrence came into this world with
very little and wants to go out of it the
same way, not that he’s in any hurty.

Lawrence, 83, dean of American syndi-
cated newspaper columnists (he invented the
form in 1916}, founder of his own néws ser-
vice and s fiourishing weekly newsmjgazine,

. friend and/or chastiser of Presidents from

Taft to Nixon, respected spokesman for what
might be called the Old Right, shoyid be a
wealthy man.

He 1sn't. He has given most of i away.
Lawrence sold the news service, cafled the
Bureau of Nsational Affairs, to its emjployees
in 1948 and did the same with hid maga-
zine, U.B. News & World Report, in 19632, at
what associates called bargain prices.

The last of his major possessions, the-mag-
nificent Middlegate Farm near Centr¢ville in
Falrfax County, he gave to the peopilt of the
county in December, final title to pass when
he does.

The farm is 639.8 acres, two-tenths of an
acre less than one square mile, It wgs given
without strings, lock. stock and barrel, In-
cluding houses (3), furnishings, mémentos
and all—every thing except the news tele-
type printer in the wash house, which is the
property of the Asscciated Press.

The rolling, wooded Bcres are assgssed at
35 milifon, but the land is actually priceless,
there being no other such piece of private
property in the county. :

He gave it the way he always dods these
things, the way he gave land for thrge Cen-
treville churches, diffidently and at a dis-
tance. He gave the farm by sending; a note
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'casts to Bulgaria Hungary, Poland, Czecho-

“ gtanding policy, and the two sta.tions them—
gelves have consl;tently refused to discuss
&lther their operations or theif funding.
Citing returns filed with the Internal Rev-
enue Service in theé 1969 fiscal y2ar, Mr. Case
-sald that the statlons combingd operating
‘costs that year totaled '$33,99
‘he said, Radio Free Eurcpe spent $21,100,935

. and Radio Liberty $12 887,401,

FUNDS SOUGHT BY' ADVERTI;QEMENT
“The bulk of Radio Free ﬁuropes and

Radlo Liberty's budgets, or more than $30-
‘million " annually, comes from direct C.LA.

. ‘subsidies,” Mr. Case charged. “Congress has

never partlcipated in authorization of Tunds
‘to R,F.E. or R.L,, although hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars, n Government, funds have
“been spent during the last 20 years.”

Mr. Case pointed out that Radlo Free Eu-
rope conducted a ‘yearly campalgn ‘for pub-
lic contributions under the audpices of the
Advertising Counell.
and $20-million In free media Space is do-
nated annually to this campaign he 'sald,
put the return from the publicis “apparéntly
less than $100,000.”

Furthermore, he said, both stations at-
“tempted to faise money “from “corporations
and foundatlons but contributions from
these sources reportedly pay only a small
part of the Stations” total budgets.

Benator Case sald that his proposed leg-

tslation would seek to amend the Uhited

States Informatfon and Educational FEx-
change Act of 1648 to authorize funds for
both stations in the flscal year beginnihg

--next July 1. His proposal would call for an

"initial sum of $30-million, but he sald that

the sum would be subject to change

' “BAR ON OTHER FUNDS '
At the same time, Mr, Case sald, his pro-

posal would provi&e that “no other” United

States Government funds could be made

- available to either station except under the

provlsions of the dct. He also sald that he

" ‘would ask that Administration officials con-
" cerned with overseas information policies be

'

called to testify in order to determine the
amount npeeded fof the station's operations.

“I can understaqd why cover funds might
" have been used for a year or two'in an erer-
gency sltuation when ektreme secrecy was
neceg
funds were available,” Mr. Case said.

But, he went on, the justification for
covert funding has lessened over the years
as international tension has eased, as the
secrecy surrounding the stations has “melted
away,” and as more open means of funding
could be déveloped,

“In other words,” he said,

“the extraordt-

- nary circumstances that might have ‘been

“thought to justify circumvention of consti-
-tutional processes. and Congressiongl ap-
proval no longer exlst "
JOHNSON CREATED xxx ) i

“ Mr, Case pomted out that in 1967, atter
there had been public disclosure that the
C.IA; had been secretly funding the National
' Student Association, President Johnson cre-
“'ated p committee that was headed by Nicho-
Ias de B, Katzenbach the Under Secretary of
State, and that included Richard Helms,

. head of the C.LA. and John W, Gardner, the

‘s recommendation that “no Federal

shs.ll provicfe covert financial assist-
ance “or support (ﬂrect or indirect, to any
_of the nation’s educational or valuntary or-.
ganizatlons” and that “no programs cur-
- Xernitly would Justify any exceptions to this
poliey. " )

-Pegple famillar wn;h the operations of
-Radlo Free Europe and Radio Liberty noted
that both had been started at the peak of
the Cold War and had ,Just “gone rolling
‘on'" ever slnce The Katzenbach committee,

836, Of this,

Between $12-m11110n'

sary and whéen no other Governmeiit
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some sources sald, had cut off covert funding
from vlrtually all other recipients.

“They solved all the tough ones,” one
source said, ‘“but they were under such
pressure from Johnson to get their report’
out and get the heat from Congress and
the publlc cut off that they didn’t solve the
funding of the stations. They turned it over
to another committee.”

Thé second committee, whose members

‘these sources declined to identify, worked

over & year and then turned in s¢cret rec-
ommendations to Mr. Johnson. Hov/ever, Mr.
Johnson pigeonholed the recommendations
end finally left the problem for the incoming
Nixon Administration to solve, the sources
sald.

| From the Baltimore Sun, Jan. 24, 1971]
PueLic FINANCING OF OUTLETS ASKED; Ra-

p1o FREE EURoOPE Now 1N CIA SPHERE,

CAsE WARNS

(By Peter J. Kumpa)

WASHINGTON, January 23.—Senator Clif-
forcl P. Case (R., N.J.) announced today that

.he ‘will introduce legislation Monday to pro-

vide for open congressional financing of Ra-
dio Free Europe and Radio Liberty.

Mr. Case explained that, if approved, the
legislation would remove the stations from
the need for secret funds from tha Central
Intelligence Agency. He sald that in the last
fiscal year, the CIA provided a direct subsidy

-of $30 million to the stations which broad-

cast to the Soviet Union and five Eastern Eu-
ropean Communist countries.

Although both Radio Free Europe and Ra-
dio Liberty claim to be non-governmental or-
ganizgtions sponsored by private contribu-
tiorss, the senator said that <“available
sour-ces" indicate the CIA pays a.most all
their costs .

-1 - - PRODUCES TAX RETURNS

He produced figures from returns :iled with
the Internal Revenue Service showing that

-the combined operating costs for the stations

in fiscal 1969 was almost $34 milllon (8§21,-
109,935 for Radio Free Europe and $12,887,~
401 for Radlo Liberty).

Though a national advertising campaign
under the auspices of the Advertising Coun-
cil uses somewhere between $12 and $20 mil-
lion in free media space to soliclt contribu-
tions for the stations, Mr, Case sald, returns
frorn the public amount to less than $100,000.

The stations raise the rest of their budgets
frorn ‘corporate and foundation contribu-

.tions, he said.

“Congress has never participated in au-

~thorization or appropriations of funds to Ra-

dio Free Europe or Radlo Liberty, although
hundreds of millions of dollars in govern-
ment funds have been spent during the last
20 years,” Senator Case sald.

*1 can understand why covert funds might

-have heen used for a year or two in an emer-

gency sltuation when extreme secrecy was
necessary and when no other government
funds were available’” he went on.

' LESSENING OF TENSION

But now, the senator asserted, with the
lessening of international tension &nd with
the mélting of secrecy, some means of open
finaneing of the stations should have been
provided.

“In 'other words, the extraordirary cir-
cumstanceés that might have been thought
to justify circumvention of constitutional
processes and congressional approval no long-
er edst " Senator Case said.

The senator was not critical of the work
of the stations, both of which have thelr
maln orﬂces and studios in Munich, Ger-
many. "His legislation, in fact, would author-
ize $30 milllon for continuation of their
work. He simply wants Congress to super-
vise the spending of taxpayers’ money,

Radio Free Europe, started in 1950, broad-
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slovakia and Romania. Radio Liberty, opened
a year later, concentrates only on the So-
viet Unfon. In 1956, Radio Free Europe was
" criticized for raising false hopes of help for
the Hungarian’ rebels. Since then, the sta-
tions have béen less controversial.

Informed congressional sources have no
doubts about the close tie-up between the
theé stations and the government.

A full-time llalson officer from the con-
sulate in Munich is assigned to go over pro-
gram content to make it conform to U.S.
government policy, they point out. Because
classified as well as unclassified government
information is provided, security personnel
check out the stations, the same sources
report.

Further, they say U.S. embassy officials
from Eastern Europe get briefings at Radio
Free Europe. The station, in turn, uses the
coded communications of the Munich con-
sulate to keep in touch with Washington, the
sources report.

Though their studios are in Germany, the
transmitters for the statlons are in Spain,
Portugal and Taiwan, all countries with spe~
cial arrangements with the United States,
the sources report.

THE 1967 PANEL'S FINDINGS

In 1967, after disclosures of CIA financing
of the National Student Association, a presi-
dential committee made up of John Gard-
ner, then Secretary of Health, Education and
Welfare, Richard Helms, CIA director, and
Nicholas de B. Katzenbach, then under secre-
tary of State, recommended that no federal
agency should provide covert funds for any
of the mation’s “educational or voluntary
organizations.”

President Johnson a.ccepted the commit-
tee’s recommendations. On March 29, 1967,
he ordered all federal agencies to implement
them.

Senator Case’s bill, similar to one shortly
to be introduced in the House by Represen-
tative Ogden R. Reid (R., N.Y.), would pro-
vide funds for the stations out of the In-
formational and Educational Exchange Act.
It would forbid funding by any other govern-
ment channel.

[From the Christian Science Monitor, Jan.
25, 1971]

CIA AGAIN CHARGED WiITH PoLICY MEDDLING
(By Robert P. Hey)

WASHINGTON.—Once again, charges of Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency influence on U.S.
foreign policy are reverberating through
Congress.

Sen. Clifford P. Case charges that Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty actually are
financed—clandestinely—by the CIA, to the
tune of more than $30 million annually.

The New Jersey Republican alleges “‘sev-
eral hundred million dollars in United States
Government funds” have been given these
stations over the past 20 years without con-
gressional approval-or even knowledge.

In New York, Bernard Yarow, senior vice-
president of Radio Free Europe, says his
organization’s reaction to the charges is: “No
comment.” .

SUPPORT SUPPOSEDLY PRIVATE
" Both statlions beam information to Com-
munist-controlled nations in Eastern Europe.
They have stoutly maintained for years that
they were financed through private contri-

- buticns.

Senator Case, the New Jersey Republican,
thinks it is high time all this was brought
out into the open. He has introduced legis-
lation to have the finances of both stations
provided, openly, through the same author-
ization-and-appropriation process through
which Congress controls the budgets of most
governmental agencies.

These changes strengthen one present
trend—the increasing Insistence of Con-
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gressg—particularly the Senate-—on exerting
influence upon the direction of United
United States foreign policy.

But all this also seems like a page out
of the recent past. In 1867 it was disclosed
that the CIA was funding what had been
presumed to be an organlzation of students
without government links, the National Stu-
dent Assoclation. The uproar at that time
was thunderous over clandestine government
penetration of student organizations. with
all the implications of potential infringe-
ment on academic freedom.

EARLIER REPORT QUOTED

Senator Case now quotes, with considerable
irony, a recommendation made by a presi-
dential committee which Investigated that
CIA funding.

It recommended that “no federal agency
shall provide covert financial assistance or
support, direct or indirect, to any of the
nation's educational or voluntary organtza-
tions,” and that “no programs currently
would justify any exception to this policy.”

Sources close to Senator Case say he s not
trylng to close down Radlo Free Europe, but
merely to bring Into the open the govern-
ment's relationship to it.

The view here i5 that the CIA for 20 years
has remainied the financier of Radio Free
Europe, in the Case charge, due to bureau-
cratic inertia. “It's the whole question of
how does the government change'™ in the
words of ope source. No one here suggests
there is any Machiavelllan plot behind the
CIA financing, at least, not at present.

The Case bill is expected to be referred to
the Senate Forelgn Relations Committee,
chalred by Sen. J. Pulbright (D) of Arkansas,
where it is assured & sympathetic hearing.
Benator Case 15 o member of that committee.

{From the St. Louis Post-Dispatch,
Jan. 24, 1971]
Proposes CIA Cur Orr Rapio STATION PUNDS
(By Richard Dudman)

WasHINGTON, January 23.-—Senator CIlif-
ford P. Case (Rep.), New Jersey, proposed
Baturday that the United States drop the
pretense that Radio Free Europe and Radto
Liberty are private enterprises and begin fi-
nancing them openly.

Although the two propaganda stations
have been widely known to be opertalons of
the Central Intelligence Agency, Case be-
came possibly the first public official to blurt
out the truth publicly.

Radio Pree Europe, beamed to Eastern
Eurcpe, and Radio Liberty, beamed to the
Soviet Union, operate in Munich, West Ger-
many, ostensibly on private contributions.

But Case sald theee contributions ap-
parently come to less than $100,000 a year,
with modest additional amounts from
fourdations and corporations, whereas the
stations’ operating expenses for filcal 1969
were almost 834,000,000.

He showed copies of returns they filed
with the Internal Revenue BService report-
ing that opertaing costs were $31,109,935 for
Radic Free Europe and $12,887,401 for Radio
Idberty.

PREE ADYERTISING

Case sald he had been mdyvised that be-
tween $13,000,000 and 820,000,000 in free
media space was donated annually to the
fund raising campaign under suspices of the
Advertising Council.

“In the last 20 years several hundred mil-
Hton dollars in United States Government
funds have been expended from secret CIA
budgets to pay almost totally for the costs
of these two radic stations broadcasting to
Eastern Europe,” Case said. “In the last
fiscal year alone, over $30,000,000 was pro-
vided by CIA as a direct government sub-
sidy; yet at no time was Congress asked or
permitted to carry out its traditional con-
stitutional role of approving the expendi-
ture.”

The SBenator sald he would introduce a bill
Monday amending the United States Infor-
mation and Educational Exchange Act of
1948 to authorize funds for the two stations
in fiscal 1972, The bill also would provide
+hat no other U.8. Government funds may
#0 to either radio station except under provi-
~tons of the act.

POST ENDORSES HUMPHREY-
REUSS REVENUE-SHARING BILL

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, Mon-
day’s Washington Post contained 2 lead
editorial which addressed itself to the
various revenue-sharing proposals now
hefore the Congress.

T am gratified the editorial singled out
the bill that Congressman HeNry REuUss
and I introduced for laudatory mention.

Senator HUMPHREY and “Congressman
Reuss have put in & bill which would
phase the funds progressively over a
longer period of time, meanwhile encour-
aging the adoption or reform of income
taxes by the States and a whole array
of measures designed to bring State and
local financial and governmental prac-
tices at least into the century which will
shortly end.”

Mr. President, that is indeed the thrust
of the Humphrey-Reuss bill—to provide
inereasing Federal grants to States and
local governments to ease their fiscal
crunch and as an inducement to reform
and streamline their governmental struc-
tures and processes.

Local government must be more re-
sponsive to the needs of their people. The
Humphrey-Reuss bill will authorize the
funds to help provide these services and
to help State and local governments
render themselves able to allocate these
funds more efficiently and economically.
Such reform will make both present reve-
nues and expected Federal revenue shar-
ing go just that much further.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Post, editorial for February
8, 1971, be printed in the RECORD.

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

MR. NIXON'S MRESSAGE ON REVENUE BHARING

There were not many surprises in the
message on revenue sharing the Presldent
sent tc Congress on Thursday. Mr. Nixon
addressed himsel? primarily to the "general”
(or real)} revenue sharing of $§ bhilllon with
the states in the pregram's first year of
operation, as distinct from the so-called
“gpeclal revenue sharing” (more properly,
consolidated grants) that has yet to be
spelled out and which is meant to provide
the states with 811 billlon for broadly de-
fined purposes.

The general revenue sharing measure Mr.
Nixon outlined would automatically dispense
an amount equal to 1.3 per cent of the na-
tion's taxable personal income to state and
local governments for use as they see fit. It
18 to include financis! incentives for the
states to maintain their own tax efforts and
to work out their own sharing arrangements
with local governments—'pass through"
formulas, as they are known, that are par-
ticularly suited to the state’s individual
requirements and scceptable to a majority of
its governing bodles (such as cltles, town-
ships, counties) representing & majority of
its population. There i; also to be provision
for a federal audit which-—given the ban on
racially discriminstory use of the funds—
could prove quite Interesting In those cases
where the funds might go into the general
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treasury of a state or local govérnment: it
15 not inconceivable that with fuch a mix-
ture of moneys, the federal govermyment would
acquire more leverage than it now has in
eliminating discrimination from state-sup-
ported programs.

This, to be sure, remains in the realm of
speculation as does 50 much el%‘: related to

the meaning and ultimate effect of Mr,
Nixon's proposal. However, “iffy”
this matter are especially interesting—in-
deed, it could be argued that whatever the
fate of this particular measure; Mr, Nixon
has done the nation a considerble service
by initiating what could be a highly produc-
tive debate on problems that ghould have
beenn faced long ago. We are not referring
here to the rhetoric of “revoluiion” or to
Mr. Nixon's own antic borrowing (“Power
to the People”) or to the elide@ logle that
underlies talk of "giving back” o the states
functions and responsibilities the:federal gov-
ernment acquired only becausd the states
refused to assume them in the first place,
Rather, we have in mind the vekluable and
overdue focusing of attention onithe urgency
of devising an equitable and éffective re-
distribution of the nation’s tax revenue.

The argument over the precise amount ot
money—=$5 billlon—to be shared In the first
full vear of the general program:is a case in
point. That sum has been faulted both as
too little and too much. But the dispute is
not one of those conventional split-the-
difference affairs in which the object is
merely to reach agreement on the size of an
outlay the federal government can afford.
Each argument tends to rest, iastead, on a
particular theory of the merit &nd purpose
of revenue sharing. 85 biilion is far too small
a sum if you take at face valuf the Nixon
administration’'s stated alms. In fact the
White House, ritually and repeatgdiy blaming
the nation’s social unrest on the gap between
promise (or overpromise) and performance,
has nonetheless started down a rimilar road
itself in making large, power-ti-the-people
claims for the dispensation of: an amount
which is actually less than thd:t by which
state and local budgels Increase hnnually. At
most these funds can be expected to miti-
gate a rise in local taxes, not ;.0 take the
place of such a rise. And the prospective
administration measure carriess an insufii-
ciency of funds, incentives, ard sanctions
to ensure that the shared revehue will not
merely be of help in perpetuatihg a variety
of relationships between citizen and govern-
ment and among divisions of | government
that sorely require change on grounds that
range from moral to managerial, '

It Is for this last reason tMat others—
chiefly legisiators.and political theorists who
are not known for their scrimpinass with the
public puree —are claiming that the $5 bil-
lion first year sum is too large. If is too large,
they contend, t2> be dispensed to such un-
certain effect when the means ure at hand

.uestlons in

, for a pass at revenue sharing that would at

once reach the people and the state and local
governments in severest need. Thls alterna-
tive would be for the federal government to
assume all or almost all the fosts of our
national welfare programs—meaning that
share which state and local govdrnments are
now obliged to pay. Meantime—the argument
runs—while the state and local povernments
and their taxpayers would gain:relief in the
release of state and local welfpre expendi-
tures for other purposes, a more modest sum
could be allocated to a phased general reve-
nue sharing plan that would be, In Con-~
gressman Henry Reuss’s terms.fa “catalyst”
not a “crutch.” !

This school of thought, to which we are
ourseives inclined at this point, holds that
the automatlc allocation of I?deraliy col-
lected revenue to the states represents a step
that will not easily be reversed 4nd one with
critically important long-term limplications
and effects. From which it follows that it
should not be taken loosely or lightly or in
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ﬁmgﬁon “t& end it coverb fnaficing By the

" O.LA. and to finance and operate it on & new

open basis. The situation has got to be taken

‘ into hand quickly, for as matters stand,

funds will run out for RFE—and for Radio
Liberty, whiéh broadcasis to the Soviet Un-
ion—quite séon. The two stations are much
ttoo valuable to be 108t in a summer haze.

“Fast Furopean” governments resentful of
RF‘@SS broad appéal to thelr populations have
jong stewed and fulminated about 1t—along
with pulling such dirty tricks as putting
poison in the sédlt shakers of its Munich
hesdguiarters. They could do littie more, un-
til Willy Brandt opened his policy of re-
conelliation with the East. Then, sensing an
opportunity for leverage, they sg.id that his
Ostpolitik and RFE are ingompatible. In fact,
they are not, but Germany was embarrassed.
Once Mr, Nixon made clear his position that
Americans troops and American redios in
Germany are part of a package, however,
Bonn diplomatically told the protesting East
Europeans to cooldown.
" Some East European governments pored in
harder when Senator Clifford Case stated
publicly what almost everybody had known
for years—that the C.IA. inances RFE (and
Radio Liberty)y. Poland, for instance, called
upon the United States last month to put
RFE off the alr. .

Senator Case’s polnt was to get RFE out

V 1n the open and so he offered a bill to finance

it by direct appropriations, through the State
Department. The administration, ecorrectly
contending that much of RFE’s audience ap-

“"peal lles in its appearance of independence

from the American governmens, countered
with a bill 10 set up a 'publicly funded “pri-
vate” corporation to run both RFE and RL.
{West Cermany, for its own reasons, favors
the latter approach.) In the meanwhile,

"*. there arose on Capitol Hill legltlmate gues-

tions about the cost of the stations, their re-
search functions, their relationship to other
American propagands and cultural programs,
end their coordination with political efforts
for detente. The administration did not al-
low enough time for Congress to cope side-
quately with these questions and, as & result,
the stations are now hanging by the thread
of a continuing resolution which provides
funds only until August.” =~ * 7

" Y& do not have dogmatic views on the kind
of organizational home the statlons ought to
have or on the size of their budgets or the
scope of their non-broadessting activities.
We would ke to make the emphatic point,
however, ‘that RFE arid RL do an ewtremely
important job and, in our judgment, do it
well, ’ e :

. RFE still carries an image of irresponsibil-
ity dating from fts indeed-irresponsible words
of encourageinént to Hungarlan rebels in
1956, Together, RFE and RL have the reputa-

. tion of being the volces of bitter emigres and

primitive anti-Communists. The two stations,
‘however, have considerably changed and they

.ean 1o ‘longer be fairly accused of the sins

of their past. What they do now is to com-
municate directly with. tihe people of East
Kurope who want jo listen o them in order
to learn what they cannot learn from thelr
o%m. captive press and radio. The stations do
not incite to révolution or préach anti-Com-
nﬁlm,s'm; théy say what 18" going on in East
Europe. Tt would be an unpardonable breach
of falth with the stations’
teners to dény thein their o
' Detfente, if 1t” meéans ‘anything, means
#ilng the West’s contacts with the East,
ng the East to seal off its people
fest, It means the exchange of peo-
rds and Tdeas. This is the sssen-
"RFE and RL. The Congress,
n 1ts rightminded determination to shake
“the Station fréd of the CIA, should not lose
sizht of the reason for letting them coni-
tinue #, . 7 o :
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PUBLIC CITIZEN

HON. ROBERT E. JONES
IN THE HOUSI‘EI)’O;L;BE?;IRA.ESEN’I ATIVES
Tuesday, June 29, 1971

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Speaker,-

a recent editorial in the Huntsville, Ala.,
Times honored Mr. Bierne Sprugins, one
of Alabama’s most outstanding residents.
T have known Mr. Spragins for raore than
25 years, and I have never known a more
dedicated public citizen.

The editorial remarks in the Huntsviile
Times cite the high points of his illus-
trious career of service to his community
and its constant improvemen: Beyond
this record he is congenial andl friendly.
He is most gallant and chivalrous in all
his deportments. I am grateftl that he
has allowed me to be his friend through
the years. \

At this point I wish to include the
comments of the editorial as a part of my
remarks:

BIERNE SPRAGINS WaAS THIRE

Things have changed these past 50 years
for Huntsville and 1ts Rotary Club; but then
some things are pretty much the same. For
instance, when Rotary met this week, just as
ir. 1920, Bierne Spragins wes there.

The local club, for no special reason but
for lots of good ones, therefore, paid tribute
to 1ts longtime member and former president
(1932-33) for a life-time of effort in behalf
of this community’s development. We lend
our applause,

Mr, Spragins is known generally as a
banker. And that he is, having begun at the
Pirst National in 1919, soon after returning
from World War I service in France. After
an interlude operating the family’s lce-and-
coal company, he returned to Flrst National
Bank in 1933 as executive vice president and
in 1935 succeeded his father, the late R. E.
Spragins, who had served in that capacity
gnce 1909,

But Mr. Spragins has served th.s commun-
iy, to which his family came in 1320, in more
ways than financial. For he has harbored a
steadfast enthuslasm for its economic and
cultural development. He was, for example,
among the 18 men who organized the Hunts-
ville Industrial Expansion Coinmittee in
1944, and he served as its second president.
He also served as president of the Chamber
cf Commerce in 1946,

In the words of one of his friends, “Blerne
probably hes had a hand in recrulting every
new industry that has come to Eluntsville in
the past 25 years—except maybe the other
banks.”

Over the years, Mr. Spragins Las garnered
his share of accolades for his services. He re-
celved the C of C Distinguisted Citizens
Award in 1964, and in recognition of 21 years
of service as chairman of two Army advisory
committees, Huntsville’s and the Third
Army’s, he received the Department of the
Ariny’s highest civillan award, the Outstend-
ing Civilian Service Medal,

The recognition of his fellow Rotarians.

added sheen to the illustrious record.

‘Well, things may have been pretty much
the same at Rotary, 1920 and 1971. Bierne
Spragins was there.

But things surely are not the same In
HMuntsville, and in no small measure because
Bierne Spragins was here.
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' BTERNE SPRAGINS HONORED AS

* BOOKBURNERS AND CULTURAL
CENSORS AT WORK

HON. JOHN R. RARICK

OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 29, 1971
Mr. RARICK. Mr. Speaker, in nearby

“Montgomery County of Maryland the

bookburners are back censoring and sup-
pressing free speech in education.

The latest cultural work to be purged
is “Little Black Sambo,” printed in 1899
and enjoyed. for generations by our
youth with no qualms of conscience or
psychological backlash.

The retort of the censor that the de-
cision was not to be construed as book-
burning clearly shows a guilt feeling and
psychotic defensive reaction.

If all books in the library that might
be offensive to someone were destroyed,
there would be few books remaining in
the library. Yet no reason was given to
purge the book which degraded police
officers as “pigs” nor was any book ridi~
culing whites suggested for suppression.

It appears that Montgomery County
has a biased and prejudiced director of
educational media and technology on its
hands.

In the meantime, another federally
funded organization, the Smithsonian
Institution, has scoured the country to
locate backwoods people, representative
of American folklore to come to Wash-
ington at taxpayers’ expense and give a
demonstration of living culture in Amer-
ica. '

Included in the conglomeration is said
to be a black Ohio Colonial blues band
comparable to a New Orleans blues band.
Certainly by our Maryland standards of
censorship, this could be regarded as
“ridicule of black people”—specially if
someone white told them so.

The material follows:

[From the Sunday Star, June 27, 1971]
SamBo “‘DisMISSED” BY COUNTY SCHOOLS
(By Thomas Love)

“Little Black Sambo,” the story of a boy
with new clothes who outsmarts several
tigers who want to eat him, has been ordered
removed from Montgomery County schools.

Following a complaint by a mother of two
elementary school children, a system official
hag ordered all copies of the book removed
from school libraries, along with film strips
and records telling the story,

“Thig decision is not to be construed as
‘book burning,’ but rather as book selection,”
Nanecy C. Walker, director of the department
of educabional media and technology, said
in a memo to all principals and librarians,

In May, Barbara Smith, of 11212 Skuykill
Road, Rockville, whose two children attend
Rockinghorse Elementary School, complained
to the school adminisiration that the book
is a “ridicule of black people.”

The black mother asked that the books he
withdrawn from school libraries. After a
month-long investigation, a committee of
principals, librariens, teachers and a central
office staff member recommended that her
requests be granted.

«Little Black Sambo’ is derogatory. It's
not good literature for children.”

She sald the book implies that “black peo-
ple are preoccupied with ‘fine’ clothes, in-
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ing Sea In about 1,000 years, at which time it
would be harmless. The “very unlikely” al-
ternative would be for the radioactive water
to reack: the Bering Sea in two or three years
at about 1,200 times safe levels and continue
to be discharged for 130 years, he says.

“In this unlikely event, the mixing with
ocean waters in longshore currents would ine
troduce an effective dilution factor,” Mr.
Gard says confidently,

But Jerold Lowenstein, a radiation expert
at the University of Callfornia Medica! Cen-
ter in San Francisco, scoffs at the “magic
of dilution” and says low levels of radio-
activity can accumulate and be recoucen-
trated in the food cycle. Sen. Gravel adds, “In
these days when the nation is deeply con-
cerned about mercury poisoning and the
market for seafood products has falien off
sharply, even the suspicion that radioactive
water 1s leaking to the surface could devas-
tate the market for all fishery species of the
North Pacific.”

Conservationlsis are especially enraged be-
cause the Aleutian Islands, including Am-
chitka, are a natipnal wiidlife refuge. But
when he established the refuge in 1918,
President Taft provided that Amchitka could
be used for ruflitary purposes. Says the Au-
dubon Soclety’s Mr. Bell, “I think it is per-
fectly clear that coaling stations and the like
were the kind of military purposes that Presi-
dent Taft considered commensurate with
wildlife refuge status. It Is obvious that he
could not have conceivably imagined that
this might-include testing flve-megaton nu-
clear weapons.”

““NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT”

Cannikin, the AEC claims, will cause “no
significant environmental impact” on Am-
chitka. The Island Is home to the endangered
sea otter, which the AEC has been helping
transplant to other habitate in an effort to
expand its ranks. Perhaps as many as 20 sea
otters “could suffer measurable physiologi-
cal effects” from the test, the AEC says, but
the overall impact will be “negligible.” The
AEC adds that “a few fish of commercially
important species may be killed by the
shock.”

As far as the Aleuts are concerned, the
Aleutians should belong to them under a
complex Alaskean native land claims settle-
ment now pending before Congress, Iliodor
Philemonof, president of the Aleut League,
which is threatening a lawsult, says the
Aleuts “were and are entitled to the protec-
tion of provisions of the Constitution. Prop-
erty should not be taken without due proc-
e8s.” The proposed explosion, he alleges, is
ancther example of the white man subjecting
Aleuts to “mistreatment and misfortune.”

But the averriding issue In the controversy
may be whether the test is actuaily neces-
sary. Officially, the AEC hasn't disclosed the
precise purpose of the $160 milllon project
except that “the test is considered of vital
importance to national security.” In testl-
mony 10 a Senate committee n April, an AEC
official admitted Cannikin will be to test the
warhead for the Spartan antiballistic misstle.

It that's the case, some sclentiists allege,
then Cannikin {8 polntless. Jeremy J. Stone,
director of the 2,000-member Federation of
American Sclentists, clalms Cannikin was
concelved by the AEC in 1966 under Presi-
dent Johnson to test the Spartan missile, an
anti-Chinese missile defense system. How-
ever, Mr. Stone contends, the Nixon admin-
istration In early 1969 revised the ABM pro-
gram to have the defense of Minuteman
ICBM's against a Soviet threat as Its primary
purpose, with the defense of cities from a
China atiack as a supplemental program.
‘“There now is ample reason to believe that a
majority of the U.S. Senate will not support
an anti-Chinese ABM,” he says, adding that
the Spartan missile isn't necessary in the
ICBM defense system.

“'Baslcally,” Mr. Stone argues, 'Cannikin is
a bureaucratic oversight—an experiment that
has been waiting to be canceled.”

The fina) green Jight for Cannlkin must be
flashed by President Nlxon., The Anchorage
Datly Times, quoies “réllable sources” in
Washington as saying the administration may
cancel Oannikin hecsuse of its “potential
political risk” In the wake of the recent
agreement with the SBoviet Unton at the
Strategic Arms Limitation Talks to negotiate
limits on defensive ABM systems. (One AEC
official grumbles that the Russians earlier
this year set off a six-megaton test on an
Arctic Island and “you dide't hear toc much
about that™)

Like its smailler Amchitka predecessor in
1969, Cannlkin is generating much inter-
national 111 will, especlally in Canada and
Japan, two fishing nations, Patrick Moore, 8
Canadian conservationst, points out that
Japan, Cansda and even the Soviet Union
{which 18 800 miles from Amchitka) are
closer to the blast sits than is the contiguous
T.5., and thus "exposed to a more serious
threat.” His suggestion: If the U.S. wante "to
indnlge” itself in the test, explode it in the
geographic center of the U.8. In central
Kansas.

THEY MOUTHED MORALITY

HON. DONALD W. RIEGLE, JR.

OF MICHIGCAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 29, 1971

Mr. RIEGLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to di-
rect the attention of the House to today's
news commentary section of the New
York Times, where Charles Frankel has
presented a very Informative and clarify-
ing analysis of Walter Rostow’s view of
“moralism” in policymsking for Viet-
nam:

THEY MOUTHED MORALITY
(By Charles Prankel)

Walt Rostow has stated the moral case for
the war In Vietnam in these pages. No one
who knows Mr. Rostow doubts his sincerity
or depth of moral commitmaent. But the issue
18 not what it has been said to be—that those
who made the decislons about the war were
indifferent to moral considerations, The issue
is the impersonal one as to the actual nature
of these considerations, and the kind of loglc
that should be used in thinking about them.

It 18 odd for Mr. Rostow w0 call on George
Kennan’s animadversions against “moralism”
to support the position be takes. His position
18 a study In moralism. Reading him, T have
the same feeling again that 1 had when I dis-
cussed the war with some o7 its defenders in
the Johnson Administration. It was the feel-
ing of running into a blank wall, and turn-
ing around and running Inw another.

The first was a wall of fact to which I
wasn’t privy. (“If only you knew the facts
that we know about Vietnam, you wouldn't
hold the position you do.” Well, now I know
Some of those facts, and they are qulte un-
lovely.) But the other wall was and is the
Great Wall of Moral Absolutes, a wall of prin-
ciples to which one clings sgainst the facts,
against experience, against feeling.

Mr. Rostow begins, In effect, by telling us
to keep our guard up against moral doubts.
Hc sets up an impossilbe ideal—absolute
pacifism—and confesses to a feeling of sad-
ness that we can’t attain it. But we can't;
life s hard. “All national policy—Ilike the
human condition itself—is morally flawed.”

The operative moral question about the
war in Vietnam is not whether war in gen-
eral 18 "ugly and sinful.” It is about this war,
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ite necessity, Its purposes. whether fhese pur-
poses could be accomplished, whelher they
were worth accomplishing given the cost in
human suffering.

And what about this war? Mr. Rostow savs
that it meets one condition for being moral
because the “'national Interests” we Lave pur-
sued in Vietnam are parallel to thése of the
South Viethamese, who, in 1961 and 1865,
wanied to fight for an independent destiny.
The South Vietnamese? Which one: ? Which
government? What about the South Vietnam-
ese who are with the Vietcong? i

Agaln, Mr. Rostow says that a war, if it Is
to be moral, must be conducted “so as to
minimize damage to civilian lives” The argu-
ment. when offered in defense of the Vietnam
war, is ghoulish. What is the relatidn of this
abstract principle to mass transfers of popu-
lations, free-fire zones, the ghastly’ weapons
we have used? Does the fact that alk national
policy is “morally flawed’ relleve usirom the
responsibility of looking at facts? :

The rest of Mr. Rostow's statement 1s simi-
lar. He says that our basic “power interests”
in the world are morally legitimatd because
they are wholly “negative™: We simply wish
“to prevent the dominance of Euj ope and
Asia by a single potentially hostile power.”’
But what of the specific ways in which we
have pursued this “negative” goal? :

We cannot draw the lessons from Vietnam
that some of its crities wish us to. The war is
not u product of “‘the system.” It is the prod-
uct of the Cold War mentality, of the inordi-
nate influence of the Pentagon and jis satel-
lites, and of policies that were adopived only
by circumventing the system of consultation
with the electorate and its representatives.
But the way we got Into the war, thé way we
have argued about It, tells us sdmething
about our natlonal life.

It tells us that the habit is widespread of
asserting airy moral principles withdat look-
ing at their content and conseguencep. Highly
intelligent men, products of the besl educa-
tion we have to offer, think that they have
done thelr duty by morals when they mouth
abstractions whose living mesning is left
unexamined, and cling to lofty goals;without
ever asking whether the legitimacy ‘of these
goals is affgcted by what is done in thelr

putguit. y ; B
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RADIO FREE EUROPE AND
LIBERTY

HON. ROBERT H. STEELE

- OF CONNECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, June 29, 1971 '

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, on ‘Thurs-
day, June 24, T joined Mr. Reip of New
York in sponsoring of H.R. 9330. a bill
to provide for the creation of an Ameri-
can Council for Private International
Communieations, Inc., as a funding and
management mechanism for Radio Free
Europe and Radio Liberty. Last Satur-
day, the Washington Post published an
editorial regarding RFE and RL. I bring
to the attention of my colleagues this
very informative piece: .

THE ESSENTIAL BUSINESS OF RADIQ FREE

EUROPE i

Radio Free Europe, which undertaikes to
tell East Europeans the news about them-
selves that their own controlled media with-
hold, 18 under harsh political attack for that
reason from governments of some of the
East European gountries it broadcasts to. It
may face an even greater peril, however, from
the confusion of efforts underway i Wash-

RADIO
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themselves substantial, should not be al-

- lowed to overshadow those of the cities. For,
. after all, governments exist to meet the

needs of people, and people do not lose their
legitimate claim upon government by con-
gregating—wisely or unwisely—in metro-
politan areas. . .

There i5 po easy solution to the complex

" ‘and interrelated problems which plague gov-

ernments at all levels, But anything which
drives wedges between different constituen-
cles within any given state, as is bound to

. happen if Uncle Sam bypasses the states in

dealing with the cities, will simply make
matters worse, .
AMERICA’S HOUSING POLICIES

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr, President, the
Supreme Court’s recent decision in James
agalnst Valtierra, upholding the constitu-
tionality of California’s mandatory pub-
lic housing referendum law, has caused
considerable controversy across the Na-
tion. No one knows what effect the deci-
slon will have on America’s housing poli-
cies. Many commentators have asserted
that it should be read very narrowly,
while others claim that the Court has
closed off the suburbs to low- and
moderate-income families.

Herbert M. Franklin, executive asso-
clate of the National Urban Coalition, has
written a thoughtful review of the James

" case entitled “Power to the people who

got there first” which deserves the at-

" tention of every person concerned with

lowering the economic barriers now sur-
rounding our suburbs. , .

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
that Mr. Franklin’s article published in
the May/June issue of City magazine be
printed in the REcorp. ‘

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcoRrb,

-as follows: I L
POWER TO THE PEOPLE WHO GoT THERE FIRST

The recent declaration by s five-man
majority of the Supreme Court that local

- referenda on decent housing for the poor

“demonstrate devotion. to democracy, not
bias, discrimination, or prejudice” should
awaken school book .memories of our
uational past. .

Our most momentous, and calamitous,
friction between democratic theory and the
fate of the helpless took place in 1854. In
that year Stephen Douglas destroyed the
Missouri Compromise by promoting “squatter
sovereignty” through the odious Kansas-
Nebraska Act that permitted slavery to be
voted up or down in those two territories.
Historians suggest that Douglas probably sin-

-cerely believed that slavery would be voted

down, But it took a Civil War and virtually
8 new Constitution to resolve the questions
symbolized by that event. We gpparently
have some more resolving to do under the
complicated clreumstances of modern life.

Lincoln’s rebuttal to Douglas was essen-
tially that the sacred right of self-government
of the few cannot be permitted to override
the concerns of an entire nation, It was not
the vote in the territories that concerned
Lincoln but its impact on the needs of the
whole soclety, as those needs were themselves
expressed through less parochiasl but still
democratic means. His argument is still fresh
ahd instructive, . . Ce

It took long enough, but the Supreme
Court’s solicltude for racial minorities when
they are directly and officially disadvantaged
has now been established. But the current
slim majority has chosen to ignore what
every presidential commission in recent years
has 'docurx{ep‘t,ed: the inextricable Iink be-
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tween the problems of race and poverty in
this society. In so doing, the Court has chosen
not to see in the Constitution the guiding
principles of economic justice that must
undergird a concern for racial justice in
urban America. Both require for their solu-
tion national policies that are now frus-
trated by a latter-day squatter sovereignty.

If the conflicts today are less strident than
in Lincoln’s time, they are just as pervasive.
The widening racial and economic disparities
In metropoliten areas, now confirmed by the
census, will require new national policies that
balance the just claims of the needy against
the legitimate purposes of local self-govern-
ment. | . .

For example, a third of our families can-
not attaln decent housing without a subsidy.
The fecleral government will be subsicizing
the construction of 500,000 dwelling units
next year. That figure must grow to 720,000
in & few years if our national 10-year lous-
ing goals are to be met. During the last dec-
ade the federal involvement was a miniscule
60,000 units annually. But we have inherited
a dual system of transmitting these increas-
ingly large subsidies to the ultimate bene-
ficlaries. If you are a moderate- or middle-~
income family you get the benefit of the fed-
eral interest assistance subsidies through the
Federal Housing Administration and private
intermediaries who finance and develop
housing. If you are poor you get your sub-
sidy (if you‘get any at all) only on the
Inttiative of local public officials and, thanks
to the Court, perhaps the sufferance of the
locel electorate. As a result, housing subsidies
for low-income families are simply unavall-
able in vast sections of the nation, includ-
ing some mafjor cities, while FHA mortgage
insurance and subsidies flow to the nonpoor
with the market. The only FHA subsidy for
low-income people, the rent supplement pro-
gram, by federal law requires local ofictal
approval {even though the project is on
the tax rolls). So a perverse symmetry is
malntalned-—a legislated, and now Ccurt-
sanctioned, bias against the poor—which is
magnified if the enormous automatic income
tax benefits to middle- and high-income
homeowners are considered.

Short of federal occupation of the field, re~
placing this dualism by a single-variable
housing subsidy for the entire range of eligi-
ble income groups, even the moderate-
income programs may come under the c) oud
of the Court’s decision. Many local contro-
versies have affected moderate-income rather
than low-income proposals. With the federal
role in housing increasing the President has
stood astride the suburban boundary to
oppose ‘“forced integration” and to detend
the economic integrity of enclaves of “‘§20,-
000 to $24,000” homes probably occuplec. by
families with incomes not significantly
higher than those eligible for federal .od-~
erate-income subsidies.

Who is protecting whom from what? “his
Is an fillustration of how essentially raclal
tensions can deny opportunities for whites
as well as blacks. The President is, in effect,
telling the white postal worker or teacher
seeking a subsidized dwelling in the suburbs:
We're going to treat your needs as though
you were black, Even moderate-income hcus-
ing in the suburbs in popular terms means
“black” housing and “economic” integration
means “racial’” integration. Last year, In fact,
the President sent Congress a report in which
he asserted that both economic and racial
Qiscrimination limits sites for federal low-
and moderate-income housing programs.

In this context the distinction between
economic and raclal integration is a arid
legalism. Since the federal programs are s.ip-
posed to open up housing opportunities on
an integrated basis, everyone knows that
subsidized units potentially can be occupied
by blacks. The majority’s observation that
the challenged mandatory referendum Iis
“neutral” because it applies to all low-In-
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come projects and not only to “projects
which will be occupied by a racial minor-
1ty” is an archaic throwback to the now out-
lawed public housing policy in segregating
the races.

Almost one hundred years ago Justice Field
sald, “When we take our seats on the bench
we are not struck with blindness and for-
bidden to know as judges what we see as
men.,”

For those who can see, the trend is dis-
turbing. The federal housing programs are
premised on the interest of private entre-
preneurs to work in tandem with govern-
ment assistance. What is happening lately
should give them pause. Projects that in-
crease raclal concentrations in the inner city
have heen challenged successfully under the
civil rights laws. Sites in suburbia or “bet-
ter’ areas will meet with varlous local ex-
clusionary tactics. The vise is beginning
to close on the avallability of sites, and the
risks of delay or total frustration have
mounted.’ As for Secretary Romney’s ambi-
tion to attract the most highly capitalized
concerns into these programs, one can as-
sume these are also the people with the
most cautious lawyers.

Lawyers can, of course, find many reasons
to limit the scope of the opinion. California’s
unique history of putting many public ques-
tions before the electorate may make similar
attempts to single out the poor for electoral
consideration in other states more suspect.
Situations where racial prejudice is obvious-
ly a motivating factor clearly remain sub-
Ject to successful legal challenge, and these
encompass not only referenda but diserimina-
tory zoning, subdivision, and bullding regu-
lations. But the result will embolden the
latter-day squatters who would like to keep
anybody out of their privileged sanctuaries.

Indeed, the majority’s evisceration of the
equal protection clause seems to invite ref-
endsa on welfare and other programs for the
poor that may “lead to large expenditures of
local governmental funds for increased pub-
lie services and . lower tax revenues.”
Why poor people living in squalid slums
(many of them tax-delinquent properties)
place a greater burden on public services
than poor people in decent housing is not
explained, What is implied is that you can
vote on whether to let them in at all,

There may be some, even on the Supreme
Court, who believe as did Stephen Douglas,
that the common sense of the most parochial
electorate will recognize poverty as one of
the more costly conditions we confront, But
with the President describing welfare bene-
fiieiaries as shiftless work-shirkers, a com-
passionate electorate may be too much to
expect.

There is other potential mischief in this
decision. People are expensive, particularly
people with school-age children, and this is
50 whether they are rich or poor, If you can
get the industry and let the new people live
in the neighboring town your property taxes
will be lower. (If they are poor people, or
black people, all the more reason to keep
them out.)

If a referendum can purify fencing out the
poor (since these, in the Court's terms, are
only one of the “diverse and shifting groups
that make up the American people”), why
not use it as a refuge against urban growth
generally? Can the townships of large-log
homes and excessive building size require-
ments keep out apartments by putting this
to a vote of existing residents on the grounds
that apartment dwellers will increase the
costs of public services? Or how about voting
to keep out all but one-bedroom apartments?
Indeed, in a recent study of one well-to-do
suburb, it appears that because of 10w assess-
ments on expensive homes, the presence of g
good Industrial tax base and high per
caplta school expenditures, a three-bedroom,
single-family home valued at less than $100,-
000 produced a net deficit to the local fise,

e 2005/08/22 : CIA-RDP72-OQ337R0005002_80004-0"



S 10374

Can that community vote to keep out the
$25,000 homes that concern the President?
Or must we ¢all on the due process clause t
protect the developers' property rights to
rationalize the relationships of civilized hu-
man values to urban land?

Power to the people is fine. But power to
the people who got there first means the
continued balkanization of our metropolitan
aress.

AMBASSADOR ROBERT ELLSWORTH

Mr. MATHTAS. Mr. President, public
service is a privilege, but it imposes heavy
burdens on the talent, the courage, the
strength, and the dedication of the men
and women who devote their lives to
politics and Government. The glamor
and the trappings of office have enough
glitter so that the hard work is some-
times overlooked until we reach some
milestone and look back over the road
we have traveled.

Bob Ellsworth has come home from
Europe and will make his home in Mary-
land. He is very welcome and I look for-
ward to a renewed cpportunity to learn
from him some of the lessons gained
from’ his experience as U.8. Ambassador
to NATO.

Ambassador FEllsworth entered the
Congress in the election of 1860 and
took his seat as a representative
~ from Kansas on the same day that I also
took my seat in the House. He immedi-
ately earned a leadership role among the
Republican freshmen and he retained
that role by his industry and abllity.

When he left the House and undcr-
took the general practice of law he soon
became associated with a successful New
York lawyer, Richard M. Nixon. Their
professional relationship was such that
when Mr. Nixon moved his office to
Washington, Bob Ellsworth came along
as Assistant to the President of the
United States.

He was later entrusted with the deli-
cate and highly sensitive responsibility of
representing the President and the peo-
ple of the United States in the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization. During his
tenure in Brussels, I had occasion to visit
Europe and can testify to the high re-
gard in which Bob Ellsworth was heid.

And now we are glad to welcome him
back, to thank him 1or all his good work
and to wish him many years of content-

ignt and happiness and success.

)

RADIC FREE EUROPE AND RADIO
LIBERTY

Mr. McGEE. Mr. President, funding for
Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty
is fast approaching the critical point. In
fact, as the matter stands, funds for both
operations will be running out quite soon.

An editorial published in the Wash-
ington Post of June 26 raises very per-
tinent issues concerning the importance
of approving appropriations as soon as
possible to enable the twe stations to
continue their valuable broadcasts.

While Congress is currently hassling
over the issue of where financing for both
operations should come, we should keep
in mind the vital importance of these
stations continuing their operations.

T ask unanimous consent that the cdi-
torial be printed In the RECORD.

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

THE ESSENTIAL BUSINESS OF Rapio
Fres EUROPE

Radic Pree Europe, which undertakes to
tell East Europeans the news about them-
selves that their own controlled media with-
hold, is under harsh poiitical attack for that
reason from governments of some of the East
European countries it broadcasts to. It may
face an even greater peril, however, from the
confusion of efforts anderway In Washington
to end Its cover: financing by the C.I.A. and
to tinance and operate It on a new open basis.
The situation has got to be taken into hand
quickly, for as matters stand, funds will run
out for RFE—and for Radio Liberiy, which
broadcasts to the Soviet Unlon—quite soon.
The two stations are much too valuable to be
108t in A summer haze.

Esst European governments resentful of
RFE’'s broad appesl o thelr populations have
long stewed and fulminated about it—along
with pulling such dirty tricks as putting
poison in the salt shakers of its Munich head-
quarters. They could do 1ittle more, until
Willy Brandt openest his policy of reconcilia-
tton with the East, Then, sensing an oppor-
tunity for leverage. they said that his Osi-
politik and RFE are incompatible. In fact,
they are not, but Germany was embarrassed.
Once Mr. Nixon made clear his position that
American troops and American radios in Ger-
many are part of s package, however, Bonn
diplomatically told the protesting East Eu-
ropeans to ¢ool down.

Some East European governments bored in
harder when Senator Clifford Case stated
publicly what almost everybody had known
for years—that the CI.A. finances RFE {(and
Radlo Liberty). Poiand, for instance, called
upen the United States 1ast month to put
RFE off the alr.

Senator Case’s point was to get RFE out
i1t the open and so he offered & bill to finance
it by direct appropriations, through the State
Department, The administration, correctly
contending that much of RFE's audience ap-
peal ltes in its appearance of independence
from the American government, countered
with a bill to set up & publicly funded “pri-
vate” corporation to run both RFE and RL.
{West Qermany, for its own reasons, favors
the latter approach.) In the meanwhile, there
arcse on Capitol Hill legitimate questions
about the cost of the stations, their research
functions, their relationship to other Ameri-
can propaganda and cultural programs, and
thelr coordination with political efforts for
detente. The administration did not allow
enough time for Congress 1o cope adequately
with these questions and, as a result, the sta-
tions are now hanging by the thread of & con-
tinuing resolution which provides funds only
until August.

We do not have dogmatic views on the kind
of organizational home the stations ought to
have or on the size of thelr budgets or the
scope of thelr non-broadcasting activities. We
would like to make the emphatic point, how-
ever, that RFE and RL do an extremely im-
portant job and, i our judgment, do it well.

RFE still carries an image of irresponsi-
bility dating from its indeed-irresponsible
words of encouragement to Hungarian rebels
in 1956, Together, RFE and RL have the rep-
utation of betng the volces of bitter emigres
and primitive anti-Communists. The two sta-
tions, however, have considersbly changed
and they can no longer be fairly accused of
the sins of their past. What they do now s to
communicate directly with the people of
East Europe who want to listen to them in
order to learr. what they cannot learn from
their own captive press and radio. The sta-
tions do not incize to revolution or preach
anti-Communism; they say what is going on
tn East Europe. It wouid be an unpardonable
breach of faith with the stations’ millions of
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listeners to deny them their chotce of radio
fare.

Detente, if it means anything, means wid-
ening the West's contacts with the East, not
helping the East to seal off its people from the
West. It means the exchange ¢f people, goods,
words and ideas. This {s the esfential business
of RFE and RL. The Congreés, in its right-
minded determination to shdke the stations
free of the CIA, should not lpse sight of the
reason for letting them continfue it.

—— S ——————

THE PENTAGON DO?UMENTS

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, we
are reading and hearing much today
about the stolen Pentagbn documents
which ailegedly reveal that former Presi-
dent Johnson was pilanning to escalate
the Vietnam war even beiore the 1964
Presidential elections during which he
campaigned as the peace candidate.

Many issues have been: raised during
this controversy, and I am sure that fur-
tner study and research will uncover
other issues. :

¥ew conclusions stand lout clearly at
this point, but one fact ddes stand out—
a great portion of the A.rperica.n people
feel that tney have beenx deceived and
lied to. {

An editorial entitled *A Monstrous
Lie,”” published in the News of June 27
calls attention to this debate. I ask unan-
imous consent that it be ‘printed in the
REcORD. . .

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

A MONSTROUS }x:

Enough of the so-called Pentagon Papers
have been published, amid & flurry of federal
court injunctions agalnst pgblication by in-
.dividual newspapers, to get o glimmer of an
idea of what they are and 4re not.

It is clear that the entire get of documents,
even when all are released’or made public
by other means, will tell ohly a small part
of the Vietnam war story and the decision-
making processes involved ]Fl American par-
ticipation in the Indoching confiict. Some
Indications are beginning td¢ emerge to show
that the papers may have peen handpicked
carefully to create An ensuirely erroneous
concept of how America got bogged down in
Southeast Asia. i

The further implication 1§ that the Penta-
gon study ordersd by formér Defense Secre-
tary McNamara may have been designed to
serve the selfish interests of the so-called
Kennedy clan and Pentagop Whiz Kids who
got America deeply involved in Vietnam in
the 1960's then tried to gét themselves off
the hook. :

It is very easy to handpick from among
hundreds of differing ‘“cofitingency plans”
devised to cope with every conceivable kind
of development and come up with an entire-
ly distorted picture of the:planning process
and to shift the onus of responsibility from
one group to another, almyst at will. There
are strong indications that this may have
been done in the Pentagon’'study. at least in
some instances. !

Therefore, the American; public would be
well advised against accepting as “full gos-
pel” the contents of the yoluminous study
repcrt as it is revealed, pi¢cemeal or other-
wise. H

It is possible however, td spot obvious in-
stances in which the Amdrican public was
lied to for reasons of selfish partisan politics.

One is the mattér of the decision to bomb
North Vietnam. The Pentggon papers show
that 8 fairly Airm concenpus to bomb the
north had developed in thé Johnson admin-
istration before the 1964 presidential elec-

Approved For Release 2005/08/22 : CIA-RDP72-00337R000500280004-0




Y

812756

ASSISTANCE TO RADIO FREE
EUROPE AND RADIO IZ[BER‘I‘Y

The Senate proceeded to con51der the
bill (S. 18) to amend the U.S. Informa-
tion and Edycational Exchange Act of
"1948 to provide asslstance to Radio Free
Europe and Radio Liberty, which had

been reported from the Commitiee on

Foreign Relahons with an amendment,

on page 1, line 9, after the word “depart-
- ment”, strike out “$30,000,000"” and in-

‘sert - “$35 000,000”;
bill read:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That the
Unlted States Information and Educationsal
Exchange Act of 1948 is amended by insert-
ing after section 702 the following new sec-
tien:

‘‘AUTHORIZATION FOR GRANTS TO RADIO FREE

. - EUROPE AND RADIQ LIBERTY

“Sgc. 103, There aré authorlzed to be ap-
propriated to the department 835,000,000 for
fiscal year 1872 to provide grants. unider such
terms and conditions as the Secretary con-
siders approprla.te to Radio Free Europe
and Radio Liberty. Except for funds appro-
prlated under this section, no funds appro-
priated after the date of enactment of this

so as to make‘ the

. section for any fiscal year, under this or any

other provision of law, may be made avail-
able to or for the use of Radio Free Europe
or Radio Liberty »

* The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,

.~ Mr, MANSFTELD. Mr, President, I ask

urnianimous chsent to have printed in
the REcorp an excerpt from the report

-(No, 92-319), explaining the purposes of

the measure.

. There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows

WHAT THE BILL DOES.

" As reported by the Committee on Foreign
Relations, Senate bill 18 amends the United
States Information and Educational Ex-

“change Act of 1948 to authorize for flscal year

1972 & $36 million appropriation to the De-
partment of State for grants to Radlio Free

- Europe and Radio Liberty. The Secretaty of
- Btate is given the authority to determine the

terms and conditions of the grants. The bill

‘prohibits any other appropriated funds from

being used to ﬁnance these radio operations.
“BACKGROUND

. Senwtor Case introduced S. 18 on Janu-
ary 26, 1971. In his introductory remarks, he
stated the bill's principal objective was “+ * *

to bring Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty
under the authorization and appropriation
process of the Congress.” )

By way of ‘background, Senator Case
pointed out.

During the last 20 years, several hundred
milllon dollars in U.S. Government funds
have been expended from secret CIA budgets
to pay almost totally for the costs of these
two radio stations’ broadcasting to Eastern
Europe. In the last fiscal year alone, over
830 million was provided by CIA as a direct
Government subsidy; yet at no t{me was Con-
gress asked or permitted to carry out its tra-
ditional constitutional role of approving the
expenditure,

The full text of Senator Case’s statement is
contained in the appendix to this report.

Radio Free Europe (RFE) was established
in 1950 and Radio Liberty (RL) in 1951. The

‘former operates under the auspices of the

Free Europe Committee, Inc., and the latter
under the auspices of the Amerlcan Commit-
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itée for Freedom for the Pe)ples of the

U.S.8.R., Inc. RPE broadcasts 7o five Soviet
Bloc countrles Bulgarta, Cuzechoslovakia,
Hungary, Poland and Rumania, RL's broad-
cgsts are limited to the Soviet Union.
"The Department of State describes the
two Radlos as “private broadcuasters” which
“report and comment extensively on internal

- developments in their target arzas and do so

in an objective fashion.”

«The cost of doing this, acccrding to the
State Department, is “approximately” #$36.2
million annually. Of this amount, the De-
partment says, less than $2 million comes
from private contributions, almost entirely
U.S. corporations. (See appendix.)

“The gap between private contributions and
actual budget expenditures—some $34 mil-
lion in this instance-—has been filled by
funds from the Central Intelllgence Agen-
cy, although Executive Branch officials re-
fuse publicly to acknowledge the Agency's
péarticipation or role in meintaining and op-
erating the two Radlos. Following this poli-
cy, the Department declined to supply ad-
ditional financial data for this report on
Government funding of RFE ard RL.

From the current budget of $36.2 million,
the two Radios employ & staff of 2,614 with
RFE employing 1,662 and RL, 062. (See ap-
pendix for further breakdown.)

Both Radios maintain separate broadcast
headqguarters and research faci.ities in Mu-
nich, Germany. In additlon, Radio Free Eur-
ope has offices, studios, or other factlities in
the following cities: New York, Athens, Ber.
in, Bonn, Brussels, Geneva, London, Paris,
Rome, Stockholm, Vienna and Lisbon. In a
simllar fashion, Radio Liberty is located in
New York, Barcelona, Lampertheim, London,
Madrid, Paris, Playa del Pals and Taipei.

RFE's and RL’s combined budget of $36.2
million may be compared to the Volce of
America’s budget of 41 million for its world-
wide operations during FY 1971, For further
comparison, an estimated $37 million was
spent in FY 1071 on official educational and
eultural exchange programs. By way of com-
parison with domestic programs, the FY
1972 budget request for educaticnal T.V. and
radio was $31 million.

On July 1, 1971, Congress approved H.J.
Res. 742 providing continuing eppropriations
for Federal agencies and programs through
Avygust 6, 1971, As & result of action taken by
the Senate Appropriations Comrnittee, which
was approved by the Congress as a whole,
the authority to fund Radio Fre: Europe and
Radio Liberty was shifted and restricted to
the United States Information and Educa-
tional Exchange Act of 1948,

In its report (No. 92-240) on H.J. Res. 742
the Senate Appropriations Committee
.:tq.tecl

The Committee recommends ~he inclusion
of a provision to provide interin. funding for
the support of Radio Free Europe and Radic
Liberty pending the enactment of legislation
‘to provide for open funding of these orga-
nizations.”

COMMITTEE ACTION

On February 1, 1971, the Commlittee for-
‘warded coples of S 18 to the Department of
State and requested ‘“‘coordinated Executive
Branch comments * * * at an ea:ly date.” On
March 12, the Committee wrote again to the
Department stating tentative henrings on the
bill had been scheduled for April 28, The
3tate Department responded on April 22 re-
questing a delay in the hearings until the
“latter part of May."”

In an effort to accommodate the Depart-
ment, the Committee agreed to change the
hearing date from April 28 to May 24. A pub-
lic_hearing was held at that time and the
Committee heard from three witnesses: the
Honorable Congressman Ogden IR. Reid, who
introduced & similar bill in the House of
Representatives; the Honorable Martin J,
Hllﬂenbmnd, Assistant Secretary of State for
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Europea.n Affairs; and Mr. Paul C. Bartlett
former President of Radio New York World-
wide, Inc.

In place of commenting on S. 18, Assistant

. Sec tary Hillenbrand presented the Admin-

n’s views on a substitute bill, 8. 1936.
Seniator Case introduced this bill on the day
of the hearing. (See appendix.)

This alternative would establish an Amerl-
can Council for Private International Com-
munications, Inc. Although publicly funded,
the Councll would be & “non-governmental,
private, non-proflt corporation” with head-
guarters in the District of Columbia. While

“ the primary purpose of the corporation would
“be to channel Government funds to Radlo

Free Europe and Radio Liberty, the Admin-
istration’s bill would also make eligible for
financing any “private American organiza-
tions with established programs of broad-
casting to other countries, or other . . . se-
lected activities in the international mass
media fleld * * **

3. 1936 contained an open-ended author-
izatlon and provided that sums appropriated
shall remain available until expended. In ad-
dition to this funding flexibility, the bill did
not specify an agency or department to
which the funds would be appropriated.

The Committee first considered both of
these proposals in Executive Session on June
8, at which time it decided that, before mak-
ing any definitive, long-term decisions on
future funding of the Radlos, the Commit-
tee should have available some in-depth,
background studies on them. Following this
decision, the Chairman of the Committee
wrote to the Library of Congress and the
General Accounting Office requesting sepa-
rate studies from each of them on the two
Radios. Senator Fulbright's letters are in-
cluded in the appendix to this report.

The Committee considered these bills again
in Executive Session on July 21, at which
time it rejected, by volce vote, a slightly

-modified version of 8. 1936 (see appendix)

and then adopted S. 18 with an amendment
increasing the authorization level from $30
to 836 million for fiscal year 1972,

COMMITTEE COMMENTS

The Committee on Foreign Relations views
Senate bill 18 as stop-gap legislation—de-
slgned primarily to bring into the open the
Government’s role in financing both Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty.

The Committee deplores the fact that this
ﬁnénclng—covering some 20 years—has been
kept secret from the American people and
their elected representatives. It is indeed re-
grettable that the Executive Branch of Gov-
ernment under five administrations deceived
the taxpayers with respect to the expendi-
ture of these public funds. Indeed, as one
of the wlinesses who testified during the
Commitiee’s hearing of May 24 reminded the
Members, we “* * * had been led to believe
that Radio Free Europe was financed by dimes
from school children and voluntary gifts
from concerned citizens anxious to keep
truth alive behind the Iron Curtain.”

The connivance of both public and private
officials to lead the American public to be-
lieve this fantasy is to be regretted. Not only
did the government officials and others in-
volved in these radio stations mislead the
American public but they also deceived those
who listened to the Radlos and relied on
them as the products of private enterprise.
How ironical and tragic 1t is that such prac-
tices have been used in the name of getting
“the truth through to the peoples behind the
Iron Curtain!” And, even at this late date,
Executive Branch officials refuse to discuss
this matter openly or to disclose to the
American public how many of its tax dollars
have been used in this highly gquestionable
activity.

Senate bill 18 iz Intended .to terminate
this deception; it is intended to let the
people know what they are paying for and

how much
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The Senate met at 11 am. and was
called to order by the President pro tem-
.pore (Mr. ELLENDER),

: PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Edward

L. R. Elson, D.D,, offered the following
.prayer:

O Thou S8hepherd of our souls, who has
watched over our going out and our com-
ing in and hast brought us to this place
and the tasks of a new week, may we
shut out the busy world until we find

. Thee anew within, until our thoughts are
reverent, our work is hallowed, and faith
reconsecrates all common things as
sacraments of love, Pour in upon our
consclousness the sense of Thy nearness
not only when we pray but moment by
moment while we work.

Teach us the meaning of true great-
ness—that it is not in get{ing but in
glving, not in being served but in serv-
ing, that it is in giving self to find a new

. self, that it is In walking in the way of
the Man of Nazareth.

Lead us beside the still waters and
through the green pastures of divine
truth. May Thy rod and staff comfort
and strengthen us. When evening comes
may we lie down in safety and rest' in
the peace of those whose work is well
done and whose souls are at peace with
Thee. Amen.

—— TR ———
V THE JOURNAL
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask

unanimous consent that the reading of
the Journal of the proceedings of Satury’

- day, July 31, 1971, be dispensed with,
The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
out ohjection, it is so ordered.

WAIVER OF THE CALL OF THE
CALENDAR

. dispensed with.
The PRESIDENT
- out objlection, it is

. Mr, President, I ask
that all committees

Senate
authorized to meet during the
the Senate today.

. Mr. President, I ask
that the Senate pro-

endar Nos. 312, 313, o
Calendar Nos. 322 throu

The PRESIDENT pro t
out oblection, it is 80 orde

bill (B. 2260)
Peace Corps Act
amended, together with
which had been reported
mittee on Foreign Re
smendment, at the be ing of line 7,
strike out “$82,200,000” and insert “$717,-
200.000'; 50 as to ke the bill read:
Be it enacted by the Sencte and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congpéss assembled, That section
8(b) of the Pepte Corps Act (23 U.8.C, 2502
ry out the of that Act, {s amendsd
by :smku? out “1971" and “$98,800,000" and
mu.»mn N lleu thereof "1472" and "'$77,200,-

Ab)).which u:choxhws appropriations to car-

‘000", tively.

amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed
a third reading, read the third time,

d passed.

Mr. MANBFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the RECORD an excerpt from the report
(No. 82-318), explaining the purposes of
the measure.

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

PURPOSE

The purpose of 8. 2360, &5 proposed to be
amended, 18 to authorize an appropriation of
not to exceed $77,200,000 for the fiscal year
1972 operations of the Peace Corps. This com-
pares with a fiscal year 1971 authorlzation of
$98,800,000 and appropristion of $80 million
of which $4,800,000 was estimated to be un-
obligated as of June 30, 1871. No other
amendments to the Peace Corps Act are
proposed.

BACKGROUND

On April 13, the Peace Corps submitted an

authorization request for $72,300,000, which

!

niator Pulbright . (by re-
. 1711). S8ubseguently, on
request for $82,200,000
ause “the recrultipg pro-

inpyt was anticipated. This proposal
introduced (by requést) as
3. 2260. :

agejCy created by Reorganization Plan No. 1
971, which in the absence of congression-
of disapproval became effective on .July 1,

/’}971. At the same time, Joseph H. Blatch-
1o

rd, Director of the Peace Corps, was desig-
nated acting Director of Action and his nomi-
nation to be Director of Action was submitted
10 the Senate. While all the details of, the re-
organization are not completely agreed upon,
the committes was told that the Deputy Di-
rector of the Peace Corps will also: be the
Deputy Director of Action in charge of Inter-
tional operations. The Peace Corps name
d organization gverseas will be Kept ac-
ng to assurances given to the dommit-
ertaln offices and functions of the Peace

General Counsel, publie; minor-
ity, and ngressional affairs, regruiting,
ment, finance and accounting.
made pursuant to the Peace
are subject to an annusal
allocated to the Director
le only for the purposes
of the Peace Corps . The Comunjttee on
Forelgn Relations e strict accountablii-
ity for these funds, espégially in the adminis-
trative overhead categorigs. :

of Action but avall

Hearings on 8. 2260 we!
July 12 and took place on Jul¥ 16. Mr. Joseph
H. Blatchford, Director of the\ Peack Corps,
accompanlied by senlor officia
Peace Corps, was the principal
witness on behall of the bill.
Scanlon, a former Peace Corps
testified not in opposition to S, 2264,
opposition to the merger of the Pearé\Corps
with Action. The hearings have been pNnted
for the information of the Senate and\the
general public. On July 21, by volce ‘vote,\Qe
committee ordered S. 2260 reported favorably
to the Senate, with the amendment. K

Mr. MANSFIELD subsequently said: ’
Mr. President, I move to reconsider the
vote by which 8. 2260, a bill to amend
turther the Peace Corps Act, was agreed
to. !

Mr. SCOTT. I move to lay that; motion
on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to. :

8 12755 ;
i
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" This assumes, of course, that both Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty perform use-

ful broadcast services and, although the
-Committee is divided in its thinking on this

., . point, a majority of the Members believe that
the Radios should be given the benefit of the_

doubt—a serlous doubt indeed in view of
the public's repeat d reluctance to provide
-through private contributions the amount
of  financial supp the Radios say they
need, But, in adoptir

indicated its unwillingness to give the Ra-
dlos the benefit of the doubt beyond the

eurrent flscal year or to give them the kind

of organizational and financial fexibility
dontained in S, 1936, the Administration-ap-
proved. bill, S

The background studies on Radig Free

+ - Burope and Radio Liberty being prepared by

- the Library of Congress and the Genera] Ac-
counting Office will be available to the Com-
mittee some time this Fall. Hopefully, these
studies will provide the kind of analysis that

will permit the Committee to make a more

‘informed judgment as to whether or not
these radio stations are in the public in-
terest. .
Estimated program costs )
< 'The following information in provided pur-
" suant to sectlon 252 of the Legislative Re-
organization Act of 1946, as amended: For
the current fiscal year, the executive branch
estimates the Radio ¥ree Europe and Radio
Liberty programs will cost $36.2 million.
Over the next 5 flscal years, the executive
branch estimates the, total cost of these pro-
grams to be $200-$210 million, .
For the reasons which are obvious in this
report, the committee is unable to evaluate
these estimates. In the final analysis, of
course, the Congress could fund these pro-
" gfams In accordance with the executive
““branch estimates or it could, at any point,
terminate them. .

-

' PARALYZED VETERANS OF
AMERICA

The bill (H.R. 2894) to incorporate the
‘Paralyzed Veterans of America was con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr, President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the REcorp an excerpt from the re-
port (No. 92-323), explaining the pur-
poses of the measure.

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the REeCORD,
as follows:

PURPOSE OF THE BILL

The purpose of HR. 2894 is to grant a
Federal charter of Incorporation to the Par-
alyzed Veterans of America,. ) .
R HISTORY

. The blil passed the House on April 27,
"1971, and was referred to the District Com-
mittee on April 29, 1971, Hearings were held
by the Subcommittee on Business, Com-
merce, and Judiclary on June 11, 1971, re-
celving favorable testimony from representa-
tives of the District of Columbia Government
- and the Paralyzed Veterans of America. No
testimonvaas received in opposition to the
bill and the Committee has not received any
objection to the proposal.
BACKGROUND
Founded in Chicago in February of 1947,
the Paralyzed Veterans of . America is an
organization consisting of some 5,500 active
members from every State in the Unlon, who
comprise 21 chapters located in various parts
of the United States. The organization is
nonpolitical and nonsectarlan, with the sole
qualification for membership being that the
individual be a service veteran and that he
have a spinal cord injury or disease. There

ng 5. 18, the Committee

[
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. are presently 12,000 to 15,000 veterans suf-
fering from this type of disability, including
those from Vietnam. Hence, the membership
.of the Paralyzed Veterans of America in-
.cludes 40 to 50 percent of its total pctential.
_Its natlonal headquarters is located at 3636
.16th Street NW,, in Washington, D.C.

Prior to World War 1I, few persons af-
flicted with paraplegia lived beyond 6 months,
The advent of the so-called miracle drugs,
however, accompanied by newly discovered
medical techniques, gave the paraplegic lim-
ited health and increased his lifespari. Thus,
medical science had devised the means to pre-~
pare him physically for the outside world,
but more was needed. For the paraplegic was

. B new kind of human being. Few realized the

appalling extent of his inquiry or the many
problems he must conquer to again become
a part of the mainstream of our séciety, Many
custons, laws, and usages were at variance
to the paraplegle’s way of life. Ways had to
be found to modify, to liberalize, and. to ac-
climate this new way of living so that these
men could become a useful part of our so-
clety.

In 1946, the 2,500 living paraplegies and

) quadriplegics were grouped in Veterans' Ag-

‘ministration hospitals located in Boston,
Mass., New York, N.Y., Chicago, Ill., Rich-
mond, Va., Memphis, Tenn., and Var. Nuys,
Callf. They were quick to recognize tae new
problems their presence created in the physi-
cal, social, and industrial worlds. For this
reasor, these groups formed local organiza-
tlons to face these problems as best they
could,

This was the situation whieh led to the
meeting of representatives of these local
Broups the following year, and the founding
of the Paralyzed Veterans of America.

‘WORK OF THE ORGANIZATION

The principal aim of the Paralyzed Vet-
erans of America is to promote research in
the ares of baraplegia and 1its rehabilitative

- problems. During the 21 years of its life, this

organization has accomplished an outstand-

_ Ing record of service in this area, both to its
members and to civilian paraplegics. A few
examples are the following:

1. Created the National Paraplegia Foun-
dation, a separate and independent organiza-
tion to promote medical research in tke sev-
eral fields connected with Injuries and dis-
eases of the spinal cord.

2. Contributed over 8200,000 from its mea-
-B€r resources to that organization for spinal
cord research, and for the development, print-
ing, and distribution of several publications
designed to inform, assist, and educate all
ti]ose bersons afflicted with similar disabili-
ties.

3. Provided the funds necessary to con-
duct a joint study, under the administ:ation
or the National Paraplegia Foundation and
the then Vocational Rehabilitation Admin-
istration, on the service needs of paraplegics
and quadriplegics.

4. Established in 1961 & national service
brogran -for its members, and has cerved
them at an annual cost averaging $30,000.
This year, the organization's budget fer the
service program amounts to $28,000.

In addition, the Paralyzed Veterans of
America has cooperated with the President’s
Committee in its pProgram of employment of
the handicapped. It has conducted its own
intensive program, in cooperation with the
National Commission on Architectural Bar-
riers, in the elimination on architectura) bar-
riers to the handicapped. They are an sctive
member of the United States Council of
the World Veterans Federation, the mission
of which is to assist the veterans of other
nations and to bromote international Peace
and security through support of the Ualted
Nations Charter. Also, they have cooperated
with many other Pederal and private agencies
on problems of the handicapped.

As a means of raising funds, as well as pro-
viding & needed recreational outlet for its

members, the Paralyzed Veterans of America
promotes wheelchair basketball teams. The
team in Boston, known as the New England
Clippers, is now in its 20th year of continuous
play, and three of its members are paraplegic
veterans of World War II.

In short, this organization has been un-
stinting In its efforts to assist in and pro-
mote programs on both the national and
the international level, in an earnest desire
to serve these most seriously disabled veter-
ans who have fought to preserve our national
heritage.

NEED FOR LEGISLATION

The Federal charter which H.R. 2894 will
grant to the Paralyzed Veterans of America
will accredit that organization with the
Veterans’ Administration and enable their
national service officers to represent their
members before that agency. The organiza-
tion will also acquire the respect and stature
which accrue only to organizations with
congressional recognition. ’

THE PINE MOUNTAIN WILDERNESS,
PRESCOTT AND TONTO NATIONAL
FORESTS IN ARIZONA

The bill (S. 959) to designate the Pine
Mountain Wilderness, Prescott and Tonto
National Forests, in the State of Ari-
zZona was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House
of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That, In

_ accordance with subsection 3(b) of the Wil-

derness Act of September 3, 1964 (78 Stat.
891), the area classified as the Pine Moun-
tain Primitive Area, with the proposed addi-
tlons thereto and deletions therefrom, as
generally depicted on a map entitled “Pro-
posed Pine Mountain Wilderness,” dated
April 1, 1966, which is on file and available
for public inspection in the office of the
Chief, Forest Service, Department of Agri-
culture, is hereby designated as the Pihe
Mountain Wilderness within and as a part of
the Prescott and Tonto National Forests,
comprising an area of approximately nine-
teen thousand five hundred acres.

8EC. 2. As soon as practicable after this
Act takes effect, the Secretary of Agriculture
shall file a map and a legal description of the
Pine Mountain Wilderness with the Interior
and Insular Affairs Committees of the United
States Senate and the House of Representa-
tives, and such deseription shall have the
same force and effect as if included in this
Act: Provided, however, That correction of
clerlcal and typographical errors in such
legal description and map may be made.

Sec. 3. The Pine Mountain Wilderness shall
be administered by the Secretary of Agricul-
ture in accordance with the provisions of the
Wilderness Act governing areas designated
by that Act as wilderness areas, except that
any referénce in such provisions to the effec-
tive date of the Wilderness Act shall be
deemed to be a reference to the effective date
of this Act.

Sec. 4. The previous classification of the
Pine Mountaln Primitive Area is hereby
abolished.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the RECORD an excerpt from the report
(No. 92-329), explaining the purposes of
the measure,

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

PURPOSE

This bill would establish the Pine Moun-
tain Wilderness in Arizona embracing an
area of 13,669 acres. The proposal is one sub-
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mitted to the Congress pursuant to the pro-
visions of the Wilderness Act.
LEGISLATIVE HISTORY
The Pine Mountain Primitive Area would
have been designated a wilderness area by
S. 710 of the 91st Congress, which was ap-
proved by the committee and the Senate.
ea was left out when the House
14, an omnibus wilderness biil.
DESCRIPTION

would sncompass
of the Pine Moun
some contiguous natio
is ne mining production
posits which could be
Located near the center of
is generally rugged and mo
ranged by elk, antelope, desert bl
and mountain lion, with fishing
bass and rainbow trout. During h
8. 710, the Forest Service was asked to piqgvide
additlonal data regarding water yleld -
provement opportunities within the

acres, including most
Primitive Area and
forest lands. There

posed wilderness as it might affect the Mari-,

copa Water Conservation District. This was
subsequently provided, indicating that the
proposed wilderness would include only 2.8
percent of the district's watershed, that con-
version for water yield would contribute
only 185 acre-feet per year, and that conver-
ston outside the wilderness would be more
favorable. ‘
RECOMMENDATION

The Senate Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs unanimously reports 8. 859
and urges early enactment.

SYCAMORE CANYON WILDERNESS,
COCONINO, KAIBAB, AND PRES-
czzg'lﬂ* NATIONAL FORESTS IN ARI-

The bill (8. 960) to designate the Syc-
amore Canyon Wilderness, Coconino.
Kaibab, and Prescott National Forests.
Btate of Arlzona was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House o/
Representatives of the United Siates o/
America in Congress asembdled, That, in ac-
cordance with subsection 3(b) of the Wid-,
erness Act of September 3, 1084 (78
801), the sarea classified as the Sycam
Canyon Primitive Area, with the pro
additions thereto and deletions theref; , as
generally depicted on a map entitied/ Pro-
posed Sycamore Canyon Wilderness” dated
April 15, 1966, which Is on file and &vailable
for public inspection in the o of the
Chief, Forest Service, Department/of Agricul-
ture, 1s hereby designated as t}e Sycamore
Canyon Wilderness within and as a part of
the Coconino, Kalbab, and tt National
Forests, comprising an area of approximately
forty-six thousand five hufidred acres.

8rc, 2. As soon a&s prafticable after this
Act takes effect, the tary of Agriculture
shall flle 2 map and y’p legal description cof

the Sycamore Canyop Wilderness with the
Interior and Insular’ Affairs Comunittees of
the United States Senate and the House of
Representatives,
have the same foyte and effect &8 If included
in this Act: P ded, however, That correc-
tion of clerlca)y and typographical errors in
such legal desgription and map may be mads

8zc. 3. Th¢ Sycamore Canyon Wildernes:
shall be adrhinistered by the Secretary of
Agriculture in accordance with the provi-
sions of the Wilderness Act governing areas
designated by that Act as wilderness areas.
exoept that any reference in such provisions
to the effective date of the Wilderness Act
shall be deemed to be a reference to the ef-
fective date of this Act,
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Sgc. 4. The previous classification of the
Sycamore Canyon Priroitive Area 18 hereby
abolished.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the Recorp an excerpt from the report
(No. 92-330), explaining the purposes of
the measure,

There being no ckiection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

FPURFOBE

Tnis bill would designate 48,500 scres es
the Sycamore Canyon Wilderness under pro-
visions of the Wilderness Act of September 3,
1064 (78 Stat. 890).

LECIBLATIVE HISTORY

The Bycamore Canyon Primitive
would have been designated a wilderness grea
by S. 1710 of the 9lst Congress. which
approved by the Committee and the §
but the sarea was left out when th
passed 8. 3014, an omnibus wilderngg

DESCRIPTION

This is a deep and colorful cafiyon on the
th edge of the Colorado Plateau. It is
20 miles southwest of/Flagstafl. Ele-
range from 7,000 feey on the highest
e canyon rim to 3400 feet on Syca-
, 2 miles north gt the Verde River.
aryed the canyon left

#d and white sedi-
mentary rock. Xhe canyon winds for 20 miles
ey and spreads as much

K to rim.

a3 7 miles from

gracuse Canyon Priml-

the three adjacent

mitive Area, Also

within the ppoposed ‘

brivately owne tract. The For-
hjs by exchange

The e
Insulgf Affairs unanimously repol
and ;ecommends early enactment.

ERTY OF THE UNITED STATES
UNIVERSITY OF NORTH DAKOTA,
STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

The bill (8. 74) to provide for the
conveyance of certain real property of
the United States to the University of
North Dakota, State of North Dakota,
was considered. ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House
of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembdled, That the
Secretary of the Interior is authorized and
directed to convey to the University of North
Dakota, State of North Dakota, that tract of
1and situated on the campus of the Univer-
sity of North Dakote at Grand Forks, North
Dakota, which is a portion of a tract of land
which was heretofore deeded to the United
States by the University Memorial Corpora-
tion. The tract belng hereby conveyed is
mory particularly described as follows:

That part of the south half of the south-
west quarter of section 4 township 151 range
50 bounded as follows: Commencing at 8
point on the north Boundary line of the
Great Northern Railwhy right-of-way which
is 913 feet east of the west 1ine of sald south-
west quarter, thence east along sald north
boundary line a distance of 150 feet; thence
north and parallel o the west line of said
southwest quarter e distance of 376.10 feet
thence east B distance of 107 feet; thence
north and paraliel to the west line of said
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southwest quarter a distance of 350 feet;
thence west a distance of 257 feet to a point
P13 feet east of the west line of said south-
west quarter and 726.10 feet porth of the
point of beginning: thence south to the true
point of beginning.

The north boundary of the above described
tract lies along a line which cpmmences at
the northeast corner of lot 20 in block 2 of
the University Park Addition, Grand Forks
City, acpording to the plat onm file in the
Office of the Register of Deeds, Grand Forks
., North Dakota, and recdrded in book
87 of deeds, page 12, and which continues
weft along the south line of the alley in sald
Wock 2, extending to a point described above
fs the northwest corner of the kract.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in the
RECORD an excerpt from the report (No.
92-328), explaining the purposes of the
mesasure. :

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the RECORrD,
as follows: :

. PURPOSE

This bill would transfer a strip of land
from the U.B. Bureau of Mines to the Uni-
versity of North Dakota for thd construction
of a winter sports arensa. :

DESCRIPTION

A square of land amounting to 11.7 acres
was deeded to the Federal Government in
1940 by the university at no cpst for use by
the Bureau of Mines as 8 buffer zone to pro-
tect existing coal research fagilities egainst
overexpansion in that vicinity. The land in
question 18 3.6 ecres which 15 now greatly
needed for expansion of the university’s edu-
cation and recreation program. It is no longer
needed by the Federal Government.

COST

No Federal expenditure will sesuit from the

ensctment of this bill. .
COMMTITTEE RECOMMENDBATION

The Senate Interior and Insular Affairs
Committee unanimously reports S. 74 and
recomimends early enactment,

e ——————

AUTHORIZATION OF DISPOSITION
AND DISTRIBUTION .OF JUDG-
MENTS FOR CLAIMS QF CONFED-
ERATED SALISH AND KOOTENAI
TRIBES OF THE FLATHEAD RES-
RVATION, MONT.

Tha Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (8\B02) to provide fot the disposi-
tion of judgments, when appropriated,
recovered\by the Confedeérated Salish
and KooteRal Tribes of the Flathead
Reservation, Wont., in parggraphs 7 and
10, docket 50233, U.S. Court of
Claims, and fox other puiposes, which
had been reportdd from the Committee
on Interior and Ihsular Affairs with an
8.2, after line 8, insert .

Sec. 3. Sums payable\under this Act to
legatees who are
sge or who are
'be paid in ac-

cordance with such procedureg, including the

establishment of trusts, as the Secretary of
the Interior determines appropylate to pro-
tect the best interests of such persons.

So as to make the bill read:
8. 602
Be it enacted by the Senate and House
of Representatives of the Umnited States of
America in Congress assempled, That the
funds appropriated to the credit of the Con-
federated Salish and Kootenhi Tribes of the

Nm
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. Brooks with Mr. Ashbrook.
I\N/g inderson of Tennessee with Mr. Mc-
losll'(.ei’\bbitt with Mr. Edwards of Alabama.
r. Ullman with Mr. Eshleman.
. Passman with Mr. McCollister.
M, Edmondson with Mr. Cleveland.
wdy with Mr. Steiger of Arizona.
vins of Tennessee with Mr. Mathias of

11 with Mr, Peyser.
jth Mr. Con.yers.

ith Mr. Mitchell.
York with Mr, J. William

Mr. Alexander withhMr. Ruth.
Mr. Baring with Mr,
Mr. Podell with Mr. I
Mr, Cotter with Mr. Shoup.
Mr. Abourezk with Mr,

Mr. Culver with Mr. Stegle.
Mr. Mills of Arkansas wi
Mrs. Abzug with Mr. Clay)

Mr. Eckhardt with Mr. Harrijgton.
. Mr. Abernethy with\ Mr, Fishey.

The result of the vote was‘announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

- PERSONAL ANNOUNCEME

Mr. ABOUREZK. Mr. Speaker, I\was
not present when the vote was just taken
on House Resolution 699, and I wish\to
announce that if I had been present

e ———— A ————

PROVIDING ASSISTANCE TO RADIO
FREE EUROPE AND TO RADIO
LIBERTY

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (8. 18) to amend the U.S. In-
formation and Educational Exchange
Act of 1948 to provide assistance to Ra-
dio Free Europe and Radio Liberty.

The SPEAKER, The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MorGan) . .

The motion was agreed to.

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill S, 18, with Mr.
BRINKLEY in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

By unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the bill was dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Mor-
caN) will be recognized for 30 minutes,
and the gentleman from California (Mr.,
MarLriarp) will be recognized for 30
minutes, ‘

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Morgan).

Approved For Releas

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. MORGAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, Chairman, S. 18
authorizes funds to finance the operation
of Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty
for 2 years. It also provides for a com-
mission to make a study of what these
programs are trying to do and the best
way to do what should be done in the
future.

I am afraid that there is a good deal of
misunderstanding about Radio Free Eu-
rope and Radio Liberty.

They exist primarily to serve the lis-
tening audience in the satellite countries
of Eastern Europe and listeners in the
Soviet Union with uncensored programs
of local interest.

Both Radio Free Europe ard Radio
Likerty operate primarily from Munich.
Radio Free Europe directs its programs
to the Eastern European countries. Ra-
dio Liberty directs its programs to the
Boviet Union. Both concentrate on news
and comment on developments within
the individual countries concerr.ed.

They are staffed by people who have
left: these countries, who speak the lan-
guage and who know the interests and re-
actions of the people in the various coun-
tries.

These operations are fundamentally
different from the Voice of America. The
Voice of America is concerned with U.S.

-foreign policy and with events and issues

of worldwide interest. )

Originally, these stations were con-
cerned primarily with cold war issues. In
recent years, they have focused on news
and comments of interest to their listen-
ers, much of which would be broadcast
by their own stations if they were not
subject to censorship.

Although Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty have been in existencé for more
than 20 years, this is the first opportunity
the House has had to pass judgiment on
them. The reason is that heretofore they
have been funded by the Central Intelli-
gence Agency. That source of funds has
been ended. It is, therefore, hecessary to
authorize and to appropriate funds for
their continued operation in the usual
mariner.

Both stations were incorporated in the
United States in the yeags immediately
following World War IT when the cold
war was getting underway. Radio Free
Europe broadcasts to five Soviet bloc
countries—Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia,
Hungary, Poland, and Rumania. The
broadcasts to each of these averages 15
hours a day in their native language. Ra-
dio Liberty broadcasts are directed to the
beople in the Soviet Union. Those broad-
casts, which are around the clceck, are
made in Russian and 17 other majior lan-
guages that are spoken in that country.
Although the administrative headquar-
ters of both organizations is in the United
States, their base of operations is princi-
pally in Germany. The German Ciovern-
ment licenses the stations as foreign non-
profit corporations.

The objectives of Radio Free Europe
and Radio Liberty are much the same.

|
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Members are well aware that the Soviet
Union and the Soviet bloc countries prac-
tice heavy, even oppressive, censorship
within their borders, It is only through
the broadcasts of these two organizations
that it is possible for the citizens of those
countries to know what is going on in
their own countries.- Each organization
maintains a highly specialized staff that
analyzes news and information that
comes from behind the Iron Curtain,
whether in writing or in broadcasts. The
quality of the staff work is recognized by
western scholars, journalists, and gov-
ernment officials. In addition to news and
information, the broadcasts are inter-
spersed with music and other cultural
material, sports, and other features,

Clearly, the unique contributions of
Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty
arise from the fact that they provide ma-
terial that would be.available to their
listeners if their own governments did
not engage in censorship. .

The Congress is faced with the issue
whether Radio Free Europe and Radio

. Liberty serve our national interests and,

if so, what is the best way to fund them.

The Senate provided stopgap financing
for 1 year while it awaited the results of
two reports—one by the General Ac-
counting Office and one by the Library
of Congress—to make a final determina-
tion. The administration recommended
the creation of the American Council for
International Communications, which
would be & Government-financed but op-
erationally independent agency.

The committee considered both the in-
terim and the permanent approach. After
hearings and executive consideration, we
decided that there were too many un-
knows to warrant endorsing a permanent
organization, We believed that large
policy issues should be considered as well
as plans for operation.

The committee, therefore, amended the
Senate bill to provide for a far-ranging
study by a body that would include Mem-
bers of Congress as well as outside ex-
perts. Such a study would be carried out
by a commission that would report by
November 1972, and go out of business
not later than June 1973. Pending the
completion of that study, we also author-
ized funding for 2 fiseal years. In short,
ours is also a stopgap measure that makes
no final judgment on the future of Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty at this
time. :

Mr. Chairman, I think we have chosen

- the only responsible course in this mat-

ter. I urge the House to pass this bill,
Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?
Mr. MORGAN. T yield to the gentle-
man,

Mr. STRATTON. I wonder if the dis-
tinguished chairman of the Committee
on Foreign Affairs could explain what is
the difference between these two radios
included in this legislation and Radio
Free Asia and why is that organization
which appears to be on a par with these
two not included in the legislation?

Mr. MORGAN. There is, as you know,
a broadcasting station on Taiwan that
broadcasts to Siberia and the parts of
Russia that are in Asia. They do not
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That is not belng done today. And it is g“:’n“:;n Mayme ’T’ggggg‘,’l“w’,“i: o gbeﬂ"“ Wl:;‘h f:l"gh“”ey-
Mazy 1 . i ns. N »
ltxg ctg th% lgo?egms ?gl reg:nre :;xte Ft‘&; du Pont Meedls Thone vty }fz‘znh Mv:. Nle ! s:nfnacxmm
o ¢ éxx;gyd out sponsibly the safety tasl gawi::ds. Cant. };{2‘&':;{0 'g‘;:l’l“n ;;r. cF:u with Mr. Teague of California.
; . Eilberg Miche] Van Deerlin T is of Georgla with Nir. Pelly.
Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I gienborn Mikva Vander Jagt Mr. Nichols with Mr. Winn,
S0- vans, 0. o, Calif. an Mr. Pe| wlith Mr. Snyder.
move the previous question on the reso- & Col Miller, Culif.  Vanik Mr. Pep y
lution. Pasceil Miller, Oblo  Vigorito Mr. Purcell\gith Mr, McClure. -
The previous question was ordered. Pindley Mills. Mc.. Waggonner Mr. Rostefgowski with Mr. Don H.
p q Flowers Minwgh Wampler " :
The SPEAKER. The question is on the Foley Mink Whalen Clausen.
resotution. Pord, Minshall White Mr. Charles H. Wilson with M£. Bob Wilson.
. wilitam D.  Monagan Whitehurst Mr. Sikes with Kin,
The question was taken; and the rorsytbe Morptgomery  Whitten Mr. Slack with Mr \Kuykendall
Speaker announced that the ayes ap- Pountain Moorhesd Widnall Mr. Staggers with Baker.
peared to have it. Frelinghuysen ::g:f:n gi%lﬁ?:s Mr. Barrett with Mr. Herton.
Mr. ANDREWS of North Dakota. Mr. Frenzel Mosher Wolt Mr. Addabbo with Mr. Wbinsdn of Virginia.
Speaker, I object to the vote on the Frev =~ = Mo = = o o it Mir. Flann
o g ydler . - g
ground that & quorum is not present and  Ginnace Muwphy, N.Y. Wylle AMr. Dorn with Mr, Jonas.
ma;ke the x:;olnt of order that a quorum is gagdoc :‘ly:pr_t ?ymm Mr. Moliohan with Mr. Camp\
no T};:rig;_‘ . Evidentl i Pl Navoher e Mr. Macdonald of Massachuscs with Mr.
2 AKER. Evidently a quorum 13 Gipbons Nix Young. Fla Clancy. E
not present. Gonzalez 8%‘5’ ;o!\’x‘ngk'xrex. Mr Mann with Mr. Broyhill of Noxh Caro-
The Bergeant at Arms will notify ab- Goodling ara abloc lina. :
QGreen, Oreg- O'Eonski Zi .
e B Y o'Nem Zwaeh Mr. Pryor of Arkansas with Mf. Pettis’

ramenon e e e B R 2 . o - i

sent Members, and the Clerk will call
the roll, I

s

oy ST GErmATH WITH MI. Kemy,
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broadecast to China, but the transmltter
is on Taiwan.

Mr. STRATTON Is not there an orga~
nization which calls itself Radio Free
Asia and does that have the same
sponsors?

Mr. MORGAN. That does not have the
same sponsorship. I do not believe it is
financed with Government funds. It may
receive private contributions.

Mr. CABELL. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MORGAN. I yield to the gentle-

- man from Texas.

Mr. CABELL. I thank the gentleman
in the well for yielding.

I would like to say that several years
ago I had the pleasure of serving as State
chairman for Radio Free Europe in my
State, and to have spent 2 weeks in Ger-
many going over it carefully and trying
very diligently to pick it to pieces. I have
never found a better instrumentality for
putting the American philosophy across
to those people behind the Iron Curtain
than Radio Free Europe was able to do.

I would like also to call the attention of
this body to the fact that Radio Free
Europe and its activities are not to be
confused with the Voice of America pro-
gram,. Voice of America has a tinge that
Radio Free Europe does not have because
it has been separated from a strictly gov-
ernmental agency.

I wish to commend the work that this
committee has done and the chairman
for bringing this legislation to light. I
sincerely hope that this one instrumen-
tality for bringing truth behind the Iron
Curtain will be kept up. To prove the
effectiveness of the program, if the Rus-
sians did not know that we are making
Inroads on their philosophy, they would
not spend the millions of dollars they
are spending in trying to jam the pro-
grams of Radio Free Europe,

Mr, MORGAN. I thank the gentleman
from Texas. I share his views and I urge
passage of the bill. .

Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MORGAN, I yield to the gentle-
man from Florida,

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Can you tell the Committee who is in
charge of programing? Who determines
the program content?

Mr. MORGAN. They have a large staff
of specialists. As I said, the headquarters
is in New York, but most of the staff is
located in Munich, Germany. The overall
supervision is in the hands of people
in New York who are not government of -
fleials but who understand broadcast op-
eration. Radio Free Europe is headed
by William P. Dunkirk, On the board of
directors are distinguished individuals
including Gen. Lucius Clay. But the real
programing is done by the professional
staff in Munich, Germany. They run
what is largely a news broadecasting op-
eration.

[Mr. CABELL addressed the Commit-
tee. His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

(Mr, MAILLIARD asked and was given

permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

|

Mr MAILLIARD. Mr Chairman, I
rise today in support of 8. 18. This bill,
as amended by the Committee 011 Foreign
AfEa*rs, would create a temporary com-
mission for conducting a one-time study
of Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty.
The legislation would also provide fi-
nancmg for their operations on an in-
teri 1m basis.

It is my opinion, Mr. Chairnan, that

.>tudy and evaluation of the 1nterna-
tlonal radio broadcasting activities of
Radlo Free Europe and Radio Liberty is
very tlmely

‘These radios have been operating since
shortly after World War II. Radio Free
Europe and Radio Liberty act as “do-
mestic” radios providing news and infor-
mation that is not supplied by the Com-
munist government controlled news or-
gans, The emphasis of these radios is
upon encouraging liberalization and
pe.Lceful reform. On the whole, I believe
they have done a good job.

However, after so many years of opera-
tion, I think it is appropriate that a com-
mission conduct an independent and
comprehensive study. The conimission,
consisting of nine members, representing
the legislative branch, the executive
branch, and non-Government experts,
would go out of business after she com-
pletion of its study, no later than July 1,
1973.

Radio Free Europe broadcasis to five
Soviet bloc countries—Bulgaria, Czecho-
olovakla Hungary, Poland, snd Ru-
mania. Radio Liberty broadcasts to the
Soviet Union in Russian and 17 other
major Ianguages spoken in that country.
The focus in both Radio Frec Europe and
Radio Liberty is upon objective and ac-
curate news reporting and balanzed com-
mentaries. They seek to encourage in-
digenous forces of peaceful reform as
they provide news that listeners would
receiye from stations in their own coun-
tries if censorship did not exist.

Finally, I would like to emphasize the
difference between these stations and the
Voice of America, since their roles and
functions are sometimes confused. Voice
of America broadcasts on a worldwide
basis as the radio arm of the U.53. Infor-
mabmn Agency. Its purpose is to report
and interpret U.S. life and pclicy. By
contrast Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty emphasize news, information,
and entertainment, with a highly local-
ized content and appeal. Their function
ancl purpose are entirely different from
the Voice of America. They use different
frequencies and different trarsmitters
from the Voice of America.

Mr. Chairman, while Radio Free Eu-
rope and Radio Liberty have done a good
job, I believe the time has come to review
their operations as we consider their fu-
ture. In the meantime we should provide
interim financing as provided for in the
bill before us. I urge your support of S,
18 as amended by our committee. )

Mr., HOGAN, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MAILLIARD. I yield to the gentle-
man from Maryland.

(Mr. HOGAN asked and wss given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

NMr. HOGAN. Mr, Chairman, [ rise in
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support of 8. 18, providing assistance to
Radio Free Europe and to Radio Liberty.

The principal purpose of this Senate
bill is to create a temporary mechanism
for conducting a one-time study and
evaluation of Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty, and to provide for interim
financing of those operations while the
study is in progress. To this end, enact~
ment of this legislation will establish a
nine-member Commission on Interna-
tional Radio Broadcasting, composed of
representatives of the legislative and
executive branches of the U.S. Govern-
ment and of the public.

Both Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty were conceived in the years im-~
mediately following World War II and
have been funded, until this past fiscal
year, by the Central Intellicence Agency.
The legislation before us is nothing more
than a stopgap measure until the Com-
mission reports its findings in 1973 as to
whether these radio stations should con-
tinue in the future to be financed by the
U.S. Government and, if so, how they
should be financed.

Mr. Chairman, in the 3 years that
I have represented the people of Mary-
land’s Fifth Congressional District in this
body, I have joined each year during the
third week in July—Captive Nations
Week—with numerous of my colleagues
in commemorating the observance of this
week.

Despite the worldwide publicity given
to the U.S. Captive Nations Week resolu-
tion when it first passed the 86th Con-
gress in July 1959, and the annual re-
ports on it since, it still remains a
mystery why so few in the free world
comprehend the captive nations concept.
Similarly, there are few people today
who could give an intelligent answer
when asked what Radio Free Europe or
Radio Liberty are.

To enumerate the captive nations
accurately and historically one must be-
gin in 1920 with the subjugation of Byel-
orussia, Ukraine, Georgia, Armenia, and
several others in the Soviet Union. The
second wave of Communist aggression
reduced Latvia, Estonia, and Lithuania
to captivity in the early 1940’s. The third
wave in the late 1940’s enslaved a whole
new group of nations, including Hungary,
Poland, Czechoslovakia, Albania. and
many others.

It was during this third wave, in the
late 1940’s and early 1950’s, that Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty came
into being. The current emphasis of
RFE is to give encouragement to the in-
digenous forces of peaceful reform and
to provide a mechanism for increasing
within authoritarian governments the
public accountability. of public officials
for their public acts. Radio Liberty
broadeasts, on the other hand, offer
positive alternatives to the Soviet sys-
tem, couched in friendly terms, and for
the most part, by indirection. In recent
months Radio Liberty has devoted an
inereasing amount of its programs to the
plight of Soviet Jews.

Mr. Chairman, during the 13th annual
commemoration of Captive Nations
Week this past July, I wrote to each
Member of this body requesting my col-
leagues to join me in sponsoring a res-
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~ olution to safeguard the Hungarian Holy
Crown of St. Stephen. In my letter to
my collcagues, Isaid:

In the past years, many of us have joined
together during this week and, on the fioor
of the House, luunented the plight of those
many forelgn nations who still live under
Communist domination and oppression. Un-
fortunately, too often each year, our words
are forgotten as quickly as they are spoken.
Rarely :s it possible to take some kind of
constructive action which will live on after
the well-meaning words have long since died
away.

Thirty-nine of my colleagues have
joined me in sponsoring a resolution (H.
Con. Res. 385), expressing the sense of
Congress that the Holy Crown of 8t.
Stephen—Hungary's national treasure
and symbol of constitutional govern-
ment—should remain in the safekeeping
of the United States until such time as
Hungary once again functions as a con-

stitutional government = established
through the free choice of the Hungarian
people.

Similarly, Mr. Chairman, this legisla-
tion before us today again gives the
Members of this body another oppor-
tunity to act, rather than merely to
speak. The hopes of these peoples, and
the hopes of their brothers and sisters in
this country, are dependent upon the
continuance of such activities as Radio
Free Europe and Radlo Liberty. I urge
my colleagues to approve this legisiation
with dispatch,

Mr. MONAGAN. Mr. Chairman, will

the gentleman yleld?

Mr. MATLLIARD. I yield to the gentle-
man from Connecticut.

. Mr, MONAGAN. Mr. Chairman, there
is one point that I think is extremely
important, which should be considered
by the committee, and which is referred
to in the report, and that is the impor-
tance of maintaining the morale of the
many devoted people who are working
for these agencles,

I myself feel that it would be helpful
for us to emphasize the fact that many,
it not most of us, belleve strongly in the
objectives and workings of these agen-
cies and that this report and this action
is not in any way meant to prejudge that
there will be a termination of these
activities,

Mr. MAILLIARD. Mn Chairman, I
would agree with the gentleman.

(Mr. MONAGAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MONAGAN. Mr, Chairman, I sup-
port this legislation to provide assist-
ance to Radio Pree Europe and Radio
Liberty for a period of 2 fiscal years and
to authorize the formation of a com-
mission to study the problem of the con-
tinuation and support of these two
related activities.

The revelation of past governmental
support of these broadcasting facilities
has raised this problem and obviously
it must be settled, I belleve that much
helpful work is done by these two orga-
nizations in news reporting, in commen-
tary upon international happenings and
in explanation of the workings of our
soclety. It Is interesting to note that the
Germans are about to cohstruct a station
tha will be more expensive by far than

the facilities which we are discussing and
the Chinese also have plans for a very
substantial facility.

The main justification for the continu-
ance of this function is the gradual edu-
cation of people behind the Iron Curtain
in the ways of democracy and the pro-
vision for them of s balanced appralsal
of the happenings in this country and
throughout the world.

I know from experience the avidity
with which people in the soclalist coun-
iries look for dispassionate news sources
and we provide them with a notable serv-
ice in bringing unadulterated news and
commentary to them. In addition, in this
way we furnish the basis for the eventual
return of representative government to
these countries while giving proportion
to the distorted picture of the United
States which they might otherwise de~
rive from the information agencies avail-
able to them. This bill will also provide
a commission to make & very necessary
long-range study of this whole problem
and with directions that a response be
made to the Congress In time to deter-
mine whet the future policy of our Gov-
ermment will be in this regard. I support
this bill and hope that it will be adopted.

Mr. PRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MATLLIARD. I vield to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, T thank the gentleman for yielding.

I arise to say I feel very strongly that
both Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty make sense. I would guess that
any evaluation of their functions would
come to that same conclusion. This Is not
arguing against the advisability of set-
ting up a commission. I certainly would
have no reason to suggest that a commis-
s10n i8 not necessary.

I think it is important that we con-
tinue these activities. This legislation, for
that reason, is imporant, because it does
provide authority for the financing for a
2-year period of both these Radios.

I would like also to point out, because
there is sometimes confusion, the differ-
ent roles played by Radio Pree Europe
and Radio Liberty and the Voice of
America. The Voice of America, as its
name implies, basically is interested in
and concentrates on reporting on the
American scene and the American way
of life. In contrast, Radlo Free Europe
end Radio Liberty are in effect national
voices of the geographical areas to which
they send their broadeasts. They analyze
and they organize news from certain
countries, and report to them in the same
way that an independent radio station
would if their governments had such
Programs.

We need to keep the distinction be-
tween the two types In mind, and we need
also to recognize that both have their
place.

Our committee discussed the possibil-
ity of the Voice of America taking over
the activities of Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty. Although we should not
prejudice, or predict, what the commis-
sion may decide, I hope that a merger
will not be recommended by the commis-
sfion. :s the responsibilities are quite dif-

erent.

}
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(Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked and
was given permission to revise iand ex-
tend his remarks.) :

Mr., BROOMFIELD. Mr, Chairman,
will the gentleman yieid? i

Mr. MAILLIARD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan.

(Mr. BROOMFIELD asked #nd was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.) :

RADIO FREE EUROPE AND RADIO LIBERTK AS SEEN
BY DIPLOMATS AND SCHOLARS

Mr. BROOMFIELD. Mr, Chaifman, in
looking at the radios, their aims, their
methods and their impact, we¢ should
consider not only the views of| the ad-
ministration but also the views!of inde-
pendent observers who are able {0 make
meaningful judgments about their work.
We need to hear the words of disinter-
ested and expert scholars and journalists
throughout Western Europe gnd the
United States. We need to examine the
thinking of former Ambassadors who
were stationed in the countries con-
cerned and the statements of people
who have recently come from thése coun-
tries and who were dependent for their
knowledge on what they heard over those
radios.

In the committee hearings, testimony
was given by the Honorable 1. Alexis
Johnson, Under Secretary of St4te, based
on his experience as Ambasgador to
Czechoslovakia. The record alsd includes
impressive, Airsthand testimony by three
recent emigres from Poland,! Czecho-
slovakia, and the Soviet Unfon, and
from two of our former Ambasksadors to
the Soviet Union and Poland, r¢spective-
1y, Foy Kohler and John Gronouski, The
record also includes statementy by Prof.
Zhigniew Brzezinski, director of the Re-
search Institute on Communigt Affairs
at Columbia University and by a spokes-
man for the Polish-American Congress.

All of those witnesses stropgly sup-
ported the continuation of theé work of
the radios. They were reflective of the
serious concern in the academic and
political worlds that this valutble serv-
ice might be coming to an end.. However,
these statements were by no means the
only ones being made publicly. For ex-
ample, Dr. Hugh Seton-Watson, the dis-
tinguished professor of Russian history
at London University and one of the most
knowledgable scholars on Eastern Eu-
ropean affairs in the Western World,
wrote to the London Daily Telegraph, in
part, as follows:

For the great majority of the people in the
censor-ridden Communist world, (>roadeast-
ing 18 the only means the West Has of con-
ducting a dialogue with them. ... . I know
from long personal experience thgt both the
Europeans and the Americans resgonsibie for
running Radio Free Europe are extremely well
informed, balanced in thelr judgmints and in
no sense fanatical crusaders. On the con-
trary, they are people who have bekn working
for years to bring about true understanding.

One might question whether these
Western opinions were valid if they were
not echoed even more strongly from the
East. A recent emigre, Mr, Henryk Bi-
recki, wrote a lefter to the Washingion
Star a short time ago in whidh he out-
lined his own background as 8 Commu-
nist official in charge of the D¢partment

|
1
|
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of Cultural Exchanges in the Polish For-
elgn Office and then made an eloguent
plea for continuing the radios. He talked
about the deep concern in the Polish
Communist Party about the inﬂuen(.:e. of
Radio Free Europe and how the decision
was made to use all available diplomatic
and secret channels to bring about its
closure. He then said: )

The day when this goal will have been
achieved will bhe a dark one for all these
members of the Communist establishment
who, like myself, have never lost hope that
the system may become more humane and
tolerant, less cruel and aggressive, They will
lose a powerful ally.

These radios have been called the voice
of the silent opposition in Eastern Eu-
rope. Their news broadcasts and com-
mentaries are read and discussed daily
both by the peoples and by their Com-
muhist leaders. There is good reason to
believe that even the central committees
of the Eastern European Communist
Parties start their days by reading broad-
cast summaries. As Birecki said:

Communist leaders who have become pris-

" ‘oners of their own monopoly -of information

need this radio for their own private enlight-
enment, but at the same time fear its im-
pact on others.

After listening to all of the evidence
about these radios, the Foreign Affairs
Committee. voted to report out the bill
we have before us, It provides for the
establishment of a commission which will

- examine thoroughly the operations of

the radios but will do so within the over-
all context of international radio broad-
casting. Before making its recommenda-
tions, the commission can look thorough-
ly into what the radios do and not just
what others say they do. It can look into
how the information is gathered, how re-
liable it is, and what kind of impact it
makes. If it chooses, it can examine
broadcasting done by others in the area
and broadecasting done by the Soviet bloc.
All this will take some time and the No-

- vember 30, 1972, deadline for the com-

misslon’s report is designed to allow for
careful study. To set a shorter period

-would mean that we would have to con-

sider permanent legislation almost as
soon as action on the present bill is com-
pleted. I hope that the House will accept
this bill and that the funds will be pro-
vided to carry on with this important
work. -

Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield? B

Mr. MAILLIARD. I yield to the gentle-
man from Illinois.

(Mr. DERWINSKI asked and was given

" bermission to revise and extend his re-

marks.)
Mr. DERWINSKI, Mr, Chairman, I

-rise today to express my strong support

for 8. 18. . .

The Commission it would establish is
essential fo proper congressional consid-
eration of the future of Radio Free
Europe and Radio Liberty. The money it

_ would authorize—$36 million for fiscal

year 1972 and $38.5 million for fiscal
year 1973—would continue the opera-
tions of these radios during this interim
period. .

The hearings of the Committee on
Foreign Affairs have provided firm evi-

W
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dence of the success of these radios dur-
ing the years in which they have oper-
ated.

The need for their services was well
stated by former Ambassador to Poland,
John A. Gronouskl, when he testified be-
fore our committee. Mr. Gronouski sald:

It is not enough for the people ¢f Eastern
Euroﬁe to get undistorted news of events in
other parts of the world, however important
this in itself may be. It is even more impor-
tant that they have access to information
abcut events in their own country other
than that which those In®control wish to
make known.

For if the international commuanity is to
make progress toward the East-West detente
about which we all dream, this will come
about through pressure exerted on their own
goverhments by an informed citizenry.

This is the role, Mr. Chairman, that
Radio Free Europe and Radic Liberty
are helping to fulfill in their 24-hour-a-
day broadcasts to the oppressed people
of the Soviet bloc.

I would remind my colleagues of the
House that much as we wish it, the bat-
tle for the minds of men is not yet over.
So long as censorship prevails in the
Soviet bloe, their citizens will seek to
know the truth.

If we tire of the competition and write
off the minds of millions in the Soviet
bloz, we reduce their ability to influence
their governments toward the liheraliza-
tion of policies. To achieve a generation
of peace, we must continue to compete
for the minds of men.

Mr. Chairman, I would direct the at-
tention of the House to the Commission
which this legislation would establish.
The Commission—composed of repre-
sentatives of the legislative and execu-
tive branches of Government, ard of the
public—will perform an extremely im-
portant function as it review and evalu-
ates the activities of Radio Free Europe
and Radio Liberty.

The legislation we are considering to-
day is a sensible and reasonable solution
to the problem of funding Radio Free
Europe and Radlo Liberty. I urge its
approval.

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, MAILLIARD. I yield to the gentle-
man from Florida.

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Chairman, as the
distinguished chairman of the Committee
on Foreign Affairs (Mr. Morcan) indi-
cated at the outset, the legislation before
the House embodies a compromise and
provides interim financing for the broad-
casting operations of Radio Free Europe
and Radio Liberty.

I had suggested that compromise when
it beécame apparent, after several days of
active consideration of the matter at
hand, that neither the Senate proposal—
which called for a 1-year authorization
of appropriations through the Depart-
ment of State—nor the executive branch
request—which envisioned the setting up
of a permanent corporation to fund these
activities—would carry in the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

The alternative which is embodied in
the amended bill, S. 18, attempts to steer
a middle course:

It recognizes that these broadcasting
acti‘viifies, financed for years through the

|
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CIA, have been, and may well continue
to be, an important adjunct of the over-
seas operations of the U.S. Government;

It acknowledged that most of us here
know all too little about them, or about
their relevance to our country’s current
foreign policy undertaking; and

It provides for a way in which these
broadcasting activities can be reassessed
by an impartial panel in which the ex-
ecutive branch, the Congress and the
public will participate. This task of reas-
sessment is essential.

During the past two decades, without
most of the Members of the Congress be-
ing informed ahbout it, several hundred
million dollars of the taxpayers’ money
has been spent on these operations.

This represents very substantial, and
enduring, commitment of public funds
and governmental support. .

We cannot, in all logic and fairness,
either terminate or perpetuate this com-
mitment without knowing what it is all
about.

The solution which I have proposed en-
vislons the setting up of a triparties
Presidential commission which can do a -
thorough job of evaluating these opera-
tions and informing the Congress, and
the publie, about their relevance to to-
day’s and tomorrow’s foreigh policy of
the United States.

This job will take at least a year. When
it is completed, the commission will go
out of existence and the Congress, sup-
plied for the first time with relevant in-
formation, can decide what should be
done about these activities.

In the meantime, the legislation before
us will also provide interim financing for
Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty—
financing through an independent com-
mission, rather than through the Depart-
ment of State.

OPPOSING ARGUMENTS

Mr. Chairman, the amended bill, S. 18,
came to the floor of the House with bi-
partisan support. It was reported from
the Committee on Foreign Affairs by a
vote of 23 to 1. And it is, we have been
told, fully acceptable to the administra-
tion.

-Nevertheless, some objections have
been raised to it, first, on the grounds
that Presidential commissions often have
a way of perpetuating themselves with-
out rendering effective service; and, sec-
ond, on the grounds that interim financ-
ing through the State Department would
be preferable to an independent agency
route,

The Committee on Foreign Affairs has
considered both arguments and rejected
them for the following reasons:

First, the bill before us provides clearly

‘that the commission which will study the

operations of Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty will go out of existence by
July 1, 1973. There is no way in which
the commission can perpetuate itself
under this legislation. This is a one-shot
affair designed to accomplish a specific
Job. Once that job is done, the commis-
sion will be finished and will cease to
exist.

Second, as to performance, the com-
mission is being given a very definite,
clear-cut assignment. It is required by
legislation to report on that assignment
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to the President and the Congress. And
to assure that the commission does not
fall down on the job, part of the member-
ship will be drawn from the Congress.

Finally, regarding the financing of
Radio Free Europe and Radic Liberty op-
erations, our committee has considered
the possibility of using the State Depart~
ment route and has rejected it for very
good reassons. Neither of these two radio
operations is a part of the State Depart-
ment. Neither of them has been officially
connected with the normal foreign policy
apparatus of the U.8. Government. For
some 20 years, these radic broad-
casting activities have been financed by
the CIA and conducted under the cloak
of “private” sponsorship. This is no time
to shove them on the Department of
State. The administration does not want
that; the State Department does not
want.it; and the Committee on Foreign
Affairs has recommended against it.

I hope and urge that the House ap-
prove the recommendations of the
committee.

UNITED STATES SPEAKES WITH MANY VOICES

Mr, Chairman, I would like to take
this occasion to comment on a separate,
but related, subject: The need for a
thorough reappraisal of all overseas
broadcasting activities of the U.S. Gov-
ernment.

For a number of years, while serving
as chairman of the Subcommitiee on In-
ternational Organizations and Move-
ments, I was deeply involved in a study
of the impact on foreign audiences of
the many far-flung and uncoordinated
overseas broadcasting activitles of the
U.S. Government,

In Europe alone, for example, there
are some 155 U.S.-financed radio trans-
mitters which operate on short-wave,
medium-wave and long-wave [Ire-
quencies, broadcasting American mes-
sages to tens of millions of Europeans
and Aslans.

There is the Voice of America, the of-
ficial information arm of the U.8. Goy-
ernment.

There are Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty, whose primary targets
are Eastern Europe and the Soviet
Union.

There is RIAS—Radic in the Ameri-
can Sector in Berlin—which -entertains
American troops as well as millions of
West and East Germans with Amelican
jazz, news, and other programs.

Then there is a special megowatt
transmitter in Munich which is used
occasionally to jam Soviet broadcasts to
Eastern Europe.

And, finally, there is the Armed Forces
Network which numbers many millions
of Europeans among its audience.

All of these activities are supported by
the American taxpayers, operate with
the sanction of the U.S. Government,
and, whether rightly or wrongly, are
deemed to carry out Nation's message to
the world.

The problem is that each of these
operations 1s fairly sautonomus and
neither the Congress nor the American
people have any clear idea of how much
they cost, how they carry out their re-
spective mandates, or whether they con-
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tribute to the advancement of our nsa-
tional objectives abroad.

Three years ago, in a report entitied
“The Puture of U.5. Public Diplomacy,”
our subcommittee recommended that the
U 8. Government undertake a thorough
reexamination of these and many other
overseas information activities financed
with Federal funds. The need for such a
reappraisal ig still urgent.

CONCLUEION

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I would
again urge the House %o approve S, 18 as
reported by the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

This action not only will contribute to
a solution of an immediate problem and
help the Congress obtain the necessary
information to make an intelligent de-
termination regarding the future of
Radio Free Europe rnd Radio Liberty,
but may also provide us with valuable
experience and insights regarding how
other problems in this area could be
approached.

(Mr. FASCELI asked and was given
permission to revise snd extend his re-
marks.}

(Mr. WAGGQONNER, at the request of
Mr. FasceLy, was granted permission to
extend his remarks at this point in the
RECORD.)

Mr. WAGGONNER. Mr, Chairman, I
submit that if we are goinng to find a so-
lution to the questlon of how to preserve
the good work of Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty, we must be very clear
about what it is we are preserving.

It has sometimes been fmshionable to
dismiss these unique communications ac-
tivities as reactionary left-overs from the
cold war. It may have been faghionable,
but i¢ has little to do with the facts.

The Los Angeles Times columnist Rob-
ert 5. Elegant pointed this out last
March, in a column which was reprinted
in a number of leading papers. The at-
tacks on Radio Pree Europe and Radio
Likerty by Commmunist governments are
at least logical from the Communist
point of view, Mr. Elegant said, because:

Authoritarian governments are under-
standably distressed by outsiders challenging
their monopoly of information.

But in the West, Mr. Elegant said:

Attacks are levelied by the wrong people
for the wrong reasons . . . True ilberals
should . . . support the stations’ alms: free
information and East-West relaxation . . .
The fundamental point is simple. Neither
tensions within Communist society nor ten-
slon between EBast and West would miracu-
lously disappear I hoth statlons went off the
alr tomorrow . . . Despite thelr human imper-
fections, both rseek to reduce internal and
tnternational tension by the best means
known to man-—the freer flow of informa-
tion.

This point deserves repeating. The dis-
tinguished Swiss newspaper Neue Buer-
cher Zeitung made its own thorough
investigation of Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty this spring dnd com-
mented on June 30:

The reason and justification for these sta-
tions are to be found in the fact that the
Communist states know no freedom of
opiuion—that they hinder a free exchange
of information . . . In our modern age of
global communications and mass media, the

=
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leaders in Moscow and the East European
countries try to work against tiiis commu-
nication, keeping the Curtain clored at least
¢o that extent, maintaining a “camp of con-
trolled information.”

And the Swiss paper concluded:

It is their sealing-off that is unhatural and
contradictory to the tendency of ‘'our age to-
ward immediate, giobal and varied informa-
tion—not the existence of the two statlons,
which fulfiil important functiohs as gates
to a world-wide process of communication,
and thus sactually serve that coexistence
about which s0 much 18 sald .. .

If we doubt this, we have only to turn
to the Communists’ themselves. When
Czechoslovakia was occupled by Soviet
and allied arms in 1868, and told to re-
store the censorship it had dropped dur-
ing the Prague spring, party leader
Dubcek and his Central Commniittee were
forced to issue a resolution stating, and
I quote:

The press, radlo and televisién are pri-
marily an instrument for the ihiplementa-
tion of the policy of the Party amd state . . .
They are responsible for the maga-informs-

tion media working in an exclusively sociale
ist spirit.

Now you and I may say that in the
long run censorship cannot \vork. And
indeed it does not, buf only bedause orga-
nizations such as Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty believe that truth is not
a tool of political control but an abso-
lute value, and act on that belef.

Even wiser heads in Eastérn Europe
realize the same things. One notable ex-
ample is Wladyslaw Blenkowski-—an old
party man, a distinguished sociologist, a
former Polish Minister of Education and
friend of former Polish Party Leader
Gomulka. Here is what he wrote about
his own party’'s efforts at censérship, in a
book published late in 1969—a book
which, incidentally, had to be published
outside of Poland. I quote:

Today, when techniques of ¢ommunica-
tion have done away with distagces . . . the
hilerarchicel method of selecting and censor-
ing information has become a gldring anach-
ronism. . . . If the suthorities df a country
employ t,he tactics of evading pfoblems and
hiding factsa from their own people, there will
always be others to do the job: for them—
who will inform the people, in the language
of the country. and tell them why their own

government kept these pmlculm facts from
them,

And Bienkowski goes on:

It is astounding and alarming how far the
infiuence of this foreign propagdnda—repre-
sented chiefly by Free Eurcpe—has extended
not only over the society, but gver our au-
thorities,

Today’'s Communist leadels would also
do well to read their own Karl Marx. Here
is what the founder of the' movement
wrote for & German paper, 139 years ago:

A censored press remains a bad thing, even
when it publishes good products . . . A free
press remains a good thing, evyen when it
believes in bad products . . . The character
of & censored press is the chamcterless dis-
order of unfreedom, a ‘civilized' atrocity, a
perfumed monster.

Now, all of us can agree on, the virtues
of & free press and a free flow of informa-
tion everywhere. But there are still two
questions to which we should have clear
answers:
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First: If we carefully abstain from
activities which the Communist leader-
ships of East Europe and the Soviet
Union find objectionable, will they see
the light? Will they abandon their ideo-
logical campaigns and efforts to arm their
own people against us psychologically ?

And second: Are these two radios
actually worthy instruments to keep the
channels of information open?
~ As to the first point, let me turn to
official evidence from East Europe. In an
April 1970 article, the then chairman of
the Hungarian Parliament, Gyula Kallal,
explained peaceful coexistence this way:

The policy of peaceful coexistence is co-
operation as well as struggle at the same
time. The method to be applied is coopera-
tion and.competition in the economic and
getentific fields, and struggle in the politieal,
diplomatic and ideological spheres.

This "spring the official weekly of the
Czechoslovak Party, Tribuna, predicted
that through the decade ahead:

There will hardly be any reduction of ten-

. slon In the ideological field . . . It 1s a long-

term trend which will grow eVgn sharper in
the "70’s.

As to whether Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty are worthy instruments of
freedom of information, allow me to
quote a few impartial witnesses—neither
Fast Furopean nor American: -

T have mentioned the Swiss daily Neue

" -guercher Zeitung in another connection.

In its June 30 study of the two stations,
this paper also said, and I quote:

A critical look at the broadeasts shows that
RI and RFE work with the same methods and
sources as other Western radio stations, and

_are just as opén and accessible as the latter,

go that one cannot speak of secret or “agitat-
ing” statlons . .. the news programs are put
together from material from Western agen-
cles and from the official pronourncements of
the Communist countries. These news pro-
grams are varied and objective.

This June, Poland’s Foreign Minister

 protested to the Bonn Government

about RFE's broadcasts, which he called
& “hostile activity.” The Polish press
chimed in to accuse Radio Free Europe
of “false information” and ‘“subversive

‘activity.” In résponse, the major West

German daily Sueddeutsche Zeitung—a
supporter of the Brandt administration—
took an unusual step: It printed trans-
lations of a full day’s news programs of
Radio Free FEurope’s Polish service,
spread across much of two pages, and
invited its readers to judge for them-
selves whether Radio Free Europe was
objective. i

The Dutch National Radio Service also
made a c¢areful study and broadcast a
documentary lasting almost an hour. The
broadcast ended with this comment:

Radio Free Europe s not out of date . ..
‘We would be doing an injustice to the people
jn East Europé If the statlon were to be
closed down . . . ‘Radlo Freé Europe is looked
upon by the péoples of the East bloc countries
in the same way we Dutchmen looked upon

. the BBC and Rddio Oranje (the Dutch war-

time freedom station) duting World War IL

In regard to broadcasting to the Soviet
Union, we have an eloquent statement
from Anatoli Fedoseyev, the Russian
sclentist recently defected from the So-
viet Union to England.

i
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Tn' talking about the shortsighted
policies of the Soviet Government in the
economic field, he said that the Soviet
Urion could, under other policies, make
rapid advances and doing so would auto-
matically put an end to the present ten-
sicns in Furope. He then asks:

What can the outside world do to speed
change . . .? The answer is simple: Increase
the flow of information. There is no need
for anyone to try to teach the Soviet people
what to think. But there is an enormous and
insatiable demand for information, for facts,
about the outside world, about osher Com-
munist countries, and especlally about the
Soviet Union 1tself. The citizens of the Soviet
Union are often the last people to hear news
of events inside their own countries.

Mr, Chairman, all of us want a relaxa-
tion of tension and a growth of under-
standing and trust between this country
and the Communist world. But we cannot
afford to forget that such pclicies are
real and durable only when they are
backed by the will of informed peoples
or: both sides of the world. Let me close
with the words of a very perceptive edi-
torial which appeared in the Washington
Post June 25. Said the Post:

Detente, I1f it means anything, means
widening the West’'s contacts with the East,
not helping the East seal off its people from
the West. It means the exchange of people,
goods, words and 1deas. This Is the essential
business of RFE and RIL. The Congress, In
its rightminded determination to shake the
stations free of the CIA, should not lose
sight of the reason for letting them con-
tinue it.

(Mr. SIKES, at the request of Mr.
FascELL, was granted permission to ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the
RECORD.)

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Chairman, in the dis-
cussion of Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty, I would like to look at the other
side of the coin for a moment.

I.am speaking of the international po-
litical effort of the Communist world—
particularly as it displays itseif through
radio broadcasting. ’ )

Of course, you run into a contradiction
jramediately here. The Communist view
of the doctrine of peaceful coexistence—
whatever it means—does not include ide-
ological coexistence—that is, a free ex-
change of ideas and information.

Thus if Western stations broadcast the
truth as they see it, into areas under
Communist control, that, in the eyes of
Moscow and Warsaw and Prague is a
violation of the spirit of peaceful coexist-
ence. But if Communist governments
are doing the broadcasting—and Radio
Moscow is the world’s leading interna-
tional broadcaster—it seems to be some-
thing else again. Like all of us—bub
without any occasional saving grace of
humilify” the Communists believe they
have a patent on truth.

Soviet Party leader Leonid Brezhnev
drew this distinction very plainly in his
“State of the Union” message to the So-
Vi?(;i Party Congress this spring, when he
said:

We are living in conditions of unceasing
ideological warfare.

The Soviet leader evidently believes he
has a patent on truth, and he proposes
to use it. He went on to say:

l
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Tet the volce of truth about the Soviet
Union be heard on all continents of the
earth.

It is also interesting that Poland—
after abstaining for many years—has re-
cently resumed intensive “jamming” of
RFE broadcasts. The Polish regime might
be expected to argue—as its propagan-
dists already argue—that RFE is a bar-
rier to relaxing tensions in Europe be-
cause it interferes in internal affairs—
Communist style.

However, we have heard nothing
about any restriction of Soviet-bloc in-
ternational broadcasts. And some of
them are truly remarkable.

. Por example, in its broadcasts to Japan
Radio Moscow has criticized local elec-
tion candidates for—in its words—
“flooding the voters’ ears with sweet-
sounding promises.” To Indonesia, Radio
Moscow quoted a publication of the out-
lawed Indonesian Communist Party and
called on the Indonesian people for a
confrontation with what it called the
“new-order regime and its reactionary
schemes.”

A Soviet-operated station calling it~
self “Peace and Progress” radio has con-
sistently criticized the Indian Govern-
ment as well as non-Communist opposi-
tion parties in that country for the last 3
years. Other bloc broadcasts call for
their listeners to overthrow the govern-
ment of Turkey, Geece, Iran, and Brazil.

Soviet propaganda to West Germany
goes still further. There is a powerful
German-speaking radio—“Soldiers’ Sta-
tion 935”—which tries to create the im-
pression that it is speaking from inside .
West Germany—but actually comes from
East Germany; it addresses itself direct-
1y to the West German armed forces, and
advises them on how to resist coopera-
tion with NATO.

In other words:

At a time when the Soviet Union and its
allies are campaigning to shut down Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty, their own
propaganda statlons are going full blast.

The fact is that the Soviet Union to-
day is broadcasting in some 79 languages
for 332 hours daily—an increase of 14
percent in the last 4 years. In 1970, radio
stations of the Communist states aired
just under 1,000-hours a day in 99 lan-
guages. A recent British study of Com-
munist broadcéasting concluded that—
and I quote:

Radio propaganda remains the most im-
portant means at the disposal of Commu-~
nist countries in their attempts to gain cred-
ibility and to influence internationel de-
velopments in favor of Cormmunist aims.

Therefore—even if RFE and Radio
Liberty were to use the kind of tactics
many Soviet broadcasts do—the Soviet
and East European effort to call “foul”
against Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty would ring a bit hollow.

Mr. Chairman, the comment has been
made ir. this country that Radio Free
Europe is an arachrohism, that it is out
of place in an age of detente—an age,
hopefully, of negotiation.

The answer to that charge is that in
the attempt to bring about more normal
relations between East and West, it is
very important indeed to provide to East

4
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Europeans a full range of news and opin-
ions about their own affairs as well as
external matters, It is essential that East
Europeans know the full truth about the
real requirements for peace. Judging by
careful interviews of East European trav-
elers done by public opinion research
institutes, Free Europe is heard regularly
by 31 million people, over half the popu-
lation over 14 In its audience area. In
effect, it is they who have answered those
who contend the radios have no function
in the present era. Thirty-one million
people do not listen to an anachronism.
They do listen to Radio Pree Eurgpe in
areas where it is very important that our
side he heard. I consider it essential that
this program continue.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yieid?

Mr. MAILLIARD. I yield io the gentle-
man from Indiana.

Mr, MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I com-
mend the Commitiee on Foreign Affairs
for reporting this legislation to amend
the United States Information and Edu-
cational Exchange Act of 1948 to pro-

- 'vide assistance to Radio Fre¢ Europe and
Radio Liberty (8. 18).

These two information programs have
been in operation since shortly after the
close of World War II. At that time the
threat of Soviet aggression still existed
throughout countries of Western Europe.

To my mind the cheapest and prob-
ably the most effective offense and de-
fense that the free world has against
Communist ageression is to acquaint the
people of the world both behind and out-
side the Communist Iron Curtain with
the real facts and truths about Commu-
nist tyranny and enslavement. Numerous
reports come from behind the Iron Cur-
tain by the people who listen to the
broadcast of Radioc Free Europe and
Radio Liberty to many of the secret op-
erations of Communist tyranny from the
standpoint of concealed enslavement of
its people and the punishment rendered
to its citizens who do not conform.

Through this information millions be-
hind the Iron Curtain receive firsi-hand
information of important news from the
outside world and knowledge that our
Nation and other free nations have not
given up hope, and that the United States
is continuing its programs and sacrifices
to aid them in their fight for eventual
freedom. Entertainment and informative
programs are broadcast into their homes
conveying aspects of American life and
«culture which is of great value to the
families who are receiving the service
of these broadcasts. For the billions of
dollars that the American taxpayers have
paid to curb the Communist tyranny
from expansion, I think the educational
and informative programs originating
from Radio Free Europe and Radio Lib-
erty are the most effective and produce
great results in our program to curb
Communist expansion throughout the
free world.

(Mr, MADDEN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PIRNIE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yleld?

Mr. MAILLTARD. I yield to the gentie-
man from New York.

Mr., PIRNIE. I thark the gentleman
for ylelding.

I, too, wish to express my appreciation
of the mission of Radic Free Europe and
the way in which it conveys inspiration
and encouragement to its millions of lis-
teners behind the Iron Curtain. It does
express in very vivid and very appropri-
ate manner the ideals snd the true spirit
of America, and does keep alive the spirit
of freedom in the hearts of those who
have reason to feel oppressed because
of the environment in which they are
forced to live. I have supported this pro-
gram since its inception and am proud
of its achievements.

(Mr. PIRNIE asked and was given per-
nussion to revise and extend his re-
marks,)

Mr. MILLER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
w m the gentleman yield ?

Mr. MAILLIARD. I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio,

Mr. MILLER of Ohio. I thank the
gentleman for yielding, I see by the re-
port that Radic Free Europe had an ad-
ditional $1.5 million in operating funds,
which came from private sources, and
Radio Liberty has almost no private con-
tributions. Can the gentleman explain
what is the source of the $1.5 million,
and why people would be interested in
contributing to one and not to the other?

Mr. MAILLIARD, I cannot give a posi-
tive answer to that, but I have heard
on the radio and various other places ap-
peals for private contributions for Ra-
dio Free Europe. I do not recall ever hav-
g heard one for Radio Liberty. They
are separate. I would suppose it would
depend on the effort they might make
to get private contributions.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MAILLIARD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. MORGAN. Of course, Radio Free
Europe has always had an organized
fund-raising campaign. There have been
frequent announcements on television
and the radio. Radio Liberty has
no organized campaign, and receives
oniy a few small confributions from in-
dividuals who have a serious interest in
the program. They make no public solic-
itation whatsoever. Their donations and
contributions have been very small, I
would say not more than $5,000 or $10,-
000 a year.

Mr. MAILLIARD. I should think that
is the case.

Mr. MILLER of Ohio. I thank the
gentleman,

Mr. Chairman, I support S. 18.

Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Chairman, I note
thiut the commitiee report indicates in
recent months Radio Liberty has devoted
an increasing amount of its program to
the plight of the Soviet Jews, and indi-
cates that cultwral programs have been
featured along with Jewish holidays. 1
noiice also that the Radio Liberty broad-
casts in 17 languages. A number of us
have tried to get some of its programing
done with full programs in Yiddish.
Radio Liberty and Radio Free Europe
have resisted those suggestions. In my
judgment, this is an important symbolic
gesture on our part that these programs
be made in Yiddish. I am wondering if

Fal
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the committee took this up and can give
us any assurance that this kind of pro-
graming may be forthcoming.

Mr. MATLLIARD. I do not recall this
particular question coming up during the
hearings, but I did not attend them all.
I will be glad to yield to the chairman of
the committee for a response.

Mr. MORGAN. I agree with: the gen-
tleman who asked the questiof:, that it
is proper that some broadcas}s should
be in Yiddish. I want to assure him that
the commission that will be formed to
make a study under this bill will defi-
nitely have a responsibility to determine
whether some of the broadcasts should
be in Yiddish and Hebrew.

Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Chairman, then I
have the assurance of the committee
chairman and the ranking Républican
member that they will bend all their
efforts to see to it we do get sone broad-
casts in Yiddish?

Mr. MORGAN, The bill prm}ldes that
there will be two Members of the House
on this commission. I am sure that who-
ever the the House Members on the com-
mission are, they will recognizé the im-
portance of the issue which thL gentle-
man has raised.

Mr. MAILLYARD. I am quite certain
that this Is one of the subjects that the
commission should make some recom-
mendations on.

Mr. FRENZEL. I thank both of the
gentlemen, and I endorse this program
wholeheartedly.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman. I yield
5 minutes to the gentieman from Ilinois
(Mr. PUCINSKI).

Mr. PUCINSKI. Mr. Chairmsn, I rise
in strong support of this resolution sim-
ply because Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty have been two of the most effec-
tive links that the free world has had
with the people behind the Iron! Curtain.

I had occasion to review many of the
broadcasts of Radio Free Europe and
some of the other work they are doing.
I believe that Radio Free Europe has
provided the heartbeat of hope and it
continues to provide that hearibeat of
hope for 180 million people behind the
Iron Curtain living in the captive na-
tions of Europe who, by listening to the
Radio Free Europe program anil broad-
casts, are constantly reminded that we,
as the free people of the Unitefl States,
have not forgotten them and that we
share in their great hope for the libera-
tion and liberalization of these people
with their ultimately reJoming the free
nations of the world.

I think the sadoption of this réesolution
will be a great morale booster for the
many wonderful people who work for
Radioc Free Europe, people who have
been making an enormous confribution.
They are all people who have been car-
rying on this relentless stlugglé behind
the Iron Curtain.

I must say that they have been show-
ing a great deal of professionalisn which
they have developed over the ypars and
that this has brought a great degree
of confidence tc the people listening to
the broadcasts. Those who listeh to Ra-
dio Free Europe and its broad¢asts be-
hind the Iron Curtain have certainly
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been given a great deal of hope from

those broadcasts.

I have been behind. the Iron Curtain
to some of those countries and talked
to those people and discussed with them
the value and the importance of Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty. In both
instances they tell us that frequently
this is the only link they have with the
free world. Radio Free Europe is the only
method by which these people can con-
tinue to understand what is happening
to the rest of the world.

I certainly hope that the Commission
goes over the program and sees to it that
we have a continuation of the Radio Free
Europe broadecasts after the 2-year period
and that they give serious consideration
to restoring Radio Free Cuba along with
Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty.

We had a very effective Radio Free
Cuba, operating into Cuba for a number
of years and then it was shut down dur-
ing the hysteria that swept this country
a few years ago.

It seems to me that it is important for
us to continue to get behind the Iron
Curtain of Cuba and bring to the Cuban
beople the truth about America and what
is happening on this continent,

So, I am most pleased and wish to
congratulate the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. MorGaN) and his commit-
tee on both sides of the aisle for not
succumbing to the hysteria that swept
our country a few years ago when there
were strong voices trying to sweep aside
Radio Free Europe for people behind the
Iron Curtain. .

Mr, Chairman, I think the Foreign
Affairs Committee has shown excellent

Judgment in bringing this bill before the

House and affording us an opportunity
to vote on this measure in order to show
the people in RFE the great confidence

. that we have in what they are doing.

So, Mr. Chairman, I strongly support
the adoption of this measure.

Mr. MAILLIARD. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. Rerp),

(Mr. REID of New York asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. REID of New York. Mr. Chairman,
I wish to commend the Committee on
Foreign Affairs and the chairman and
ranking minority member for the action
they are taking today on bills that were

. Initially introduced by Senator CasE and

myself, the purpose of which was to fa-
cilitate and insure ultimate direct fund-
ing for Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty and to separate the funding from
the CIA, thereby to increase, we believe,
the credibility of the stations.

Mr. Chairman, I very much hope that
the 2-year funding that is called for in
the House version of the hill will prevail
in any conference with the Senate. I
think the assurance of continuity of these
two stations is very important from sev-
eral standpoints, not the least of which
involves the personnel of the stations.
Equally important, there are certain dip-
lomatic implications beyond the study.

This study will take 1 year, and I hope
that it may conclude not only that there
is merit to continuing these stations, but
also that they will be placed in broad-
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based American Council thai would be
analogous, perhaps, to the British Coun-
cil which has so effectively carried forth
endeavors that facilitate open communi-
cations.

Ibelieve, therefore, that this bill should
be supported. I think it only iair to say
that when I was recently in Pol and it was
very clear that Radio Free Europe had
played a very key, sensitive, and thought-
ful role in reporting on tae events
brought on by the student riots in 1968
and, subsequently, in 1970.

These stations must become independ-
ent of the U.S. Government, Otherwise
their credibility will be open to increas-
ing question. And furthermore, we are
dealing here with a sophisticated opera-
tion that must funection within param-
eters of sensitivity, judgment, and the
dictates of the truth.

What is called for is fidelity-—straight
news reporting, because we get from this
a sensitivity to the kind of straight news
that these countries do not have because
of censorship, but which can be of very
real benefit to the furtherance of open
communications leading to higher living
standards, more freedom and personal
liberties in these countries.

Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of S. 18, as amended by the
House Foreign Affairs Committee, be-
cause I believe the continuance of U.S.
assistance to Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty to be essential to the strug-
ble for human rights around the world.

This legislation proposes a study, to be
conducted by a Commission on Interna-
tional Radio Broadcasting, to determine
what role the United States should play
in the support of Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty in the future.

The House version also provides in-
terim funds, totaling $36 million for
fiscal 1972 and $38.52 million for fiscal
1973, to enable these two vital networks
to continue broadecasting daily news and
features behind the Iron Curtain where

- nany people are denied even the day-to-

day reports of events occurring in their
own countries.

Through such factual broadecasts they
fill the void of information so necessary
to world understanding—a void created
by Government control of news media.

During hearings on these two sta-
tions, the Foreign Affairs Committee
heard testimony on the widespread in-
fluence and effect of both networks, first
by former Soviet residents who believe
strongly that the broadcasts of Radio
Liberty can reach sufficient listeners to
ultimately help bring about changes and
give rise within the Soviet Union to
greater freedoms. We heard simila:r opin-
lons expressed by other former Iron Cur-
tain residents about Radio Free Europe.
As one witness so poignantly described
it:

Theought control was what enabled Stalin
to invade Finland, Poland and the Western
Ukraine, what enabled Hitler to oeccupy
much of Europe. It is now being practiced
at dangerous levels throughout the Soviet
bloe.

While millions . of Americans daily
listen to and read the news and a di-
vergency of opinion from independent

.
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media, they often take this uncensored
dissemination of news for granted.

We in the United States have the op-
bortunity to insure, through Radio Free
Europe and Radio Liberty, that those
behind the Iron Curtain will continue to
receive at least a little of the truth for
which they so hunger.

In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, these
networks can help to bridge the gap of
understanding between Fast and West
and the truth itself can provide a, foun-
dation for peace with freedom in our
time.

Support for S. 18 will guarantee the
continuation of this vital service to mil-
lions of people who are daily denied the
truth and thereby the weapon for
freedom. .

Mr. HORTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of S. 18 as amended. The
Foreign Affairs Committee of the House
has acted wisely in calling for an ex-
tensive evaluation of Radio Free Europe
and Radio Liberty while, in the iterim,
authorizing funds for their continued
operation,

‘The measure reported out of the House
Committee would establish g tripartite.
commission made up of representatives
of the Congress, the executive branch,
and the public. The commission is to re-
dio Free Europe and Radio Liberty and
view and evalurts tha ~ctivities of Ra-
submit the results of its study to Con-~
gress by November 30, 1972. The bill au-
thorizes appropriations to the commission
chairman of $36 million for fiscal year
1972 and $38.5 million for fiscal year 1973
to enable Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty to continue operations pending
congressional evaluation of its report.

This approach is a realistic one. In the
first place, it accomplishes the immedi-
ate goal of removing all secrecy and hid-
den: funding of Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty. At the same time, the bill
withholds final judgment on whether and
how to fund there hro~de~st orerations, T
am gratified that both the measure
bassed by the Senate and the bill under
consideration by the House recognize the
importance of continuing RFE and RI,
broadcasts pending further congressional
evaluation.

The debate over the future of Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty has per-
haps received as much attention in the
foreign press as in our own country. At
this point, I would like to share with my
colleagues several commentaries about
RFE and RL that have appeared in the
West European press:

The London Daily Telegraph on June
9 of this year stated: )

There 15 now talk of revising the status of
these stations, and signs of a “liberal” of-
fensive on their freedom. It is odd that the
self-appointed defenders of civil liberty in
the West should have so little comecern for
the same liberties in the East, Would it really
make the world any safer or the Soviet lead-
ers any nicer if our last thin line of com-
munication with the people of the Com-
munlst world were cut?

In August 1968,
Guardian observed:

When the West bemoans that 1t can do
nothing to help, 1t forgets that it can supply

the Manchester
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information and that is what eastern Eur-
ope needs to keep its hopes alive . . . It is
not only in Czechoslovakia that honest news
is needed. Ali the other satellite countries
keep their people in ignorance of the facts. . .
In fighting the sort of tyranny we now see
in eastern Europe, a good transmitter is
worth at least one nuclear submarine.

The Paris Nouvel Observateur com-
mented in January of 1970:

No other station in the world, American or
other, exercises such influence direct or in-
direct on the public opinion of five coun-
tries. . . . its five radios are certainly more
dangerous today than they were yesterday
for the East European regimes.

The Muenchner Merkur, a West Ger-
man paper, stated in June of this year:

Careful analyses by the Federal Press Of-
fice already showed weeks ago that the
American (RFE) take great pains, with ex-
treme journalistic care and objectivity, in
the formulation of thelr broadcasts. Pre-
cisely this—the non-tendentious representa-
tions of dally events in the West and East—
is probably the true stumbling block for
Warsaw.

The Hamburg liberal paper, Die Zeit,
commented on July 2, 1871

Pactual accuracy and objectivity are the
first order of news analysis (at RFE), which
depends on the superlatively reliable and
careful work of an 80-man-strong Research
and Analysis Department . . . The “agitation
station” in Munich help to close gaps which
continte to arise thanks to the anachronistic
information policy of the Communist regimes.

Mr. Chairman, the above comments
demonstrate the tremendous importance
other Free World countries place on the
role of RFE and RL. A more extensive
analysis of these radio stations appeared
in the Zurich daily Neue Zuricher Zietung
entitled “Free News for Unfree Coun-
tries.” This article further illustrates the
strong support of RFE and RL by the
press in Western Europe and I commend
it to my colleagues attention during the
current debate:

[Translation from Neue Zuricher Zeitung,
June 20, 1871}
¥rEx NEws ror UnFrer COUNTRIES

‘With a screeching crescendo, Communist
propaganda is increasing Its campaign
against Ragio Free Europe (RFE) and Radio
Idberty (RL), and presents them as major
hindrances to a relaxation of tensions in
Europe. Both stations were set up at the

aning of the 1850's by the Americans in
Murich for the purpose of broadcasting in-
formation behind the Iror Curtain and to
giving the peoples of Eastern Europe and
the Soviet Union their own voice. According
to the late President Kennedy, they were
crented to give the people on the other side
of the Iron Curtain a sign that they have
not been forgotten, and to guarantee “that
the peoples of all countries receive the truth
and through it are able [to make} intelli-
gent judgments.”

OPEN WORLD ON THE AIRWAYS

‘The two stations, whose programming cen-
ters are located In Munich, are independent
of each other, have their own desks and
broadeasting installations, and have different
tasks. Radio Liberty broadcasts to the Soviet
Unlon—from Lampertheim, Bpain, and Tai-
wan, with a capacity of 1,840,000 watts—In
Russian and 17 other languages of the Soviet
peoples. Radio Free Furope has five trans-
mitters in Hoizkirchen, nine transmitters
in Biblis, and eighteen transmitters in Portu-
g21 (including four each with 100 and 250
ktlowntts) with a total strength of 2245
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kilowatts, brosdcasting dailly 20 hours to
Czechoslovakia, 18 hours to Poland and Hun-
gary, 12 hours to Rumania, and 8 howrs to
Bulgaria, The reason and justification for
these stations are to he found in the facy
that the Communist states know no freedom
of opinion, that they hinder a free exchange
of information, and that the ruling Party
maintains its opinion monopoly with every
avaliable means. In our modern age of global
communication and mass media, the leaders
in Moscow and the East Europesn countries
tryv to work against thix communication,
keeping the Curtain closed at least to that
extent, maintaining a ‘‘camp” of controlled
tnformation. It js their sealing off that is
unhatural and contradictory to the tendency
of our age toward iImmediate, global, and
varied information—not the existence of the
two stations, which fulffll important func-
vions &8 gates to & woridwide process of
coinmpunication and taus actually serve that
coexistence about which so much is sald,
ol kindering it, as they are accused of
doing.
SOVIET COYNTERMOVES

Since Khrushchev's successors, out of their
fenr of “convergence' and growing intellec-
tual opposition, introduced a re-ideologiza-
tion in the spirlt of the Brezhnev Doctrine,
snd in April 1968 called Tor “ideological class
struggle,” they have been conducting an in-
tensified battie agatnst the influence of for-
eiyn radio broadcasts in the area they rule.
‘T'he programs adirected at the Boviet Union
and Bastern Europe, not only by Radlo Free
Europe and Radio Liberty but by the BBC,
Volce of America, and Deatsche Welle as well,
nre fought against as ‘indirect imperialist
subversion.” Jamming stations, which had
hoen closed down during the period of
Khrushchev's coexistencs policy, went back
into action (with the exception of Hungary
and Rumania); and in the Boviet Union, the
punisbment for Ustening to foreign stations
was increased. As these —ountermeasures ap-
parently bore little fruit, the Soviet leaders
are trying by propagancistic and diplomatic
means 1o silence the stations themselves.
This is the goait of ths campalgn directed
against RFE and R, which, as American or-
anjzations operating from the territory of
the Federal Republic, are apparently the most
vulnerable.

RL's supporter {8 the Radic Liberty Com-
mittee in New York, whose honorary presi.-
dent is Harry Truman and which i3 directed
by former Deputy Secretary of State Howland
Sargeant. RFE belengs to Free Europe, Inc.,
ied by prominent perionalities of America
and advised by a Western European commit-
tee under Dirk Stikker, It had aiready been
known for & long time that these stations
were not being operatod solely with contri-
butions from American organizations and
private persons; the recent revelation by Sen-
ator Case of the financing by the CIA was
thus no surprise. Howover, President Nixon's
initiative to put the inancing of the stations
on a new basis and th-s insure their further
activity is combined by Congress with its
own drive for greater control over the gov-
ernment's foreign policy, and has found an
opponent in Senator Pulbright.

Comununist propagenda i8, of course, try-
ing to take sdvantage of these domestic
American discussions. The information
broadcast by RL anc RPE is presented to
thelr own subjfects as “imperialist agitation*
from the “CIA's witches’ kitchen.,” and, ap-
pealing to latent anti-Semitic sentiments, s
denounced as “Zionist propaganda.” The 20th
Olympic Games o Munich in 1972 are being
used as the lever with which to demand a
closing down of the 3tations whose activity,
socording to the Soviet version, would be
contrary to the "Olyinplc spirit.” The maga-
zine Sport v SSR even threatened in April
that one could not expect Communist sports-
men to appear in a place like Munich where
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anti-Communist and “revanchist” organiza-
tions were active. However, Avery Hrundage
indicated in & television interview os May 9
that an exchange of letters with the presi-
depts of the radio stations had given him
assurance that they understand the ideals of
the Olympic Games and will comply with
them, and he said he believed "ti{at there
should be no difficully from this sjde.” ’
PRESSURE ON BONN AND MUNKH

The camprign against the Muyich sta-
tions is, however, nol only concenirated on
the Olympies, but is broadly connetted with
Brazhnev's Western policy. Moscow and War-
saw are obviously trying to infer from the
treaties with Bonn the demand fof suspen-
ston of the freedom stations; they see In
them a danger for “European secutity.” The
Polish Government recently even wndertook
diplomatic steps in Washington dnd Bonn
to achieve the closing down of RFE. The
Bonn QGovernment, which 18 respohsible for
granting the license to broadcast and has
Just renewed it for another year, his reacted
to such pressure soberly and celimly until
now. For legal, organizational, and technical
reasons it would in any cage be {mpossible
to close RL and RFE overnight. Observing
the Communist campaign directed against
the Munich stations, one can ses the GDR
as the driving force, a8 well as: the close
cooperation among the orthodox forces in
the Eastern Bloc. The fact that: the radio
and press In East Germany, the Ukraine, and
White Russla are the strongest agitators
against the two stations’ preserce in the
Pederal Republic gives rise to the mispicion
that these attacks could have something to
do with the criticismm of Moscow's under-
standing with Bonn which has crgpped up in
those areas. .

NUMEROUS LISTENERS ;

Communist propaganda’s consthnt attacks
on RL and RFE are an indire¢t proof of
their eflectiveness among the pulation of
Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union. Even
Party ieaders admit that the prog 8 from
RL and RFE are widely spread in!their coun-
tries and that they serve as & source [of in-
formation] for the rulers themsgives. In the
Soviet Union, there are about 27 million
radio sets with short-wave reception, which
means that every fifth adult Seviet citizen
can recelve forelgn broadcasts. It 1s esti-
mated that in times of crisis over two-thirds
of the Soviet citizens listed to 'forelgn sta-
tions. Radio Free Europe has, through con-
tinuing empirical surveys and tonstant in-
terviewing -of tourists from Eastern Burope,
been able to produce a more d€xact picture
of its listening sudience and thelr reactions
and atutuddes, confirmed and supplemented
by official surveys in Eastern El.irope. It has
been ascertained that nearly 83 million, or
one-half, of the residents over 14 years of
age In the target countries listeé to RFE; in
Poland alone, 12 million (599% ){ in Rumania,
6.6 mililon (87%); in Czech¢slavakia, 5.5
millton (50 ): in Hungsary, ;four million
(65% ) and in Bulgaria, 2.5 mdllion (44%).
The most recens surveys clearly/indicate how,
during and after the Polish yorest in De-
cember, the number of listeRers rose ab-
ruptly—-RFE's listening audienze in Poland
to 83¢,, in Rumania to 66%, ard in Hungary
o 789, :

WIDE SELECTION |

A critical look at the broadcatts shows that
BL and RFE work with the game methods
and sources as other Western radio stations
and are just as open and acdessible as the
latter, so that one cannot speak of secret
or "“agitating” stations. Howrkver, they do
place greater emphasis on sptken informa-
tion: 16% of the broadcastintz time at RL
and RPE 15 reserved for news. The news pro-
grams are put together from/!material from
Western agencies and from tiHe official proc-
lamations of the Communist countries.




B

These hews progrh.ms are varied and objec-
tive—which even the Communist side ean-
not completely deny, as they recently have
had to wage thelr battle against the ‘“‘de-
ideologization’ of Western radio propaganda.
For instance, Moscow accuses Radlo Liberty,
which it tries to portray as a disturbance to
European “relaxation of tenslon,” of having a
[too] stressed interest in questions of Euro-
pean unity and securlty.

The two stations have one special and im-
portant -function: the communication of
Western press volces to those countries in
which the populsation is not allowed to buy
foreign newspapérs. Radio Liberty broad-
casts several times daily in 18 languages—a
five-minute press review, and transmits in
addition texts or excerpts from important
editorials and reportage in well-known news-
papers.’ Radlo Free Europe broadcasts press
reviews dally to Bulgaria, Poland, and
Rumania (10 minutes aplece), Czechoslova-
kia (15 minutes), and Hungary (25 minutdes).
Not only American newspapers are clted in
them, but the Western European press as
well has a lot to say, including 'Unite and
Humanite. -

Let us look at an example: On May 25, RFE
included in its press review for Rumania and
in information programs Iin the Rumanian
language the following material: commen-
taries from AFP, Daily Telegraph, and UPI
on Podgorny’s -trip to Cairo (6 minutes);
Federal Chancellor Brandt’s interview in
Spiegel on Ostpolitik and a Berlin agreement
(6 minutes); the statement by Czech exile
politicians in the Neue Zuercher Zeilung on
the Prague Party Congress (5 minutes); Paul
‘Wohl in the Christian Science Monitor on the
ideals and experience of the Soviet popula-
tlon (10 minutes); Ernst Fischer’s essay “The
Revolution is Different” in excerpts (7 min-
utes); and Topping's report in the New York
Times on Chou en-lai’s statements on the
Soviet-China conflict (8 minutes). This
transmission of Western press voices gives the
listeners in Eastern Europe and in the Soviet
Union a view of the world which they wish

for and something against which to measure
* thelr own Party press. Communist journalists

have demanded, In the face of RL’s and RFE’s
effectiveness, that greater openness and
broader coverage be permitted in their own

press and in the mass media,

EASTERN COPYING

The Communist side even uses as much as
it can the freedom of opinion in the West to
spread its own propaganda and to interfere
In the internal affairs of other countries.
For example, Radio Prague operates in Span-
ish and Italian among the Gastarbelter in
the Federal Republic [of Germany] and
Switzerland. The form of organization and
manner of working of the two Munich sta-
tions has been copied by the Soviet Union
and, In addition to the official Radio Moscow,
an allegedly independent Rodio Peace and
Progress has been created, which is sup-
posedly run by the trade unions, journalists’
union, and the Novosti agency, and which
obviously is connected with the Soviet KGB
(Secret Service). This radio, by the way, also
uses transmitting installations outside of
the Soviet Union—for example, for its Ger-
man language broadcasts it uses a relay
transmitter in the area of lelpzig. Radio

- Peace and Progress by far outdoes Radio Mos-

cow as concerng sharpness; in Chinese it is
the mouthpiece of anti-Maoist propaganda.

‘When . the Indian ~Government protested

agalnst attacks by Radio Peace and Progress,
the Sovlet Government declared (with s
shrug) that it has no influence on this “in-
dependent statfon”. . . " ‘

..

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, T have

no further requests for time.
‘Mr. MAILLIARD. Mr, Chairman, I
have no further requests for time. ’
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The CHATRMAN. Pursuant to the rule,
the Clerk will now read the substitute
committee amendment printed in the bill
as an original bill for the purpose of
antendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States o}
America in Congress assembled, 'That there
1s established a commission to be known as
the Commission on International Radio
Broadcasting (hereinafter referred. to as the
“Commisslon”) composed of nine raembers as
follows:

(1) Two Members of the Houge of Repre-
seatatives appointed by the Speaker of the
House of Representatives.

(2) Two Members of the Senate appolnted
by the President of the Senate.

(3) Two members appointed by the Pres-
ident from among officers and employees of
the executive branch of the Government.

(4) Three members appointed by the
President from private life, including experts
in mass communication in the brosdcasting
fleld.

(5) The President shall designate one of
the members appointed from private life to
serve as Chairman of the Commission. Any
vacancy in the membership of the Commis-
sion shall be filled in the same manner as
in the case of the original appcintment.

Sec. 2. (a) It shall be the duty oif the
Commission to review and evaluate inter-
national radio broadcasting and related ac-
tivities of Radio Free Europe and Radio Lib-
erty.

(b) The Commisston shall submit its re-
port to the President for transmisston to the
Congress not later than November 30, 1972,
setting forth the results of its fiadings and
conclusions, together with such recommen-
dations as it may deem appropriuate, includ-
ing,’ but not limited to, recommendations
with respect to future management, opera-
tions, and support of such activities; estab-
Hishment of a corporate or cother entity to
administer support for; or to conduct, such
activities; and protection of the rights and
equities of past and present employees of
Radio Europe and Radio Liberty.

(¢) The Commission shall cease to exist

. ondJuly 1, 1973.

8kc. 3. (a) In addition to his function as
head of the Commission, the Caalrman of
the Commission shall provide grants to sup-
port the broadeasting activities of Radilo
Free Europe and Radlo Liberty and submit
to the President for transmission to the Con-
gress not later than November 30, as ap-
propriate, of each grant made and a state-
ment describing the utilization of each such
grant.

(b) There are authorized to be appropri-
ated to the Chairman for carrying out the
purposes of this section, $36,000,000 for the
fiscal year 1972 and $38,520,000 for the fiscal
year 1973. Except for funds appropriated
pursuant to this section, no funds appropri-
ated after the date of first appropriation
pursuant to this Act may be made available
to or for the use of Radio ¥Frec Europe or
Radio Liberty.

SEC. 4. (a) Members of the Commission
who are Members of Congress or officers or
employees of the executive branch shall serve
without compensation for their services as
members of the Commission, Merabers of the
Commission who are not Members of Con-
gress or officers or employees of the executive
branch shall receive per diem st the daily
rate prescribed for level V of the Executive
Schedule by section 5318 of title 5 of the
United States Code when engaged in the
actuial performsnce of duties vested in the
Commission. All members of the Commis-
sion, while away from their homes or regular
places of business in the performance of
services for the Commission, shall be allowed
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travel expenses, including per diem in lleu
of subsistence, in the same manner as per-
sons employed intermittently in the Govern-
ment service are allowed expenses under sec-
tion 5703(b) of title 5 of the United States
Code.

(b) The Chairman of. the Commission is
authorized to appoint and fix the compensa~-
tlon of such personnel as may be necessary.
Such personnel may be appointed without
regard to provisions of title 5, United States
Code, covering appointments in the compet-
itive service, and may be pald without regard

to the provisions of chapter 51 and subchap-

ter IIT of chapter 53 of such title relating to
clagsification and General Schedule pay
rates. Any Federal employee subject to civil
service laws and regulations who may be
appointed by the Chairman shall retain civil
service status without interruption or loss of
status or privilege. In no event shall any in-
dividual appointed under this subsection re-
celve as compensation an amount in excess
of the maximum rate for GS-18 on the Gen-
eral Schedule under section 5332 of title 5,
United States Code.

(¢) In addition, the Chairman of the Com-
mission is authorized to obtain the services
of experts and consultants in accordance
with section 3109 of title 5, United States
Code, but at rates not to exceed the maxi-
mum rates for GS-18 on the General Sched-
ule under section 5332 of title 5, United
States Code.

(d) Upon request of the Chairman of the
Commission, the head of any Federal agency
is authorized to detail, on a reimbursable
basis, any of the personnel of such agency
to the Commission to assist it in carrying
out its duties uhder this section.

(e) The Admiinstrator of General Services
shall provide to the Commission on a reim-
bursable basis such administrative support
services as the Commission may request.

Sgc. 5. There are authorized to be appro-
priated to the Commission such sums as may
be necessary for its administrative expenses.

Mr. MORGAN (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, this bill was printed Au-
gust 3 and I am confident that everyone
is familiar with its contents. Therefore,
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute be considered as
read, printed in the Recorp, and open to
amendment at any point.

The CHAIRMAN., Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania?

There was ho objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the committee amendment in the nature
of a substitute.

The committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
committee rises.

Accordingly the committee rose; and
the Speasker having resumed the chair,
Mr. BRINKLEY, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (S. 18) to amend the U.S. In-
formation and Educational Exchange
Act of 1948 to provide assistance to Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty, pur-
suant to House Resolution 699, he re-
ported the bill back to the House with
an amendment adopted by the Commit-
tee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the
previous question is ordered.

The question is on the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

-
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the
third reading of the biil.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, and was read the third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
passage of the hill,

The question was taken: and the
Bpeaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. MILLER of Ohio. Mr. 8peaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that
& quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sexlllt Members, and the Clerk will call the
roll.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 271, nays 12, answered
“present” 1, not voting 146, as follows:

[Roll No. 410}
YEAS—2T1

Aboure:k Eckhardt Lujan
Adams FEilberg McClory
Anderson, Erlenborn McCormack

Calif. Fascell McCulloch
Andrews, Ala. Findley McEwen
Andrews, Fish McEay

. Dak. Flowers McKevitt

Annunzio Foley McKinney
Archer Ford, McMillan
Arends Willlam D. Macdonald,
Ashley Forsythe Mass.
Aspin Fountaln Madden
Aspinall Frelinghuysen Msahon
Begich Frenzel Mailliard
Beicher Froy Martin
Bennet: Galifianakis Matsunaga
Bergland Gallagher Mayne
Betts Garmatz Mazzoll
Bevill Gaydos Meeods
Biaggi Gettys Melcher
Biester Gialmo Metcalfe
Bingham Gibbons Mikva
Blanton Gonzalez Mtiller, Calif.
Bolling Goodling Miller, Ohio
Brademas Green, Oreg.  Mills, Md.
Bray Green, Pa. Minish
Brinkiey Griffin Mink
Broomfield Gross Minshatl
Brotzman Gubser Monagan
Brown, Mich., Gude Montgomery
‘Brown, Ohlo Haley Moorhead
Broyhill, Va. Hall Morgan
Buchanan Hamilton Maosher
Burke, Mass. Hammer- Murphy, 1.
Burleson, Tex. schmidt Murphy, N.Y.
Burlison, Mo. Hanley Myers
Burton Hanna Natcher
Byrnes, Wis.  Hansen, Idaho Nedzi
Byron Harsha Nix
Cabell Harvey Obey
Caflery Hathaway O'Hara
Carney Hechler, W. Va. C’Konski
Carter Helnz O'Nell]
Casey, Tex. Helstoski Patten
Cederberg Henderson Perking
Chamberlain  Hicks, Maas. Pickie
Clawson, Del  Hicks, Wash. Plke
Collins, Il Hogan Pirnle
Collins, Tex.  Holifleld Poage
Colmer Hosmer Poft
Conable Howard “Powell
Conte Hull Preyer, N.C.
Coughlin Hungate Price, Il
Daniel, Va. Hunt Price, Tex.
Daniels, N.J. Hutchinson Pucinski
Danielson Ichord Quie
Davis, S.C. Jacobs Qulillen
Davis, Wis. Jarman Ratlsback
Dellenback Johnson, Celif. Randall
Dennis Johnson, Pa. Rangel
Dent Jones, Ala. Rees
Derwinski Karth Reld, N.Y,
Dickinson Kozen Reuns
Donohue Kee Rhoedes
Dow Ketth Riegle
Downing Kemp Robinson, Va.
Drinan Kyl Rodino
Dulsk! Kyros Roe
Duncar Lioya Rogers
du Pont Long, La. Roncalio
Dwyer long, Md. Rooney, N.Y.

Fooney, Pa, Springer Vunik
Eogenthal St.nton, Vigorito
Roush James V, Waggonner
Roy Steed Wampler
Roybal Stelger, Wi,  Whalen
Ruppe Stephens White
Ryan Stratten Whitehurst
Sarbanes Stubblefield Widnall
Satterfield Stuckey Wiggins
Saylor Sullivan Williams
Scherle Svmimtton Wrizht
Scheuer Talcott Wyatt
Schneabel: Tavior ‘Wydler
Schwengel Teugue, Tex. Wrylie
Beott ‘Terry Yates
shipley Thompson. Ga. Yatron
Shirlver Thomson, Wis. Young, Fla.
Sk Thone Zablocki
Skubitz Tiernan Zlon
Bmith, Iowa Tdall Zwach
Smith, N.Y, Van Deerlir.
Spence Vander Jag:
NAYS—12
Burke, Fia. Kastenmeler Schmitz
Denholm Londgrebe Whitten
Edwards, Calif. Moss ‘Wollt
Huys Rarick Wyman
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—1
Selberling
NOT VOTING—146

Abbitt Edwards, L.  Michel
Abernethy Esch Mills, Ark.
Abzug Eshleman Mitchell
Addabbo Evans. Colo. Mizell
Ajexander Evins, Tenp. Mollohan
Auderson, 1. Fisher . Morse
Anderson, Flood Nelsen

Tenn. Flynt NMichols
Ashbrook Ford, Gerali R. Passman
Badillo Fraser Patman
Baker Pulton. Tenn. Pelly
Baring Fudua Pepper
Barrett Goldweter Pettis
Beil Grasso Peyser
Blackburn Qray Podell
Bistnik Grifiths Pryor, Ark.
Boggs Grover Purcell
Boland Haupan Roberts
Bow Haipern Roblson, N.Y.
Brasco Hansexn, Wash. Rostenkowski
Brooks Harrington Rousselot
Broyhill, N.C. Hastings Runnels
Byroe, Pa. Hawkins Ruth
Camp Hébert 8t Germain
Carey, N.Y. Heckler, Moss. Sandman
Celler Hilils Sebellus
Chappell Horton 8houp
Chisholm Jonas Stkes
Claney Jones, N.C, Sla
Clark Jones, Tenn Smith, Calif
Clausen, Kenting Sayder

Don H. King Staggers
Clay Elucsyuski Stanton,
Cleveland Koch J. William
Cotller Euykendall Btesle
conyers . Stelger, Arle
Corman Latta Stokes
Cotter Leggett Teague, Calif.
Crane Lennon Thompson, N.J.
Culver Lent Ullman
Davis, Ga. Link Veysey
de la Garza McUloskey Waldie
Delaney McClure Ware
Dellums McCollster Whalley
Devine McDade Wilson, Bob
Diggs McDonald, Wilson,
Dingell Mich. Charles H.
Daurn McFail Winn
Dowdy Mann Young, Tex.
Edmoundson Mathias, Cullf.
Edwards, Ala. Mathis, Ga.

So the bill was passed.

The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

Mr. Brooks withh Mr. Ashbrook.

Mr. Anderson of Tennessee with Mr. Mc-
Closkey.

Mr. Abbitt with Mr. Edwards of Alnbama.

Mr. Ullman with Mr. Eshleman.

Mr. Paseman with Mr MaoCollister.

Mr. Edmondson with Mr. Cleveland.

Mr. Lennon with Mr. Steiger of Arizona.

Mr. Evins of Tennossee with Mr, Mathias
of California.

Mrs. Grasso with Mr. Crane,

Mr. Hogan with Mr. Veysey.
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Mr. Young of Texas with Mr. Grover.

Mr. Patman with Mr. Latta,

Mr. Cheppell with Mr. Peyser.

Mr. Clark with Mr. Conyers.

Mr. Leggett with Mr. Diggs.

Mr. Waldie with Mr. Stokes,

Mr. Flynt with Mr. Rousselot.

Mr. Fraser with Mr. Mitchell.

Mr. Carey of New York with Mr, =J Willlam
Stanton.

Mr. Corman with Mr. Davis of Georgia

Mr. Alexander with Mr. Ruth. |

Mr. Baring with Mr. Sebelius.

Mr. Podell with Mr. Dellums.

Mr. Cotter with Mr. Shoup. ; '

Mrs. Hansen of Washington i with Mr.
Badillo.

Mr. Culver with Mr. Steele. :

Mr. Mills of Arkansas with Mr. Ware

Mrs. Abzug with Mr. Clay.

Mrs. Chisholm with Mr. Koch.

Mr. de la Garza with Mr. Mcponald of
Michigan.

Mr. Hawkins with Mr. Harringtdn,

Mr. Abernethy with Mr. Fisher;

Mr. Evans of Colorado with McDade.

Mr. Jones of Tennessee with Mt. Lent.

Mr. Jones of North Carolina with Mr.
Keating,

Mr. Landrum with Mr. 8mith of D&lﬂornia

Mr. Hébert with Mr. Gerald R. Ford.

Mr. Blatnik with Mr. Anderson of Illinois.

Mr. Boland with Mrs. Heckler oi’ Massa-
chusetts.

Mr. Byrne of Pennsylvania with Mir Sand-
man.

Mr. Celler with Mr. Devine.

Mr. Thompson of New Jersey with Mr.
Goldwater,

Mr. Dingell with Mr. Each.

Mr. Flood with Mr. McDade.

Mr. Fuiton of Tennessee with Mr. Mizell.

Mr. Pugua with Mr. Bell.

Mrs. Griffiths with Mr. Hastingk.

‘Mr. Runnels with Mr. Colller. -

Mr. Roberts with Mr. Whalley.

Mr. Kluczynski with Mr. Blackbnrn

Mr. Link with Mr. Nelsen.

Mr. McPFali with Mr. Teague of Ualifornia.

Mr. Mathis of Georgia with Mr. Pelly.

Mr. Nichols with Mr. Winn.

Mr. Pepper with Mr. Snyder.

Mr. Purcell with Mr. McClure.

Mr. Rostenkowsk! with Mr. Don H. Clausen.

Mr. Charles H. Wlison with Mr. Bob Wilson.

Mr. Stkes with Mr. King.

Mr. Slack with Mr. Kuykendall.

Mr. Staggers with Mr. Baker,

Mr. Barrett with Mr. Horton.

Mr. Addabbo with Mr. Robison of :New York.

Mr. Brasco with Mr. Halpern.

Mr. Delaney with Mr. Bow.

Mr. Dorn with Mr. Jonas.

Mr. Mollohan with Mr. Camp.

Mr. Boggs with Mr. Clancy.

Mr. Mann with Mr. Broyhill .of North
Carolina.

Mr. Pryor of Arkansas with Mr. Pettls.

Mr. St Germain with Mr, Mlchdl

Mr. Gray with Mr, Hillis.

The result of the vote was arnounced
as above recorded.

The title was amended so as to read:
“An act to authorize the crealion of a
commission to evaluate international ra-
dio broadeasting and related actlivities of
Radio Free Europe and Radig Liberty,
to authorize appropriations to the Chair-
man of the Commission, and for other
purposes.”

A motion to reconsider was lwd on th»
tabile.

GENERAL LEAVE |

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, I asi:
unanimous consent that all Memxibers may
have 5 legislative days during which to
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JEOPARDIZE SETTLEMINT
ARAB-ISRAELT CONFLICT

(Mr. BIAGGI asked and was given
bermission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) ’

Mr. BIAGGI. Mr. Speaker, T want to
alert my colleagues to a very serious sit-
ustion that could arise in light of Red
China’s recent inflammatory remarks at
the United Nations and the ear] ler expul-
sion of Nationalist China.

Let me first point -out that when Na-~
tionalist China was thrown out, a danger-
ous precedent was set. It was the first
time a member of the U.N. was expelled.
Now, if they can make a claim “hat Tai-
wan is not a “legitimate” government,
the same can be said of other govern-
ments.

Moreover, Red Chins has decided to
cast itself as the self-styled champion of

oo

extend their remarks on the bill just =D

passed. )

The SPEAKER., Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
Jersey?

There was no, objection.

ED IS THE RELEASE OF FUNDS
WE_HAVE ALREADY APPROPRI-
AT '
HJITTEN asked and was given
bermission™{o address the House for 1
minute, to rexjse and extend his remarks
and include eXraneous matter.) )
Mr. WHITTEN, Mr. Speaker, yesterday
the Washington t carried the follow-
ing big headlines: ¢Both Parties Push
Ald Program for Rurdj Areas,” The story
followed, pointing out what a number of
my colleagues plan to doMoward passing
legislation to meet rural heeds. Promi-
hent among those mentionedys our good
friend and colleague, Senatdr RoBERT
DoLe, Republican Leader in thésSenate,
and under that—with a question mark—
appeared the words, “the White Hquse
Bill”, AN
' Mr. Speaker, what we need is actioh,
not more talk. What we need is the re-
lease of present funds, not more legisla-
tion. What we need is to get President
Nixon and his Director of the Budget, Mr.
George P. Shultz, to turn loose the mon-

nations of the world are ready to listen to
the rhetoric of Mao and his croties, and,
what is more important, vote with them.
As such this alliance can pose a formid-
able threat to peace efforts in the U.N.

Elere is where the serious proklem lies.

ed China, in its maiden speech at the

N. leveled a strong attack on Israel,
claiming that it had committed aggres-
sior‘qgainst the Palestinians and that it

€y we in the Congress provided for rural Was not the legitimate gqvel:nment of the
area programs in the appropriations bill area. WH] one of Red China’s first acts in
which I authored as Chairman of the the U.N. be to order the expulsion of Is-

rael and tle seating of the Palestinian

Appropriations Subcommittee handling
the subject, Public Law 92-73. These
funds are available now, but the Presi-
dent and Director of the Budget refuse to
release them. .

These frozen funds total $58 million
for rural water and waste disposal grants,
$75 million for the Farmers Home Ad-
ministration to make production loans,
$216 million for rural clectrification
loans, and $5.9 million for rural tele-
phone loans, funds for rural housing for
domestic farm labor, for mutual and self -
help housing, flood DPrevention, resource
conservation and development, land con-
servation and development.

Mr, Speaker, the Congress has done its
bart; however the Bureau of the Budget,
with the approval of the White House, has
cut back the agricultural conservation
borgram, now REAP, by $55.5 million
for next year despite a congressional
directive to -continue it at its former
level, This means that the President and
Mr, Shultz are turning their backs on
1 million Americans all over the United
States who have each year put up an
equal amount of their own money, in
addition to their lahor, to really do some-
thing about pollution,

Such veto reduces soil techniciang for
the Soil Conservation Service and
greatly retards watershed programs as
well as regular soil conservation activi-
ties. B :

Mr. Speaker, I repeat: What we need is
-action, not any more talk, What we need
is the release of present funds, not more
Jegislation i

’

guerrillas?

The Midd.lekg?t situation is the most
explosive issue béfore the United Nations
Security Council. Fhe other four perma-
nent members of th§ body have entered
into negotiations in ah_effort to reach a
settlement. Now with Réd China on that
Council, what chance wil\there be for a
settlement of the Arab-IsPeeli conflict?

I am sure we will see a d Chinese
effort to thwart every action ory itiative
taken by the Security Council t
settlement of the Middle East i
permit a U.N. negotiated setile
would mean a “victory” for the Soviet
Union in Red China’s eyes. To see a con
tinued confrontation would mean a
greater opportunity for Red Chinga to
establish itself in the Middle East, Clear-
Iy the United Nations will become more
impotent than ever.

I am sure we have not seen an end to
the folly of the United Nations action
against Taiwan. As one local newspaper
recently put it, we have begun the era
of “China in the Bullshop.”

———
PRINCETON LYNCH MOB

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

Mr. ICHORD. Mr. Speaker, on Octo-
ber 28, 1971, I described on the floor of
this House the makeup of a group call-
ing itself the Committee for Public Jus-

i S DT credted to Rarass ang

“third world” rights. The lesser developed

gation.

At that time I remarked that at least
one member of the Committee for Public
Justice, Lillian Hellman, had been identi-
fied in sworn testimony before Congress
as a member of the Communist Party,
U.S.A. In addition, an individual commis-
sioned to prepare a paper for the Com-
mittee for Public Justice, Frank Donner,
was identified in sworn testimony as a
member of the Communist Party, USA,,
and like Miss Hellman, when given an op-
portunity to explain his past activities,”
exercised his right to invoke the fifth
amendment.

On November 3, 1971, the St. TLouis

Globe-Democrat carried editorial com-
ment on this so-called Committee for
Public Justice entitled “Princeton Lynch
Mob.”
- I think the editorial pretty well sums
up the Committee for Public Justice as a
“manufacturer of garbage” and a “kan-
garoo court.” .

I would like to insert this editoral in
the RECORD.

PRINCETON LYNCH MoB

If the Ku Klux Klan announced that it was
holding a conference at Princeton University
to castigate the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, it is highly unlikely that it would be
given much credibility or news coverage.

Why then did certain liberal newspapers
glve a great amount of coverage to a confer-
ence at Princeton University held by a far
leftist group that everyone knew was called
for the single purpose of making g violent at-
tack on the Federal Bureau of Investigation
and its director J. Edgar Hoover?

Because certain leftist critics have no real
case against Mr. Hoover or the FBI, they
have to manufacture the garbage they put
out.

Certainly the conference at Princeton
(calling it & conference glves this kangaroo
court too much stature) has to rank as one
of the most vicious in memory. Under the
Sponsorship of the Committee for Public Jus-
tice, they proceeded to make a whole series of
undocumented, unsubstantiated charges
against the FBI and its director.

How could anyone glve such an assemblage

" the slightest bit of credibility?

Just consider who some of the leading
“critics” at the hate-the-FBI session were:

There was Ramsey Clark, who has been
conducting a. vendetta against Hoover and

\ the FBI for years. In our book Clark was one

Rf the worst Attorney Generals in the na-
gn’s history.

{ Was a weak sister from the word go.
B expressed it. perfectly when he said
several\ years ago that Clark was “like a
. & softie” when he was Attorney

S\Frank Donner, who in 1955 took

hdment when he was asked by
Rmerican Activitles Commit-
Shnections with the Com-
munist party. Dogner made news in 1961
again when he atthgked the Un-American
Activities Committee a book that was so
biased most St. Louis » Qokstores refused to
handle it.

There was Lillian Hellm3
tifiéd in sworn testimony
in 1951 as having heen g
Hollywood chapter of the Co
according to Rep. Richard H. Ichwrd, chair-
man of the House Internal Secur y Com-
mittee.

, Who was iden-
before Congress

201l d
Public Ju
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{hat committee.

There also were three former FBI agents,

sederal former assistant attorney generals, &

sscr and other known critics of the FBI

nde various allegations about FBI sur-

e and other operations—none of

which had encugh support to warrant a
further Indpiry.

Members Of Congress, of course, shouid ig-
nore the hotdgir from this verbal lynching
of Mr. Hoover ahgd the FBL

The FBI may ot be perfect but it eon-
tinues to do & mogt outstanding investiga-
tive and enforcemeéqt job for the Depart-
ment of Justice.

This kind of public
¥FBI inevitably boomera
gage in such stacked, pullic name-calling
sessions make themselves noX silly.

If these are the main accuders of the FBI.
then the ¥BI and Mr. Hoover must be doing
very well indeed.

Never has & barrage missed b
completely. The big artillery sh
for the FBI plooped out of the Co
for Public Justice's howitzer and landegd on
top of the assembled leftist ‘‘egghes B."
Hopefuily this wiil be the last we W bg
from this committee that apparently Knows
so 1ittle about public justice.

Hell P £ s

ear attack on the
gs. Those who en-

FREEZE OF FUNDS FOR AGRICUL-
TURAL PURPOSES

(Mr. MYERS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MYERS. Mr. Speaker, & moment
ago the gentleman from Mississippi cited
that some of the funds allocated for
agricultural purposes and to help rural
America are being held by OMB.

I have an extremely high regard for
the gentleman from Mississippl. and I be-
lieve our voting records indicate we
philosophically agree on most every
point, but T believe the gentleman from
Mississippi did miss one point, and that
{s this: This Congress and this House
of Representatives consistently have ap-
propriated over the budget, and they
have in every instance this year appro-
priated more money with one exception,
and that is the Defense appropriation.

Now, my friends, how in the world is
the President of the United States going
to spend more money than we have com-
ing in without going out to borrow more
money? We have placed a limitation on
how much he can borrow. We have only
so much money coming In from revenues.
When we spend over that someone has to
stop spending. The buck stops with the
President and the OMB.

1 am sure the President agrees with
many of us about the desirability of some
of the great programs. I certainly agree
with the idea suggested by the gentleman
from Mississippl that these rural pro-
grams are necessary. But the President
is doing the only thing he can do, when
we are forcing him to spend more than
we have and that is to frecze those funds.

a—— RS —————

FREEZE OF FEDERAL FUNDS

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

Mr. GIBEBONS, Mr. Speaker, I just got

A

awhile ago about freezing funds, and I
want to say that we can be pennywise
and pound foolish.

We froze a lot of funds the other day
when this House passed without a rec-
ord vote the biggest giveaway program
Congress has ever participated in and
that was not needed. I am referring to
the tax program which passed the
House about 3 weeks ago. And the Presi-
dent supported that program, and I be-
lieve it is going to be disastrous for this
country when one considers the fact that
this year we will have n deficit of about
$33 billion.

I want to say we couid also be penny-
wise and pound foolish if we hold up
money for construction of medical
schools and things like that.

So there are two sides to this coin.
Certainly there are some useless pro-
grams in this country that should be
Gone away with, but it is not all a one-
cided story. If the President wants to
veto programs let him do so but I ob-
ject to the withholding of funds to per-
haps be released in time for an election.
AN

XICAN DRUG ENFORCEMENT
EFFORT

(Mr.\FREY nsked and was given per-
mission Y address the House for 1 min-
ute, to revise and exterd his remarks and
include extraneous msatter.)

Mr. FREY\ Mr. Speaker, I recently
spent several duys in Mexico conferring
with officials andhgeeing for myself what
Lhe Mexicans havdbgdone to stop the cul-
uivation and trafiicR{ng in illegal drugs.
i found, to my surprise, that the Mexi-
cans are really trying“o do something
asbout the growing of pPRppies and the
drug problem in general.

The following statistics ingdicate what
the Mexican Government has been able
1o accomplish in the past 2 yed in Op-
eration Cooperation:
TOTALS OF OPERATION COOPERATION,

1969 TO OCTOBER 6, 1971
PoPryY

Number of fields destroyed: 11,245.

Area in square meters: 28,534,200.

Number of plants destroyed: 213,549 ,402.

Seedr confiscated: 3i6 Kgs. 260 Grs.

Raw opium: 87 Kgs.

Heroin: 54 Kps. 158 Grs. 6 Mgs.

Cocaine: 163 Kgs. 532 Grs,

Morphine: 11 Kgs.

MARIIUANA

Number of fields destroyed: 3,133.

Area In square meters: 18,008,809.

Dry Marijuana Incinerated: 88 Tons 603

18,
Confiscated Marijuana in stock: 768 Tons
434 Kgs. 650 Qrs.
Seed conflscated: 348 Kgs. 860 Grs.
TCKIC PILLS
Barbiturates and amphetamines: 31,009,-
240.
L.SD.: 584,
“Peyote’’: 3 Kgs.
YEHICLES
Planes: 5.
Boats: 3.
Automobiles: 44
DETENTIONS
Prior investigations: 1,832,
. 5,204

CONFIBCATED

Pereons :
Forelgners: 914.

4 .
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Results obtained to date, in the :3tates of
Sinaloa, Durango, Chihuahua, Michéacan and
Guerrero.

MARIJUANA

Pields destroyed: 1,384, .

Aren: (square meters) 5,704,368.

Plants destroyed: 108776433, |

POPPY

Fields destroyed: B36.

Area: (equare meters) 2,195871.

Plants destroyed: 37,892,816. :

Despite these impressive statistics, the
Mexican Government could be doing &
much better job if it had more personnel
and equipment. There are only; 250 Fed-
eral officers in the entire natidn. More-
over, only 6.2 percent of the! Mexican
budget covers the army, navy. general
administration, and law enforcément. As
a result the Federal agents aré not well
paid—$120 to $150 & month—$nd there
is a severe lack of equipment, especially
helicopters and amirplanes which are the
principal tools in the drug enforcement
activities. i

Hopefully, the U.S. Governjneni can
continue to work closely with the Mexi-
can Government and provide badly
needed assistance, such as ¢quipment
and training, so that the resuits can be
even more meaningful. ]

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION TO
SOON ANNOUNCE LOCATION OF
FIRST LIQUID METAL PAST
BREEDER REACTOR

The SPEAKER. Under a previous or-
der of the House the gentlegman from
Washington (Mr. McCorMACK? is recog-
nized for 15 minutes. :

(Mr. McCORMACK asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks and to include extraneous
matter.) .

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, dur-
ing the next few months the Atomic En-
ergy Commission will annowuice the site
of the first liquid metal fast breeder re-
actor—LMFBR. This nuclear repctor and
its associated research fadilities will
demonstrate the design and engineering
easibility of the next generation of nu-
dlear power reactors. .

The LMFBR will be paid: for by the
wral Government-—throtigh funds
ave already been substhntially ap-
ed-—by the manufacturers of the

wnd by & large group of electric
utilities. :

My commnients today are
make you awaxge of the fact that the peo-
ple of the Hanfdyd area in eastern Wash-
ington, where I Yve, are alpiost unani-
mous in support ok Jocating the LMFBR

\Jn thisirespect, my
cems to be unique

intended to

Mr. HOLIFTELD. Mr. Sgedker, will the
gentleman yield? ;

Mr. McCORMACK. I will Re happy to
yield to the gentleman fromh Ealifornia.

(Mr. HOLIFIELD asked and wgs given
permission to revise and extend Ris re-
marks.) :

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Speaker,
gentleman from Washingtan is makihg
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the same language as the young and
imaginative and liberal-thinking element
inside East Europe. .
. Czechoslovak Party leader Gustav
Husak, on the day he took over from
Dubcek in April, 1969, complained that
the journalist and writers and intellec~
tuals who had tried to create “socialism
with a human face” in 1968 were still
thinking and saying the same things a
year later . and that Radio Free
Europe was talking their language. Husak
said: ’ T

If one reads the monitoring of Radio Free
Europe, one finds the same things—the same
way of speaking—and frequently the same
terminology as one does in the writings of
some of our publicists.

And_a year earlier, the Polish Party
Central Committee’s chief of “Educa-
tional Affairs”—that is, ideological in-
doctrination—complained  that  the
March 1968 demonstrations of students
-and writers in Poland had provided am-

munition for Western broadcasters.-He.

said:

Free. Europe could proclaim to all and

. sundry that it had not invented an “anti-
regime affair,” but had merely provided a
platform for the writers of Poland.

In short, what Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty are doing is to drag facts
" and ideas out into the light of day,
where young East Europeans can ex-
amine them and make up their own
minds, And I need hardly add: the way
they make up their minds will affect
‘the future of our young people as well
“as themselves. '
‘We can even hope that this ventilating
of facts and ideas will persuade the
Communist governments themselves to
‘give their youth a chance to think.
Let me quote again from the Soviet
youth journal, Komsomolskaya Pravda,
_on May 29 of this year. It said that Soviet
publicists could draw serious lessons
from the work of Radio Free Europe and
Radio Liberty, and added: )
The press reports which we pubiish should
.deal more openly with the unfavorable as-
., pects and developments of our soclety. It
. " 13 better for us to analyze these aspects our-
selves than . to wait for the commentaries
of Western radio stations . .. We fall to
impress many people these days by talking
about the “bared téeth of savage imperial-
-~ ism.” We must analyze things more thor-
oughly for our young people. h

‘When official radio in the Communist
bloc acts seriously on this recommenda~
tion, it will start to draw listeners away
from Radio Free Europe and Radio
_Liberty. Until their competition follow
" their route, however, Radio Free Europe
.and Radio Liberty have an important
tole to play: ‘

WILL THE UN. EXPEL THE
. UNITED ST_ATES?
HON. JOHN R. RARICK
. -, OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
- Thursday, November 18, 1971

Mr. RARICK, Mr, Speaker, the ap-

“proval of this Congress to permit the
President to authorize purchase 'of
chrome ore irom Rhodesia so long as
this country is dependent on Communist

v
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sources as the sole supplier was signed
into law yesterday at noon. Such action
by this Congress to approve of non-Com-
munist sources for strategic materials
vital to our national security end defense
drew immediate retaliation from the
nited Nations. By a vote of 1.06 to 2 the
United Nations sought by the use of
world propaganda to intimidate the Pres-
ident of the United States to violate the
laws as well as the security of the people
of his own Nation.

The interesting follow up to the U.N.
called for prohibition of trade with Rho-
desia was U.S. approval of $528 million
in export licenses for sophisticated U.S.
equipment to be shipped to a truck fac-
tory in the Soviet Union,

The expulsion of the Naticnalist Chi-
nese may prove to be to their benefit. In
fact, many informed Americans feel that
expulsion of the United States by the
Tnited Nations “peace bloc” would bene-
At the United States. And they would
expel the United States if it were not that
we were bankrolling the orgar:ization and
furnishing the real estate as well as sup-
pling the barn which houses the con-
spirators.

I include the following related news
clippings:

[From the Chicago Tribune, Nov. 17, 1971}
U.N. Vores 106 To 2 To BaAN CHROME DFAL
(By William Fulton)

New Yorx.—Members of the Uhited Na-
tions General = Assembly, Including Red
China, today ordered the United States to
continue its ban on the importation of
chromium ore from Rhodesia.

The vote was 106 in favor, 2 against with
13 abstentions, :

The resolution attempted to force a rever-
sal of congressional action permitting Presi-
dent Nixon to purchase the ore from
Rhodeslan sources as long as this country is
dependent on the Soviet Union as the sole
supplier.

The U.N. Security Council in 1968 em-
bargoed the ore along with other Rhodesian

products in an effort to bring he Sallsbury -

white minority gove;nment to its knees.
HAS CONGRESS® OK
Both houses of Congress have approved the
new legislatlon, which is awaiting the Presl-
dent’s signature. The United States did not
participate in today’s voting on. the grounds
the matter was still in the. constitutional

- process.

“We do not participate, anncunced Astro-
naut Alan B. Shepard Jr., a 17.8. delegate,
when his couniry’s name was called.

‘Portugal and South Africa cast today’s
neégative votes. Abstentions were registered
by Belgium, Brazil, Britain, Canada, Domin-
ican Republic, El Salvador, France, Greece,
Guatemala, Italy,” Luxemburg, Malawl, and
the Netherlands.

/Today’s attempt by the asserably to apply
pressure upon a sovereign state in the midst
oﬁ law-making procedure was unprecedented.

i CONCERN TOLD

‘The U.N. resolution expressed the assem-
bly’s “grave concern at the recent legislative
moves in the Congress of the United States
of Amerlea which, if carried taru and con-
firmed, would permit the importation of
chrome into the United States irom southern

. Rhodesia and thus would constitute a seri-

ous violation of the above-mentioned Se-

curity Council resolution imposing sanctions
against the illegal regime in southern
Rhodesia.”

A key operating clause called upon the
Government of the United States to take the
“necessary measures” to prevent Rhodeslan

i
1
1
i
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imports. It reminded Washington of Article
25 of the U.N. Charter stating that member
countries would carry out Security Council
decisions,

The resolution requested the government
of the U.S. report to the assembly on the
action taken.

Twenty-four countries most of them Afri-
can, drew up the resolution. The Soviet
Union hopped on the bandwagon.

TERMED ILLEGAL -

Soviet Delegate Ivan G. Neklessa charged
that the “illegal Ian Smith regime” in Rho-
desla 'was being supported by the United
States, Britain and other North Atlantic
Treaty Allies.

Ambassador Huang Hua, delegate for the
Communist People’s Republic of China, said
that his vote for the current resolution did
not imply it had supported previous resolu-
tlons on this subject. This was interpreted
to mean that past action had not been severe
enough.

Rako Naco of Communist Albania sald his
delegation would have preferred & stronger
resolution even to the point of condemning
“United States imperialists.”

Hassan Kaid Abdulleh of Somalia charged
the American Congress has defied the U.N.

by its vote.

RESUME ARMS DEBATE

The assembly resumed its debate on a So-
viet proposal for a world disarmament con-

ference, postponed until the arrival of the

Red Chinese delegation. Representatives of
Poland, Bulgaria and Hungary, Soviet satel-
lites, were among the speakers.

Western delegates regard the matter as a
grandstand play for Afro-Asian delegates de-
manding a greater voice in U.N, disarmament
talks. The Westerners feel & global confer-
ence would bé too unwieldy for effective
negotiations. -

[From the Washington Evening Star,
Nov. 18, 1971]

NEwW CHROME Law PuUTs ADMINISTRATION ON

SroT

The White House is being studiously in-
decisive mbout the new law allowing U.S.
imports of Rhodesian chrome in direct vio- ~

lation of U.N. sanctions against the rebel
white regime in Africa.

The law was contained as an amendment
by Sen. Harry F. Byrd Jr., I-Va., in the $21.3
billion military procurement legislation
signed yesterday by President Nixon.

Byrd argued that resuming chrome imports
from Rhodesia allows the U.S, to break its
current dependence on the Soviet Unlon for

_this strategic material, which is used mainly

in the manufacture of steel.

But White House press secretary Ronald
L. Ziegler and State Department officials
noted yesterday that the amendment does
not become effective until Jan. 1. Ziegler
sald the United States would make no com-
ment or take any actlon to “jeopardize” the
current negotiations between Britain and
Rhodesia to end the rebellion.

PROTESTED IN U.N.

The chrome amendment has caused a
storm of protest in the United Nations. On
Tuesday the General Assembly voted 106-2
to condemn the United States for breaking
the Rhodesian embargo. Yesterday angry
black African delegates threatened to take
the matter to the U.N. Security Council.

But the more immediate problem for the
Nixon administration is the impact of the
law on relations with Britain., British For-
elgn Secretary Sir Alec Douglas Home is now
in the Rhodesian capital of Salisbury ne-
gotiating a compromise with the all-white
regime, and the British have suggested this
symbolic American break of the sanctions
undermines a “tough” British position.

American officials admit that the new law,
requiring the President to admit Rhodesian
chrome into the U.S. so long as that ore is
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ford public schools in Connecticut, and later
gradusted from Wesleyan University in Mid-
dletown. From 1951 to 1953 he served as a
U.8, Marine Corps officer and had & tour of
duty in Korea.

In 1956, he was graduated from George-
town Law School, Washington, D.C., and was
edmitted {p practice law in the state and
federal courts of Indiana and Connecticut. In
1957 and 1968 he practiced law in Muncle,
Indiana, and then returned to Milford where
he became a paritner in the law Sirm of
Cramer and Anderson, serving until he
resigned to take up his state dutles.

Commissioner Altermatt is & member of
the American Bar Assoclation, the Indiana
Bar Association, the Connecticut Bar Asso-
ciation, Danbury Bar Association, and Litch-
field County Bar Assoclation, He is also the
former town abiarney of New Milford and
Bridgewater, and former chalrman of the
United Fund and Milford Hospital Fund
Drive, He is also a long-time member of the
New Milford Board of Education.

As 8 member of the National Assocliation
of Insurance Commissioners, he serves as
Chairman of Zone 1, which Includes eight
Eastern states and the Virgin Isiands He is
also a8 member of the NAIC Committee on
Financlal Condition, Examination and Re-
porting. In addition, he serves on the group's
Valuation of Securities Subcommittee, and
the Subcommittee to Consider Elimination of
Relnsurance Offset in Model Rehabilitation
and Liquidation Act, where he is vice chair-
man.

Cotgnmlssloner Altermatt, 41, is married to
the former Ann Taylor. They have five chil-
dren.

PRESIDENT NIXON SHOULD TAKE
ACTION ON CHEESE IMPORTS

HON. GRAHAM PURCELL

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, November 18, 1971

Mr. PURCELL. Mr. Speaker, President
- Nixon should delay no longer in taking
&ction on the Tariff Commission’s rec-
ommendations on quota-type cheese
costing 47 cents a pound or more.

The Commission, at the President’s
request, held hearings earlier this year
and submitied their recommendations to
him on July 28. At that time they rec-
ommended that the 47-cent-price break
be eliminated and that those cheese types
costing over that amount be placed in the
same quota with their less costly coun-
terparts.

Though more than 3 months has
passed, the President has done nothing.

Unfortunately cheese costing more
than 47 cents a pound, still outside of
quota, s coming into this country at a
far greater rate than last year. For the
first 9 months of 1971 these were run-
ning 10 to 15 percent above the same
period last year.

I believe that much of this increase is
. due to the fact that importers are try-
ing to get as much shipped in as they
can before gquotas are imposed by Presi-
dential actlon. Thus any delay on the
President’s part In taking action is only
playing into thelr hands, to the detri-
ment of the domestic dalry industry.

For these reasons it is imperative that
the President take early action.
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TELL IT LIKE IT 18

Eon. ROBERT H. STEELE

OF CONNECTICUT
TN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, November 18, 1971

Mr, STEELE, Mr. Speaker, in politics
a5 in advertising, these days, the empha-
8is is an youth. Our advertising experts
tell us that the youth muarket is of prime
importance—that young people set the
stvies, and will be tomorrow’s major cus-
tomers. As for politics, there are few
among us who do not expect the new
young volers to be a decisive force in the
next elections.

1t is one of the great strengths of Radio
Free Europe and Raclio Liberty and they
have won a solid and increasing place in
the minds of young Soviet citizens and
young East Europeans, The letiers they
receive confirm this more and more. And
RYE's audience surveys show that the
steady growth in listenership which this
stallon enjoys is coming primarily from
the 18-to-25 age group.

Here are the figures—based on public-
opinion polls conducted by leading West
Furopean  opinion-testing institutes
among East European visitors to the
West.

In Czechoslovakia, the percentage of
persons 16 to 25 who lsten fo RFE
jumped from 40 percent to 65 percent.
between 1985 and 1969.

In Hungary it jumnped from 53 percent
to 617 percent, and in Poland from 35 per-
cent to 56 percent.

In the first two countries, RFE now at-
tracts larger proportions of youth than
of any other age groups.

In Poland the young listenership has
aimost drawn even with the others.

RPE's music programs have had an ef-
fect In attracting the young. But as a
Hungarian boy recently wrote to Radio
Pree Europe:

Wa don’'t turn off the station while it
broadoasts news . . . often we lsten to you
on the streets; the policeman stands by and
preionds not w hear it. Three boys in our
group are sons of Party officlals, and the
same is true about their Iathers,

As that letter suggests, music may
bhave initially brought a lot of young lis-
teners to Radio Free Europe, but the
radio’s youth-oriented programs have
held this new audience and made it a
permanent one. First there is Radio Free
Europe’'s straightforward, no-nonsense
nevw:s about internal affairs of East Eu-
rope and the outside world. But also there
are lively talk programs for youth, con-
ducted by East Europeans—many of
them young and only recently arrived in
the West—who have learned from their

. own experience what it is like to be cut

off from the world snd even from the
truth about one's own country. These
programs deal with ideals, discussions
and dissent among Western students, fun
and fashion, fllms, books, religion, and
history. They include free-speaking
roundtable conferences and interviews,
which are widely popular,

A Rumanian student writing to the
Neue Literatur—ea cultural publication
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in his own land—in February of this
vear, explained the need for such pro-
grams. He wrote:

Here we are not used to discussjons. Qur
heads are stuffed with the ideas and theories
of other people. We do not ask for freedom to
act, but why are we denied the freedom to
think? )

East European governments worry
about their young people listéning_to
youth-oriented programs from the West,
They know that it creates a prb-West-
ern cult, which has an underlying politi-
cad significance. Nevertheless, the East
European radios have been forced to copy
such broadcasts and air them at the very
same time Radio Free Europe does its
own. Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungaty,
Rumania, and Bulgaria all do this.

Hungarian officials who try tb guard
the ideological purity of yo! people
have gone even further. Back In’ 1965,
when Radio Free Europe Introtluced a
late-afternoon program of music and
talk called Teenager Party, the hational
youth organization’s monthly jouinal ad-
mitted that the “overwhelming majority
of the young people are deflnitely en-
thusiastic” about that program..

There have even been direct admis-
sions of Radio Free Europe’s impacet. The
Soviet official youth publication Komso-
molskaya Pravda said last May that
Western nonpolitical programs ected
toward youth are “seemingly inndeent’’—
but, it warned, the 16-year-olds who to-
day are only interested in these pro-
grams will become accustomed t¢ listen-
ing to Radio Liberty and Radio Pree Eu-
rope and will begin to listen to other pro-
grams of these stations, :

In May of last year, there was a par-
ticularly frank appraisal of Radio Free
Europe in the Czechoslovak Communist
Party’s theoretical journal, Nove Mysl,
based on a study of listenership by the
Czechoslovek radio itself. The writer said
this study revealed that Radio Fyee Eu-
rope was the most popular of foreign ra-
dio stations among Czechoslovak listeners
of all ages, and especially with
youth. The author went on, and I quote:

Analysis of the sociological structute of the
respondents shows that the n of lis-
teners was substantially higher among young
people and among people of higher educa-
tion, who are clearly interested in gathering
information from the largest nusiber of
sources. ..,

The telling point here, I think, is the
admission that Radio Free Europe’s lis-
tenership is highest- among the young
and the well educated, who want!“infor-
mation from the largest numiber of
sources.” The standard propaganda line
against Radio Free Europe and Radio
Liberty used to be that they were “cold
war instruments,” staffed by agihg ref-
ugees who had lost touch withk their
countries, capable only of antd-Commu-
nist pelemics or extravagant claims for
the capitalist system. But that line has
changed—at least among responsible
critics in East Europe. They repognize
that these stations concentrate on events
and trends within the East European so-
cieties themselves, and that they know
what they are talking about. Especially
they recognize that these stations speak
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met time after time with this question: can
you ‘type? Some of our strongest allies to-
day, iny Irlends, are middle-income fathers
of bright, remarkable young women.

"It does seem strange that considering we
are almost at the 200th Annlversary of our
Nation’s founding, that Black men were
gtven the vote over 100 years ago, and White

_and Black women won the vote more than

50 years ago, we should—at this late date—
still have to bé talking about winning
equality for women. i

‘SBome might think it more lady-like if we
just bat our eyes, be demure and settle for
the tokenism which has been our lot for

. fifty years within our eountry and within our

parties. But that s not what thinking women

do.

One of the great myths of all time is that
being 8 political activist somehow defemi-
nizes us. )

I've worked hard all my life. So have mil-
1ions of other wotrking women. And let me
assure you the moonlight doesn’t seem ‘any

dimmer, the candlellght doesn't flicker any

less, the bubbles in the bubble bath don't
burst any sooner, when your take-home pay
1s the same as your male counterpart. You
can be sensuous and still think and vote and
run for office. B o

_Yes, women are indeed an admirable sex.
Through the centuries, we’ve been wept upon,
stepped upon, and slept upon—and we. still
find someéthing in men 1o love.

T've worked for womdn-poweér in politics

since I started covering Eleandr Roosevelt’s

Press Conferences 27 year§ ago,’and I do not
plan to abdicate my movement ‘because of a
little nolse. The words “Right Oon” do not
comje trippingly off my tongue. But some-
times T'm learning and I'm enjoying it. If the
caucus sometimes comes on a 1little strong,
let’s remember—these are strong times. But I

. .assure you that this is nio burlesque.

1f the Democrits and Republicans mean
what they say—and we do what we can do—
the next National Conventions will not be
peopled by the shopworn henchmen and fat-
cats of outmoded party structures. They will
repreésent a broader base of every group in

. this country.

‘I bélleve the pPolitical party that is truly

- committed to inher reform by action—one

whose delegates aré truly from the péople—
(and I spell it the Sam Rayburn way)—

“peepul’—will do more to restore the faith

of this country in itself than ahy other single
action, C

It’s in your hands. And let me say to you—
for I have worked in the National Media a
long time, on both sides of the pad and
pencil—Iet mé recall what a public relations
man once sald to Moses when Moses was lead-
ing the children of Isfael out of the wilder-

- 'mess of Egypt. (Perhaps yout don’t know the

history of public relations goes back that far

-+ cbut it does.)

-As they approachied the Red Sea, the pub-

_lic relations ‘man sald, “Moses, what are
yot1 going to do when you get to the Red

Sea?”

“That’s easy,” Moses replied, “I will sim-

- ply raise my hands and the waters will part.”

The PR man looked aghast. “Wow! You
do that and I'll get you two paragraphs in

- the Old Testament.”

So, my iriends, if you write people Into
the political conventions in Migmi and San
Diego, I believe I can get you two paragraphs
when the historians write what women did
i the 1970's to make this a more humane,
compassionate country. )

I have a ot of faith in the women of this
country. They have a way of knowing wheth-
er you are for them or agdinst them. They
can spot a phoéney. Perhaps, becatlse we are
so” deeply involved in the continutty of life,
we aré more fundamental in our sense of
Yalues, more committed to bring this unfin-
ished democracy to fruition where we can

all enjoy the pursuit of happiness.
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We Iénow that, as a Natlon, we simply can-
not enjoy the questionable luxury of treat-
ing any citizen as less than & tota: person.

This last year I've traveled over 100,000
miles in this country. In fact, I think I've
traveled more than Spiro Agnew and Ed-
murd Muskle combined—and had more to
say than Martha Mitchell, if that is humanly
possible.

And I find a sad sort of loneliness in this
land,, an emptiness of spirit, an eroding fear
that perhaps permeates & zipcocle, area-
code, punch card soclety . .. A fear that
there will be no human being to answer a
cry in the night. But there 1s also a plain~
tive yearning to be someone who answers
the cry in the night.

That is why it is so right at this particu-
jar moment in our Nation’s history that we
not be timidly transfixed as spectators. That,
we rally to women's participation. for hu-
man liberation.

I'm glad we are a caucus of many view-
poiants. How awful if we were Stereotyped,
crystallized into a single track mind with no
room for growth or change!

And let’s remember-—not to shortchange
ecach other—women are human. We don't
have to approve of each other 100 percent
on all issues. Seventy percent will do. How
many friends do you endorse 10C percent?
If all the varied assortment of people in
the American Revolution had waited to like
each other, we’d still be at Bunker Hill.

Ilach of us has something to bring to the
Women's Political Catcus. Surely women in
this new, exciting political moverent have
reached the point of civilization where we
can have many voices, because we are of one
heart. The movement ls big enough for all of
us. The question is: Are we big enough for
the movement. I think we are. I think we
must be. For there is work to be done. And
together, we can reach out to this Nation
and answer its cry in the night.

COMPREHENSIVE CHILD DEVELOP-
MENT PROGRAM

" HON. JOHN G. SCHMIT

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

. Friday, November 19, 1971

Mr. SCHMITZ. Mr. Speaker, on Mon-
day of this week, November 15, the joint
Senate-House conference committee
completed its work on S. 2007, the Eco-
nomic Opportunity Act extension which
includes the new comprehensive child
development bill. Yet, in a continuation
of the most peculiar and objectionable
procedures which have msrked the
handling of this measure from the be-
ginning, no printed report on the con-
ference committee’s conclusions has yet
appeared, and I am now informed that
none is expected until after the Thanks-
giving recess.

Not only my own constituenis, but con-
cerned parents and citizens from all over
the country have been writing to me—
and no doubt many of my colleagues have
received similar letters—asking for copies
of this measure. Except for pages of very
fine print in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
of September 30, the day we passed the
bill, we have nothing to send them, since
it was passed on that day as an amend-
ment to the Economic Opportunity Act
extension, without a printed committee
report being available. Those who ask us
for a copy of such an important bill,

| .
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and have to be told that there is none,
naturally wonder why. So do I.

Passage of this measure by the Senate
and House in September took place with
comparatively little advance warning
and debate, and very little publicity be-
fore or after the fact. But as more and
more people have learned of what we
did then, a tide of public anger is ris-
ing with which sooner or later we shall
have to deal. A good time to begin would
be when this conference committee re-
port comes to us for approval. It should
be sent back to committee with instruc-
tions to remove the “child development”’
portion so that this could be handled in
the normal way, on its own merits or de-
merits, as a separate bill. .

The Comprehensive Child Develop-
ment Act would provide extensive care—
mental, physical, social, and psycho-
logical—for all American children below
than the simple
custodial day care which many sup-
porters of this legislation who have not
studied it carefully still think is its pri-
mary or sole purpose.

For anyone—especially government—
to try to supplant a child’s parents in de-
ciding what their child needs is to mount
an assault on the family, the foundation
of any stable society. There is no better
way to raise children than in the close-
xnit, mutually loving, deeply personal in-
terrelationship of a family. Both human
experience and religious faith testify to
this truth.

Interference with the family unit is
fundamentally contrary to our Judaeo-
Christian heritage. This legislation
promises to provide just such interfer-
ence with, and perhaps eventual elim-
ination of, the responsibility of parents
for the upbringing of their children.
Thinking men, and religious men, are
becoming more and more concerned
about this “child development” legisla-
tion. Examples could be cited from each
of the three major divisions of American
religious belief—Protestant, Catholic and
Jewish—from Dr. Jerzy Hauptmann, edi-
tor of the Lutheran Scholar, to Will Her-
berg, noted Jewish sociologist and stu-
dent of comparative religions, to last
week’s editorial in the Catholic Standard,
the diocesan newspaper of Washington,
D.C. I would like to insert into the RECORD
at this point for the benefit of my col-
leagues this brief, but most thought-
provoking editorial.

The editorial follows:

[From the Catholic Stahdard, Washington,
. D.C., Nov. 11, 1971]
RECONSIDERATION NEEDED

House and Senate conferees on Capitol Hill
are working toward a reconciliation of what
they consider relatively minor differences be-
tween two versions of the same bill (HR
10351 and S 2007), to be known as the Com~
prehensive Child Development Act, The Act,
if passed, will be an amendment to the Eco-
nomic Opportunity Act of 1964.

The provisions of the Child Development
Act are aimed at giying supportive care to
children under the age of six. The Senate
has added & highly questionable National
Child Advocacy section to the proposed leg-
jslation. All of this represents what many
think 1s the opening thrust by government
into an area historically reserved to the fam-~
ily. Although the Act purports to guarantee
yoluntary participation, the step between
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tive side, the bill did provide for overt
fundings through the Department of
State, an improvement over the previous
methods of funding by the Central Intel-
ligence Agency. In the course of hear-
ings. on this subject in the Committee on
Forelgn Affairs,
concerned with the lack of effort or in-
tentions on the part of the executive

branch to undertake a serious evaluation

of the radlo’s consistency with U.S. for-
elgn policy goals. Most of the testimony
we heard simply applauded the past work
of Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty
without getting to the more fundamental
question of what relationship the on-
-eoing operation might or ought to have
with the U.S. Government, In this time
of rapid change and realinements in in-
ternational politics, this question must
be addressed with serious deliberation.

8. 18, as amended by the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, at the initiative of our
colleague, the distinguished gentleman
from Florida (Mr, PasceLL), provides for
both an evaluative study and interim
financing for the two radio activities
while the study is in progress. The mem-
bership of the proposed commission
wolld be balanced, with representatives
from the executive branch, both Houses
of Congress, and the privaie sector. Those
who share my concern that these activi-
ties and the exccutive branch should not
be given carte blanche without regard to
the foreign policy implications in a fast
changing world, should be encouraged
that S, 18, as amended, withholds final
judgment on whether—and how—to
fund these two activities. At the end of
the study period of approximately 1 year,
we should be in a much better position to
determine the proper role of the U.S.
Covernment regarding Radio Free Eu-
rope and Radio Liberty.

NEW FORCE IN TEXAS
HON. J. J. PICKLE

oF TEXAS ;
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Friday, November 19, 1971

Mr, PICKLE, Mr. Speaker, in a ring-
ing, stinging speech to the 'Texas
Women's Political Caucus Saturday in
Texas, Liz Carpenter laid it on the line
with 2 rallying cry of not just “register
and vote” but “file and run.”

It is a tight speech and sums up well
a vibrant force growing in this country
that will be recognized sooner or later—
and if the Caucus has its way, it will be
ciearly sooner. They will be striving for
more women delegates to the presiden-
tial conventions and more women candi-
dates at all levels.

Mrs, Carpenter points out striving for
full equality in politics and elsewhere
does not necessitate any loss of feminity.

As she puts it:

The moonlight doesn’t seem any dimmer,

. the candlelight doesn't flicker any less, the
bubbles in the bubble bath don’t burst any
sooner, when your take-home pay is the
same as your male counterpart,

She makes a plea for what she calls
“peepful”—for dignity and femininity
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without being stified under a cloud of
protectionism. And she does 50 in no un-
certain terms, praising the House for its
passage of the women’s rights amend-
ment. Her words sting and bite and
make one flinch occasionally—but they
gel an important point or two across.
The text of that speech follows:
THINKING WOMEN---THx New POLITICS
IN Texas

We gather here today as the political
pirties begin' organizing for the 1973 elec-
tion., We gather here hecause we are deter-
mined that women have nn equal volce in
the party structures. We gather here because
we are determined this time to run that
gainut from Texas Precinct to Natlonal Con-
vention 1o see that tae two major political
pirties-—{and others which emerge)} —live up
tu their glowing words about party reform.

Larry O'Brien, Robert Dole, Gore Vidal—
anuy others-—here we come! )

But 1t i no secrét that this year while we
taik of party politics and party lssues, more
aliu Inore Americans (and particularly young
Americans) are belng turned off by any party.
They are saying, “A plague on both your
houses.” There are many who have lost faith
in both mujor political parties because they
to not helieve these parties speak for the
muss of American pecople or that they will
live up to thelr proposed raforms.

Suddenly last summer & new political
movemenl was born which will help them—
the National Women's Political Caucus, com-
posrd of women from many political parties,
old-line organizations, newly formed groups,
and many women who are not a member of
anvihing execept the human race—almost.

All of us are moving the women’s libera-
tion movement into women’s participation
for human liberation, for better day care
Programs, beiter ecological laws, better edu-
cation, abortion reform, equal opportunities
for people of all color and all sex.

Today in Texas {his movement takes hold
at the grassroots. You will leave here after
our werkshops committed and equipped with
the know-how to organize your towns and
counties and be a vifal force in placing
women in positions of declslon-making at
every level which affects our lives:

~—That means in Government, where our
rallying ory in 1972 will not only be “register
and vote”, but “file and run”, Yes, run for
ofice—Delegate, Tax Asgsessor, the Legisla-
ture, Congress. And if you decide you aren't
qualified, then support the qualified candi-
date who lets you know how she or he stands
on the human issues. Ask yourself, does he
Hsten to you, a woman voter, & woman with
a family or a business or a job, a8 much as
he iistens to others? Does he give you equal
time?

—-That means in the corporation where we
will no longer be the unwitting consumers
of unimaginative male-run conglomerates
that neither represent Lheir major employees
or their major consumers on their boards.
Lyndon Johnson gave us Title 7 in the Civil
Rights Act of 1964. Let’s use it. Let's sue.

It means In Labor Unlons where we are
perfectly willing to trade that phoney mantle
of protectionism for some equal pay and
equal rights. It is high tlme that George
Meany and the AFL-CIO stop dragging their
feet and stalling the Senate on the Equal
Righis Amendment. I don't know what has
bothered George Meaney all these years. Can
it be that he I5s 2 male chauvinist plumber?
Well, most of the labor forces are now wise
to it. Well, Congress is getting wise to this.
The House passed the Equal Rights Amend-
ment this Fall with only 23 voting against it.

Now 1t’s the Senate's turn. Before we go
home today, I hope we will wire the leader-
ship of the Senate and Senstors Tower and
Benisen—that we want quick, prompt, over-
whelming pessage of a right that is long
overdue,
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So let every party chairman know, let every
Governor and every candidate for Governor
know now-——that today in Texas, women are
issulng a declaration of indepentence. We
are tired of making the coffee, lizking the
stamps, and writing the checks.

We are tired of selling the tickels and be-
Ing locked out of the ball park.

We mean to be in on the decisionk.

So—if we seem & littie pushy. If we seem

a little noisy—it is hecause, Roy Orr and
George Willford, we shout so you: will hear
us,
And we are going to be busy and!>rganized
and on hand May 6 in every precing: meeting
in this state—not just to vote, ny’ friends,
but to run for delegate.

The 200th anniversary of our nation is al-
most here. We will no longer take second
place to anyone. We care about thig country;
we care about this state; we care dbout our
home towns——and we are no longet going to
take second place to anyone. :

We Intend to “rip off” a piece of the po-
iitical action for ourselves in 1972,

And iet me tell you, from years of exper!-
ence, this i8 where we will separate the men
from the boys.

Those who count women in, can.count on
women. ;

Those who count women out, cah’t count
on us at all. We are going to leav you be-
nhind at the ballot box nursing your boyhood
insecurities. :

This is not a battle cry for revehge. It Is
a rallying cry for simple Justice. Any male
candidate worth electing knows this. And
any political candidate today with ahy pulse-
feeling capablilities at all knows there is a
new mornentum, there is new actian, some-
thing has happened to women. As Sarah
Hughes put it, “We're tired of studying our
status. We have graduated.”

“The voice of the people may be goprano,”
Governor Preston Smith told the Sratus of
Women Cominission last year. ;

And he’s right. But the voice of power 1s
bass—-and it has been getting “bgse” and
“baser.” ;

We are no longer going to be styck with
the ridiculous statistics. More than half of
the voting power of this country—+53 per-
cent—is women. But only 12 womejr are in
Congress. None on the Cabinet. Nong on the
Supreme Court. i

At the last national conventions, only 13
percent of the delegates to the Depiocratic
convention were women. Only 17 percent of
the delegates to the Republican conventiocn
were women.

And what about Texas? A

Texas sent 120 delegates to the Demiocratic
Natlional Convention. Thirteen were ; women,
Thanks for nothing gentlemen, :

The Republicans did a little better and
this hurts me as a psalm-singing Dgmocrat.
They sent 56 delegates to the convenlion; 15
were women, H

The Texas Senate and House have 181
members. Only two are women and:anyone
who watches it knows. Barbara Jordan and
Frances Farenthold are lonely. Let’'s send
them some company. :

Every intelligent person, man or woman,
in this country knows there are millions of
working women being exploited. ;

You know it when a woman professor
makes $7,000 and a man in the sgme job
makes 88,000. You know it when a . woman
scientist earns $10,000 a year and her male
counterpart takes home $13,000. .

You know it when a restaurant owner hires
waitresses until € P.M, just when the . good
tips start. He smugly argues it's apt safe
to keep the girls on the job after dark,
But he doesn't bat an eye when fie has
charwomen coming in at 2 A.M. to cléan the
place up. H

Every parent of a college-educated d ughter
knows it when they pay more than £10,000
Lo educate her in the professions and she is
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monies. He sald present federal legislation
under the Occupational Bafety Act may pro-
vide dallars for his needs, but added that
other funds are available, too,

The Federal Highway Safety Act recently
providefl money through the state for a
vehicle rescue course administered by the
State Fire School, directed by Louis J.
Amabili of Hockessin. The school offers
courses in fire fighting and was subsidized by
Washin, for an emergerncy care course for
ambulance drivers which is-among the first
in the dountry, and a model for other states.

Favinger says there are four independent
municipalities in Delaware that govern their
own fife departments. But Wilmington.
Newark, Dover, and Milford all work with his
office and are included in state statistics.
Favinger feels that Newark soon may have o
pay at least some of their fire fighters—but
many cbmpany representatives feel that it
should be “all or none” due to the humsan
tendensy for volunteers to resent paid
assoclaies.

But gn the whole, Delawsare's volunteers
are proijably here to stay. In a recent survey
by mail, more than a third ¢f the 60 volun-
teer companies returned questionnaires that
overwhaimingly rejected the possibility of
paid mdmbers—at least in the near future.

The dompanles, composed of men from
teen-agg to over 60, listed an average age in
the eariy 30's. Their numbers ranged from 25
to about 100, with membership mostly grow-
ing but at least remaining stable, Most of
the conipanies were formed in the 1920's.

Wher' asked if they see their roles as vol-
unteers lessening or growing, all but 4 said
they arc growing. Two of the dissenters cited
the lack of Interest among service (something
contradicted by others) and the negative
effect cajused by state regulations young peo-
ple toddy in the fire—specifically the new
lcensing law for ambulance attendants.

When : asked about a central dispatcher’s
importahce, nearly all companies feit that
responss time and service to the public would
be best served with a radio network. One
Kent Ciounty company listed the lack of a
central dispatcher as its major concern.

Among the gripes listed by the volunteers
{questionnalres were sent to company chiefs
or presidents) were difficulty in getting man-
power 1’1 the daytime when needed: money;
enlisting business-minded firemen: the mis-
use of ninbulances as taxis; unenforced fire
codes; irladequate water supplies; and faulty
news mddia reports. None comment on ime
proving 'volunteer firefighting in Delaware
was tha{ mandatory regular and advanced
training ;should be given annually or semi-
snnuau:ff, Another company suggested that
in light of dwindling response by citizens
to annudl fund drives, a “fire tax” may soon
be necespary. One New Castle County chief
noted that too much equipment is duplicated
among companies, with no coordination as
to type ¢f apparatus in an area.

One dpwnstate company responded that
young péople sometimes feel they are not
wanted because of their color. The chiet
said he i{s now intentionally selecting peo-
ple without regard to race, and notes thsat
ingrown prejudices among white firemen are
decliningt—and the¢ more peéople in the com-
munity working together, the better the
service, lip suggests.

NATIONAL BIBLE WEEK

SPEECH OF

HON. NICK BEGICH

IN THR HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, November 18, 1971

Mr. BEGICH. Mr. Speaker, we are
now at & point in time that the decisions

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

November 22, 1971

we are making affect more and more Analysing these two critical votes, we
people. This is a time of unprecedented find that the proposal to remove the em-
soclal change where mores are continual- bargo on Rhodesian chrome received
ly changing. What was socially unac- strong support from members of both
ceptable yesterday may very well be a political parties—and from Representa-
viable part of our society tomorrov.. In tives or Senators from 46 of the 50 States.
dealing with these changes we must nev- Leading the list were California, Texas,
er lJose sight ¢f our moral and ethical Pennsylvania, Illinois, New York, Ohilo
background. and Michigan.

It is proper then, al this time, that we I ask unanimous consent that there be
make an effort to consider and evaluate printed in the extensions of remarks a
our religious bellefs. We must be sure State-by-State breakdown of the num-
that If wé are going to deal with moral ber of Members of the House ol Repre-
changes, we must fully understand our sentatives who voted In favor of retain-
own spiritual feellngs. For this reason, ing section 503 of the milltary procure-
Gov. Willlam A. Egan of Alaska has pro- ment bill on November 10. -
clajmed the week of November 21, 1971, There being no objection, the list was
Bible Week. ordered to be printed itn the REcorp, as

I am inserting a copy of the Governor's follows:
proclamation for my colleagues’ inspec- California, 21; Texas, 19; Pennsylvania, 17;
tion. Tilinois, 15; Ohlo, 13; New York, 13; and

PROCLAMATION—BISLE WEEK Michigan, 11.
Our system of law and justice has been Plorida, 9; Georgia, 9: North Carolina, §;

bullt upon the foundation of the Ten Com~ YVirginia. 9; Indiana, 7; Missourl, 7; Alabama,

mandments. Respect for the sacredness, 1. Loulslana, 6; and Tennesses, 8.

worth, and dignity of the Individual, an es~ Kentucky. 5; Ransas, 5; Wisconsin, 5;
i South Carolina, 5; New Jersey, 4; Tows, 4:

sential etement in our system, is rooted in
Biblical teachings. (}xonne:tlcut, 4; Minnesota, 4; and West Vir-
ginia, 3. :

It 1s Imperative for modern man, con~ . .

fused and perplexed by rapld tecbnological Oklahoma, 4; Maryland, 3; Mississtppl, 8;

and soclal changes, 10 understand the ructg C0loTado, 3. New Mexico, 2; Nebraska, 3;

of his moral and spiritual bellei-systen.. Montana, 2; Arfzona, 2; and Massachu-
Therefore, I, Willlam, A. Egan, Governor S5etts, 2. \

of Alaska, do hereby proclaim the week of _ Idaho, 2; Oregon, 2; Arkansas, 1; South

November 11 through 28, 1971, as Bible Weck DAKota. 1; Nevada, I; New Hampshire, 1;

and urge people of al} faiths to observe the Washington, 1: Maine, I; and North Dakota, 1.

week by reading the Bariptures and setting

up a plan of regular examination of the

Foundation BooX of Jufeo-Christian heri- . .
tage. i PROVIDING ASSISTANCE TO RADIO
Dated this fourth day of November, 197" FREE EUROPE AND TO RADIO
LIBERTY
SPEECH OF

SECTION 503 OF MILITARY PRG-
CUREMENT AUTHORIZATION

HON. HARRY F. BYRD, JR.

OF VIRGINIA ™
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITFD STATES The
Monday, November 22, 1971

HON. DONALD M. FRASER

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPREEENTATIVES -
Friday, November 19, 1971
House in Committee of the Whole

House on the State of the Union had under

. consideration the bill (S. 18) to amend the
Mr. BYRD of Virginia. Mr. President, gg raformation and Educational Exchange

the President now has signed into 1aw Act of 1948 to vi &
;;he x‘;%i%iztaryhll’?:ct;re;nt imthorizatlon Free Furope mdpg;dﬁ:eﬁgse}:;é o¢ fo Radio
or . which includes legislation to
end the dependence of the United Stiies Mr. FRASER. Mr. Chairman, I support
upon Russia for the bulk of its chrome the proposal to establish a commission to
ore. This is section 303 of the authoriza- M8ke recommendations as to the future
tion bill. status of Radio Free Burope and Radio
I believe that Congress. in voting on Liverty. I have always believed that this
this question, aralyzed the issue in terms COUntry should exert maximum efforts
of its significance to the security of this toward reducing cold war tensions with
Nation. Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union,
Chrome is a vital U.S. defense material, 20d also that the people of those coun-
essential for nuclear submarines, jet uir- (ri€S—and everywhere as well—are en-
craft. and all stainless steel products. titled to objective and accurate reporting
Because of an exccutive order by Presi- ©f the news. I would hope that the ac-
dent Johnson in 1967 resulting from a MHvitles of Radfo Free Purope and Radio
mandate from the United Nations, the Liberty would have a constructive influ-
United States has been prohibited fiom ence in both regards. Certainly, if they
importing chrome from Rhodesia, Thus, Serve to agsravate the tensions and their
having no chrome of our own, we have NeWs reporting is slanted in favor of a
become dependent on Communist Russia  certain point of view, they do not deserve
for this vital defense material. _ offictal support from the U.S. Govern-
On September 23, the Senate of the ment. o
United States decided to call a halt to S. 18, the bill on this subject as passed
such a ridiculous situation: and on No- by the other body. was unsatisfactory in
vember 10, the House of Representatives  that it stmply authorized appropriations
concurred. The House vote on the direct  in the budget of the State Department to
issue was a smashing 251 to 100. fund these two activities without con-
It was not a regional vote or a party cerning itself with the effect of the activi-
vote, "ties on U'S. foreign policy. On the post-
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