'mequate tood feserves are A
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k’kgta ‘Ray of Iowa, Bond of Missomd,

\ of Indiana and Dockmg of

\ obJection the resolu-
0 be printed in the

was ordered
Rx-:coan as follows:

PAYMENTS

. Wheyeag food p
only an op-
portunity but an obligation olfhe midwest

states, a.nd

pnes at reasongble pﬂces and
‘Whereas present drought conditions p

vafllng fn mary Sfour states are tnreaten
ing the stabllity of our food producing

plant, and

;. Whereas we¢ find that certain parts of the

present Farm Act wanting in some aress,
Therefore, be it resolved by the members
of ‘the Midwestern” Governors’ Conference:
. 1, That the target ‘prices for wheat and
£86d grains for the 1974 crop be increased

by fncorporating the escalator provisions in

the Act immediately to meet the increased
gost of farm operations and to provide a
more realistic disaster payment to our
farmérs threifenéd with disaster,

.2, That action be taken now by Congress
establish the forgiveness provision,
rt of the emergency disaster loan
Puriers ' Home Administration, to

iprovide medningful assistance to farmers
anfd ranchers threatened with economic
.ruin as the result of natursl dlsaster

THE PETROLEUM SITUATION

Mr BARTLETT Mr. Preslden’c I
would like to call to the attention of my

- eolleagues 4 recent release by the Chase

' Matnhattan Bank entitled,

| profits co ributed f

“The Petro-
leym Situation.”
Briefly, the energy economics division

- of the Chase Manhattan Bank points out

- that some abnormal factors influenced
the group’s eainings In the first quarter

- of this year. For instance, the accounting}’

' * procedures Tequiring that inventories K&
> treated on a first-in, first-out basis ]
! ‘accounted for well over half of the wgp d—

. wide increase in profits. '

¢ Chase Manhattan Banl: goggc on to

) say f,hat-—

-4 conseryative estimate mdlcn.tﬁi“éhat the

entire Incresse th prafits rep by the
group of ecompanles in the firg arter will
not be sufiicient to offset the itional cost

of rep‘ra.cing the lnventones

h of profits in

© | 1673 ‘more than any J $ther factor, the

eftect of dev:alua.tion i the first quarter

er of last year, 1t will
v Impact on the growth

oﬂgw have
rning f y

é‘

Yeré” nearly twice ag large as a
most of the increased spending
itrated In the United States. In
‘of last year, the group in-
{11167 'dollafs in the United States
lon in the rest of the world. But
ar ft spent 3.2 billion dollars in the
Sta.tes and 1.8 billion elsewhere.

:
4.
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Capital expé&ilitures in the United
States were wers than twice as large as
profits. There hi: been a 146~percenf in-
crease in capits! spending In the United
States.

. Itis also sign ficant to nove that the
group’s direct t=xes in the first quarter
inereased 109 percent to $10.5 billion. In
addition, the group paid $7.5 billion in
the form of sal:: taxes, excise taxes, and
lease bonus payraents. Therefore, the to-
tal receipts of povernments amounted to
$18 billion—nexrly four times the $4.6
billion the group retained in net earn-
ings.
The Chase »anhattan Bank made a
most basic cohw«:rvation when it said—
All the costs -f doing busiriess must be
paid, of courte. % nd, because taxes and other
payments to zovernment are among the vari-
8 costs of doing business, they naturally

pees - ad othier paymen: D gov=

ernment ihe iirst quarter was 1y four
times as gre* «ipnsumers dor.’ ow that,
f course, becl told. Why
becatse if

they were they have a bet-
ter and healt):i= . And surely,

5y HIN interest.

that would e
Mr. Presidert, I

sent that & portio
the Chase Mar: hatjlt
Petroleum Si:igddn”

. as follows:
AND (JAPITAL EXPERg

e year~m-n ar increases in net earning
capitai irvestment, and taxes paid.

viitprofits of the zroup on a worldwide basis

were up iii percent., Within the United
States alone e group achieved a gain of
43 percent. f£1:d in the rest of the world
the Increase sroounted to 167 percent.

Some of the abnormal factors that influ-
enced the gro p's earnings 8o much in 1973
continued to riay s major role in the first
quarter of thi: yesar Por instance, well over
half of the woridwide increase in profits can

be traced 1o sceounting procadures involving

inventories. troleum companies are re-
quired by the jovernments of many import-
ing nations + carry very large inventories
85 & safety menasure. ‘These governments also
insist that in:ientories be treated on a first-
in, frst-out basis for taxing purposes. In
other words, iie petroleum companies are re-
quired iply ithe cost of Inventories
acquired moiiihs earller to their current rev-
enue. Under ihls sysiem, radical changes in
the cost of 111 rentories—eitter up or down—
will have s mnjor impact upon profits.

And that '+ exactly what happened in the
first guarter ~f this year. At the beginning
of the yénr “tie governiments of —aost of the
world’s lead! rg petroleum producing nations
dictated very Inrge increases in the price of
crude oll. A: a result, the average price of
crude oil in rhe first gquarter was more than
twice as higr a8 in late 1873, And, the true
mariket valve of all oil held in storage in-
creased as » direct consequence. Therefore,
the differenc2 between the value and the
cost of the it was much larger than usual.
And, becaure of the accounting system the
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companies were required to use, that ab-

would have declined and profi
been depressed as a consegue,

fts is likely to
)¢ lowest cost in-
gy will have 1o be
ch higher cost. In
imate indicates that
profits reported by the

1o offset the additional cost
phe Inventories. And it is con-
it the group may experience a
rofits in the near future. If that

ine is accorded the same degree of
ftlon as the gain In the fAirst quarter.
h the United States the tax authorities
rmit the last-in, first-out method of in-
ventory accounting. And, for the most part,
the companies in the group use that pro-
cedure, If they had been allowed to utilize
1t outside the United States as well, the
growth of their woridwide profits in the first
quarter would have been less than half as
large.

In 1973, the growth of proﬁts was Influ-
enced by devaluation of the dollar more than
by any other factor. But, in the first quarter
of this year the effect of devaluation was
much diminished. No more than 10 percent
of the growth in profits can be attributed to
it. Because the devaluation occurred during
the first quarter last year, it will no longer
have an iImpact on the growth of earnings
Ior the remainder of this year.

For many years, Including 1873, the group’s
earnings in the' United States have been
much too small relative to its needs for cap-
ital investment. Profits in the first guarter of
this year, however, were more realistic. The
43 percent gain over a year earlier reflected
‘for the most part changes in the price of
crude oil. In August of last year the United
States government imposed a so-called two
tiered price system. The price of old oil was
controlled but the price of newly found oil
was permitted to respond -to competitive

¥, market forces. Then in December of last year
Athe government raised the controlled price of

A ety L
Compared v/ a year ago, the comblned “3ld oil by one dollar per barrel to bring it

ewhat more in line with the realities of
market place. As a result of these actions,

was nearly twice as high as a year
slthough still substantially below the

between the group’s profits and
pxpenditures—they rise and fall
Mt relationship was continued
in the first

though, the grouf@g total capital expendi-
tures were nearly Qgice as large as a year
eariler, most of the¥gcreased spending was
concentrated in the Pnited States. In the
the group invested

%e world. But this
s in the United

Although the group earned’ i
of its worldwide profits in the?

cent of its over-all capital spend
Natlon. As as a result, 1ts capital e
in the United States were fully tv
quarter times as large as its profil

flects the more rea.listic level of petr i um
prices and also the hope that eamings
be allowed to continue to Improve enoug
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support an sdequate level of capital spend-

ing.

Thg 143 percent increase in capital spend-
ing tifthe United States was the most signifi-
cant Pevelopment thus far of all the ef-
foris § Increase the nation’s energy supply.
And, new investment can continuce to
incread®, the prospects for & growing supply
of enefpy will become much brighter. Un-
fortundely, however, the general public
is not Hkely to become aware of the signif-
cance offthe increased capital spending sim-
ply becfuse it lacks the shock effect to be
considerfiki newsworthy.

Anoth@ significant development likely to
go virtudlly unnoticed 5 the huge increase
in the afbunt for taxes paid by the group
even tho@iech many governments—and the
people thily represent in Jheory-—benefited

- handsomelg as a result.

The grd@p's direct tazes on the first
guarter angunted to 16.5 billion dolliars—108
percent mof than a year earlier. In addition,
governmentiirecelved 7.3 b'"ion dollars from
the group the forii of sales trxes, excise
taxes, and 1gse bonus payments. The total
receipts of gdiernments, therefors, amount:
to 18 billion Pollars—nearly four times th
4.8 biliion dofrs the group retaited as net
earnings In tHE United States alone governe
ment took (n@Rd billlon dollars—more than
four times th@kl.4 billlon dollars the group
of companics giirned in the Unit:d Statea.

All the costiiof doing business must be
pald, of coursajnd, because taxes and other
payments to gojirnment are ainong the vert-
ous costs of d@ing business, they naturally
must be reflectqll In the price consumers pay
for all goods ang@ervices. To some degree, the
net earnings ol ghe group of petroleum com-
panjes contribyfe {0 the price consumers
must pay for pet@leum. But the contribution
of taxes and oWifir payments to. government
in the first guaj was hearly four times
%3 great. Consugers don’t know that, of
course, because tiy're rarely told. Why they
are not is a curigls matter, because if they
were they obviously would have a better and
healthier perspediive. And, surely, that
would be in the njitlonal Interest.

B JouN G. WiNGER.
Ricsaxpd C. 8paruixg.
Ricuaxd 8. Dosias,
NosMa J. ANDERSON.

NATIONAL POSIERY WEEK

Mr. ERVIN. Mr®resident, the fourth
annual National Hsiery Week will be
held September 8-1419874, and is expect-
ed to be by far the Jrgest such celebra-

tion to date.

National Hoslery Viek is a project of
the National Associatifih of Hosiery Man-
ufacturers and its nifmber companies,

which includes the prqlucers of 90 per-
cent of the Nation's hilfery and major
industry suppliers. 5

National Hoslery Wé

will be cele-
brated by these companis as well as by
thousands of retailers actiiss the country,
The retailers, including gme of the na-
tion’s largest chains, participate

with special displays and@romotions of
hosiery products. 3

The aim of National Hilery Week is
to educate the consumefito the wide

variety of hoslery avallahfl to meet his
or her special needs. Whetifir these focus
on the latest fashion or Pe primarily

functional, today’s hosiery founter con-

fains something to suit §@Wmost every
situation. -

To help in this educatioggl and pro-~
motional endeavor, the Natiglal Associa~

tion of Hoslery Manufactuf®rs has pro-

vided retailers with an idea kit, includ-
ing « colorful display poster, lapel badges
for employecs and theme ideas. The
association will also be highlighting Na-
tional Hosiery Week through its media
contacts.

The hosiery industry is a valuable con-
tr:butor to the Nation’s economy. In 1973,
it emploved 89,800 persons in 390 com-
panies opersting 521 plants. Many of
these are small businesses.

During the year, these mills produced
more than 2.7 billlon pairs of hoslery,
including socks of all sizes and women's
pantvhose and stockings. Of this total,
93.2 percent was produced in the Bouth.
North Carolina alone accounted for 46.9
percent of the total production. Other
major hosiery producing States include
Tennessee, South Carolina, Georgia,
Penmylvania, Alabama, and Virginia,
Hosiery mills also are losated in 20 other
States an rto Rico.

A RESPONSE TO AMBASSADOR
MARTIN

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. President, there
re many disturbing signs that the Nixon
administretion is not withdrawing from
Indochina, but is instead reverting to the
kind of hidden intervention which got
us Involved there in the first place.

The fact that the administration has
proposed $3.7 billon in flacal year 1976
Indochina foreign ald, more than it has
asked for the rest of the world combined,
is in and of itself a cause for alarm.

But beyond that, there have been more
and more news reports indicating that
U.S. personnel are playing a direct role
in iniernal Indochinese affairs. And I
think the time has come for Congress to
act as decisively as possible to insure
that we are not being dragged back into
Indochina without our knowledgs.

One of the most comprehensive sur-
veys of American involvement in South
Vietnam appeared in the New York Times
of February 25, 1974, in an article au-
thored by David Shipler. Mr. Shipler re-
ported that U.8. personnel continue to
wadvise Thieu's army and air force, and
that without these U.8. advisers Thieu's
military forces could not function; that
U.8. CIA personnel were coatinuing to
work with the Snuth Vietnamese nation-
al police, in violation of both the Paris
agreement and congressional directives;
end that the U.8. Embassy in Saigon was
attempting to keep the Western press
from hpving frec access to Americans
working under Government contract or
direct hire in South Vietnan:.

Our Ambassadnr to South Vietnam,
Mr. Gyraham Martin, responded to Ship-
ler’s plece with a strongly worded attack
questioning Bhipler's motives, as well as
his facts. Mr. Martin attempted to pic-
ture Shipler as being part of some sort
of a Hanol-directed conspiracy, and 1
am sure that approach struck many
commentators as unbalanced at the time.
His refutation of Shipler’s charges with-
out supporting evidence did little to dem-
onsirate that Shipler was wrong,

Mr. Shipler's detailed article and Mr.
Martin’s attack further raised my con-
cern at the time about our continuing in-
volvement in South Vietnam.
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Receatly, however, I received some
further comments on this controversy
from Nr. Bhipler, Reading through Mr.
Shipler s answer to Ambassador Martin,
I find myself more than concerned. I am
now more convinced than ever that ur-
gent ccngressional action is called for
to stop sur head-long rush to reinvolve-
ment in Bouth Vietham.

Mr, 8aipler begins by pointing out. that
a close eading of Mr. Martin’s response
reveals airly close agreement on a num-
ber of msjor points in Shipler’s piece,
namely ‘hat:

U.S. niilitary sid and advisors are in-
dispense ble to Thieu's fighting forces and
military logistics system;

Ameri:ans often continue to give ad-
vice to flouth Vietnamese military per-
sonnel; nd

Our C:antral mtelligence Agency con-
tinues t¢ maintain close relations with
South Vietnam’s national police, who
often refsr to American personnel in the
field as “police advisers.”

Mr. Shipler then goes on to set out the
major points of disagreement with Mr,
Martin, making clear that Mr, Martin
was more inclined to play with words
than to offer substantive refutation of
My, Shiplar's points.

In my opinfon, however, Mr. Shipler's
most serious point is that Ambassador
Martin his systematically attempted to
prevent the New York Times from freely
interviewing American officials in South
Vietnam, and has himself categorically
refused to talk with New York Times
reporters.

Mr. Shipler is not the only journalist to
report on “his attempt to keep the Amer~
ican people from learning what is hap-
pening in South Vietnam. On January
30, 1974, for example, the Christian 8ci-
ence Monitor reported that Ambassador
Martin—
is trylng to discourage any publicity con-
earnlng thay American Ppresence here , ..
Major General John E. Murray, the chief of
the Defense Attache Office . . . was recently
told to stop ziving interviews.

More re:ently the Chicago Tribune,
hardly a critic of U.S. involvement in In-
dochina, reported on June 9, 1974, thab:

An Integral sspect of Martin's unremit-
ting suppor’ of the government here is his
contipuing effort to restrict the flow of infor-
mation from official American sources to the
press. Repor ers now must channel all thelr
requests for briefings . . . for the Ambas-
sador's approval. The Ambassador rarely ap-
proves meetings between reporters and of-
fictals in the office of the defense attache.

There arc indications, moreover, that
Ambassador Martin has also hampered
attempts by duly constituted General Ac-
counting Ofiee investigators to find out
what is happening in 8aigon. In March
1974, for example, Senatory KENNEDY re-
vealed that .\mbassador Martin was try-
ing to restr:ct GAO access to Embassy
flies and even golng so far as to censor its
communicat:ons with its home office.

Mr. Presicent, we learn daily of hid-
den activities undertaken in Indochina
dquring the past 5 vyears. Senator
Hucues, for example, has revealed the
administration's deliberate falsification
of records presented the U.8. Congress to
cover up its sacret bombing in Cambodia,
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. -‘ﬂugust 2, 1974
' tha{z the admlmstratig

/as sendmg us.

Forces cr0ss-bor itions into’
‘Lgos and Cambodi nd 1872'in
direct viglation of ¢ 1aws, and
that the ont also falsified

bombing records on B-52 raids in north-
ern Laos,

Given_ this record , any fur ther at-
tempts to restrict t
tion resching the Amegrican press and
Congress cannot he folerated, It is clear
that unless Congress takés the most
strenuous actions to
the administration and Mr. Martin are
up to In Indochina, we may never khow—-
ot at least not know untir it is too Iate, -

"Furge all Members of ('ongress to read
Mr, Shipler’s response fo Ambassador
Martin with care. For if even somie of Mr.
Bhiplet’s reports are true, we may once
pgain find ourselves directly involved in
Vietnam, just as our failure to stop such
hidden intervention between 1954 and
160 led to the Vietnam tragedy we have
already suffered.

I gsk unanimous corisent that Mr.
Shipler’s response to ‘Ambassador Mar-’
1in be printed in the RECORD.

There being no obJectlon, the response
was ordéred to be printed in the REcoRD.
as follows:

RESPONSE TO AMBASSADOR GRAHAM A Mmrm’s
: CABL;”’

Most og the’ central facts and major polnts ‘

. contained in my article describing U.8. mili-
$ary aid to South Vietnam are left entirely
infact—and in some cases, even confirmed—
by Ambassa,dor Martin's cable, Before re-

spohding in detafl to the issues of disagree-

ment, therefore, I should [ike to underline

thie poiuts on which we aré ‘apparently agreed.
1, United States militafy aid is indispens-
eble to South Vietnam’s capacity to wage
War, either offensively or defensively. Amer-
ican contiact personnel are involyed not only
in {raining, but also in performing highly-
skilled jobs that are essential to the mainte-
nghce of gomplex weaponry.
In paragraph 12 of his cable, Mr. Martin
- writes of the General Electric technicians,
*This ‘1s normal practice. GE provides the
same servlce ‘to the USAF. Some fet compo-
nents are of such complexd;y that only the
manutacturer has the expertise to repair
them.” He acknowledges that the GE con-
tract 15 “mainly an Amerfcan work situation
with Iess emphasis on Vietnamese training”.
“The same Is true with the Iycoming, Cessna,
Northrop and part of the Lear-Slegler con-~
tracts, among others, but he does not deal
with those. He takes no Issue at all with a
most telling piece of testimony to the fm-
. portance of these American employees: the
fact that thelr work hoyis had to be altered
to respond to a military sit ion. My report
s were placed on 12-hour
:shifts, a.i; hlgh overﬁime ‘ates,’ to get the

by Mr, Martin, r
paragfaph 14 that “with
frame American instriic
rwhollg withdrawn,” does not
ledgement that “obly the
has the rtise to repair’”’
3 s Instrilctors will
‘be withd;rawxi {altholigh "he “does not deny
the reduction of contractors

1 & very short time
cgn and will be

portant Amerfcan pefson el with the longest-

term dufies are not instrycfors. They are en-

" ment official Wi
ﬁow of informa-’

ad out” just what'

,&ﬁ ready to fly In"

) expecte& to 'be g -ound South Vistnam as long

a8 the compii
2. American &

r-d wenponry 3.

i1 and personnel are essen-
tial component: of the South Vietnamese
military logistic: system. Americans assist
in selecting milltary equip-
ied, In paragraph 16, Mr.
that the Defense Deparf-
- was quoted as saylng, “We
Aghting, but we never Viet-
rmamized logisti: -, made, as the Ambassador
puts it, “a corr: s i statement.” In paragraph
18, commenting n.my report that American
personnel ‘“not .:ly see that the South Viet-
namese get the : quipment anc. ammunition
they ask for bii also advise them on what
to ask for.!” MY Martin tries te effect a con-
tradfcton, But i énds up as a bureaucratic
sounding euph rzmism meanirg essentially
the same thine —“The DAO (Defense At~
taché’s Office) ists the Vietnamese to re-
late thelr needy io US. supply sources.”

3. Reports on he efficlency cf South Viet-
namese militaz+ units, written after joint
inspeetions by 71.8. and South Vietnamese
perasnnel, are nvayed to the South Viet-
namess. That o, American assessments of
Bouth Vietnam: 2 military performance are
given to the Sor h Vietnamese military com-
manders, perha;:: providing some sort of in-
direct advice .

While re strongly to the word “ad-
vice,” Ambassa:l.r Martin nevertheless lets
the baslc facte stand. In paragraph 19 he
writes, “It shceid be noted that in some
cuses, U.8. law r«quires that audits and end-
use inspections -e conducted by joint U.8./
Vietnamese teay:=, It is not uncommeon for an
American and f<uth Vietnamese to make an
ingpection ¢r i :diting four of a milltary
unit together. I' i3 often required procedure.”
He does, noj, arg 7+ with my finding that cop-
jes of these efii:iency reports are glven to
B Van Khuyen, head of the

Vietnamized th-

taff.

i Inte]ligence Agency main-
: y iions with the South Viet-
namese Nationy: Polie, routinely asking the
police to gather artain 1n1‘.e111g snce, then ad-

viging them on *ow to analyze the raw datg.

In pa.ragra.pb 72, Mr. Martin writes, “Cer-
tainly, it 15 true that C.LA. officers connected
with the Emb meet routinely with police
officials, Tt Is Brined that this practice is fol-
lowed at every FEmbassy in tlie world in 2
continuing affcri to keep senlor officials of
the U.8. as wei® informed and as currently
informed as pes-ible.” Mr. Martin does not
deny my report. haséd on conversations with
two very high-ranking pollce officlals, that
the CIA. asks ‘he police to gather intelli-
gence, then hélps the pollce make the anal-
ysis. He argueé: that the C.JI.A. men do not
give advice, but it seems clear that to sug-
gest areas of piclice inquiry and to suggest
ways of interprriing the data constitutes ad-

1ant kind.

Krierican officials in the pro-

police officers {hemselves. Mr. Martin writes
““That Americans in the
rii:.ining contact with local po-
12 v. out of habit, still be called

‘advisers’ does ;5 in any way change the fact
that there are nn American advisers, formal
or informal, or under any device or cover.”
But Mr, Marf:in nffers no counter-evidence ot
just what th Americans do when they aré
"ma.[ntalninu tacﬁ* with the police offi-
say ‘they give advice.

cte to the suggestion that
rver ngen. but he does not
1

ported, in Whit: a well-placed Embassy offi-

L cial told me of = boasttul American officisl in
" oné proviice

s¢ribing how he had sug-
gested & miliitiry aweéep through a cofamu-~
nist-heid arca, “lis dfticial, who 15 extremely

d to as “police advisers” by~

.
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well- informed sald sufh’ incidents are fiot
uncommon, adding that given old habits,
they are to be expected. Mr. Martin acknowl-
edges the habitual use of the term “co van, ”
meaning “adviser,” but he declines to deal
with the issue of the habitual relationships
that sometimes persist as surer m fact as
in language. ’
The fundamental points of disagreement,
then, are less on the facts than on the mean-
ing of the facts. Had Ambassador Martin re-
sponded to my repeated requests during a
period of six weeks that he allow his views to
be reflected in this article, then the report
would have dealt thoroughly with his inter-
pretations of the facts, of the military situa-~
tion, of the meaning of the Paris accords and
of the continuing American responsibility in
Vietnam. Mr, Martin's steadfast determina-
tion to see that no United States official of-
fered his views for inclusion in a major article
on such an important subject accomplished
nothing except to deny the Nizxon Adminis-
tration the opportunity to explain its policies
and to provide information to justify its pol-
icies. Such views, as expressed in Mr. Mar-
tin’s cable, would have been most welcome,
for they would have enriched the article by
giving the American public further insights
into the Administration’s posture in South
Vietnam. = )
It is disingenuous for the Ambassador to
say that he perceived some bias in my ques-
tioning as I went about researching this
article, and therefore decided not to allow any
officials to talk to me. I never had the op-
portunity to ask any substantive questions
at all of any official. We never got past the
point of asking for interviews of requesting
gsome statistics. The Embassy’s Press Attache,
John F. Hogan, Jr., either rejected my re-
quests for interviéws or falled to reply to
them, and this was the case from the outset.
At one point, a.t the very beginning of my

~ work on this project I asked for Interviews

with Defense contractors. The request went
unanswered Tor several days, then was passed
to Robert Mueller who was filling in for Mr.
Hogan, who was out of the country. After
several more days of delay, I asked Mr. Muel-
ler about the request, and he replied, “They
don’t want you to Interview contractors.” (I
ultimately saw contractors just by going onto
alrbases myself and meeting them on the
Job). This rebuff came without my having
asked a single substantivé question.

Ambassador Martm a.ttempts to discredit Iin
advance any gquestioning of the United States
role in Souyth Vietnam, whether in the press
or in Congress, by implying that such dis-
cusslon i1s merely the fruit of a Hanol prop-
aganda campaign aimed at reducing Amer-
ican aid. It is dificult to know what to add
to all that has been sald about McCarthyism
and Stalinism since the 1950’s, except that
efforts to blot out dissent and debate by link-
ing it to the enemy are no more attractive
now than they were then. It 18 hard to see
which Americans Mr. Martin thinks will find
his method of attaeck convinecing in 1974.

I do not care what Hanoi wants. I do not
care what Saigon wants. I do not care what
Washington wants. I care only what the
reader wants. He wants the truth. And inso-
far as I am able to see and hear and perceive
the truth, that is what I will give him. I am
the reader’s advocate, nobody else’s. I do not
write for effect or impact. I write to catch a
bit of reality and pass it on. Then the reader
must take the truth into his own hands and
do with it what he may.

“I"am not as certain as Mr. Martin about
the effects of my article on Congress. I am
not at all convinced that documenting the
essentinl nature of American ald to South
Vietnam will persuade members of Congress
to reduce the aid. The article cuts both ways;
in detailing the importance of the military
assistance, it also gives strong arguments to
those who want to see the aid continued to
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maintaln the strength and viabiiity of the
South Vietnamese Government. In any case,
1 have no interest in seeing Congress do one
thing or another.

1t is worth noting that one of the Em-
bassy’s top Hanol-watchers, & well-informed
man who reads North Vietnamese news-
papers, anslyzes North Vietnamese and Viet-
cong radio broadeasts, examines prisoper and
defector interrogations and keeps abreast of
intelligence reports, told me several daya
after Ambassador Martin’s cable had been
made public that be had never heard of this
alleged plan of propaganda by Hanot.

Ambassador Martin's other arguments fall
Into several major categories.

THE EXTENT AND IMPORTANCE OF AMERICAN
AID

Although, as noted previously, Mr. Martin
confirms or leaves unchallenged mauny of the
most important findings of the article—thosa
that document the crucksl nature of Amerl-
can military aid to South Vietnam, he simul-
taneously tries to portray the assistance as
somehow less essential, less important, less a
part of the Bouth Vietnamese military ef-
fort than X describe it. This is the fundamen-
tal self-contradiction that marks the Am-
bassador’s entire cable. He denles in his par-
agraph 6 tiiat Americans are integral to the
South Vietnamese logistics system, then In
paragraph 16 acknowledges the accuracy of
the Defense Department officiai’s statement,
“W Vietnamized the fighting, byt we never
Vietnamized logistics.” He denlss, in para-
graph 14, my finding that a Jong-term Amer-
ican presence will be necessary if the South
Vietnamese are to have continued use of their
complex weapons, but in paragraph 12 con-
firms that only the manufacturers can repair
complex components, adding that they do the
same for thie United States Air Force. He in-
sists, in effect, that the South Vietnamese
will be able to take care of their own equip-
ment themselves “within a very short thne
frame,” which he does not specify. And yet
he contends, in the next ssentence, that Ha-
not is campalgning for Congress 1o cut off
this aid to facilitate a Copmununist victory,
The Ambessador cannot have it both ways.
Either the American military ald is vital to
the South Vietnamese Government or it 13
not.

A great gap between officiai labels and hard
reality runs through Mr. Martin’s discussion
of the Amsorican civilian contract employes.
In his parsgraph 4, for exnmple, he describes
Ray Harrls as & “cleaner of parts,” part of a
group whose job is “to teach the South
Vietnamese.” His title {5 a misnomer. He
prepares parts for welding by manipulating a
tiny grinder with the dexterity of a surgeon.
When I saw him he was sitting in a row of
men along a workbench, simply working on
8 part. He was not teaching anyone, and he
told me that although instruction ts part of
his job, he spends a great deal of his tune
in “production.” a standard term among
contractors that means “doing the job your-
self,”” as opposed to “tralning.”

‘What Ambassador Martin has eviden:ly
been told about the degree of training vs.
American maintenance, the proficlency of
the tralnees, the role of the American cob-
tractors and other aspects of the work situ-
ation is at great variance with what one sees
with his cwn eyes and what he is toid by
the men on the flight lines and in the re-
pair shops of the South Vietnamese mili-
tary bases. Those who actually do the work—
both Americans and 8outh Vieinamese--
are considerably less optimistic than Mr.
Martin’s experts about the length of time
needed for self-sufficiency. Nevertheless, had
Mr. Martin made his own sassessments or
those of his experts available, they would
have been reported thoroughly in the article.

In paragraph 183, Mr. Martin states that
since the date of my visit to the Bien Hoa
engine shop was Jan, 21, the day before Tet,
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and 4 payday, it 1s likely thwt many Viet-
namese had taken time off.” First, all South
Vietnamese armed forces werv placed on full
alert during that period in antlcipation of &
possible North Vietnamess attack. Bo if any
Vietuamese air force men had taken time
off, they were AWOL. Secondly, one might
legilinmniely ask about the propriety of plac-
ing highly-paid Americans on 12-hour-a-day
shifts with overtime while the air force men
they are supposed to be training are not
there. The Ambassador’s assertion here sim-
ply fulls of its own weight. At the end of this
parciraph, he misquotes my article, stating,
“According to the shop manager, it s pre-
posternns Lo state that not a Vietnamese
was in sight.” Quite right, and I made no
such statemment, I wrote the final assembly
iine had only Americans working, with no
Vietramese. And that is the case. Our pho-
tographs show it, I gave no such description
that sapplied Lo the rest of the shop.

In: paragraph 8, Mr. Marton says that “none
of the RLOs [Regionsl Liakon Officers] is
quatified” to give military advice. And yet
in paragraph 19, he says they “report on
RVNAV eflicienicy.” If they are qualified to
report on military efficlency, then they are
oertainly quallfied to give advice. Contrary
w Mr. Martin’s deacription of these men as
haviny little or 1o combat experience, Gerald
E. Kosh, s« Reglonal Lisison Officer taken
priscuer by the Chinese durlug the Paracels
hatile, won A bronze star and a piurple heart
whet ne was a U8, Army capisin in Viet-
nani. The Ambassador's muggestion that
South Vietnam officers would prohably not
heed American advice coincides with my
fndbys, discussed in my 46th paragraph.

In paragraph 7. Mr. Martin calculates the
dollar value of military aid differently from
the way the Pentagon does. The Embassy
told me that it did not know how much
military aid was being provided to South
Vietram, so The Times Washington Bureau
obtained the figures Ifrom the Pentagon,
whera officials also suggested that most of
the incrsase would be going for ammunition
since the expenditure had besn higher than
anticipated. Mr. Martin’s imprecise figure of

30 to 50 per cent less expenditure than dur-

ing “ihe last year of the war” contrasts with
information provided to me in January by
John F. Hogan Jr., the Ambsassador's press
officer, who guoted General John E. Mur-
ray, Defense Attache in-Saigon, as saving
that the level of resupply in 1873 was only
25 per cent below that of 1972 If the Unilted
States is observing the Paris Agreement and
is replacing only ammaunition that has been
used ur destroyed, then the rate of resupply
shouid roughly equal the rate of expendi-
ture. Is Ambassador Martin saying that the
expoenditura may be considerably lower than
the resupply? If so, that reises additional
quesiions ebout the adherence of the United
Staies to the one-for-one replacenient rule.

In parsgraph 27, the Ambassador responds
to an ICC8 official’'s conclusion that the
United 3tates has not been observing the
one-for-one rule. Mr. Martin tries to avold
a direct disagreement with the offcial, writ-
ing nstead, “The ICCB official wes quite
right. but not in the way Shipler implies.”
Of course It is not my implication that is
the tscue, but that of the ICCS officlial, who
was saving clearly: that he belleved the
United States was giving the Bouth Viet-
namese more than they were entitled to. Mr.
Martin conventis that the opposite ds true.
The United Staies, he writes, “unfortunately
has not been able in one single category to
provide one-for-one replacemnents of all the
materinl lost by the GVN while defending
itself from continuilng NVA'VC aggression
since the cease-fire.” This i3 brand new In-
formation, and would have been lutluded in
the original article had Mr. Martid given it
out beforehand. In January, the Embassy re-
fuped to respond to 8 Series’ of guestions
about resupply, one of which asked whether
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the Goverument had asked for anything that
had then aot been provided.

In Octcber, the Embassy did respond to
the same questions, but listed only 9 tanks
a3 having not been replaced. Now Mr. Mar-
tin's new ormation adds another tangle
to the ksue. If, a3 he says, ammunition
expenditure was possibly as much as 50 per
cent less than the previous year, and If as
Gen. Mur 'ay says, resupply was only 26 per
cenf less, how then could the United States
be falling short of one-for-one replacement,
at least of ammunition?

In paragraph 28, Mr. Martin does not ex-
plain hoy' an airplane that is considerably
more maeuverable and that files at the
speed of mach 1.6 can be—under the Paris
Agreemert—'‘of the same characteristics
and properties” as a plane that flies at mach
14 with less maneuverability. Nowhere does
the Pariz Agreement say that the “same
character:stics and properties” criterion s
walved if .he lost weapon *18 no longer avail-
able.”

in any event, the United States suppiles
every rifie. airplane, jeep, truck, mortar, bul-
let, bomt and artillery shell used by the
Bouth Vi tnamese armed forces. It pays for
every gallon of fuel, every spare part, every
uniform, canteen and two-way radio. Mr.
Martin’s denial notwithstanding, it pro-
vides two forms of economic aid that do pour
money in: o the Government’s defense budg-
et. which pays troops' salaries. One is the
Commercial Import Program. budgeted at
$275-milkon during 1973. Under the pro-
gram, a Vietnameso importer ordérs some
goods, such as steel, through the United
States Government, which then buys the
commodities with dollars, sells them to the
importer for Viethamese plasters and turns
the piast'rs over to the South Vietnamese
Governmu nt for use throughout its budget.
Pitty-three per cent of the Government’s
1873 bud:et went for defense. The second
program is Public Law 480, or “Food for
Perce,” it which the United States provides
food by ineans of a similar mechanism ag
BO per cert of the plasters are placed directly
into the 3outh Vietnamese defense budget.
The rembining 20 per cent are used to pay
the Comn ercial Import Program, except that
U.3. mission expenses in Vietnam. PL—480
toialed $743-million in 1973,

CEASE~FIRE VIOLATIONS

Ever since the cease-fire went into effect
on Jan. 24, 1973, American newspapers, news
magazine. and radio and television news-
casts hav: been full of eyewitness accounts
by Ameiican correspondents of specific
cease-fire violations initiated by both the
Communists and the South Vietnamese.
Newsmen have reported on interviews with
villagers »vho have been the victims of some
of these attacks, and on detailled descrip-
tions by Government soldlers, who never
seem to hesitate to tell about their of-
fensive against Communist-held areas.
Scarcely 31 day goes by without the wire
services veporting Government announce-
ments of military actlon, elther by the Com-
munists «f by itself. At Jeast several times
each weéx, those of us in the Baigon Bu-
reau of The Times recommend to our editors
in New York that they run such stories, and
the most important ones are carried
routinely in the paper.

On the anniversary of the signing of the
Puris Ag-eement, just one month before
my article on American military aid, The
Times ran 8 front-page story by the Saigon
Buresu ( hief, James M. Markham, report-
ing on taie continuing war, detailing the
militery .ctions by both sides. Just a week
before mv story, Mr. Markham's series on
his visit to a Vietcong area was published
in which he described being on the receiv-
ing end o' Government shelling of the Com-
munist-h:ld civilian village where he was
staying. Mot long before, a CBS television
crew filmed such shelling of Vietcong vil-
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“lages. Virtually every correspondent who

" ‘just west of Cai Lay in the Mekong

;. incoming Government

Ap rf:bved For
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as” has withessed
: fllery fire, The
American civilian Homer Elm, an employe
of Pacific Architects and Fngineérs who was
captured by the Vietcong, describéd in s
news conference after nis release the Govs
ernment shelling” and bombing that hit
Vietcong territory day and night. Last fall,
Tom Lippman of The Washington Post wit-
nessed nppalm strikes by Government air-
craft against North Viel i
.Binh  Dinh . Proyince

as been in Viéteong

¥y, Markham saw

:napalm used in Tayninh Province about The

same, time. I watched Governmens s,liel_,i!?g,,_
elta,

- ;The artillery was directdd against some

“rio ‘return fire from the ‘Communist

1972 offensive,

~Government fighter pilots who told him of

-. Vieteong-held territory,”

from time to time, with de

Vietcong flags tied to some trees; there was

ipikes and artilfery”

:barrages culminafing in ground assaults
.drove iil-prepared Vietcong troops fiom a
-coastal atea including the village of Hoai My,
which the Communists had hejd since the,
_The, villagers confirmed that
the Government attack had taken place, and,
told of spending much_of th lives in_
‘bunkers to avold the frequent bombing and
shielling that preceded the assault. James P.
Clarity of The New York Times interviéwed

thejr bombing missions, All these incidents
wers feported in the press. Front-page treat-
ment In The Times was given to the North_
Vietnamege attack against two Goverr
outposts In Quang Duc Provirice e Cor
miifiist shelling of Blen Hoa alrbase and the
sabotage of the Nha Be fuel depot were all
repérted fully. The Government jtself an-
nounced that, its planes had bombed Loc
Ninih, a town about 75 mijes north of Saigon
that serves 8 Vietcong administrative
headquarters, The bombers so damaged the

“eirstrip that during the last prisoner ex-
. chafige, the Government could no longer fiy
. released prisoners in by cargo plane, as they

had’ done last, July; they had to use heli-
copters. ) . L

* The examples go on and on. It is hard to
Imagine that any reasonably diligent news-
paper réader 6r television news watcher can
fail to be aware of the lgrge number of spe-
¢ific cease-fire violations by both sides. An.
drticle degling in depth with a complex sub-
Ject’such as United Statés Military aid ought
not devote itself to g lengthy reiteration of
previously-reported incidents, but rather

v

_ summarizé the géneral situation that the in-

cidebts reflect, placing those summaries in
the context of the subject at hand. I realize
that, in so dolng, the correspondent writes on
the assumption that the reader brings to the
article a certain level of knowledge and
Sophistication, but I think that is a safe
dssuimption for niost New York Times repders.
. In this context, one of Mr. Martin’s main
arguments—that my article fails to docu-
thent specific Bouth Viet
Toses all significance. rizes
Communist and South Vietnamese violations,
noting that the Government would “take the
oifensive gt times, launching intensive at-
tacks with ariillery and jet fighters against
and observing that
. ..have been seen re-

overnment troops .

ently by Western correspondents spraying

artillery acros wide areas under Vietcong

conitrol. .. L TR
A% for the rote that they

ssure through-
h artillery and
nt outposts and,
! with devgstating ground
assaUlts against Government-held positions.”

¢ Glven these sentences, high in the story, it
18 impossible to understand how Ambassador
‘Martin can write, in his paragraph 8, “Since

rocket attacks on Gover

Jthere is no mention of the. thousands. of
the only
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logical sssumplion is that Shipler considers
it a, viplation of the Paris Agreement only
when the (IVIV responds to these attacks.”
His entire gng!ysis in this arca is based. on
8 gerfoys misreeding and, in one Instance, a
misquotation ikat forms the dasis of a long
line of arguwine;.t. :

- ‘That occurse frst in his paragraph 10,
where he misgiotes my sentence that reads
as follows: .

“United Stat:ss intclligence officials con-
tend that conti:uing American aerial recon-
haissantce, as woll as prisoner interrogation
and radio mon:foring, shows that the North
Vietnamese hsve sent thousands of troops
and hundreds «f tanks and artillery pieces
south in viclation of the Parls agreements.”
When Mr. Martin guotes thet sentence in

;"' his cable, be winils the words “troops and’

hundreds of,” twisting the sentence so it
appearg to Jiave read., ‘“Thousands of tanks’
and artlllery picces.” Then he makes a con-
voluted analysis based on the misquote,
arguing thet ~3Shipler’s use .of the word
‘thousands’ gi ) sio
that the UB. has exaggerated the infiltration
of NVA weapoiry.” He comes back to cap-
italize on his «wn error later, in his para-
graph 27, stating incorrectly, “Nor does he
mention anywkere in his article the infiltra-
tion of combal irdops from North Vietnam
since the cease-fire, a fact well known to

- Iim.” Actuaily the infiltration of troops was

mentioned twice in my article, once in the
high paragraph previously gquoted, and later
in a paragfoph toward the ead: “He [the
Ambassador] i: reported to have pressed
Wishington to 1 'ovide new weapons for Sai-
gon to countera:t the infiltration of troops,
tanks and artillo:y from North Vietnam since
the cease-fire.” -

Far from aiternpting to convey skepticism
about the U.3. intelligence reports, I tried
merely to describe the manner tn which they
have béen Tigsii-d—as contentions, Simul-
taneously, T soi:znt to give the reader some
hard indication of the variouns sources of
these reports— ierial reconngissance .
prisoner interré:tion and radio monitoring,”
%0 that He could inake up his own mind about
them. 7

Mr,” Martin's, deseription of the military
situation can b: found in his paragraphs 4
and 8. “The cgurse [of the, war] is set by
the continucug snd continuing Communist
huildup and effc1is of the RVNAF to protect
the population, jand and resources under
GVN coptrol at sime of the cease-fire from
actual military gitacks mounted by the other
ys that South Vietnam'’s
fensive actions were “retaliatory strikes
such as the onep made after the Commuynists
shelled fhe Eier Hoa air base and later de-
stroyed the Nhs :je petroleum storage tanks
... the GVN hag «+ publicly announced policy
of taking T 2fory action whengver the
NVA/VC forces so attack GVN installations.”
Thése staten of course, duplicate those
of the Govern and parallel those of the
I wiinse propagancla since the
cease-firé has harned on the theme that their
military strikes nre merely “punishménts”
Tor thé “Safgon :dministration’s land-grab-
bing operations,” Neither side’s propaganda
is at all convinc¢ing, for if we were to accept
both versions, it would mean that nohody is
réally violating tve cease-fire at all. Obvi-
ously, both sides are. .

THE SPIBYT (" THE PARIS AGEEEMENT

Mr. Martin writes that Henofs sense of
the accord’s spiris was “that the Americans
would deliver 8::.th Vietham bound hand
and foot into t hands.” That may have
been Hanoi’s i but, curiously, the Am-
bassador gives u; .ao indieation of Washing-
ton’s view of the .pirit of the agreement, In-

. stead, he simply sets up 8 straw man and

knocks it down. The best sense of the agree~
ment’s spirlt, a: it relates to the United
States, is probab’; found in Chupter VIII of

P
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the accord itself, part of which reads as fol~
lows:

“The United States anticipates that this
Agreement will usher in an era of reconcili-
ation with the Democratic Republic of Viet-
nam as with all the peoples of Indochina. In
pursuance of its traditional policy, the United
States will contribute to healing the wounds
of war and to postwar reconstruction of the
Democratic Republic of Vietnam and
throughout Indochina . . . this will ensure
stable peace in Vietnam and contribute to
the preservation of lasting peace in Indo-
china and Southeast Asia.”

The United States might argue that the
Paris Agreement was too visionary, that its
goals were elusive from the start, that its
language was falsely optimistic as a de-
scription of U.S. expectations. It is clear
from Ambassador Martin's cable that the
United States does not anticipate “an era
of reconciliation.” But certainly as long as
the document exists, a correspondent cannot
be blamed for wusing it as a benchmark
agalnst which to measure the behavior of the

-signatories.

Since the cease-fire, the course of the war
has been set less by the use of infantrymen
on ground sweeps than by the use of rela-
tively long-range weapons, At dusk, fre-
bases routinely begin shelling communist
areas, whether or not an attack has heen
launched. Communists send rockets or artil-
lery into Government areas. Government
planes fly scores of bombing missions a day.
Lately the Government has been on a series
of “mini-offensives” that attempt to clear
areas of Communist troops, and these of-
fensives depend entirely on heavy bombing
and artillery attacks, followed by sweeps of
troops. This kind of war could not be car- .
ried on without enormous supplies of ammu-
nitlon and highly-skilled techniclans to
maintain the' machines. For this, the United
States support: i3 essential, The Pentagon re-
leased flgures recently that show that under
the one-for-one replacement in the first year
after the cease-fire, the United States pro-
vided 54,291 five-hundred-pound bombs, for
example, and 25,172 two-hundred-fifty-pound
bombs. That is a lot of bombing. There were
also 5,810 napalm bombs, 111,786 aerial
rockets, 26,792,100 rounds of 7.62 mm ma-
chine-gun ammunition, 689,464 rounds of
20mm ammunition, and 180,412 tons of
ground ammuniiton, which includes artil-
lery shells and small arms. This gives some
idea of the extent of the fighting, especially
if, as Mr. Martin asserts, the expenditure has
exceeded the one-for-one replacement cap-
ability of the United States.

| POLITICAL RECONCILIATION

Again, Ambassador Martin could have
had his analysis of the political situation in
South Vietnam made part of my article had
he chosen to do s0. In the absence of his
views, I relied on those of other diplomats in
Saigon who have watched events closely;
many of their versions differs from Mr.
Martin’s. Again, too, the Ambassador’s argu-

~ment is more with the provisions of the Paris

Agreement than with me. It is the Paris
Agreement that provides for all the freedoms
necessary to genuinely democratic elections.
If the Communists are using the tactic, as
Mr. Martin puts it, “to insist on the items
enumerated by Shipler—particularly access
to the press,” then they are merely  invok-~
ing the Paris Agreement. If the Ambassador
disagrees with the provisions of the Paris
Agreement then he should say so. Chapter
IV, Article 11 reads as follows:

“Immediately after the cease-fire, the two
South Vietnamese parties will:

Achieve national reconciliation and con-
cord, end hatred and enmity, prohibit all.acts
of reprisal and discrimination against indi-
viduals or organizations that have collab-
orated with one side of the other;

Ensure the democratic liberties of tlie
people: personal freedom, freedom of speech,
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freedom of the press, freedois of meeting,
freedom of arganization, freedom of political
activities, Treedom of betief, freedore of
movement, freedom of residence, fresdom of
work, right to property ownership and right
to free enterprime.”

The evenis in the political sphrre since
the cease-fire sre precisely as X described
them in my story. Mr. Thieu has offered elge-
tions, but without the freedora 1o meet, or-
genize, have views disseminated In the press,
etc. II Ambassador Martin is correct that the
Communists would get only 10 peroent of
the vote, why is Mr. Thieu hesitating to al-
low them to campaign in am election? It is
as if the Republicans told the Damocrats
that they could run, but that no newspaper
or radio or television station could report
their views or even carry the name: of thelr
candidates, that no candidate could pass ont
leafiets, buy sadvertlsing or bold rallls
without being arrested or subjecting his Yol
lowers to arrest, that nobody in Democratic
strongholds could vote and that thr Repuh-
licans would supervise the polllng places,
count the ballots and announce the resulls.
At the present time, Communists and sus-
pected Communists are still being arrestad
and imprisoned in South Vielnam-—anyooe
can walk into the Milltary Pleld Court in
Saigon and watch thelr trials Meeotings of
opposition Deputies are roudinely broken up
by the police. The Vietoong are b0 more Hoi-
erant of dissent, and one might argue that
truly free elections just cannot happen o
this country. But it is just wrong to say that
the Government is procesding in scoord with
the Paris Agreement, snd I doubt thai A,
Martin really believes that.

MISCELLANEOUS POINTS OF DIBACKEZEMENT

These are brief responses to the ndditional
points of Mr. Martin's following paragrapls:

Para. 13—Within 10 days after writing ihis
cable, Mr. Martin apparently changed his
mind about the Importance of Russian aad
Chinese resupply limits. In an on-ihe-record
interview with Phillp A, McCombs of The
Washington Post, he sald that the Boviet
Union and China “are not resuppiying with
massive weapons of war a8 they havs con-
tinuously over the past yeers’ Iis oihwer
point about less ammuniion nceded dor
fixed targets 18 well taken, and would have
been mentloned in the story if he had al-
lowed me (o Interview him or his suhbordi-
nates.

Para. 15—The main point of including con-
tractors’ political observathons was mot 1o
report on Vietnamese aitftades, bt on the
views of the Americans, abd ¢o give the
reader some Insight into the rel.tionships
that exist among the Americans and the
Vietnamess whom they are supposed to be
teaching and helping. That must h:ave been
clear to most Intelligent readers.

Para, 17--The fact that DAO haid piauzed
to dismantle iteelf ceme from Mrs. Ann
Bottorfl, public affairs spokeswoman for DAO.
Mr., Martin’s figure of 1,015 DAO employes
confilicts with the figure provided by John
¥. Hogan, Jr., the Ambassador's Press At-
taché. He gave me a Xeroxed, typed sheet of
paper listing the number of Americans in
each department. The figurs for DAO war
1,147, which we rounded off to 1,150. Hix
paper also listed 4,000 contract enpiores as
of July 1, 1973. 1 wrote origlnally that the
current figure of 2,800 was “down rom 4,900
last July.” This was changed on the copy
desk to “down 2,200 since July.” Obviously
the figure should have begen 1,200—the «{if-
ference between 2,800 and 4,000. Apparently
there was a subtraction orror or & 1ypo-
sraphical error on the desk. In any cane. Biv
Hogan's figures stil contradict Mr. Marila’s

Para. 24—Torture by police and arrest !
political dissldenis have Been documentec
frequently in the past, and will bs so sgatr
in the near future. Two noh-combpwunist dis-

sidents in partien!nr have boen writton about
by the press recantly— Tran Ngoc Cheu and
Huynh Tan Mam.

Para. 25— After 1 teiophoned Exrnie Bush,
director of Conmputer Scienoe Coeporstion,
to ask Tor an Luerview {(which be ssid he
was »illuy 1o give) he informed me that bo
had becn told by John W. Eolmes, United
Stater Ageucy for Intermational Develop-
men: ~Meiel in charge of the Inforomtion
System Center, that he {Bush) could not
speax with me until he obtalned approval
from Tohn ¥. Hogan. I spoke with Mr, Holmes
on the phone, and he confizmed that his
superior, whom he did not name, had ordered
Mr., Bush’' to deny me an interview unless
approved by Mr, Hogan. 1 spoke to dir. Hogan,
and }r, Holmes sald be would also spesk o
Mr. Hogan, but Mr. Hogan never gave his
permizsion. Apparently the Ambassador was
never iuformed of this, for he denies in his
cable tnat the Embassy ordered any contrac-
tor ti: refuse to see me. The Lear-Slegler in-
cideni took place in Danang, whete Tirgll
L. Nowdin, Lear-Siegier's mansger on Danang
alrbase, told me regretfully uhat his com-
pany had been ordered by DAO not to give
the priws any information, arnd that such a
stipuistlion wis even written into the com-
pany's coniract with the Defense Depart-
ment.

Prra 27 Mr. Martin's lengthy recitation
of the Government position khere does noth-
ing io charge the fact that neither side has
been: wiliing to 1ot the ICCS function, either
in Inspections or in aunditing incomping war
mate:ie!

Purn. 28- Ambassador Dubrow wad answer-
ing my specific question about whether Mr.
Mart.ni or Cenersl Murray had indicated that

they were pressing Salgon o obierve the

cepse-1ira. His answer is reported in fufi, and

I don't think it confiicts wita Mr, Martin’'s;

VOrslkol: of s answer.
Davir K. Surruex.

Baicow, Aarchk 22, 1974,

NEV AMTRAK SERVICE: A TRIBUTE
TOAWSENATOR TAFT

Mr. HUGH BCOTT. Mr, President, I
wouid like to taly this opportanity to ex-
press my sincere Pgatitude to my distin-
guished colleague Jpd friend, Senato
Romert Tart, for th@eadership he prg
vided in the effort W initiate Amt
rafl passenger serviceWgetween Bosjpn
and Chicago via Erie, Pajjand Clevejgnd
and Toledo, Ohlo.

The proposal for this traitiwas Sgealo
Tarrs, and since last Octo b has

worked hard to demonsiraleYe eco-
noeric and technical feasibilitiof the
water level route. I am pleasgy SAY
thet Iie had the support of mitell Qen-
ator RiCHARD SCHWEIKZR, olhgr memigs
of the Pennsylvania congregiional dedd
gation and the Pennsylvan iy Departmen
of ‘Transportation.

snator TArT was in forefront of
this movement from thef beginning. He

called and chaired the gfeeting on March
20 of this year, wherefihe supporters of
this service, mysell Y ed, presented
our views to the Segfelayy of Transpor-

tation, Claude 8/ Brinegar. Senator
Tarr alto cid efftensive ressarch to
prove that thgf necessery passenger

equipment was gveitable to run the traln.

The June ¥ announcement that the
U.5. Departgfent of Transportation had
designated Boston-to-Chicago as the ex-
perimentgfl Amtrak route for this year
wes i well deserved triumph for Senator
Tarr. afid for all of those Members of
Corgress who worked with him for ti!is
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destgnathkn. We owe him our sincere
thanks for his leadership.

ADDRES:; BY SENATOR JOBN SHR -
MAN COOPER AT COMMEN]
MENT EXERCISES, GEORGETPW?
UNIVEBITY LAW CENTER

Mr, AL LEN. Mr. President, onjifol the
ablest anl most distinguished Jenators
ever {0 serve in the U.S. Senajl was the
Honorabl: John Sherman boper of
Kentucky, who retired fromgihe Senate
in January 1973, greatly g@mired and
revered v his colleaguesghnd by the

people of his State and Ngilon whom he
had served so well.

‘The Sexate has missed@enator Cooper,
hix tower ing intellect, i nohle charac-
ter, his lcfty ideals, anghis wise counsel.

Recent y, Senator Qoper was honored
by QGeorpetown Unigersity which con-
tferred o him its fonorary doctor of
laws degree. On § occasion Senator
Cooper d:livered tfle commencement ad-
dress on i subjecffthat is most timely in

the light of tremendous problems
facing the Congfess and the Nation.
Since Eena Cooper cannot now give
us the benefiff of his views in a speech
delivered Inghis forum, the next best
thing wo be to have & speech by him
printed I e Recorp where all Senators

may see
be read H

pnd read it, £ 1d where it can
historians, political scientists,
aml otfer interested citizens. I ask,
therefgit, unanimous consent that Sen-
ator Ciinrer’s speech together with a copy
of ty¥ lionorary degree conferred on
Sengor Cooper by Georgetown Univer—
sityflaw Zenter be printed in the Recors,
here being no objectiown. the material
wgh ordered to be printed in the Recors,
affioilows:
= Hororasre JoEN SHERMAN COOPER
I(E PRESIJENT AND DIRECTORS OF GEORGETOWN
COLLEGF., TO ALL WHO SHALL VIEW TYHIS
BOCUME NT: GREETINGS AND PEACE IN THX
LORD
We hot or & man today whose career has
shown th it the opportunity for public serv-
ice is & privilege to be cherished, not s choee
t5 be ave ded. A skilled lawyer, he has served
in all bra 1ches of our government as & mem-
ber of the -legislature and judge in his nstive
Commom vealth, as & member of our armed
forees in the fight against Nazl sggressiom,
as an Aribassador a8 well as a trusted ad-
visor to hoth parties in the fleld of foreign
nifalrs ar d finally as a senior and respected
reember < the Senate of the United States.
Al} of the se duties he carried out with cour-
age and with 8 dignity thet has been en-
wanced, 2ot diminished, by a8 good sense
¢ humo: and a deep semse of personal hw-
ty . .
st §aportantly he has carried out these
dutd with a deep-grained sense of per-
sobad Wt egrity which has been a source of

inepira¥ien to all who have worked with
hun. Hiffite has made it clear that he is
“ons whe above dolng a mean, cowardly
or dishonies tion, whatever might be the
tanptati »n; dige who forms his own standard
of right and not swerve from i{; one

who regands the Yginions of the world much
bat his cwn sel! Tjpect more.”

We ar: now liviffi in 8 time when the
ntmosphre is such tifg many young people
ure shuk ning public ce, If the republic
is 4o survive, this must Bot continue to be
iiae case, Georgetown University honors itsetl
by hono-ing one who has shown that this
need not be the case. one who has spent most
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