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FINANCIAL NEEDS OF THE U.S. 
POSTAL SERVICE 

HON. EDWARD J. DERWINSKI 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 
e Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr. Speaker, in 
sharp contrast with the irrational and 
illogical action of the Postal Rate 
Commission, the Board of Governors 
of the U.S. Postal Service has respond
ed logically and responsibly in evaluat
ing the financial needs of the Postal 
Service. That is why the Board, for 
the second time in recent months, has 
requested the Commission to reconsid
er an earlier decision which deprived 
the Postal Service of about $1 billion 
in needed revenue. 

If the Commission had acted in a re
sponsible manner and provided an ade
quate rate structure, postal rates 
would have been stabilized for the 
next 21/2 to 3¥2 years. The Postal Serv
ice has suffered an operating loss of 
more than $20 million during the first 
quarter of the test year under current 
postal rates, and is estimating a total 
loss of more than $600 million for the 
full test year. The problem has been 
compounded by reductions in its subsi
dies as a result of the budgetary recon
ciliation procedure. 

For the benefit of Members who are 
interested in assessing the financial 
needs of the Postal Service, I am en
closing the first part of the decision of 
the Board of Governors requesting the 
Postal Rate Commission to reconsider 
its earlier action. The decision follows: 
DECISION OF THE GOVERNORS OF THE U.S. 

POSTAL SERVICE ON THE POSTAL RATE COM
MISSION'S JUNE 4, 1981, RECOMMENDED DE
CISION UPON RECONSIDERATION 

<Commission Docket No. R80-1) 
On March 10, 1981, the Governors of the 

United States Postal Service, under protest, 
allowed the Postal Rate Commission's Feb
ruary 19 Recommended Decision on postal 
rates and fee changes to take effect, with 
certain exceptions that are explained in the 
"Decision of the Governors" of that date. 
We noted that our unanimous decision was 
based on the Postal Service's urgent need 
for revenues, and on our duty to assure the 
fiscal integrity and stability of the Postal 
Service. 

On June 4, the Commission transmitted 
its Recommended Decision upon Reconsid
eration, reiterating the same recommenda
tions <with the sole exception of a slight 
change in the rate for a 35 lb. nonmachina
ble parcel shipped by parcel post of Zone 8). 

We must reject the Commission's Recom
mended Decision upon Reconsideration be
cause the rates proposed provide patently 
insufficient revenues for the Postal Service. 
Approval would be inconsistent with our 
legal responsiblities under the Act. The 

Postal Service will resubmit its request to 
the Commission. 

The financial needs of the Postal Service 
have become even more pressing during the 
period of the Commission's reconsideration. 
The Postal Service's most recent financial 
assessment shows that it will suffer an oper
ating loss of more than $600 million in the 
test year under the Commission's recom
mended rates. 

Accordingly, we reject the Commission's 
recommended rates and direct the Postal 
Service to resubmit its request to the Com
mission. 

STATEMENT OF EXPLANATION AND 
JUSTIFICATION 

In our March 10 Decision, we explained at 
some length our reasons for protesting the 
Commission's recommendations. These rea
sons still hold. The Commission's un
changed recommendations upon reconsider
ation remain unacceptable. 

Because we allowed most of the recom
mended rates to take effect last March, 
albeit under protest, the rates that then 
became effective can continue in effect as 
the statutory process of developing accepta
ble rates proceeds. But the protested rates 
were inadequate to the needs of the nation's 
postal system last March, and the passage 
of time underscores that inadequacy. Reme
dial action is urgently and expeditiously 
needed. 

· The Postal Reorganization Act <at 39 
U.S.C. § 3621) requires us to establish rea
sonable and equitable rates of postage; it 
states imperatively that postal rates and 
fees shall be sufficient to enable the Postal 
Service under honest, efficient, and econom
ical management to maintain and continue 
the development of postal services of the 
kind and quality adapted to the needs of the 
United States; it mandates that postal rates 
and fees be sufficient so that total estimat
ed income and appropriations will equal as 
nearly as practicable total estimated costs of 
the Postal Service. 

The rates recommended by the Commis
sion are not sufficient to enable the Postal 
Service to maintain and develop the kind 
and quality of postal services that the Con
gress intended. They are not sufficient to 
allow the Postal Service to "break even" in 
the test year. 

We must reiterate that a refusal to recom
mend higher rates creates the illusion of a 
benefit to mailers, but in reality only in
creases mailers' costs in the long run. Not 
only will new, larger rate increases be neces
sary sooner, but revenue-producing volume 
will be threatened by uncertain, inconstant 
rates. 

The fact is that the Postal Service showed 
unusual economic strength during the three 
years that followed the May, 1978, rate in
creases. Mail volume, perhaps the single 
best test of how useful the Postal Service is 
to the nation, grew at an unprecedented 
rate. In large measure, these results stem 
from the high degree of rate stability that 
the Postal Service has maintained despite 
an inflationary economy. This stability, 
which serves the interests of both the mail
ing public and the Postal Service, cannot 
continue with the inadequate rates that the 
Commission again has recommended. 

CURRENT FORECAST 
In keeping with the Act, we assess the 

adequacy of the Commission's recommend
ed rates in the light of the record in this 
case. Our March 10 Decision explained that 
the Commission's cuts of nearly $1 billion in 
the Postal Service's revenue requirement 
were not justified. The Commission's fur
ther explanations of these cuts in its June 4 
opinion are not persuasive, as we explain 
below. 

The Commission's recommendations are 
also thrown into question by Commissioner 
Duffy's dissent, which points out that the 
Commission's cuts in the revenue require
ment apparently stem from: 

"A pre-exisiting, intuitive determination 
that the highly visible first-class stamp 
should be set at 18 cents. All projections, 
calculations and conclusions of the staff 
were then directed to justify this level. The 
resultant $1 billion cut in revenue necessi
tated by this lower rate was not calculated, 
nor can it be expected to meet the actual 
revenue requirement of the Postal Service 
as established on the record of this proceed
ing." 

We have also considered the adequacy of 
the recommended rates in the light of 
recent developments and current projec
tions. No one would be more gratified than 
we would be if further rate increases were 
unnecessary. But the plain truth is that the 
most recent information still points to the 
same conclusion: the Commission's recom
mended rates will not yield sufficient reve
nues to meet the statutory "break even" re
quirement for even the test year; they are 
not sufficient to enable the Postal Service 
to maintain and develop postal services 
adapted to the needs of the nation; we 
cannot accept them without violating our 
statutory obligations. 

The Postal Service incurred sizable oper
ating losses during fiscal year 1980 and the 
first half of fiscal year 1981. The Commis
sion seems to conclude that, because the 
losses were less than originally projected, 
the Postal Service is in a healthy financial 
position and that this justifies the proposed 
reduction in the revenue requirement for 
the test year. The facts do not support this 
conclusion. 

The Postal Service has suffered an operat
ing loss in excess of $20 million during the 
first quarter of the test year at current 
rates and is now projecting a loss in excess 
of $600 million for the full test year. This 
estimate does not take into account any pro
vision for prior year loss recovery or contin
gencies. These losses confirm the reason
ableness of the revenue requirement and 
rate levels specified in the Postal Service's 
original request to the Commission, which it 
now resubmits. 

We point out the most recent operating 
results and test year forecasts so that the 
Commission may take them into account as 
it did the preliminary financial data report
ed during its reconsideration preceding its 
June 4 recommendation. The loss for the 
first quarter of the test year is reflected in 
the Postal Service's "Summary Financial 
and Operating Statements" the Accounting 
Periods 7, 8 and 9, copies of which are rou
tinely furnished to the Commission. The 

e This "bullet" symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by the Member on the floor. 
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projected loss for the full test year takes 
into account updated inflation estimates 
and recent legislative action reducing Con
gressional appropriations to the Postal Serv
ice. 

The Commission may wish to refer to this 
most recent financial data, in the same 
manner as it did in its June 4 reconsider
ation. In this connection and for this pur
pose, the Postal Service will supply any 
available underlying data that the Commis
sion may find necessary to a fuller under
standing of these projections. 

REVENUE REQUIREMENT 

The Commission has cut five elements of 
the revenue requirement <the income the 
Postal Service estimates it will need in the 
test year to cover its costs, less appropria
tions). Together these cuts total more than 
$1 billion. Each of these five elements, as 
originally set forth, represents a legitimate 
cost that belongs in the revenue require
ment. 

1. Prior Years' Losses. The Commission 
cut $449 million because the Postal Service 
delayed its rate filing and defrayed operat
ing expenses with funds which might other
wise have been used to rebuild equity and 
diminish the accumulation of prior years' 
losses. The deferral of the rate filing reflect
ed the Board of Governors' management 
judgment on the importance of rate stabili
ty and the timing of rate increases so as best 
to sustain mail volume growth and the eco
nomic health of the nation's postal system. 
The deferral could have been made possible 
by borrowing rather than by expending the 
funds in question, in which case the financ
ing costs would unquestionably have been 
includible in the revenue requirement-but 
at greater cost to the ratepayers. 

The Commission now asserts that if the 
Postal Service seeks funds for the recovery 
of prior years' losses, it must make "finan
cial management decisions" accordingly, or 
else the Commission will not allow for re
covery as part of the revenue requirement. 
This finding cannot be squared with the 
1979 decision of the Court in NAGCP Ill, in 
which inclusion of prior years' losses in the 
revenue requirement was explicitly affirmed 
in an opinion that should have put the 
matter to rest once and for all: "The various 
economic stratagems [for recovering prior 
years' losses through rates] and their ef
fects are matters entrusted to the wise dis
cretion and expertise of the Postal Service." 

2. Provisions for Contingencies. The Com
mission cut nearly $270 million from the 
"reasonable provision for contingencies" 
that must be included in the revenue re
quirement under section 3621. The Postal 
Service suggested a contingency provision 
that amounts to three percent of estimated 
test year costs. In the previous two rate 
cases, the Commission approved contingen
cy provisions of four percent. The Commis
sion represents its contingency provision in 
this case as 2.5 percent by incorrectly in
cluding a $144.1 million increase in known 
and definite COLA costs. In fact, the Com
mission has reduced the contingency provi
sion to 1.8 percent. The Commission now as
serts that this $144.1 million difference " is 
not particularly relevant to the level of the 
revenue requirement." 

There is no reasonable explanation of why 
1.8 percent should replace the Postal Serv
ice's provision for contingencies. The state 
of the national economy at the time this 
case was first filed with the Commission, at 
the time the record closed, and still today, is 
so uncertain that no reasonably prudent 
manager can suppose that 1.8 percent is an 
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adequate level. The record of postal rate 
cases under the Act is dominated by under
estimates of postal costs and undue opti
mism about inflation. Although this record 
turned sharply for the better in 1978 ·(fore
shadowing the Postal Services' achievement 
of a moderate surplus in fiscal year 1979>, it 
is improper to project a reliable trend line 
solely on the basis of the last link in a chain 
of experiences, ignoring all earlier links. Yet 
this is what the Commission has done in cal
culating the "variance analysis" on which it 
bases its recommended contingency provi
sion. 

When this case was filed in the spring of 
1980 the Postal Service submitted a conserv
ative estimate if its revenue needs for the 
test year. The inflation factors used for 
forecasting expenses approximated 10.5 per
cent for 1980, 8.5 percent for 1981, and 8.5 
percent for 1982. It is now clear that these 
factors led to substantial understatements 
of expenses. Moreover, the Postal Service 
proposed an enlargement of the prior-year
loss amortization period from seven to nine 
years, an increase in the discount factor ap
plied to accruals for workers' compensation 
costs from 6.5 percent to 7 .5 percent, and a 3 
percent contingency provision rather than 
the 4 percent approved in previous cases. 
These proposals held down the estimated 
revenue requirement by $128 million, $173 
million and $220 million, respectively. 

In short, neither the general record of 
Postal Service forecasts of its revenue needs 
nor the specific filing in this case displays 
any kind of "let's play it safe and estimate 
on the high side" forecasting. To force fit 
the contingency provision to a preconceived 
notion of a desired end result is not consist
ent with reasoned decisionmaking. It is hard 
to find any other explanation of the Com
mission's action. 

3. Discount Rate. The Commission re
moved $327 million from the revenue re
quirement by increasing the rate used to 
discount the future stream of workers' com
pensation payments. The Postal Service had 
proposed an increase in the discount rate 
used in prior cases from 6.5 percent to 7.5 
percent. The Commission increased it to 
10.0 percent, even though there was no sup
port in the record for such a rate. The Com
mission now says that it would be "unrealis
tic" not to rely solely on interest rates since 
October of 1979, and that the discount 
factor represents the expected level of 
return over a period beyond the test year. 
The Commission thus assumes for this pur
pose both that the present high yields of 
long-term government securities, in which 
the Postal Service invests, will continue over 
the long term beyond the test year, and 
that the inflation which has produced those 
high yields will continue for an equally long 
period. However, the future portion of the 
workers' compensation liability is not ad
justed to reflect future inflation. Therefore, 
the Commission's higher discount rate 
would be appropriate only if the future 
stream of workers' compensation liability 
were also adjusted by the same inflation es
timate, and, at a minimum, the result would 
be no diminution in the revenue require
ment. 

4. COLA Roll-In. The Commission also re
moved $123 million from the revenue re
quirement by refusing to recognize the full 
amount of the Postal Service's test-year ob
ligation to the Civil Service Retirement 
Fund. This obligation is based on sound ac
counting treatment of the roll-in of cost-of
living adjustments to base salaries. The 
Commission's reduction is contrary to its 
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action in the last case, Docket No. R77-1. In 
that case, the Commission accepted the 
entire amount of the COLA roll-in. The test 
year was a hybrid year, just as it is now. 
The Commission's action in striking the 
$123 million in this case is inconsistent with 
other accounting practices it has followed in 
this case and with the COLA roll-in practice 
it followed in the last case. 

5. Productivity. The Commission has not 
squarely addressed the comments of the 
Governors regarding productivity measure
ment. The Commission has not presented 
any explanation for its failure to provide a 
witness to be questioned on the inputs, as
sumptions, and methodologies of its new 
measurement techniques, but simply notes 
that it allowed parties to file comments in 
reply to its post-record Notice of Inquiry. 

This procedure, however, does not fulfill 
the requirements of section 556 of the Ad
ministrative Procedure Act, which applies to 
rate proceedings before the Commission. 
That section requires that parties (including 
the Postal Service> must be allowed to con
duct necessary cross-examination. The Com
mission's failure to provide a witness for 
such cross-examination, despite specific re
quests for one, means that its deduction of 
$143 million was made without adequate 
record support.e 

TRIBUTE TO HARRY L. MILLER 

HON. NORMAND. SHUMWAY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 

e Mr. SHUMWAY. Mr. Speaker, at 
this time I ask that my colleagues join 
with me in recognizing the contribu
tions of Mr. Harry L. Miller, and in ex
tending congratulations and best 
wishes to him as he prepares to retire 
as assistant State 4-H youth program 
director. Harry Miller has given 40 
years of service to 4-H, and through
out that period of time he has made 
valuable contributions which have 
helped to mold the character and 
scope of the 4-H program. 

Harry Miller was the first full-time 
youth services adviser for the Univer
sity of Calif ornaia Extension Service, 
a position to which he was appointed 
in 1941. For 1 7 years, he served as the 
San Joaquin County 4-H adviser based 
in Stockton, which I am pleased to call 
my hometown. Following that tenure, 
he moved to the University of Califor
nia, Berkeley, where he served as 4-H 
specialist for 2 years. In 1960, he as
sumed the position of 4-H specialist 
and assistant State 4-H youth leader 
at University of California, Davis. In 
that capacity, he has assumed respon
sibility for the training and develop
ment of some 22,000 adult volunteer 
leaders, as well as development of pro
grams for California's central counties 
and the 4-H plant science program. He 
has been extensively involved with 4-
H professional organizations including 
the State 4-H Youth Association; the 
National 4-H Agents Association, and 
the State 4-H Policies and Procedures 
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Committee, of which he was chairman 
in 1979. Additionally, he chaired the 
State 4-H leadership conferences for 
17 years. 

During his four decades of service, 
Harry Miller has touched the lives of 
more than 40,000 members, adult lead
ers, and staff members in the 4-H pro
gram. His contributions have been in
valuable, and his outstanding leader
ship was recognized last year when he 
was awarded the National 4-H Distin
guished Service Award. 

Harry's contributions have not been 
limited to 4-H, extensive though those 
contributions have been. He has re
mained extremely active and involved 
in civic, church, and community af
fairs, and his roster of memberships 
and achievements are impressive. 
From 1968-72, he served as a member 
of the Davis City Council. He has also 
served as a member of the Yolo 
County Water Resources Board, the 
Yolo County Historical Society, the 
Davis City Water Development Com
mittee, and is currently serving as a 
member of the board of directors of 
the Yolo County Taxpayers Associa
tion. 

To Harry Miller, his wife, Fern, and 
his three children, I extend every best 
wish for rewarding and peaceful re
tirement years. I know my colleagues 
will be pleased to join with me in hon
oring this outstanding example of 
American citizenship and community 
spirit.e 

IT HAS HAPPENED HERE 

HON. ROBERT H. MICHEL 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 

•Mr. MICHEL. Mr. Speaker, during 
the Carter administration I found 
myself learning about the activities of 
leftist social activists groups who were 
being funded by ACTION, the Gov
ernment antipoverty agency then 
under the control of Sam Brown. A 
recent article in the Wall Street Jour
nal demonstrates that the leftist social 
activist movement is alive and well in 
California. It is clear that these radi
cals, having ultimately lost their 
battle in the streets in the late 1960's 
and early 1970's and at the polls in 
1980, are now seeking to become re
spectable. They seek to exploit com
munity problems in order to gain their 
own ideological ends. 

I think it would be in the national 
interest for the media to keep an eye 
on the community grassroots con
quests of leftist social activists. They 
are now, as ever, a threat to democrat
ic values and, as is the case in so many 
instances of ideological activism, they 
are not above exploiting the democrat
ic process to reach goals that are es
sentially against democratic values. In 
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this particular case it would seem the 
people of Santa Monica, Calif., have 
unwittingly supported a left-radical 
takeover. 

At this point I include in the RECORD 
"Santa Monica's Suburban Radicals" 
by James Ring Adams, from the Wall 
Street Journal, July 1, 1981: 

SANTA MONICA'S SUBURBAN RADICALS 
<By James Ring Adams> 

SANTA MONICA, CALIF.-Radicals have a 
new Mecca-it's here in Santa Monica, a 
well-off beachfront suburb of Los Angeles. 
In a smashing election victory in mid-April, 
control of the city government passed deci
sively to a coalition of local "economic 
democrats" that includes some of the best
known national leaders of the intellectual 
"New Left." 

Their victory comes as the radical spirit 
ebbs from its famous outposts of the '70s. 
<Almost simultaneously, college-town Berke
ley turned its radical city council out of 
office.) And more impressively. their sup
port comes not from students or polarized 
minorities, but from the aged, from single 
professionals and from young families. The 
secret of the radical breakthrough now 
troubling landlord groups across the coun
try is the relentless exploitation of rent con
trol. 

Santa Monica has 88,000 people in its 
compact 8.3 square miles. and some 80% of 
them are renters. Some of the renters are 
elderly pensioners < 40% of the renters are 
elderly, say the radicals; 15%. say the land
lords). Many more renters are young profes
sionals, who jog in swarms, morning and 
evening, in the parks overlooking the ocean. 
According to the U.S. Treasury Revenue 
Sharing Office, the city's per capita income 
is 29% higher than that of Los Angeles 
County. 

Although local radicals worry about its 
"untrammeled development," the city 
gained only 25 persons between the 1970 
and 1980 Census. Its housing stock grew by 
10%. however. As elsewhere, large families 
were giving way to singles and young mar
rieds, and high-rise condominiums were 
springing up to house them. With freeway 
access to downtown Los Angeles, smog-free 
Santa Monica would be a prime site for real 
estate development, except for the people 
who already live there. 

The city's beachfront neighborhood of 
Ocean Park had become an enclave of 
home-owning activists and film industry 
professionals, including Tom Hayden, 1963 
founder of the Students for a Democratic 
Society, and his wife, Jane Fonda. Santa 
Monica was the state-wide headquarters for 
Mr. Hayden's 1976 run for the Democratic 
nomination for Senator, in which he re
ceived an impressive 37 percent of the vote 
against incumbent John Tunney. It's here 
that he subsequently founded his Campaign 
for Economic Democracy. The local CED is 
an important part of the triumphant radical 
coalition, which ran as Santa Monicans for 
Renters' Rights; other veterans of Mr. Hay
den's 1976 Senate campaign are now promi
nent in city politics. 

The most prominent is Ruth Yannatta 
Goldway, 35, who dropped her English liter
ature graduate studies in 1973 to help orga
nize the nationwide meat boycott and has 
wound up as Santa Monica's mayor. Her 
husband is radical theorist Derek Shearer, 
33, son of Parade magazine literary editor 
Lloyd Shearer. 

The Hayden-Fondas and the Goldway
Shearers are apostles of "economic democ-
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racy," a vaguely defined anti-capitalist. 
local-action platform which depicts big busi
ness as the source of most evil and grass
roots self-determination, whether in neigh
borhoods or factories, as the solution. 

But Mr. Shearer and Ms. Goldway are 
much more concerned with local govern
ment, which Mr. Shearer sees as the base 
for any successful national radical move
ment. As the leaders of the Santa Monica 
coalition, they don't hide their exasperation 
at life in the shadow of Hayden-Fonda. 

As Mr. Hayden removed himself from the 
campaign, the Santa Monicans for Renters' 
Rights this year took all four open city 
council seats, the open seat on the elected 
rent control board and even the two contest
ed seats on the United Santa Monica-Malibu 
Board of Education. The five-to-two radical 
majority on the city council promptly elect
ed incumbent Councilwoman Goldway as 
mayor and appointed Mr. Shearer as city 
planning director. 

One secret of the radicals' success may be 
that they do not look very threatening to 
the young professional or low-income elder
ly renter. The Renter's Rights slate includ
ed a working mother of four and a Method
ist minister. Mr. Shearer seasons his left 
rhetoric with a dash of Yale College, class 
of 1968. Even the high disapproval rating of 
Tom Hayden and Jane Fonda has softened 
as residents see them at daily life in their 
unpretentious two-story house near the 
beach, taking their seven-year-old son Troy 
to the local public school in their Volks
wagen Rabbit, like any suburban couple. 

Yet local landlords find the radicals very 
threatening indeed. To those who bear its 
economic burden, Santa Monica's form of 
rent control looks like a means of buying 
vote.:> by a forced redistibution of wealth. 

Although the radicals now thoroughly ex
ploit what Mayor Goldway brags is the 
strictest rent control ordinance in the coun
try, they stumbled on the issue more or less 
by accident. 

"Rent control was never our base," says 
Mayor Goldway. The first referendum on 
rent control lost heavily in June 1978. Yet 
the Proposition 13 property tax cuts that 
passed that same day ironically revived rent 
control agitation across the state. 

Very little of the property owners' tax 
savings showed up in lower rents, which 
were under upward pressure from other in
flationary costs and a booming rental 
market. The Renters' Rights coalition put 
the charter amendment back on the ballot 
in April 1979. Santa Monica voters gave it a 
54% margin. They also sent Ms. Goldway to 
the city council. 

The charter amendment established a 
rent control board to be elected by city 
voters, the only place in the country where 
a voting majority with a financial stake in 
the outcome of these quasi-judicial decisions 
elect the persons who make them. In the 
first rent control board election, the Rent
ers' Rights group took all the seats. Both 
Mayor Goldway and her enemies agree that 
the board became a most useful tool for or
ganizing tenants. 

In apartment house by apartment house, 
committees that organized to petition for 
lower rents had their efforts rewarded by 
favorable rent board decisions; and each 
committee became another unit in the 
Renters' Rights election network. Apart
ment owners reacted with fury; according to 
one account, they booed and hooted at early 
rent board meetings from the pledge of alle
giance through the reading of the minutes 
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and interrupted tenant speakers with cat
calls. 

The details of the law go far beyond regu
lating rents, economically damaging as that 
may be. According to Lowell Wedemeyer, an 
attorney who represents many local land
lords, the board not only forces landlords to 
operate at a cash loss, it makes evictions 
practically impossible and prohibits owners 
from removing vacant apartments from the 
rental market. 

On paper, says attorney Wedemeyer, the 
board determines rents by the rate of return 
on the original cash investment, no matter 
how long ago it was made. So there is no 
way rents can keep pace with inflation. Yet 
landlords with negative cash flow face 
criminal action if they neglect building 
maintenance. One part of the ordinance 
even makes it a misdemeanor, punishable by 
six months in jail or a fine, for a landlord to 
institute court proceedings to evict a tenant 
without first going through the rent board. 
Landlords can't withdraw units from the 
market or convert them to condominiums 
without rent board approval, which is slow 
in coming. 

Rent control advocates often argue that 
buildings aren't run for a cash profit, but 
for the tax shelter the rapid depreciation 
provides for high-income investors. But the 
Santa Monica law goes one step further, 
subtracting from every rent increase appli
cation the amount its hearing officers figure 
the owner saves in tax write-offs. The local 
law provides for figuring this amount as if 
the owner were in a 40 percent tax bracket, 
no matter what his actual income is. 

The Renters' Rights people seem to think 
this law hurts only well-heeled landlords, 
speculators and Saudi investors. Mayor 
Goldway argues that small landlords are 
protected by the exemption of three-unit, 
owner-occupied buildings. But landlord 
Stavisa M. Milosavljevic tells a far different 
story. 

A disabled mechnical engineer, Mr. Milo
savljevic owns one building of six units and 
says his rents fall far short of his annual 
taxes, bank payments and costs. The rent 
board, he says, has been totally capricious 
in setting his rents, giving a special break to 
one tenant who was a rent activist. The ma
jority of Santa Monica landlords, he says, 
are "mom-and-pop" operations in his situa
tion. 

TITO WIPED OUT BACK TAXES 

Mr. Milosavljevic is a Yugoslav immigrant 
who remembers when the communists ex
propriated an apartment building his father 
owned in Belgrade. At least Tito, he says, 
also wiped out the back taxes and mortgage. 

Mr. Milosavljevic has brought one of some 
150 landlord suits against the rent control 
charter or the rent board. Most have been 
successful in overturning specific rent board 
decisions, though at a cost to the landlords 
of some half million dollars in legal fees. 
Both sides are closely watching a major suit 
in which a lower court said parts of the law 
might be unconstitutional. The decision 
came a month before the election, and the 
Renters' Rights slate thinks their promise 
to defend the law strongly swelled their 
margin. Other observers think that the 
hope the law will be struck down has kept 
the Santa Monica housing market from col
lapsing. 

In the meantime, the housing industry 
fears that radicals now have a program that 
can win the support of any electorate com
prised mainly of renters. They've gone to 
state and federal levels to try to forestall it. 
But Mayor Goldway isn't worried by a cur-
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rent U.S. Senate drive to suspend federal 
housing aid to communities with rent con
trol. "The total help for 1980-81 in the city 
from the federal government is $77 million" 
she says. "We have a UCLA estimate that 
tenants saved in one year of rent control ap
proximately $54 million. There is no way 
that federal programs can have leverage on 
us." 

The Santa Monica experiment may wind 
up forcing the "mom-and-pop" owners to 
sell out to anyone with cash reserves to wait 
out the legal challenge. 

The ironic result would be that the poli
cies of "economic democracy" would bring 
about a futher concentration of Santa 
Monica property in the hands of speculators 
and large corporations. But one can argue 
that the experiment should be left alone, as 
long as local voters want it, if only to be an 
example to the rest of the country.e 

SALVADORAN TERRORIST GETS 
VISA 

HON. LARRY McDONALD 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 
e Mr. McDONALD. Mr. Speaker, 
American supporters of the Castroite 
terrorists in El Salvador have an
nounced that one of the top terrorist 
leaders will arrive in America tomor
row to commence organizing a cam
paign to focus political pressure 
against the policies of the U.S. Gov
ernment which support the Govern
ment of El Salvador against the revo
lutionary terrorists. 

I am deeply shocked that for the 
second time in 6 weeks, the State De
partment has issued visas to members 
of international terrorist organiza
tions. I am especially shocked that 
this has happened in the case of the 
El Salvadoran terrorist Farabundo 
Marti National Liberation Front 
<FMLN) and its political arm, the so
called Democratic Revolutionary 
Front <FDR). Under the leadership of 
Secretary of State Haig, one of the 
first actions of the State Department 
was to produce an official report with 
attached documentation on the sup
port being given to the terrorist 
FMLN /FDR by Nicaragua, Cuba, the 
Soviet Union, and other Communist 
regimes alined with the Soviet Union. 

President Reagan and Secretary of 
State Haig made it evident that Amer
ican policy was to draw a line at El 
Salvador against the Soviet bloc's use 
of revolutionary terrorism to capture 
Central America. Last month, Secre
tary of State Haig said that the ship
ment of arms from the Soviet bloc 
countries to the Salvadoran terrorists 
via Cuba and Nicaragua had escalated. 
The arms shipments to the FMLN I 
FDR were followed by renewed vio
lence in the last 4 weeks. 

Why then has one of the top func
tionaries of the FMLN /FDR, responsi
ble for its international liaison activi
ties, been given a U.S. visa? 
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The leader of the terrorist FMLN I 

FDR who is to arrive in New York to
morrow is Ruben Zamora, 38, the head 
of the FMLN /FDR Political Diplomat
ic Commission. Formerly, he was the 
leader of the ultraleft faction of the 
Christian Democratic Party and 
worked to subvert that party and un
dermine its leader, Jose Napoleon 
Duarte, President of the Salvadoran 
Government junta. In the first junta 
formed in October 1979, Zamora was a 
top aide to President Duarte. But 
within 2 months, he and other ex
treme leftists in the junta resigned to 
join openly with the Marxist terror
ists. 

The FMLN is the coalition of Marx
ist-Leninist revolutionary groups, in
cluding the Moscow-line Salvadoran 
Communist Party, created at Cuban 
and Soviet insistence in Havana early 
last year. This forced marriage to ter
rorist factions in turn runs a political 
front, the FDR, composed of all the 
armed terrorist groups, the Commu
nists, their subservient front groups 
and unions, and several tiny, political 
impotent non-Communist parties. 

Zamora, a political science professor, 
is useful to the FMLN terrorists and 
its strategists in Havana and Moscow 
because he heads one of those tiny po
litical sects, the Popular Social Chris
tian Movement <MPSC). Zamora pre
tends to be something other than a 
Communist terrorist. The fact remains 
that the FMLN /FDR itself admits it is 
one unified organization. It is a terror
ist organization which boasts of its 
murders of Salvadoran civilians it ac
cuses of having collaborated with the 
Government; commits kidnapings; 
kills civilian noncombatants in order 
to terrorize the people into submis
sion; and burns and destroys the 
homes, farms, and property of civil
ians. 

I am requesting the support of my 
colleagues in asking the State Depart
ment for an explanation of its grant
ing a visa to Ruben Zamora.e 

EL SALVADOR MASSACRES 
MUST END 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 

e Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, last 
week the Minister of Foreign Affairs 
of El Salvador met here in Washing
ton with several of us who are mem
bers of the Foreign Affairs Committee. 
Apparently, while we were exchanging 
views around the conference table, 
armed extremists of the junta perpe
trated yet another brutal massacre 36 
miles north of San Salvador along the 
banks of the Metayate River. 

Outrages such as these are simply 
intolerable. Fascist terrorism and in-
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discriminate killings cannot be con
doned. Economic and social reform, 
improved living conditions, and a gov
ernment that respects its people are 
the building blocks of a better tomor
row for El Salvador's long-suffering 
people. 

I call upon President Reagan to 
bring to bear the full weight of our 
considerable influence on Salvadoran 
authorities to put an end to indiscrimi
nate killings of civilian women and 
men. This country and this Congress 
will neither tolerate nor support such 
continuing outrages.e 

FEDERAL FAT: MORE ON THE 
DAVIS-BACON ACT 

HON. TOM HAGEDORN 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 

e Mr. HAGEDORN. Mr. Speaker, sup
port for repeal of the Davis-Bacon Act 
has been growing steadily stronger 
and more diverse, and the large 
number of articles and editorials on 
the subject that have appeared in 
recent months are indicative of this 
public concern. Once again, I would 
like to bring to the attention of my 
colleagues an editorial which calls for 
repeal of this costly and superfluous 
law. 

In a June 26 editorial, the Christian 
Science Monitor gets right at the 
heart of the issue as it now confronts 
us. "The closest possible scrutiny of 
each and every taxpayer dollar," 
which we are now conducting in an 
effort to curb spiraling budget outlays, 
should lead us to conclude that the ex
pensive and unjustifiable Davis-Bacon 
Act must be repealed. 

I believe that the facts clearly sup
port repeal and that the opposing po
sition is rationally indefensible. While 
the Davis-Bacon once served a useful 
purpose, construction workers are now 
among the highest paid in the Nation 
and are well protected by other Feder
al laws from the kinds of abuses the 
act was designed to prevent. Its impact 
now is in disrupting local wage struc
tures by requiring, in many cases, that 
the highest wage in the region, and 
not the truly prevailing wage, be paid 
to workers on Federal construction 
projects. This in turn inflates the Fed
eral construction budget by hundreds 
of millions of dollars every year. I sug
gest that this kind of waste should not 
be exempt from our efforts to con
strain Federal spending. 

Therefore, I commend the following 
article to my colleagues and urge you 
to join me in sponsoring legislation to 
repeal this harmful and unnecessary 
law. 

DAVIS-BACON Is OUT OF DATE 
The Reagan administration is committed 

to taking all appropriate legal steps to low-
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ering the US inflation rate. And Congress is 
at last moving to curb spiraling federal 
budget outlays. In other words, "econo
my"-the closest possible scrutiny of each 
and every taxpayer dollar-is the almost of
ficial byword in Washington these days. 

That being the case, the administration 
and Congress should either sharply revise
or better yet, repeal-the costly and no 
longer economically justifiable Davis-Bacon 
Act. Enacted tn the stark depression years 
of the Hoover administration, even before 
the New Deal, the statute requires that 
wages paid workers on federal construction 
projects should be based on "prevailing" 
local wages. The original intent of the legis
lation was to keep the massive purchasing 
power of the government from driving 
wages downward in whole regions or indus
tries by hiring cut-rate laborers at a time 
when construction work was hard to come 
by. At that time the legislation made good 
sense, since there was no minimum wage 
and no federal law recognizing the right 
either to bargain or to strike. 

The upshot of Davis-Bacon in the United 
States of the postwar period, however, has 
been that federal construction workers are 
often paid wages far out of line with local 
wage scales, thus adding sharply to the 
costs of building projects, forcing up wages 
in general, and contributing to the inflation 
rate. The added costs are considerable, reck
oned by the General Accounting Office 
(.GAO) as more than $700 million a year, 
and possibly billions more given indirect 
costs. 

Clearly, the US can no longer afford such 
wage-scale profligacy, no matter how much 
a continuation of that policy is sought by 
organized labor, which sees the retention of 
Davis-Bacon as one of its most important 
legislative battles this year. 

President Reagan, while strongly critical 
of the act, has to date publicly resisted out
right repeal. Whether he can <or in fact, 
wishes to) hold back business lobby groups 
and conservative lawmakers from overturn
ing the legislation is unknown. The adminis
tration has been considering revisions that 
would have the effect of limiting the scope 
of the law. If such revision proves to be the 
only politically acceptable alternative at 
this time, then lawmakers should insist that 
wages be based on genuine prevailing wages, 
and not determined by such dubious statisti
cal measurements as the "30 percent" rule 
under which federal officials can use the 
wages of 30 percent of the workers in a par
ticular craft as the model of a local wage. 
The 30 percent selected for measurement, it 
need hardly be noted, are too often the 
highest paid workers in a region. 

The wisest course would be to forthrightly 
rescind the act, as recommended by the 
GAO. Though it served a useful purpose 
five decades ago, the law is now an anomaly 
and a terribly costly one at that. The gov
ernment should use tax dollars where they 
are truly needed, instead of lavishing them 
on already well-paid and heavily unionized 
construction workers on lucrative govern
ment contracts.e 
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VICKI MASSEY-FREE ENTER

PRISE WEEK ESSAY CONTEST 
WINNER 

HON. W. HENSON MOORE 
OF LOUISIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 

• Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, recently 
we celebrated the 205th birthday of 
our Nation. This annual celebration is 
a time when we renew our dedication 
to the principles of individual liberty 
upon which our Nation was founded. 

I am one of the Members of this 
House who believes that one of the 
major underpinnings of our individual 
liberty is economic freedom. In fact, 
without economic freedom there can 
be no true liberty. 

Like any liberty, however, it is easy 
to lose sight of its importance until we 
lose it. 

Each year I sponsor in my congres
sional district a special program, Free 
Enterprise Week, to remind the citi
zens in my district of the importance 
of the free enterprise system. 

One of the most important aspects 
of this program is a high school essay 
contest. Essays are written by students 
in all of the high schools in my district 
about the importance of the free en
terprise system. It is a great learning 
experience for the students and their 
essays are of value for all to read. 

This year the essay which was 
judged as the best essay in the contest 
was written by an exceptional young 
lady, Miss Vicki Massey. Miss Massey 
is from Slaughter, La., and she is a 
student at Zachary High School. 

Mr. Speaker, I am reprinting Miss 
Massey's winning essay here and I rec
ommend it for all to read. The lessons 
discussed in Miss Massey's essay are 
ones we can all benefit from. 

THE AMERICAN FREE ENTERPRISE SYSTEM 
DURING THE 1980's 

As another decade is laid to rest, Ameri
cans must face the future with high hopes. 
Being United States citizens, we will not 
just dream about the future , but we will set 
goals to obtain during the 1980's. The eco
nomic system of the United States is called 
"free enterprise." The most essential part of 
the free enterprise system is the individual 
or the consumer. Encyclopedia Americana 
says "A policy that places the fewest re
straints on the natural and rational actions 
of the individual is regarded as the one that 
will tend toward the greatest economic good 
of society." This is the policy of our free en
terprise system, but because of certain fac
tors and restraints, the United States econo
my has developed some problems. The out
look for the 1980's begins on a sour note, 
but through the combined efforts of the 
business enterprises, our government, and 
the American citizens, the problems of the 
United States economy will be solved. 

Before looking at what lies ahead for our 
economy, we must first see where we have 
been. As citizens of the United States, we 
have watched our country struggle through 
the worst recession since the depression of 
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the 1930's; the inflation rate has risen three 
times the rate in 1960, and we have seen the 
value of the dollar drop 29 percent during 
the last decade. Also during the 1970's, 
shortages of capital and natural resources 
became problems. The energy crisis was one 
of the biggest problems of the seventies and 
continues to be one of the biggest challeng
es of the eighties. Even though these were 
problems of the 1970's, the American econo
my is still faced with the same situations. 
Let's examine the problems which must be 
overcome before the United States economy 
will begin to grow. 

The first major problem of the 1980's is 
inflation. The solution to this problem will 
not be easy. Over the past decade, prices 
have more than doubled and are advancing 
at a rate of three times that of 1960. This is 
an incredible speed. Even the dollar is not 
worth one hundred pennies anymore. The 
value of a dollar bill dropped twenty-nine 
percent over the last ten years. With prices 
doubling and the value of the dollar drop
ping, many people cannot afford to own 
things they could before. An expert in the 
housing industry believes that by the mid 
1980's probably no "single-family-detached 
homes" will be constructed. Increased infla
tion will make it difficult for most people to 
own their own single-dwelling homes, so 
many people will be living in complexes and 
townhouses. People are cutting back on lux
uries because they can only afford the ne
cessities of life. Businesses must keep the 
prices high to make a profit and this hurts 
our economy. Many people are dropping 
into lower economic classes, and our nation 
is losing its wealth. 

Another problem, besides inflation, facing 
the United States' economy in the 1980's is 
our government. The United States govern
ment is spending too much money-money 
that it does not have. According to Milton 
Friedman, in order to achieve a better econ
omy, the government must lower income 
taxes and revise the United States budget. 
The government must also slow down bor
rowing and spending money and must stop 
unnecessary programs and expenses until 
the economy is in better financial . shape. 
The stringent government-regulated con
trols and regulations under which the 
American businessmen must operate in
crease their costs of production and thus 
prevent them from competing with the for
eign-made products. Many times extra work
ers are needed just to fill out special federal 
and state government reports for a business. 
This paper work increases the operating 
costs of the business, which eventually in
creases the price of the product. Without 
this control, businesses could concentrate 
on improving their products or developing 
new, more efficient products. 

America is considered to be the wealthiest 
nation of natural resources in the world. 
For varying reasons, over the past decades 
there have been shortages of a few of these 
resources. Last summer when oil was in 
short supply, the price of gasoline rose from 
forty cents a gallon to over a dollar. As a 
consumer, I experienced waiting in gas lines. 
I also turned my heater thermostat down 
during the winter to conserve electricity. 
The energy problem is one of the biggest 
challenges of the 1980's. The answer to this 
problem could well be the answer to many 
of our other problems. These shortages are 
still here in the eighties, so we must come 
up with some substitutes. Nuclear power 
plants are being erected all around the 
country to aid the energy shortage. If the 
United States is to continue to be a big, 
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powerful nation, some source of energy, allow the businesses to operate as efficiently 
whether nuclear or not, must be found. as possible with limited controls. Businesses 

With all of these problems facing the must develop products the consumers can 
economy in the next decade, Americans use at affordable prices. These products 
must face the challenges with high hopes. should adapt to the resource shortages and 
One strong point of the United States is our to the needs of the consumers. Consumers 
economic system. The free enterprise must slow down and decide which products 
system allows individuals to make choices are necessary and which products are the 
which include taking risks to improve our wisest buy. In other words, we must learn to 
economy and making wise economic choices. be wiser consumers. This will not be an easy 
The only way to improve the United State·s 
economy is to have determination and .to. job; but we must set our g~als high, j~st ~k~ 
work with the government and to commit . our forefathers, and ~tr1ve to ma e u 
ourselves to reaching the goal of a better economy great. The Umted States of Amer

. · ica must stand united and face its problems economy. • 
The American free enterprise system con

sists of three decision-making bodies. These 
are the consumers, the government, and the 
producers. Each part of the triangle must 
do its share to make the economy work. As 
we march forward into a brand-new decade, 
we must set goals to strive for in the 1980's. 

As consumers we should learn to be wiser 
and more conservative in our decision 
making. Since consumers are individuals, 
they are considered the most important 
part of the free enterprise system. Consum
ers must able to recognize an economical 
buy from a mistake. They must also buy 
products which give them the most for their 
money. In order to conserve our natural re
sources, consumers must learn to be more 
energy conscious even if only for the cost. 
Consumers must not only talk about the 
economy, but must also be willing to work 
and to make sacrifices, if necessary, to 
change the economy. During the next ten 
years, consumers will realize the important 
role they play in the economy and will 
strive to become wiser consumers and more 
energy conscious. 

By electing Ronald Reagan President of 
the United States, consumers have already 
begun to help the economy. People are real
izing that the free enterprise system was es
tablished to increase our freedom. Over the 
past years the United States government 
has slowly taken almost total control of our 
businesses. The government has also made 
it very difficult for a business to make a 
profit because of the red tape involved. 
Businesses must be free to improve their 
products and to seek the rewards of their 
ideas. President Reagan wants to lessen gov
ernment control and cut the red tape. 
Spurred by the election of President 
Reagan and the insistence of the nation, 
there will be a marked decrease in govern
mental involvement in businesses in the 
1980's that will enable the entrepreneur to 
expend his energies and his resources into 
increasing productivity. 

In the next decade businesses will begin to 
develop and manufacture energy-saving de
vices to help conserve energy. With less re
strictions by the government, businesses will 
explore and discover new energy sources 
and other ways to conserve our resources. 
Our economic system allows a man to use · 
his ingenuity and his brains to find new 
ideas for our future. The reward of a profit 
will be the incentive that will make man ex
plore new ideas and invent new products. 
This is the free enterprise system. We must 
all work together to get the job done. 

Looking into the eighties, I see a decade of 
changes facing the United States. ·Changes 
in the United States government are inevi
table, but solutions are on the way to these 
problems. Even though the government is in 
charge, we cannot expect the government to 
handle the situation by itself. People must 
help with the problems. The government 
must provide the environment that will 

with coura.ge. The 1980's began with many 
problems and difficulties; but with the de
termination and cooperation of the people 
of the United States and the free enterprise 
system, the 1980's look hopeful"and promis-
ing.e 

PLIGHT OF ABA TARATUTA 

HON. BOB EDGAR 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 

•Mr. EDGAR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
join many of my colleagues in taking 
part in the Congressional Call to Con
science Vigil for Soviet Jews. It would 
be my hope that the vigilance, caring, 
and support which all Americans 
share for these oppressed people can 
serve to give hope to those who wish 
to emigrate from the Soviet Union to 
Israel, and that our solidarity with 
their cause will serve as a sign to the 
Soviet Union that our commitment to 
human rights is a serious one. 

I call your attention to the plight of 
Aba Taratuta, a mathematician from 
Leningrad, his wife Ida, and their son 
Misha, age 19. The family has applied 
repeatedly for an exit visa since 1973, 
and has been refused every time. They 
have been continually harassed since 
then, and Misha has recently been 
threatened with the draft. Although 
their situation is bleak, the family 
tries to maintain hope. Ida has writ
ten, "the main thing is, of course, 
there is no good news to write-there 
are no changes in our situation-every
thing is as before. • • •We must hope, 
we must.• • *" 

Our efforts to obtain and insure the 
human rights of the Taratuta family 
and other Jews being held captive in 
the Soviet Union are just a small step 
toward obtaining and protecting the 
human rights of all peoples in all 
lands. It would be my hope that our 
concern for the basic human need of 
freedom would encourage the Soviet 
Union to change its human rights poli
cies, thereby moving us closer to a 
world in which no one's basic needs 
are denied.e 
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DEMOCRACY IN THE 

PHILIPPINES? 

HON. MATTHEW F. McHUGH 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, July 13, 1981 

• Mr. McHUGH. Mr. Speaker, Raul 
Mang la pus is a former Foreign Minis
ter and Senator in the Philippines 
who has been in exile from his native 
land for many years now. The reason 
for his exile is that Mr. Manglapus is 
committed to democratic processes in 
the Philippines, which were suspended 
by Ferdinand Marcos in 1972 and 
which were recently mocked in the so
called "democratic" elections called by 
Mr. Marcos. 

Because of his strong commitment 
to democratic principle and to demo
cratic processes, Mr. Manglapus' com
ments on Vice President BusH's recent 
trip to the Philippines are well worth 
reading. I would especially call the at
tention of my colleagues to the warn
ing laid down by Mr. Manglapus: 

The United States should recognize that 
its real friends are peoples with democratic 
aspirations and not the flamboyant dicta
tors who will bring American interests 
crashing down with them when their violent 
hour comes. 

For the benefit of those Members 
who may not have seen his comments 
in the New York Times last Friday, I 
am inserting a copy of Mr. Manglapus' 
remarks into the RECORD at this point. 
[From the New York Times, July 10, 1981] 

BUTTERY TOAST IN MANILA 
<By Raul S. Manglapus) 

McLEAN, VA.-Before Vice President 
Bush's celebrated Presidential-inauguration 
toast to Ferdinand E. Marcos-"We love 
your adherence to democratic principle and 
to the democratic processes" -passes forever 
into the satirists' domain, let us not forget 
that this startling obeisance is a natural ex
pression of President Reagan's foreign 
policy. 

The United States, in supporting any dic
tator who proclaims himself anti-Commu
nist, apparently has forgotten an important 
lesson: Right-wing dictatorships, by driving 
the moderate opposition underground, are 
the fastest breeders of radical movements. 

Before Mr. Marcos seized power in a coup 
in 1972-three years after he was elected for 
a second, and constitutionally last, four-year 
term-there were 1,000 to 2,000 Communist 
guerrillas in the New People's Army; before 
the coup, the Rand Corporation says, the 
guerrillas were not a threat to the Govern
ment. By last October, the insurgents' army 
numbered 5,500, according to Mr. Marcos' 
Defense Minister, Juan Ponce Enrile. Fur
ther, it is supported by a mass base-tens of 
thousands of people who, led by priests, 
nuns, and ministers, have teen gone into 
the ranks of the Communist Party or its Na
tional Democratic Front. 

Mr. Bush, by his presence and by adding 
his benediction to Mr. Marcos' mockery of 
the democratic electoral process-a process 
long and passionately, albeit imperfectly, 
practiced by the Filipinos-may have con
siderably accelerated the final exhaustion 
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of popular patience and pushed the popula
tion closer to the brink of violence. 

Mr. Marcos' mockery of democracy has 
been so extensively reported in the news 
media that Mr. Bush's toast and his pres
ence cannot be excused on the grounds of 
ignorance. Pope John Paul II had seen 
through Mr. Marcos' so-called lifting of 
martial law last January and announcement 
of a Presidential election when, speaking di
rectly to Mr. Marcos in February during his 
visit to Manila, he said that "even in excep
tional circumstances, one can never justify 
any violation of the fundamental dignity of 
the human person and of the basic rights 
that safeguard this dignity." 

The Pope knew, as Mr. Bush should have, 
that in "lifting" martial law after eight 
years, Mr. Marcos also kept in force all the 
decrees that he had promulgated and that 
are assembled in the National Security 
Code, with patchwork provisions that in
clude six months' imprisonment for "rumor
mongering," summary dismissal of judges, 
and immunity for all public officers, civil 
and military, in carrying out the code. The 
code also outlines a national-security net
work capable of reaching down to house
hold and classroom. 

All this meant that the repression was to 
continue unabated. Thus, it was not surpris
ing that the opposition boycotted the elec
tion June 16 and that Mr. Marcos, faced 
with two handpicked strawman candidates, 
could claim an overwhelming victory, which 
America was all to eager to accept. 

Mr. Marcos, wielding the Subic Naval 
Base and Clark Air Base for extortion, had 
gotten President Carter to promise him half 
a billion dollars in military aid over a five
year period. Yet Mr. Carter managed to 
keep him at arm's length, refused to invite 
him on a state visit, and thus consoled the 
Philippine democratic movement that, in 
giving Mr. Marcos more money, Washington 
was acting only out of fear of losing its 
bases rather than out of conviction. 

But Mr. Bush's visit and his words bear 
the stamp of conviction, not fear. Now a 
rapidly radicalizing population, despairing 
over American support for Mr. Marcos- 70 
percent of the Filipinos are malnourished 
while Mr. Marcos' family and cronies amass 
obscene wealth- will become a more serious 
threat to the bases than the anti-American 
street demonstrations before the coup. 

Filipinos are entitled to wonder why they 
must be forced to swap democracy for 
bases-which are not even vital for Philip
pine defense- especially after their country 
was the most devastated in Asia during 
World War II because of their stubborn al
legiance to democracy and to America, and 
after they allowed the bases on their soil, 
thereby disqualifying themselves from 
membership in the nonaligned movement. 

It appears that the quickest way for an 
Asian country to lose its democracy is to be 
the friend of America. More Filipinos are 
beginning to perceive that the most durable 
postwar democracies in developing Asia are 
neutralist India and Sri Lanka, and that 
India is closer economically and militarily to 
the Soviet Union than to the United States. 
In the coming decade, will a democratic 
Philippines rely on the Soviet Union to pro
tect its independence? 

Democracy has launched a formidable 
counterattack in Western Europe and in im
portant parts of Latin America and Africa. 
The United States should recognize that its 
real friends are people with democratic aspi
rations and not the flamboyant dictators 
who will bring American interests crashing 
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down with them when their violent hour 
comes.e 

AMERICAN PUBLIC DIPLOMACY: 
A UNIQUE PERSPECTIVE 

HON. JAMES A. COURTER 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, July 13, 1981 

• Mr. COURTER. Mr. Speaker, an im
portant facet of our foreign policy is 
to broadcast the truth about our 
Nation and its role in the internation
al community. There are hundreds of 
millions of people around the world 
who want to learn about the United 
States firsthand, but cannot, or are 
not permitted to leave their countries, 
even for so much as a visit. Radio Free 
Europe, Radio Liberty, and Voice of 
America provide programing that is 
beamed to many countries to educate 
the masses of the Third World and 
those behind the Iron Curtain about 
our Nation, its people, and its policies. 
Our distinguished colleague, Hon. 
TOBY ROTH, who sits on the House 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, recent
ly gave a speech in Chicago where he 
dealt with the issue of American 
public diplomacy. I highly commend 
the gentleman from Wisconsin for its 
content and recommend its reading by 
the Members of Congress. 

The speech follows: 
AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY: DIRECTION FOR 

THE 1980's 
Chances are that at one time or another 

you've heard Victor Hugo's famous observa
tion: "There is one thing stronger than all 
the armies in the world and that is an idea 
whose time has come." Even though Com
munist leaders throughout the world have 
to rely on bayonets and bullets to stay in 
power, they constantly tell us that their 
brand of Marxism is the wave of the future, 
an idea whose time has really come. We, in 
turn, respond that freedom and self-deter
mination are the ideas whose time has 
come-and I think that the Polish workers 
and the Afghan freedom fighters agree with 
us. 

This morning I would like to talk to you 
about the way we wage this constant war of 
ideas with the Communist world, since it 
has become a full-fledged part of our for
eign policy. More formally, it is known as 
public diplomacy, which is in turn defined 
as the attempt to influence the attitudes of 
both influential elites and mass populations 
in other countries. Just as both our allies 
and adversaries do, America uses a number 
of methods to practice public diplomacy: 
international radio broadcasts, cultural ex
change programs, American libraries in for
eign countries, and the dissemination 
abroad of American books, films and peri
odicals. There are two main organizations 
that carry out our public diplomacy, the 
International Communications Agency and 
the Board for International Broadcasting. 
In 1980 their combined budget was about 
$500 million dollars. That sum is less than 
the cost of eighteen Fl5 fighter planes. 

Public diplomacy encompasses three prop
ositions. The first proposition is that it is 
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one of the most powerful tools for imple
menting foreign policy that we have. The 
second proposition is that, Poland and Af
ghanistan notwithstanding, the real masters 
of the art of public diplomacy reside in the 
Kremlin, not in Washington, and that in 
large part explains why Soviet expansion
ism and pressure has already been able to 
make such inroads against the forces of 
freedom in the world. And thirdly, I'd like 
to argue that if our foreign policy is going 
to be successful in containing the Soviet 
Union in the 1980's we are going to have to 
drastically revitalize and expand our own 
public diplomacy efforts while there's still 
time. 

Now, as far as my first point is concerned, 
the power of public diplomacy, if we stop 
and think about it for a moment, I don't 
think there can be much argument. Let's 
consider what may well be the most impor
tant form of public diplomacy of all, inter
national radio broadcasts, the type of activi
ty we currently pursue with Radio Free 
Europe and Radio Liberty, and the Voice of 
America. Most people have heard the story 
of how Orson Welles' famous radio broad
cast about a fictitious invasion by Martians 
caused thousands of people in the New York 
City area to panic and flee their homes in 
1938. But did you also know that many ex
perts feel that it was an international broad
cast claiming that Americans were responsi
ble for the attack on the grand Mosque in 
Mecca that led a mob to set fire to our em
bassy in Pakistan and reduce it to ashes 
back in November 1979? Certainly we 
shouldn't need any greater proof of the 
power of international radio-and the power 
of public diplomacy-than that. 

My second point, that the real masters of 
the art of public diplomacy are the leaders 
of the Soviet Union, I think that a quick 
look at some facts and figures is enough to 
establish that. Depending on how you calcu
late it, the Soviets spend from five to ten 
times what we spend on information and 
cultural programs. The objective of their 
programs, is to create a favorable public en
vironment for Soviet expansionism and to 
convince the rest of the world that the 
United States is aggressive, colonialist and 
imperialist. Every year they distribute 180 
million books and pamphlets around the 
world; we distribute about 200,000. Ours is 
not even 1 percent of the Soviet commit
ment. In 1981 the Soviets offered some 4,500 
college scholarships to Latin Americans; we 
offered 181-just a little over 4 percent as 
many. And then there are the radio broad
casts. The Soviets broadcast over 2000 hours 
a week in 82 different languages; our Voice 
of America broadcasts 891 hours a week in 
only 39 languages. And let no one say that 
the Soviets don't fear what might happen if 
their own people or the people of Eastern 
Europe had unrestricted access to uncen
sored news. It's been estimated that they 
spend almost twice as much money jamming 
our radio broadcasts to Eastern Europe and 
the Soviet Union as we do producing them. 
Last summer, after the onset of the Polish 
worker's strikes, they started jamming the 
Voice of America again, even though they 
hadn't done that since 1973. 

So, at least for the present, the Soviets 
seem to have clearly outdistanced us with 
their public diplomacy effort. Why is that? I 
think the basic reason is because unlike us 
they really understand the power of ideas 
and aren't the least bit shy about propan
gandizing for the ideas they believe in. 
Many people have heard of Lenin's famous 
quote, "Ideas are more fatal than guns," but 
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we don't even have to go back as far as 
Lenin to see that the Soviets take ideas seri
ously. All we have to do is turn to an article 
in the February 1981 edition of Internation
al Affairs, the Soviet Union's top foreign 
policy journal, which publishes only what 
the leaders in the Kremlin want it to pub
lish. The article is entitled "Detente: The 
Battles of Ideas," and the author states 
right at the beginning that while the com
munist world and the West have in recent 
years been living in peaceful coexistence, 
this "does not mean any changeover to co
existence in the sphere of ideology." He also 
goes on to quote Soviet party leader Brezh
nev as stating that peaceful coexistence "in 
no way means the possibility of reducing 
the idelogical struggle. On the contrary, we 
should be prepared to see this struggle in
tensify and become an increasingly acute 
form of confrontation between the two 
social systems." In other words, regardless 
of whether we have arms agreements or de
tente, the Soviets are going to keep on using 
their massive public diplomacy apparatus to 
try to convince the rest of the world that 
Soviet foreign policy is all for peace and 
goodwill while we are imperialist, colonialist 
and aggressive. 

And that's where my third proposition 
comes in, which is that unless American for
egin policy makers take their gloves off and 
start responding in kind with our own ideo
logical message of freedom we are going to 
find ourselves losing World War III without 
one missile ever having been fired. I've al
ready noted the figures show that our 
public diplomacy efforts lag behind that of 
the Soviets. But there are a lot of other 
problems, too. Instead of increasing in order 
to better handle the intensified ideological 
struggle the Soviets are waging, the amount 
of money we are devoting to public diploma
cy has been declining. If the International 
Communications Agency was operating at 
the same level as in the mid-1960's its 
budget would be $750 million; instead it is 
around $450 million. Meanwhile Alexander 
Solzhenitsyn recently complained that "in 
their zeal to serve detente," the people who 
write the Russian-language Voice of Amer
ica broadcasts have removed "everything 
that might irritate the communists in 
power." Another study, in fact, has shown 
that only 5 percent of the Voice of Ameri
ca's Russian broadcast hours are devoted to 
interpretation or explanation-and that 
even this 5 percent doesn't always present a 
clear pro-American, pro-freedom viewpoint. 
As if that wasn't bad enough, many of the 
signals of our international broadcasts are 
so weak they are almost inaudible, and 
many of the radio transmitters are rusting 
and out-of-date. Finally, for the most part 
the people who run our public diplomacy 
programs are professional bureaucrats, not 
academics or writers who know the true 
power of an idea or people with sales or ad
vertising background who know how to 
market an idea once they've found it. 

But fortunately there now appears to be a 
chance that public diplomacy is going to fi
nally be given the attention it deserves. 
During the campaign last fall, President 
Reagan pledged to strengthen both the 
International Communication Agency and 
Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty. As he 
put it: "The dollar amounts involved in this 
area are small. What is needed most is a 
sense of conviction." The Reagan transition 
team, meanwhile, urged a reversal of the 
Carter Administration's decision to cut 
Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty's 1982 
budget by $4 million. As a matter of fact, 
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they urged $2 million more in order to 
strengthen Radio Liberty's transmitting 
power to Soviet Central Asia. 

So the will power on the part of the 
Reagan Administration is there. Most of the 
Administration's key appointees to ICA and 
the Board for International Broadcasting 
have at least been named if they haven't yet 
taken office. And Secretary of State Haig 
has asked the Assistant Secretary of State 
for European Affairs, Lawrence Eagle
burger, to meet with the appropriate offi
cials and begin hammering out a new and 
strengthened approach to public diplomacy. 

Now comes the hard part: the need to 
make sure that the personnel at ICA and 
the Board for International Broadcasting 
who are not Administration appointees are 
imbued with the same type of resolve the 
President has shown on this issue. If you 
agree with me that selling the idea of free
dom around the world should be one of the 
top objectives of American foreign policy in 
the 1980's, also write a letter to Assistant 
Secretary Eagleburger telling him so. Also, 
sit down and write to your Congressman
send me a copy of the letter-and urge him 
to join me in cosponsoring H.R. 2983, a bill 
that would give Radio Free Europe and 
Radio Liberty enough money to repair the 
damage done last February when someone 
set off a powerful bomb in their Munich 
headquarters. Finally, especially since we 
Republicans pride ourselves on supporting 
voluntary efforts to make America great, 
join together with your friends to draw up 
suggestions for an expanded public diploma
cy effort and then send them along to me 
on Capitol Hill. I'm already in the process of 
setting up an advisory council like that in 
my own Congressional District. 

Since I mentioned Poland and Afghani
stan at the start of my talk this morning, I'd 
like to tell you a story about something that 
happened at the Polish Communist party's 
Central Committee meeting a couple of 
weeks ago. Casting about for something to 
symbolize the growing Western influence in 
his country, Communist party leader Stanis
law Kania complained to his anxious com
rades: "It is no accident that leaflets circu
lating in Poland increasingly resemble 
broadcasts from Radio Free Europe." 

The fact that Kania chose Radio Free 
Europe as a target shows that when we put 
our minds to it it is possible for us to get 
past the jammers and the censors and score 
a victory now and then in our war of ideas 
with the Soviet Union. But strong public di
plomacy programs-good radio broadcasts, 
well-produced magazines and films, reward
ing cultural exchanges-don't develop in a 
vacuum. They need something that has 
been lacking for a long time and which I 
want you to help me establish: a political 
constituency and a broad network of con
cerned citizens. 

I've been quoting a lot of other people 
here this morning-Victor Hugo, President 
Reagan, Stanislaw Kania. After much re
flection on this issue, this is the way I feel 
about it: "The struggle for men's minds is 
the ultimate weapon, and one for which the 
adversaries of freedom will never have an 
adequate def ense.''e 
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PEACETIME HEROS 

HON. E. CLAY SHAW, JR. 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 
• Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, there are 
not many peacetime heros, because 
acts of heroism in peacetime are not 
common occurrences. 

When a helicopter crew flies into 
the flames of a wrecked airplane in an 
effort to rescue the pilot and passen
ger, that is a heroic act; it is all the 
more notable that the crew has used 
their military training to aid civilians 
in distress. 

That was the thrilling scenario 
which took place on May 11 in Pem
broke Pines, Fla., at the North Perry 
Airport. As a result of their alert, im
mediate response, the three crew 
members involved, Lt. John Spatuzzi, 
Lt. (jg.) Scott Neeld, and PO Gary 
Wood, an aviation machinist, have 
been recognized by the President of 
the United States as well as the Com
mandant of the Coast Guard. They 
have been awarded medals among the 
highest that may be given for peace
time bra very. 

After I read an account of their 
brave actions, I brought the matter to 
the attention of the President's chief 
assistant for legislative affairs, and the 
crew members will receive their 
awards in a formal ceremony at the 
Opa Olcka Coast Guard Air Station. 

The helicopter crew witnessed a 
tragic crash on that spring day while 
practicing their helicopter takeoffs 
and landings. Lieutenant Neeld was at 
the controls, practicing under the 
trained eye of his instructor, Lieuten
ant Spatuzzi, when they saw the crash 
of a light, private airplane. A twin
engine Piper Aztec, carrying pilot 
John Toro, 44, of Miami, and flight in
structor Rachel Poleto, 20, lost power 
after takeoff, turning to the right and 
cartwheeling into a ball of fire. Poleto 
was not instructing on the flight-she 
was just along for the ride. Toro is an 
accomplished Delta airlines flier, who 
pilots the wide-bodied L-lOll's. 

Observers of the flaming crash were 
amazed to see movement when Toro 
crawled from the wreckage, struggling 
to free himself while beating the 
flames on his shirt. 

Spatuzzi, the senior officer on board 
the helicopter, took charge of the situ
ation. He took control of the craft sec
onds after the initial explosion spewed 
debris and burning gasoline over the 
area, and with Neeld giving constant 
reports of the smoking, flaming wreck
age, Spatuzzi flew into the flames, fan
ning them back with the powerful 
wash from the rotor blades. He low
ered the chopper to within 10 feet of 
the ground and told Gary Wood, the 
aviation machinist, to jump down and 
save the second victim. The passenger 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
was not even visible, but Toro franti
cally indicated that she was pinned in 
the wreckage. 

All this time, the helicopter was in 
serious danger of being blown up or 
engulfed by smoke and flames. 

Wood leapt from the chopper, into 
dense billowing smoke and intense 
heat, and dragged the passenger from 
the fire. Wood assisted a paramedic 
from the crash/fire/rescue crew who 
had arrived on the scene, and he co
ordinated the loading of both patients 
aboard the helicopter. During the 
brief flight to Jackson Memorial Hos
pital's burn unit in Miami, Wood ren
dered aid and comfort to the victims. 

The passenger, Rachel Poleto, suf
fered from critical burns and later 
died in the hospital. John Toro sur
vived. 

The courage, sound judgment, and 
unwavering devotion to duty demon
strated by the crew have been com
mended by the Coast Guard, "in keep
ing with the highest tradition of the 
U.S. Coast Guard." 

Their fortitude, remarkable courage, 
and exceptional daring, in spite of im
minent personal danger deserve this 
recognition. We are proud of these 
men.e 

AN INDEPENDENT PEACE 
CORPS? 

HON.EUGENE JOHNSTON 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 

e Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. Speaker, title 
VI of H.R. 3566 is the most recent ver
sion of a continuing effort to separate 
the Peace Corps from ACTION. This 
effort is most often described-errone
ously-as a restoration of the "inde
pendence" of the Peace Corps; a 
return to the status quo ante which 
was originally intended for the Peace 
Corps by the Congress, and which was 
modified by the creation of ACTION 
in 1971. 

It may be well to remember that nei
ther the Congress, nor President Ken
nedy, usually regarded as the founder 
of the Peace Corps, intended that the 
Peace Corps be an independent 
agency. While the original Peace 
Corps Act authorized the President to 
delegate authority for the Peace Corps 
to any agency or individual in the 
Government, it was well understood 
that authority for the Peace Corps 
would be delegated to the Secretary of 
State, and redelegated by him to the 
Director of the Peace Corps. 

A central concern shared by all was 
that the authority of the Secretary of 
State, and of our ambassadors, not be 
diluted. To assure that this concern 
was met, the Senate included in sec
tion 4 of the Peace Corps Act language 
requiring that the Secretary of State, 
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and the chiefs of our diplomatic mis
sions abroad play a leadership role in 
Peace Corps functions overseas. That 
language is still law, and the Peace 
Corps overseas does not operate inde
pendently. It is a part of the country 
team, under the leadership of our am
bassadors. 

The proposal for an "independent" 
Peace Corps is therefore, a Washing
ton fight. It has little, if anything, to 
do with the service of the Peace Corps 
volunteers abroad. Over the years, the 
fight has included several variations. 
It has been proposed that the Peace 
Corps become an independent founda
tion. It has been proposed that it 
become an autonomous agency within 
the International Development and 
Cooperation Agency <IDCA). Both 
these proposals have been superseded 
by the most recent proposal, that the 
Peace Corps become an independent 
agency within the executive branch. 

Mr. Speaker, all these proposals 
have been studied by Presidents of 
both parties, and their staffs, over the 
years, and have been uniformly reject
ed. Since, as we have seen, the ques
tion of the placement of Peace Corps 
is exclusively one relating to the orga
nization of the executive branch, the 
views of the President ought to be ac
corded extraordinary weight. 

The Congress ought not, except for 
the most serious reasons, force on the 
President an organizational structure 
which he opposes. In this case, the 
Office of Management and Budget has 
indicated the opposition of the Presi
dent in the strongest possible terms, 
and I believe that the President's posi
tion should prevail. 

Mr. Speaker, as nearly ·as I can tell, 
those who seek an independent Peace 
Corps include many who opposed that 
position a short 2 years ago. Their 
change of heart appears to stem from 
a matter which is minor, even frivo
lous. It involves the fact that the Di
rector of ACTION, the present parent 
agency of the Peace Corps, served his 
country in Vietnam a dozen years ago, 
and, while so serving, was associated 
with Army intelligence. The propo
nents of an independent Peace Corps 
have taken this long-ago association, 
which under existing Peace Corps law 
and policy, or at least under Peace 
Corps law and policy as it existed 3 
months ago, and was interpreted by 
successive Peace Corps Directors over 
a 20-year period, would not have 
barred him from serving in any posi
tion in the Peace Corps, and have 
blown it up to the point it is unrecog
nizable for what it really is-the patri
otic service of an ordinary American 
citizen. 

Instead, those who would create an 
independent Peace Corps have made it 
seem that the appointment of Thomas 
Pauken as Director of ACTION direct
ly jeopardizes the lives of Peace Corps 
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volunteers abroad. I believe that it is 
not the appointment of Mr. Pauken 
which has placed inflammatory mate
rial in the hands of those who wish 
the United States and the Peace Corps 
ill, but the distorted rhetoric of those 
who wish to play politics with his ap
pointment without regard to the con
sequences. Without the concerted 
effort of the advocates of an independ
ent Peace Corps, I doubt that Mr. Pau
ken's long-ago and honorable service 
could have been seen by anyone as 
contrary to the spirit and letter of the 
Peace Corps intelligence policy. 

We now come to the affirmative rea
sons why things should be left as they 
are. First, there is the question of cost. 
There can be little doubt that separa
tion of the Peace Corps from ACTION 
will result in a substantial increase in 
overhead for both parts of the Agency. 
In this time of fiscal austerity, and in 
the absence of compelling reasons to 
the contrary, such cost increases 
ought to be avoided. 

Second, despite the turmoil that has 
been created around this issue, largely 
by a small minority, the centralization 
of the Government's volunteer pro
grams in ACTION is sensible. There 
has been, and continues to be, a signif
icant benefit to the country from the 
sharing of the volunteer experience. I 
personally do not know of a single 
real-as opposed to theoretical-dis
ability to the Peace Corps volunteers 
overseas which is the result of the ad
ministrative placement of the Peace 
Corps in ACTION. The Director of the 
Peace Corps is autonomous in policy
making functions, and has direct 
access to the White House, without 
the necessity of clearance from the Di
rector of ACTION. I would want to see 
much more evidence that the tie be
tween ACTION and Peace Corps is op
erating as a drag on the volunteers 
serving overseas before voting for a 
change. 

Finally, the attempts to remove the 
Peace Corps from ACTION are being 
disguised as parts of larger bills. No 
administration witness has ever been 
called to testify on the proposal. The 
Office of Management and Budget has 
indicated unequivocally that the Presi
dent would veto a bill separating the 
Peace Corps from ACTION. Propo
nents of the bill are trying to avoid 
this result by tying it to other legisla
tion which they apparently deem 
more important. This in fact is a meas
ure of their lack of regard for the 
Peace Corps. They do not consider it
or the President's view of it-to be of 
sufficient importance to warrant dis
cussion independently and on the 
merits. The Peace Corps may be a 
small program, but it represents much 
of the idealism of this country, and it 
warrants better than it is receiving at 
the hands of those who would "save" 
it. The Peace Corps independence will 
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be far better served by leaving it 
within ACTION. 

Despite the views of four successive 
Presidents to the contrary, and despite 
the undoubted fact that Peace Corps 
"independence" has little, if any, 
meaning except to a few Washington 
theorists, we are being asked to launch 
this important program on a course to 
which the proponents have not been 
able to ascribe any positive benefit. 
The floor of the Congress is not the 
place to work out the details of how 
programs should be administered 
within the executive branch. That is 
the function of the committee process, 
and it has not been carried out in this 
case. I am going to vote against an in
dependent Peace Corps because I be
lieve it to be the wrong approach. But 
I am also going to vote against it be
cause I believe in orderly procedure, 
and have not seen it in connection 
with this proposal.• 

WAR ON FRAUD, WASTE, ABUSE, 
AND MISMANAGEMENT 

HON. PATRICIA SCHROEDER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, July 1.3, 1981 

e Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, 
earlier this year I sent around a Dear 
Colleague letter with an April 27, 1981, 
U.S. News & World Report article. 

The article detailed billions of dol
lars in massive mismanagement, gold
plating of weapons, even fraud. And 
U.S. News' advice was simple: "the big 
spending Defense Department offers a 
prime target for an administration 
bent on fighting waste." 

When debate on H.R. 3519, the fiscal 
year 1982 Defense Authorization Act, 
resumes next week, I will offer an 
amendment to title IX to require the 
President, by January 15, 1982, to 
report to Congress with $8 billion in 
proposed defense savings as a result of 
cutting fraud, waste, abuse, and mis
management. 

Lest my colleagues think $8 billion is 
too high, too much to ask the adminis
tration to locate, I will point out that 
it represents only one-half the amount 
that the General Accounting Office 
has identified in 44 reports on DOD 
for the period January 1979 through 
July 1980. 

Moreover, these 44 GAO reports pro
vided the basis for one-half the find
ings disclosed in the Republican Study 
Committee's famous August 22, 1980, 
study on fraud, waste, abuse, and mis
management in the Federal Govern
ment. 

My amendment, therefore, is truly 
bipartisan, and should elicit the sup
port of all Members interested in con
trolling Federal waste.e 
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PUT THE UNITED STATES BACK 
IN GOVERNMENT INFORMATION 

HON. ROBERT H. MICHEL 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, July 13, 1981 

e Mr. MICHEL. Mr. Speaker, I have 
noted on previous occasions that our 
overseas information programs, in
cluding but not limited to the Voice of 
America, Radio Free Europe, and 
Radio Liberty are-or at least should 
be-a major part of our national secu
rity system. We have to compete in 
the war of ideas. A recent newspaper 
article by a former National Security 
Council staff member suggests a 
number of ways that we can improve 
our communications agencies. 

At this point I wish to insert in the 
RECORD, "Put the United States Back 
in Government Information" by Paul 
B. Henze, in the Christian Science 
Monitor, July 2, 1981: 

PUT THE UNITED STATES BACK IN 
GOVERNMENT INFORMATION 

Not all the money the United States allo
cates to improve American national security 
needs to go to the Department of Defense. 
A small portion should go to Radio Free 
Europe, Radio Liberty, the Voice of Amer
ica, and the many other ICA (former USIA> 
programs. Words and ideas can be as impor
tant for defending U.S. positions and ad
vancing U.S. purposes as guns and subma
rines and aircraft. 

President Carter approved a transmitter
building program for VOA and RFE/RL 
during the first weeks of his administration 
but failed to follow through with expansion 
of all the other components that are needed 
for more effective broadcasting. Meanwhile 
the Russians went on building new trans
mitters and expanding language services. 

Traveling in the Middle East and the 
Horn of Africa in recent weeks, I had to 
twist the dial continually to hear VOA, 
which has no transmitters closer than 
Greece to penetrate the whole area between 
Ethiopia and Afghanistan. Soviet broad
casts, on numerous frequencies, come boom
ing in to this part of the world. 

In the second year of the Carter adminis
tration, educational and cultural exchange 
programs which had been in the Depart
ment of State were merged into USIA <U.S. 
Information Agency) and its name was 
changed to the International Communica
tion Agency. This "new" organization re
mained structured much as its predecessor 
had been, but the name change betokened a 
shift to a passive approach to its work. The 
agency's output was reoriented to apologize 
for America's actions. 

There was a strong bias against anti-Com
munist programming. USIA's most distin
guished publication, "Problems of Commu
nism," had a hard time surviving during 
ICA's first year. Soft, third-world oriented 
cultural dialogue took priority. 

Level budgets at a time of rapidly rising 
costs meant that all operations actually de
clined. Schemes for computerized manage
ment replaced the judgment of seasoned, 
professional information officers with sig
nificant experience abroad. Flexibility to re
spond to events as they occurred was lost. 
The proud motto that had served USIA for 



July 13, 1981 
25 years, "Telling America's Story to the 
World," was erased from over the entrance 
at 1776 Pennsylvania Avenue. 

The overseas information arm of the U.S. 
government should not hide behind the des
ignation "international." Both the name 
and the spirit of the old USIA should be re
stored. Nothing would boost morale more 
than a budget that would permit initiative 
and creativity. There is no lack of priority 
tasks, both within ICA's area of direct re
sponsibility and in related fields. 

The new transmitters President Carter ap
proved in 1977 are now coming into oper
ation but they are too few and none of them 
is aimed at the Middle East. A new trans
mitter-building program is overdue. Mean
while U.S. weakness should be compensated 
by leasing transmitter time wherever facili
ties can be found. 

VOA should inaugurate new services for 
priority areas, such as Pushtu and Amharic, 
the national languages of Afghanistan and 
Ethiopia. VOA broadcasts in Soviet Muslim 
languages should be expanded. 

Radio Liberty, which has never reached 
the level of impact of Radio Free Europe, 
but whose target area-the whole Soviet 
Union-is more important than any other, 
should be given the resources to expand to 
the fullest possible effectiveness. RL needs 
more manpower, more transmitters, better 
research and more broadcast time, especial
ly to vital areas such as the Ukraine, the 
Caucasus, and Central Asia. 

The oversight structure of RFE/RL 
should be simplified by eliminating the 
wasteful and meddlesome Board for Inter
national Broadcasting, as the Reagan transi
tion team recommended. 

All ICA's nonbroadcasting operations 
should be strengthened too: films and maga
zines, libraries, book distribution, overseas 
lectures and U.S. travel grants for foreign 
leaders, journalists, politicians and profes, 
sors. These cost a pittance compared to 
arms or economic aid and bring returns for 
years. Posts abroad should get back into the 
business of serious political and economic 
dialogue with local opinion leaders. 

"Problems of Communism" should be 
translated into major world languages and 
greatly increased in circulation. It is the 
best bargain the U.S. government has in the 
field of ideological competition. 

Last but not least, serious planning for a 
Radio Free Cuba should get under way post
haste. It is astonishing that after 22 years of 
Castro, the U.S. still has not set up for Cuba 
the kind of hardhitting, objective, round
the-clock broadcasting operation that Radio 
Free Europe has provided for Poland and 
the other countries of Eastern Europe since 
1950. It is still not too late to do so. Broad
casts to Cuba could be supplemented by 
English and Spanish services for the entire 
Caribbean and Central American region. 
The U.S. looks inept when it does nothing 
to counter the Soviet broadcasts which are 
now relaying out of Havana to Latin Amer
ica as well as to the U.S. and Canada. 

<Paul B. Henze is a former National Secu
rity Council staff member.>• 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
OKLAHOMA FIRST DISTRICT 

QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS 

HON. JAMES R. JONES 
OF OKLAHOMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 
• Mr. JONES of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, nearly 14,000 Oklahoma First 
District citizens responded to our 1981 
spring congressional questionnaire, 
with the results showing mixed reac
tions to the Reagan administration's 
policy initiatives. 

As has been true in the past, a ma
jority of First District voters support 
spending cuts designed to reduce Fed
eral deficits and to achieve a balanced 
budget. The respondents strongly en
dorsed the proposition that tax cuts 
should be preceded by further spend
ing cuts. Two-thirds said further 
spending cuts were needed before cut
ting more taxes. And 85 percent said 
the $45 billion deficit projected by the 
Reagan administration for 1982 was 
too large. 

In the First District, concerns about 
a balanced budget take precedence 
over large personal tax cuts. Only 28 
percent of those responding support 
President Reagan's initial plan of cut
ting marginal tax rates by 10 percent 
across the board for each of the next 3 
years. Nearly half of the respondents 
<47 percent) supported a mixed pack
age which had been suggested by 
House of Representatives' Democratic 
leaders. Interestingly, one-fourth of 
those who responded pref erred no tax 
cut at all until the Federal budget is 
balanced. 

I believe the results of this question
naire indicate that the American 
people are still very concerned with 
eliminating the Federal deficit and 
balancing the budget. I hope my col
leagues will take notice of that mes
sage and act upon it. 

The results of the questionnaire 
follow: 

SPRING, CONGRESSIONAL QUESTIONNAIRE 

1. Should the United States provide mili
tary aid to El Salvador? Yes 52% No 48%. 

2. The Reagan Administration predicts 
that next year's budget deficit will be $45 
billion. Analysts at the Congressional 
Budget Office have testified that the Ad
ministration program will result in a deficit 
that is much larger, perhaps as large as $70 
billion. Do you believe that deficits of either 
size are too big? Yes 85% No 15%. 

3. Do you believe that Congress should 
vote on spending cuts before tax cuts in 
order to keep the size of the deficit down? 
Yes 66% No 34%. 

4. The Administration's budget proposes 
to reduce spending in several education and 
training programs. 

<a> Should the college student loan guar
antee program be cut by almost 20 percent 
next year? Yes 83% No 17%. 

(b) Should the elementary and secondary 
school lunch program be reduced by almost 
40? Yes 69% No 31%. 

Cc) Should all 300,000 CETA public service 
jobs be eliminated? Yes 76% No 24%. 
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Cd) Should job training programs such as 

vocational education be reduced by 25 per
cent? Yes 65% No 35%. 

(e) Should basic research and develop
ment programs administered by the Nation
al Science Foundation and universities be 
reduced by almost 20 percent? Yes 72% No 
28%. 

5. The Administration budget calls for the 
largest increase in military spending since 
World War II. Military spending authority 
is budgeted for a 25 percent increase next 
year totaling almost $30 billion. Some 
people say we must spend this much to pro
tect our national security. Others say we 
can't solve this important problem just by 
throwing money at it, and that spending 
this much in one year will result in a waste 
of tax dollars. Do you think the proposed 
increase in military spending should be 
scaled down? Yes 32% No 68%. 

6. About half the federal budget is auto
matically increased each year, and next year 
these automatic increases will total about 
$40 billion. The programs that will be in
creased this way include federal civil service 
retirement programs, Social Secm·ity, and 
some veterans' benefits. Should the rate of 
the increase of these programs be reduced? 
Yes 70% No 30%. 

7. There are two basic proposals being dis
cussed in Congress to cut personal income 
taxes. 

Plan A would cut taxes using a series of 
proposals including: widening tax brackets 
to keep inflation from moving taxpayers 
into higher brackets; lowering the invest
ment income rate from a maximum 70 per
cent level to a 50 percent level, thus lower
ing the maximum capital gains rates to 20 
percent; providing tax credit relief against 
the so-called marriage tax penalty; and ex
panding incentives for Individual Retire
ment Accounts. 

Plan B would cut marginal tax rates by 10 
percent at every level. 

Do you prefer Plan A? Yes 47%. 
Do you prefer Plan B? Yes 28%. 
Do you prefer to have no tax cut until the 

budget is balanced? Yes 25%.e 

MARV A COLLINS-A MASTER 
TEACHER 

HON. LOUIS STOKES 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 

e Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I take 
this opportunity to salute one of the 
most notable educators in this Nation 
today-Mrs. Marva Collins of Chicago. 

Most of my colleagues are familiar 
with Mrs. Collins as a result of the 
CBS "60 Minutes" program on the 
West Side Preparatory School which 
she founded. Mr. Speaker, the "60 
Minutes" program highlighted the 
fact that the West Side Preparatory 
School is simultaneously a haven for 
discarded and educationally neglected 
children and an institution where edu
cational excellence and a thirst for 
knowledge are encouraged. Central to 
the success of the West Side Prepara
tory School and the educational 
achievements of its students has been 
Mrs. Marva Collins. 
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Mr. Speaker, scholars, administra

tors, teachers, and parents alike across 
the Nation marvel at the seeming mir
acles that Mrs. Collins has achieved 
with children who were labeled by 
other schools as retarded, trouble
some, and uneducable. Many ask what 
secret prescription Mrs. Collins has or 
what new educational teaching tech
nique she employs to reap these re
sults. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that Mrs. Col
lins would respond and explain her un
complicated yet effective methodology 
by saying that she gives the children 
at West Side Preparatory School an 
extraordinary amount of attention, 
the motivation to learn, the knowledge 
they need, and a sense of their respon
sibility to share that knowledge with 
the community. Her unfaltering com
mitment to those goals has been so 
successful that the test scores of her 
students have surpassed the national 
standards in reading and math. 

What is remarkable to people who 
do not really understand the length 
and breadth of what Marva Collins is 
giving her students is that she has at
tained what many call educational 
miracles without the help of public 
funds. Instead, Mr. Speaker, she has 
used her own courage, commitment to 
excellence, and the will of parents to 
secure a good education for their chil
dren to underwrite and undergird her 
efforts at West Side Preparatory 
School. 

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, Marva 
Collins has exemplified the courage of 
her convictions by using her talents as 
an educator within the West Garfield 
Park community in which she grew up 
and in which West Side Preparatory 
School is located. Finally, Mrs. Collins 
has held steadfastly to the philosophy 
that if we equip our children with the 
proper education, motivation and 
quench their natural curiosity and 
thirst for knowledge of the world, 
they can and will achieve. 

That brings me to the conclusion 
that Marva Collins is not a miracle 
worker. However, she is a dedicated 
teacher and the kind of person we 
need in classrooms throughout this 
Nation. Her perseverance and commit
ment to young people serves as a shin
ing example to us all and a beacon of 
hope for the future of quality educa
tion for our children. 

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I insert in 
the RECORD an article on Marva Col
lins which appeared in the Washing
ton Post. 
[From the Washington Post, May 31, 1981] 

MARVA COLLINS: MIRACLES THE HARD WAY 
<By Juan Williams) 

CHICAGO.- Marva Collins, teacher extraor
dinary, lives here on West Adams Street in a 
brownstone, a few broken bottles from a 
vacant lot covered with bricks and garbage, 
houses with doors hanging off the hinges 
and ragged children running the streets, 
begging change. 
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This is the same Marva Collins who was 

the hero of a "60 Minutes" television show. 
The same Marva Collins whom producers 
paid $100,000 for the story of the successful 
slum school she started so Cicely Tyson 
could play her in a TV special set for the 
fall. This is the Marva Collins who has been 
offered and has rejected the job of superin
tendent of the Los Angeles public schools, 
said no to the request that she be head of 
the Chicago school board and turned down 
an offer of $1 million to start her own chain 
of Marva Collins' schools. 

" I've lived in this neighborhood 21 years 
by choice," Collins, a bean-thin woman over 
six feet tall, says between the repeated buzz
ings of the doorbell by small children who 
want to know if they can work for a dollar 
and, if not that, then borrow a piece of 
bread. 

" I want to live here," she says. "This is 
where I come from and where I belong. I 
take the bus, too. I am one of the few posi
tive things around here, and I want to be 
here all the time. I'm not running to the 
suburbs like most black teachers." 

This Chicago neighborhood-West Gar
field Park-is where Marva Collins started a 
private school five years ago, West Side Pre
paratory, that has proved wrong all the 
public school teachers and principals who 
say poor black children in crowded city 
neighborhoods can't be expected to learn. 
Collins dismantled all the excuses for public 
school failures by taking in 18 children the 
Chicago public schools had discarded as 
being retarded, troublesome and truant and 
bringing them above national test standards 
in reading and math. And she did it with no 
public money. 

Now Collins is famous, and the school is 
no longer on the top floor of her house. It 
has moved three blocks to an old office 
building on West Madison Street, this ghet
to's main street, complete with iron gates 
covering every storefront and a huge broken 
clock, stuck at a quarter of 12, which hangs 
over a major intersection and seems to say 
that this whole section of town is broken 
down. 

Upstairs in the old building, across from 
the broken clock, Marva Collins is working. 
Her school has grown from one teacher and 
18 students to six teachers and 200 children 
in grades kindergarten through sixth. The 
walls are layered with grade "A" student 
papers. 

" I've had teachers and school officials 
from all over the world and every state in 
the nation come visit me looking for the 
answer to how I teach these children. It is 
as though I had some trick or instant soup
you know, you just add water and it's all 
there," says Collins. "They have even stolen 
the papers off the walls as if there were 
some secret in them. 

"There's no secret to it," she says. "I be
lieve in two-by-four teaching: the two covers 
of the book and the four walls. That and 
some strong legs to hold me up all day is all 
I need to stay right on top of these children. 
. .. If they say 'tham,' I'm right there to 
say 'them,' spell it and pronounce it for 
them. There is none of this 'come to me if 
you need help' like in the public schools. 
How do they know if they need help?" 

Collins is a taskmaster, keeping a grim, 
even angry face as she patrols her class
room, stopping to drill one child in vocabu
lary, then snapping out surprise questions 
to other children. 

"I've seen where people write that Mrs. 
Collins is a miracle worker for getting us to 
learn," says Erica McCoy, a sixth ~rader 
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who was put out of Catholic school for mis
behaving. "That's not true. Mrs. Collins just 
works hard." 

This day starts with math for all 37 stu
dents in Collins' class. They go . over ques
tions on a mimeographed sheet as Collins 
walks between the cramped desks. She looks 
over shoulders, asks questions, sometimes 
stops the whole class to do a problem at the 
board. After an hour of math, half of the 
class begins to read an English textbook qui
etly for 30 minutes while the other half 
reads aloud stories that Collins has mimeo
graphed, and then they answer questions 
about the story. If a child has a problem 
reading a word, Collins has him say it by 
syllables. If the child still can't get the 
word, Collins will write it on the board the 
way the child mistakenly said it. When the 
class has the word properly pronounced, 
they go on to its definition and then its deri
vation. When the half-hour is done, the 
other half of the class begins working on 
the mimeographed stories while the first 
group switches to the English textbooks. 

Then there is an hour of spelling tests and 
quizes; an hour of dictation; an hour of vo
cabulary, and finally a little time for Latin 
and a discussion of current events in which 
Collins keeps asking the children to say 
what they think-to make a judgment. 

Collins' students react to her and the 
work before them as challenges. They are 
going to prove that they can do it. They are 
going to show the world that they have 
been underestimated. So Collins' questions 
are answered in rapid fire . Two students 
answer a question, racing to see who can get 
the answer out first. The classroom is elec
tric with the energy of a crusade. Some new
comers to the class bristle at the atmos
phere and require private work with Collins 
before school to become adjusted. As a 
result, she plans to stop taking new students 
in the upper grades next year. But most stu
dents respond to Collins as if in the woman 
and her class they have found their life's 
purpose-someone who treats them as seri
ous intellects. 

All the while Collins is on her feet, roam
ing the room, prodding students, demanding 
full attention and silence, stroking students 
one minute, glaring at them the next. "You 
only know one-half the answer," she once 
said to a student. " I tell you what. I'll tell 
your mother to give you only half your 
dinner." 

"I don't talk down to them," says Collins. 
" I don't think of them as poor children, 
children with no fathers , no food, no 
money. I have a child here who has been to 
14 other schools, and they all said she 
couldn't learn. When they come in here I 
say 'Wefoome to success. Say goodbye to 
failure. You are here to stay. You are going 
to learn. If I have to love you more than 
you love yourself, I'll do it. I'm not going to 
call your mother. I'm not going to call your 
father. There is no principal here. I'm too 
busy teaching. You are here to stay.'" 

Collins, who quit her job as a public 
school teacher after 14 years and cashed in 
her $5,000 pension to buy books and desks 
to start her school, does all she can to avoid 
sending her sixth-grade graduates back to 
public schools. She tells stories of teachers 
in public schools coming to school stoned on 
marijuana and teachers telling her that 
black children can't learn. She says most 
public school teachers she knew couldn't 
speak well or spell words correctly them
selves. Collins is not only hard on public 
school teachers; she fired two from her own 
school this year. 
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To keep her students away from public 

school teachers, Collins is now searching for 
a building to buy so she can start her own 
junior high school. Her plan is to have a 
kindergarten-through-12th-grade school in 
the next f.ive years. 

Parents seem to agree that Collins' West 
Side Prep is better than other schools; "I 
send [Erica] here because this is the best 
education a black man can get for his child 
in this city," said Eliza Winter, a post office 
worker, as he brought his 5-year-old to the 
school. He pays $125 a month in tuition. 

"Compared to public schools, it is like 
night and day," says Winter. "Erica can 
read. My two others couldn't read when 
they had been in public school for a few 
years. She's more outgoing. She is more 
aware of the situation in the world." 

Collins says she would not send her stu
dents back to public schools even if busing 
helped to get them into the best Chicago 
has to offer. "I'm not in favor of busing," 
she says. "I want them to stay right here. 
There is a lot of building and work to be 
done right in this neighborhood. I don't 
want them going to some neighborhood 
where they are not wanted. They are 
wanted here. 

"My payoff will come when these children 
grow up and come back to live in this neigh
borhood," Collins says. "I could have gone 
to Los Angeles or Washington, but I don't 
think there are enough good people really 
doing the dirty work of education in the 
classroom with the children who need help. 
When these children finish school and come 
back, they are going to make this neighbor
hood into something that people will be 
trying to get into, not leave."• 

A SALUTE TO VIETNAM 
VETERANS 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 

•Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, my wife 
Annette and I have just returned from 
one of the most remarkable-and 
moving-Fourth of July celebrations 
in my memory. The city and county of 
San Mateo, Calif., devoted the Fourth 
of July weekend to our Vietnam veter
ans, honoring them with a grand 
parade, a picnic, special receptions and 
ceremonies, and a band review and 
military show. The lOlst Airborne Di
vision, which was adopted by the city 
of San Mateo during the Vietnam war, 
took part in these patriotic festivities. 
Mr. Speaker, I was proud to be a part 
of "Vietnam Veterans Recognition 
Days," July 4 and 5, and draw to your 
attention the following article which 
appeared in the San Mateo Times, 
July 6, 1981. 

SAN MATEO'S SALUTE TO VETS GAINS 
NATION'S NOTICE 

<By George Golding) 
San Mateo proved itself the little city that 

could by throwing a Vietnam Veterans Rec
ognition Days event this weekend that at
tracted national attention. 

During the weekend of memories and me
morials, the city and its citizens took part in 
Redwood City's giant Independence Day 
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parade, shared sandwiches and small talk 
during a community picnic in Central Park, 
held a formal reception Saturday night and 
a memorial ceremony Sunday morning, and 
then capped the observance with a military 
show and band review at Bay Meadows. 

"It's been just grand," said ex-Mayor John 
Murray late Sunday afternoon. "People 
have been swell. 

"I got phone calls this morning before I 
left home from all three television news net
works in New York, they were so interested. 

"One of them asked me: 'Why San 
Mateo?' 

"I answered: 'Why not?' 
"Actually, I think it was the adoption

the fact that we adopted Company A of the 
lOlst Airborne Division back during the 
Vietnam war, and welcomed them home. 
Then, when we got to thinking about recog
nizing our Vietnam veterans, it all came to
gether." 

City officials and citizen committee mem
bers who put together the observance did so 
in about four months, and did not know 
until two weeks ago that the lOlst Airborne 
actually would send some of its units across 
the country to take part. 

Within those final two weeks, plans for 
entering a Screaming Eagles float in the 
Redwood City parade, plans for the Eagles 
to march in that parade, plans for the com
munity picnic Saturday and the band review 
Sunday were juggled, reshuffled, and finally 
firmed up. 

The Tien Mu Mamas Folk Dance Group 
from Taipeh City was fit into the program 
after being invited by Mayor Donna Rich
ardson and agreeing to pay their own way to 
America. Thirty-three of the 80 housewives 
who belong to the group flew in to take part 
in the Saturday night reception at the Villa 
Hotel, and to join in Sunday recogitions. 

All weekend long, members of the lOlst 
Airborne Assault Division played leading 
roles in the city's observances. As adopted 
sons of San Mateo, they appeared in the 
morning parade, refreshed themselves 
during the afternoon picnic, and were hon
ored during the Saturday reception. 

On Sunday, they honored the nation's 
dead in ceremonies at Golden Gate National 
Cemetery in San Bruno, and closed the 
show as the final marching unit in the band 
review at Bay Meadows Sunday. 

But the unexpected stars of that show 
were 40 civilians whose T-shirts bore the 
legend "Vietnam Young Vets." 

Part of a group of 70 members from the 
Veterans Administration Hospital in Menlo 
Park, the Young Vets are in part a choral 
group, in part a self-help organization to 
assist troubled veterans in making their way 
successfully in civilian life. 

An estimated 5,000 people sat in the Bay 
Meadows grandstands under alternately 
sunny and cloudy skies as the Young Vets 
alternated between cheery choral music and 
outbursts of individual pathos. 

"First of all," said one speaker, a veteran 
of the Marine Corps, "I am proud to be a 
veteran." 

He then explained how he had been wel
comed home from Vietnam by people who 
called him a "killer." 

Another veteran who had won medals for 
valor and heroism and for risking his life, 
told how, upon his return, he had lost his 
wife, and nearly taken his own life in de
spair. 

"They called us things that hurt inside," 
read another Young Vet from a poem he 
had written. 

And then the group sang "Perfect Harmo
ny." 
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"It has been a long time coming home," 

said one member. 
And they sang "Shenandoah." 
They told how they had battled drugs and 

alcohol. 
And sang "We All Need Somebody to Lean 

On." 
They told of being prisoners of the Viet 

Cong and seeing their buddies killed. 
And sang "What the World Needs Now is 

Love Sweet Love." 
Time and again, the Young Vets brought 

thousands of people to their feet, clapping. 
Time and again they brought tears to the 
eyes. 

"San Mateo has outdone everyone in the 
United States," said the · group's director. 
"We love you. We hope you stand by us." 

And they closed their performance with 
"Take Me Out to the Ball Game." 

Parachutists dropped from the · skies, 
members of the lOlst Airborne rappeled to 
the ground on ropes slung from a helicop
ter, and Master of Ceremonies Peter Cleve
land introduced Mayor Richardson, ex
Mayor Murray, Lt. Col. John McGurk, and 
Lt. Gen. R. Dean Tice. 

Members of the Concord Blue Devils 
Drum & Bugle Corps marched, members of 
the 159th Army band played, members of 
the smart-stepping Coast Guard drill team 
pivoted and slapped rifles, and people 
smiled and cried and shook hands and went 
home. 

"I hope this will not be just a yearly 
thing," said Cleveland as he closed the 
afternoon's official events. 

"I hope that what we have done here this 
afternoon will go on." 

DO NOT BE BEASTLY TO 
CONGRESS 

HON. KEN HOLLAND 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 

e Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, be
lieve it or not, in Newsweek's issue of 
July 13, 1981, there was an article 
written by Norman J. Ornstein, pro
fessor of politics at Catholic Universi
ty, which told the truth in print, for 
no fee, at last, about the conditions 
Congress, with the help of the Demo
cratic and Republican leadership, has 
imposed upon itself. At the end of this 
Congress, we will probably see more 
good, hard-working, decent Members 
evacuating these premises unless our 
leadership somehow takes the lead in 
removing such onerous burdens as the 
outside earnings limitation, the pitiful 
$3,000 tax deduction for Washington 
living expenses, the absurd cap on ex
ecutive and congressional pay, and the 
ridiculous image we have painted of 
ourselves. Perhaps my colleagues will 
be interested in reading this rare bit of 
journalistic honesty which Newsweek 
presented, and so it follows: 

Do NOT BE BEASTLY TO CONGRESS 

America's second favorite indoor sport is 
knocking politicians. True, this has long 
been the case-it goes back well before 
Mark Twain referred to Congress as Ameri
ca's only native criminal class, or Will 
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Rogers said we have the best politicians 
money can buy. But lately, the criticism of 
our government and our leaders has been at 
almost a fever pitch. If the news on Con
gress doesn't focus on Abscam, sex scandals 
or alcoholism, it features tales of overseas 
junkets, overgenerous political perks or 
oversize Congressional office buildings. Po
litical cynicism and public bitterness over 
our politicians' venality are rising at an even 
faster rate than the national debt. 

None of the news stories are made up, but 
they tell only a small part of the story. I 
have watched Congress and Washington 
closely for more than a dozen years, most of 
it from the outside, and I can add with total 
confidence the following startling asser
tions: 

1. Congress is clean and honest. I would 
bet a lot of money that the proportion of al
coholics, drug abusers, homosexuals, bribe 
takers and sex maniacs is no greater in Con
gress than it is among any other group of 
people with similar high-pressured jobs, 
whether they be doctors, lawyers, dentists, 
journalists, bankers or industrialists. In 
fact, it is probably less. But a congressman 
sleeping with a lobbyist or even his own wife 
<if it's on the Capitol steps) is news, while a 
businessman's affair is not-and even if the 
latter makes the headlines, it's not general
ized in the same way. The plain fact is, how
ever, that the overwhelming majority of 
people in Congress are of the basic, dull, 
family-oriented variety. 

2. Congress works hard. The average 
member of Congress works 70 to 80 hours a 
week on public business, ranging from com
mittee hearings to floor debate to meetings 
with constituents. The workweek is usually 
seven days, four or five in Washington and 
the weekend back in the district-a nomadic 
existence that strains family life and physi
cal well-being. Everyone derides Congres
sional recesses, including the President, and 
newsmen are especially fond of poking fun 
at the Congress's own term for them, "dis
trict work periods." In fact, they are district 
work periods. Most legislators go back to 
their districts and work long hours-meet
ing with individuals, visiting senior-citizen 
homes or community centers. We all try to 
have it both ways: we accuse the member of 
Congress of "losing touch" if he doesn't 
spend a lot of time back home, and of "lazi
ness" if he misses a vote or a meeting in 
Washington-but then we deride him when 
he tries to meet all our demands. 

3. Most Congressional " junkets" are in the 
public interest. It is the rare trip that is 
taken for pleasure alone. Most Congression
al travel is brief, with as much time in the 
air as on the ground, and involves far more 
work than play. Our domestic and foreign 
policies are shaped by Congress; we need to 
have congressmen travel. We would be in a 
fine mess if we forced our legislators to 
become insulated from the outside world. 
We cannot possibly set the best policies for 
the United States in agriculture, arms sales, 
energy or any other area without seeing 
how our key allies in Europe do things or 
how they feel about our policies. We also 
need direct contact with the Russians, the 
Chinese, the Salvadorans and every other 
nation. Congressional trips inform and edu
cate, and an informed and educated Con
gress is in everyone's interest. 

4. Congress's working conditions should be 
improved. Capitol Hill is filled with uncom
fortable offices. It may be hard to believe
f or those who read about expensive, posh 
office buildings <and the cost overruns are 
inexcusable)-but, despite the odd excep-
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tion, legislators and their staffs do not lux
uriate in plush offices with fancy furniture. 
They sweat and strain in overcrowded of
fices with too many people and too much 
noise. Few if any businesses would tolerate 
such a setup. Congress should have better 
office arrangements. 

5. Members of Congress are underpaid. 
Every attempt to increase Federal pay re
sults in a cacophony of screams of outrage. 
Of course, it is hard for the average citizen 
to feel sorry for a poor congressman trying 
to get by on "only" $60,000 a year. But the 
fact is that in Washington-where a truly 
modest family home in a decent location 
goes for $200,000 and up-$60,000 does not 
go very far. This is especially true for a 
member of Congress, who must maintain 
two residences, including one in the district. 
Moreover, for most members, serving in 
Congress means a substantial financial sac
rifice; their "peers"-lawyers, lobbyists and 
consultants-command anywhere from two 
to five times a Congressional salary. Our 
best public servants regularly receive lucra
tive opportunities out of government. We 
should keep Congressional pay at a level 
where legislators like Sen. Pete V. Domenici 
<with eight kids waiting to go through col
lege) are not forced out of public life be
cause they can't afford it. 

I am well aware that many people will 
greet my claims about Congress with disbe
lief and outrage. But many others-includ
ing, I suspect, some who make their living 
reporting on Congressional scandal and 
sloth-will recognize their truth. I hope the 
latter group will start to echo my themes, or 
at least to counter some of the worst nega
tive excesses. I hope that people and organi
zations with some clout and prestige will 
apply some resources to recognizing and re
warding our best public servants, instead of 
publicizing and emphasizing our worst. 

For the foreseeable future we will be 
living in a political system where citizen de
mands exceed public supplies, where govern
ment services are cut back and redistribut
ed, taking more from some than from 
others. There is no better way to commit so
cietal suicide than to reinforce the errone
ous belief that Congress is a collection of 
corrupt, venal, greedy and hypocritical 
characters who, by extension, make unfair 
and illegitimate decisions. I for one would 
rather have Congress making tough deci
sions than any other legislature on earth, or 
than any other collection of people I could 
name.e 

DR. BERTRAM GROSS ON THE 
MEANING OF PATRIOTISM 

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 13, 1981 
e Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, that 
there is in America today a rising tide 
of bigotry, sectarianism, and political 
extremism should not be a matter of 
doubt. The reasons for this shift in 
opinion and attitudes are numerous, 
among which can be found the cumu
lative effects of years of economic dis
location and insecurity, rising popular 
discontent and the instinct for scape
goating, and the presence in Washing
ton of a new breed of crusading ideo-

July 13, 1981 
logues who seem bent on total victory 
for their side. 

It is in this context that I wish to 
bring to the attention of my col
leagues a major commentary on the 
meaning of patriotism written by Dr. 
Bertram Gross, that appeared in 
Newsday, July 5, 1981. Dr. Gross ex
amines carefully the traditions of pa
triotism in this country, and makes 
the important distinction between a 
tolerant and constitutional patriotism, 
on the one hand, and a sectarian and 
extremist notion, on the other. The 
former Executive Secretary of Presi
dent Truman's Council of Economic 
Advisers, architect of the Employment 
Act of 1946, and subsequent full em
ployment legislation, and currently 
distinguished professor of public 
policy at Hunter College in New York, 
Dr. Bertram Gross is in a position to 
speak to the distortions in the mean
ing of patriotism that are so wide
spread today. 

[From Newsday, July 5, 1981) 
MY PATRIOTISM COMES OUT OF THE CLOSET 

(By Bertram Gross) 
I have a secret that I can keep no longer. 
If it were a purely private affair, I would 

keep it within the family. My wife already 
knows it. My children suspect it-and I have 
seen that it makes them uncomfortable. 

But many others have the same secret
and are afraid to admit it. Maybe I can help 
them bring it into the open. 

If it were an easy secret to reveal, I would 
have done it long ago. particularly in the 
classroom, where candor is important. Last 
semester, when we were debating public 
policy and the budget, I almost let the cat 
out of the bag. But I was afraid of being 
met with indulgent ridicule. 

Now, on this Independence Day weekend, 
I have resolved to free myself from that 
fear and come out of the closet. 

I love America! 
My country is beautiful. But I do not love 

America merely for the physical beauty ex
alted in patriotic songs. There are more 
rocks and rills in Scotland, more templed 
hills in India, more purple mountain majes
ties in the Andes or the Himalayas. The 
waves of grain are just as amber in Argenti
na, Australia and Canada. The skies over 
Africa may be more spacious. All seas shine 
in the moonlight. We have no alabaster 
cities and none undimmed by human tears. 

How do I love America? I cannot count 
the ways. 

I love America for the freedoms that 
many of my people have won and that my 
family has been able to enjoy. I love my 
country for the great promise in the Bill of 
Rights and the vigor with which many 
Americans have fought for those rights 
against the concentrated power of a privi
leged few. 

I am thrilled by the energy bred from my 
country's enormous diversity, by the 
common decency and openness of most 
Americans and by the "Don't tread on me!" 
resistance to snobbism and elitism. I am 
proud of the historic progress during my 
lifetime in fighting against racism, sexism, 
classism, ageism and homophobia. 

I love my country's history as it is truly 
told. I honor the memory of well-known 
heroes-from Tom Paine to Martin Luther 
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King, Jr. I honor still more the unhonored 
heroes and heroines-poor white, black, His
panic and native American-who struggle 
daily against the fearful odds of desolation 
and hopelessness in urban ghettos and rural 
slums. 

I am proud of the ceaseless creativity 
that, like a wild flower, pushes up through 
the crevices of corporate and government 
hierarchies. One can hardly think of an in
novative idea for human betterment
whether through self-help or group action
that is not being tried someplace in this 
country, perhaps just around your corner. 
Some of the flowers are crushed in the bud. 
But ask not "Where have all the flowers 
gone?" without first looking. Now, in the 
early 1980s, I see more flowers than there 
were a decade earlier. 

I am in love with the English language
and especially the American variant, includ
ing our slang. I love our poetry, music, 
painting, dance, theater and even some of 
our movies. I love Philadelphia, where I was 
born, and Syracuse, Detroit and Berkeley, 
where I have worked as a teacher. And I 
have always loved New York City-especial
ly Harlem, which I used to visit as a child, 
the South Bronx, which I visit now as a 
member of a new Research and Strategy 
Center located there, and Greenwich Vil
lage, where I now live-and even the pover
ty-stricken subways that get me there. 

My patriotism is not exclusive. I admire 
an old statement by Mahatma Gandhi: "My · 
patriotism is inclusive and admits of no 
enmity or ill will. I will not hurt England or 
Germany to serve India." As for me, I would 
not hurt Iranians, Russians or Cubans to 
serve this or that administration in the 
United States. 

I go along with Mary Parker Follett, one 
of the many American women whose 
wisdom has been forgotten or ignored. "We 
are not wholly patriotic," she wrote in 1918, 
"when we are working with all our heart for 
America only. We are truly patriotic only 
when we are working also that America may 
take her place worthily and helpfully in the 
world of nations." 

Even more than in 1918, our independence 
should not be used to deny interdependence. 
We Americans are first and foremost earth
lings. As a privileged earthling, I sometimes 
travel around this wondrous planet. I enjoy 
the love and affection of family members 
and friends in other countries. Whenever I 
return to America, or course, I feel, "Home 
at last." The polluted air of New York City 
is in many ways fresher, and healthier, for 
me than the cleaner air in some cities 
abroad. 

But I am not now and have never been an 
"America Onlier." My love for America does 
not imply hate or disrespect for foreigners. I 
give them the same respect in my country 
that I expect-and have usually received
when visiting theirs. If some Americans are 
superior to some foreigners in some ways, 
this gives me no right to proclaim any form 
of inherent, all-encompassing American su
periority. 

My love is not blind. A loving parent is 
able to see his children's faults, even if tend
ing to exaggerate-as some say I do-their 
virtues. This does not mean withdrawing 
love and offering to give it back if and when 
the child behaves better in your judgment. 
A loving parent tries to understand the 
nature of a child's faults, to help correct 
them where this is possible or-as is often 
necessary-to correct his or her mispercep
tion. So it is between wives and husbands. 
So it is with one's country. 
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"Our country, right or wrong!" declared 

naval officer Stephen Decatur more than 
150 years ago. Since then, his words have 
too often been repeated in a manner sug
gesting that we should close our eyes to 
wrongs. Carl Schurz, therefore, made an 
historic addition: "When right, to be kept 
right. When wrong, to be put right." Both, 
of course, were referring mainly to the right 
or wrong decisions of government officials, 
not necessarily of the country or people as a 
whole. Neither was arrogant enough to sug
gest that he always knew the difference be
tween right and wrong. On some issues this 
is a hard distinction to make-at least until 
we have heard opinions on all sides. 

Love of country, as I understand it, means 
commitment of the time and energy needed 
to learn from the clash of both expressed 
opinions and unexpressed interests. It 
means defending the First Amendment, the 
rights of others to speak out on behalf of 
what you believe wrong. To me, it often 
means using my First Amendment rights in 
an effort to open the eyes of more Ameri
cans to the grievous wrongs inflicted by 
some Americans on other Americans and on 
people in other countries. 

There are many wrongs-far too many for 
my comfort. I shall not try to list them. Nor 
shall I suggest that somewhere there is a 
magic scale on which they could be bal
anced out by an equal or even a larger 
number of good things. Two rights may not 
undo a wrong, particularly when a wrong
whether it be slavery or the war waged by 
American presidents in Vietnam-has long
lasting effects and after effects. 

Today, I am terrified by those who seem 
willing to terrify the world (and American 
dissenters) in the name of fighting terror
ism. I am upset by those who, in the name 
of democracy, would diminish it or, in the 
name of fighting Soviet communism, threat
en to commit nuclear suicide. Above all, I 
am terrified by those who commit these 
wrongs in the name of patriotism. 

As far back as 1796, George Wa,shington 
warned against this tendency. In his fare
well address, he distinguished between real 
patriots and false patriots. He pointed out 
that "real patriots who may resist the in
trigues" of false patriots "are liable to 
become suspected and odious." while the 
false patriots "may betray or sacrifice the 
interest of their own country without 
odium." 

Among the false patriots, as I interpret 
his words <which foreshadowed Dwight Ei
senhower's farewell warning against the 
military-industrial complex), were the 
people even then trying to build "those 
overgrown military establishments which, 
under any form of government, are inauspi
cious to liberty and which are to be regard
ed as particularly hostile to republican lib
erty." 

This confusion between false and genuine 
patriotism is what led Samuel Johnson to 
make his famous remark, "Patriotism is the 
last refuge of a scoundrel." And it was cer
tainly the observed behavoir of scoundrels 
that led Ambrose Bierce, in his "Devil's Dic
tionary," to correct Johnson by saying: "I 
beg to submit that it is the first." 

I beg to submit that genuine patriotism is 
not a refuge of any kind. Like other forms 
of love, it is one of the guiding principles of 
humankind. 

Why then are so many genuine patriots 
unwilling to come out into the open? 

I have seen a few explanations. According 
to Francis Coker, an old-time professor at 
Yale University, there are divisive and ex-
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elusive patriots who "insist that the country 
must always be set above the rest of the 
world and . . . in the name of patriotism 
conduct a virulent propaganda against eco
nomic and political measures of which they 
disapprove." 

In his book, "Militaris, USA," retired Col. 
James A. Donovan of the Marine Corps 
identified the dangerous patriot as follows: 
"The one who drifts into chauvinism and 
exhibits blind enthusiasm for military ac
tions. He is a defender of militarism and its 
ideals of war and glory. Chauvinism is a 
proud and bellicose form of patriotism ... " 

With an insider's gift for well-observed 
detail, Donovan relates this dangerous pa
triotism to the "vast, expensive, and bur
geoning military-industrial-scientific-politi
cal combine which dominates the country." 

A few years ago the late Kalman Silvert 
of New York University observed that 
"People who wrap themselves in the flag 
and proclaim the sanctity of the nation are 
usually racists, contemptuous of the poor 
and dedicated to keeping the community of 
'ins' small and pure of blood, spirit and 
mind." 

The people described by Coker, Donovan 
and Silvert have usually been the very 
scoundrels against whom Johnson and 
Bierce were warning us. Most of them 
define patriotism as loyalty to themselves, 
their organization or the regime, not to the 
Constitution, the country or any higher 
principles of morality. If some of them love 
the country, the Constitution or the Ameri
can people less, it may be because they love 
the almighty dollar-or the almightier 
bomb-more. 

The upshot of all this is that the symbols 
of nationhood-indeed, the very concept of 
patriotism itself-have been sullied. That is 
why true patriots are ashamed to use them. 

There is something touching-indeed, ad
mirable-about this self-denial. I know 
many dedicated patriots who believe that 
action is more important than words, that 
acts of love are more meaningful than decla
rations. In fact, they are accustomed to 
being attacked as unpatriotic if they act to 
defend, let alone extend, democracy. 

Consider the case of Wendell Phillips, the 
abolitionist. It was he who used the now im
mortal phrase, "Eternal vigilance is the 
price of liberty." That was in 1852. He was 
attacked as unpatriotic. After slavery had 
fallen, he advocated women's suffrage and 
was again attacked on the same ground. Not 
long ago, people who were "prematurely" 
for civil rights or against the Vietnam War 
were smeared as paid or unpaid foreign 
agents. 

Today, liberty is being attacked on many 
fronts. Washington bureaucrats are trying 
to undermine the Freedom of Information 
Act, compile computerized dossiers, author
ize FBI or CIA break-ins and mail covers 
and deny poor people the right to equal jus
tice under the law. Judges have rendered de
cisions that undermine the freedom of the 
press and the right to a jury trial. The 
Senate Judiciary Committee's subcommittee 
on internal security and terrorism has en
couraged a "friendly witness" to smear an 
antinuclear group, Mobilization for Surviv
al, as a "Soviet front." Meanwhile there has 
been a dangerous revival of anti-Semitism, 
the Ku Klux Klan and the neo-Nazis. 

Fortunately there are those who truly be
lieve in eternal vigilance. They have orga
nized. They have protested. They have de
fended the Bill of Rights. They have given 
pause, I think, to those who would tear it to 
shreds. 
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The American Civil Liberties Union is one 

of these groups. So is the National Emer
gency Civil Liberties Committee. And so is 
Mobilization for Survival. The brave and 
farsighted Americans in these and similar 
groups are often criticized for "overreact
ing" -a term used by armchair liberals in 
excusing themselves for abstention from 
vigilance. All are smeared as unpatriotic by 
extremists. 

If Mark Twain were alive today, he would 
probably use the same language against the 
armchair liberals that his Connecticut 
Yankee used against anybody who would 
not agitate against repression: "He is a trai
tor." And he would probably turn the tables 
on the militarists and the terrorism sena
tors-Strom Thurmond <R-N.C.) and Jere
miah Denton <R-Ala.)- by calling them un
patriotic, even un-American. 

But I am against name-calling. That is the 
game of the false patriots who today are 
trying to do, in a more sophisticated 
manner, the kind of work done very crudely 
many years ago by Martin Dies, Richard 
Nixon and Joseph McCarthy. 

I favor the accurate use of the American 
language. That is why the guardians of our 
freedom should overcome their hesitations. 
Let them come out the closet. Let them stop 
hiding their patriotism. Let them boldly 
pick up the flag that the extremists have 
dragged into the mud. By so doing, they 
may help energize more of the people who 
openly love America to join in exercising 
the eternal vigilance on which the mainte
nance and enlargement of our freedom 
depend.• 

DOUBLE DIPPING AND THE 
MILITARY PAY RAISE 

HON. WILLIAM D. FORD 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, July 13, 1981 

•Mr. FORD of Michigan. Mr. Speak
er, this week the House will continue 
consideration of H.R. 3380, the Armed 
Forces Pay Act of 1981. In the com
panion report, the Armed Services 
Committee lists three primary pur
poses for the bill, one of which is to 
provide certain increases in special 
pays and bonuses that are designed to 
assist in attracting and retaining indi
viduals in critical skills in the uni
formed services. It is noteworthy that 
the rule under which the bill is to be 
considered was adopted with a mini
mum of disagreement on the merits of 
this bill. It is ironic that the House 
adopted a budget reconciliation resolu
tion that rejected a proposal which 
would have accomplished this goal by 
eliminating a major incentive which 
undermines the military's ability to 
retain skilled personnel. I refer, of 
course, to the Dual Compensation Act 
of 1964 which the Post Office and 
Civil Service Committee had proposed 
to amend to bar double-dipping by 
military retirees. 

Because of the intervening days of 
the Independence Day recess, I would 
like to refresh the memories of my col
leagues regarding the issue of double
dippers and the proposal of the Post 
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Office and Civil Service Committee. In 
compliance with the spending reduc
tion instructions of the reconciliation 
bill the committee proposed to amend 
the Dual Compensation Act of 1964 to 
provide that military retirees, with 
certain exceptions, would have their 
civil service pay reduced by the full 
amount of their military retired pay, 
thereby ending double-dipping. This 
proposal not only makes good fiscal 
sense, it makes good commonsense. 
Not only would it save the Federal 
Government an estimated $870 million 
in fiscal year 1982, it would eliminate a 
major incentive which encourages 
military personnel to leave the serv
ices when eligible and immediately 
become employed in the Federal civil
ian sector. 

As soon as the committee's double
dipper proposal was published it was 
attacked and labeled as unfair and de
ceptive. I responded to these spacious 
charges in a statement to my col
leagues on June 17, 1981-CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD, H3061. In that state
ment, I pointed out the disparity be
tween military retirement and Federal 
civilian retirement; the pay inequities 
between military retirees who are full
time civilian employees of the Federal 
Government and other civil service 
employees; and most important, the 
boost to armed services retention ef
forts if this incentive were eliminated. 

My June 17 statement also provided 
data on the current average total com
pensation-retired pay and civil serv
ice salary-of military retirees which is 
reproduced below: 

Officers ................ ........... . 
Enlisted ........................... . 
Combined ................. .. ..... . 

Military retired Civil service Total 
pay pay compensation 

$14,640 
8,510 
9,690 

$30,190 
19,275 
21,250 

$44,830 
27,785 
30,940 

Under the committee's proposal, the 
total compensation of these retired 
military personnel would be reduced 
to an amount equal to their civil serv
ice pay. 

In contrast to the compensation of 
military retirees, the average annuity 
of retired Federal employees is ap
proximately $11,000 and the average 
annuity of survivors is approximately 
$4,700. 

We do not know how much of a cost
of-living increase military retirees will 
receive or exactly when the increase 
will go into effect. However, we do 
know that the reconciliation bill pro
vides a pay raise benchmark of not 
more than a 4.8-percent comparability 
raise for Federal civilian employees. If 
that percentage raise is adopted, mili
tary retirees who are civilian employ
ees will benefit. The following shows 
the increased compensation double 
dippers will receive with the civilian 
pay raise alone: 
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Officers ..... .................... .. . 
Enlisted .................. ...... ... . 
Combined .......... .............. . 

Military retired 
pay (current) 

$14,640 
8.510 
9,690 

Civil service 
pay (Oct. 1, 
1981 raise) 

$31,639 
20,200 
22 ,270 

Total 
compensation 

$46,279 
28,710 
31 ,960 

The foregoing data illustrates the in
creased average compensation double 
dippers will receive effective October 
1, 1981. In addition, they will receive 
an increase in their military retired 
pay that has yet to be determined. 

Mr. Speaker, if we are serious about 
reducing Government spending, we 
should be considering a bill to remove 
the inequity and unfairness of provid
ing military retirees with dual com
pensation. The situation that required 
legislation to ease the transition from 
military to civilian government em
ployment no longer exists. Rather, 
there has been a dramatic reversal of 
personnel needs. It is the military that 
is now experiencing difficulty in re
taining skilled personnel. There is no 
question that this situation is aggra
vated by the Dual Compensation Act 
of 1964 which serves as a strong incen
tive for military personnel to serve the 
minimum number of years for retire
ment purposes, then become employed 
by the Federal civilian Government 
and receive double compensation, full 
military retired pay, and full civil serv
ice salary. 

There is no justification for continu
ing dual compensation for military re
tirees who are civil service employees. 
These retirees receive retirement pay 
plus other benefits for which they 
make no contribution. 

In terms of equity, no individual 
should receive both retirement and 
pay based on Federal service and 
salary for active Federal service during 
the same period of time. In terms of 
the military's manpower shortage, 
there is no reason to retain an incen
tive which exacerbates this problem.e 

SHARON KNIGHT 

HON. JACK FIELDS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, July 13, 1981 

e Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I was 
deeply saddened to learn of the death, 
June 11, of a truly outstanding and in
spiring resident of the Eighth Con-

. gressional District of Texas. Sharon 
Knight was deservedly honored in 
May of this year when she graduated 
as valedictorian of the 1981 class at C. 
E. King High School in Houston. 

Sharon, the daughter of Leonard 
and Carole Knight of 8530 Mayhaw, 
was the recipient of the Mary Gibbs 
Scholarship. She maintained an A av
erage throughout high school and did 
not miss a single schoolday in 4 years. 
Her name will appear in the 1981 edi-
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tion of International Youth Achieve
ment, an international publication rec
ognizing some of the world's most out
standing young people. 

Sharon's high academic achievement 
and the joy she brought to all who 
knew her made her sudden death all 
the more tragic. I know you join with 
me in extending sincere condolences to 
her family and friends. 

Mr. Speaker, in memory of Sharon 
Knight, I would like to submit for the 
RECORD a copy of her valedictory ad
dress delivered May 29, at C. E. King 
High School. I am sure you and my 
colleagues will find it as inspirational 
as I did. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

SPEECH BY SHARON KAY KNIGHT 
Good evening, distinguished guests, ladies 

and gentlemen. 
It was the choice of this 1981 graduating 

senior class to make the following declara
tion by John F. Kennedy its class motto: 

"Let the word go forth from this time and 
place to friend and foe alike that the torch 
has been passed to a new generation of 
Americans .... " 

Let the word go forth from this time and 
place to friend and foe alike. This assertion 
exemplifies by its openness, the confidence 
which Americans have in their youth. This 
confidence is best justified by the education 
of today. Of course, schools should train the 
use of words and numbers, and properly 
give skills needed in a trade or business; 
however, their most pertinent duty is the 
teaching of individual thought, imagination, 
and action, because the very core of Ameri
canism, which is based on individual respon
sibility, is individual liberty, a cherished 
fundamental right. However, the price of its 
continued possession is an untiring alert
ness. 

That the torch has been passed. The 
torch is an untiring alertness to all things 
that would be a menace to freedom and lib
erty. It is the responsibility of all persons. 
However, this does not mean that we as in
dividuals should try to take on the world. 
The distingushed lawyer and champion of 
civil liberties, Clarence Darrow, once stated, 
"You can only protect your liberties in this 
world by protecting the other man's free
dom. You can only be free if I am free. The 
same thing that might get to me may be 
used to get to you ... " 

Consequently it is our responsibility to 
create goals based not only on personal 
gain, but also on the gain of all people. 

To a new generation. These few key words 
suggest that the young Americans are now 
capable of these responsibilities. A person is 
never too young to take part in his commu
nity. Alexander Hamilton, the great Ameri
can statesman, was addressing large audi
ences at Columbia University on the topic of 
the American Revolution at age 17. Howev
er, today many young Americans are not 
participating in this country as is necessary. 
THEY ARE DRIFTING. Oliver Wendell 
Holmes, foremost protector of justice, once 
commented on this observation. He said, "I 
find the great thing in this world is not so 
much where we stand as in what direction 
we are moving. To reach the port of life, we 
must sail sometimes with the wind and 
sometimes against it-but we must sail, and 
not drift, nor lie at anchor." 

So, it is most important for us now, while 
we are still young, to find a direction which 
we wish to take and to choose one which 
will challenge our very soul. Once this direc-
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tion is found, our life takes on much more 
success. Those who fail in life often pursue 
the path of least persistence. 

Of Americans. It is most significant that 
we identify ourselves as Americans, because 
our own character is developed on the basis 
of our country's character. Our self interest 
and patriotism are exchanging forces in our 
lives. In order to protect our own basic free
doms, we must work to defend America. It is 
not right to think of it as one great mecha
nism run by a few great men. America is a 
concept. A concept which is democracy. It is 
run by many diverse individuals-farmers, 
factory workers, shopkeepers, longshore
men, businessmen, engineers, auto mechan
ics, all people, including you and me. 

Consequently, it is to the advantage of all 
of us to accept the torch and its responsibil
ities; to strive to perform its duties, now in 
our youth. If we do not, the torch will go 
out; then, our freedoms and liberties, the 
substances of a fulfilling and meaningful 
life, will perish.• 

. HUMAN RIGHTS: WHAT ABOUT 
CHINA? 

HON. ROBERT H. MICHEL 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, July 13, 1981 

e Mr. MICHEL. Mr. Speaker, the 
Communist Party Central Committee 
of the People's Republic of China has 
released a resolution concerning "cer
tain questions in the history of our 
party." By this bland phrase is meant 
the monstrous and wholesale viola
tions of human rights committed by 
the Chinese Communist Party under 
the dictator Mao Zedong. 

The resolution praises Mao as "a 
great proletarian revolutionary" who 
made some "serious mistakes." We 
learn that from 1949, when the Com
munists took over China, to 1956, 
there were "brilliant successes" for the 
party and the people. From 1956 to 
1966, however, there were "serious 
faults and errors." According to the 
resolution all the "successes" during 
that period can be traced to "the col
lective leadership of the Central Com
mittee headed by Comrade Mao 
Zedong.'' 

All of this sounds quite admirable. 
After all, here are the rulers of the 
Chinese Communist Party admitting 
"mistakes" and "faults and errors." 
What could be more fair than that? 

What the rulers do not say is that 
these bland words-mistakes, faults, 
errors-do not even begin to describe 
the inhuman butchery, unprecedented 
slaughter, and indiscriminate denial of 
basic human and civil rights that has 
been the legacy of communism in 
China. 

Nationally syndicated columist John 
Roche, has described that period as a 
time of one "of the great purges of 
history." During 1957 Mao himself ad
mitted that he had liquidated 800,000 
alleged counterrevolutionaries. 
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This figure is laughable. It is the 

same kind of figure that Nikita Khrus
chev used in describing Stalin's victims 
as having been in the "thousands." 
Mao, like Stalin, numbered his victims 
in the tens of millions. 

On June 8, 1978, Todd Culbertson of 
the Richmond News Leader wrote the 
following about the "human cost" of 
Chinese communism: 

According to Richard Walker, director of 
the Institute for International Studies at 
the University of South Carolina, Commu
nist-connected casualties on mainland 
China may exceed 64 million persons. In 
just the Political Liquidation Campaigns 
0949-1958), 30 million Chinese may have 
been killed. 

Such figures are so vast, so incom
prehensible that the mind cannot 
accept them as referring to murdered 
human beings. There must be some 
mistake, we say. There must be some 
unimaginable error to account for 
such figures. 

But there is no error. By every 
scholarly and objective means of veri
fication known the Western World, 
Mao's "mistakes, errors, and faults" 
led to the deaths of tens of millions. 
Nothing like this has occurred in 
human history. Nothing, not even Hit
lers genocide, can match in sheer num
bers and ferocity of this Communist 
ruler. 

His henchmen still rule China. Need
less to say they have turned on each 
other and there are and will be new 
purges of one sort of another. But the 
same philosophy that caused the geno
cide under Mao still is the official phi
losophy of China. All this talk about 
the "pragmatism" of the new rulers 
should be carefully scrutinized. 

In case anyone thinks that the 
recent changes in China have brought 
forth a new day of civil and human 
rights consider the following, taken 
from a New York Times story pub
lished on January 3, 1981: 

PEKIN, January 2.-Despite a recent effort 
to create a fair legal system and prevent a 
renewal of the arbitrary persecutions of the 
Cultural Revolution era, China still oper
ates a vast network of labor reform camps 
populated by hundreds of thousands of pris
oners. 

This conclusion emerges from interviews 
with several dozen former camp inmates 
whose accounts presented a portrait of a 
system under which the work is hard, the 
food scanty and the punishment often 
brutal. 

Chinese communism stands before 
history as one of the most bestial and 
depraved form of tyranny ever known. 
Let us remember this every time we 
clink glasses with its new rulers, every 
single one of whom bear direct guilt 
for the deaths of more innocent 
human beings than we can imagine. 

Yes; we have to deal with the Com
munist rulers in China because the 
Soviet Union fears the Chinese as 
much as it fears anyone. Yes; we 
should deal with these rulers if it is in 
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our national interest. But we should 
never forget that for all their new
found pragmatism, they are heirs to a 
bloody and horrible legacy of dictator
ship. The question we have to ask our
selves now is: At what point will our 
aid to the Chinese Communist enable 
them to gain the kind of strength that 
can be used against our values? I hope 
someone in the administration is 
thinking of this.e 

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 
Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 

agreed to by the Senate on February 
4, 1977, calls for establishment of a 
system for a computerized schedule of 
all meetings and hearings of Senate 
committees, subcommittees, joint com
mittees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate 
Daily Digest-designated by the Rules 
Committee-of the time, place, and 
purpose of the meetings, when sched
uled, and any cancellations or changes 
in the meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information 
for printing in the Extensions of Re
marks section of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD on Monday and Wednesday of 
each week. 

Any changes in committee schedul
ing will be indicated by placement of 
an asterisk to the left of the name of 
the unit conducting such meetings. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, 
July 14, 1981, may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today's RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

JULY 15 
9:00 a.m. 

Governmental Affairs 
Intergovernmental Relations Subcommit

tee 
To resume oversight hearings on fiscal 

disparities within the Federal budget 
system, focusing on the commerce 
clause and severence tax provisions. 

3302 Dirksen Building 
•select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 
9:30 a.m. 

Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs 
Financial Institutions Subcommittee 

To resume hearings on S. 1406, proposed 
Credit Deregulation and Availability 
Act, and S. 963, authorizing loans at 
interest rates in excess of certain State 
usury ceilings. 

5302 Dirksen Building 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Consumer Subcommittee 

To hold oversight hearings on the Fed
eral Trade Commission's activities re
lating to state-regulated professionals 
and professional organizations. 

235 Russell Building 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
Judiciary 
Constitution Subcommittee 

To hold oversight hearings on the im
plementation of the Freedom of Infor
mation Act, and to hold hearings on S. 
1247, S. 1235, and S. 587, bills provid
ing for the protection of certain confi
dential information from the disclo
sure requirements of the Freedom of 
Information Act. 

2228 Dirksen Building 
Small Business 
Innovation and Technology Subcommittee 

To resume hearings on S. 881, to stimu
late technological innovation and to 
increase economic productivity by 
using businesses more effectively in 
Federal research and development 
programs. 

424 Russell Building 
· •veterans' Affairs 

To hold oversight hearings on proce
dures for the adjudication of certain 
claims, and to hold hearings on S. 349, 
providing for limited judicial review of 
the administrative action of the Veter
ans' Administration, and for reasona
ble fees to attorneys representing legal 
counsel for veterans. 

412 Russell Building 
10:00 a.m. 

Energy and Natural Resources 
Energy Conservation and Supply Subcom

mittee. 
To hold hearings on S. 1166, to provide 

grants to States for low-income weath
erization assistance programs. 

3110 Dirksen Building 
Foreign Relations 
East Asian and Pacific Affairs Subcommit

tee 
To hold hearings on U.S. policy in 

Southeast Asia. 
4221 Dirksen Building 

1:00 p.m. 
Appropriations 
Agriculture and Related Agencies Sub

committee 
To mark up the substance of H.R. 4119, 

pending in the House, proposed 
budget estimates for fiscal year 1982 
for the Department of Agriculture and , 
certain related agencies. 

1318 Dirksen Building 
1:30 p.m. 

Joint Economic 
Economic Goals and Intergovernmental 

Policy Subcommittee 
To hold hearings on block grants and 

intergovernmental systems. 
2247 Rayburn Building 

2:00 p.m. 
Budget 

Business meeting, to consider Senate 
Resolution 159, Senate Resolution 160, 
Senate Resolution 166, Senate Resolu
tion 168, Senate Resolution 170, 
Senate Resolution 171, Senate Resolu
tion 172, and Senate Resolution 173, 
measures waiving section 402(a) of the 
Congressional Budget Act with respect 
to consideration of pending Senate 
Calendar business. 

6202 Dirksen Building 
Governmental Affairs 
Intergovernmental Relations Subcommit

tee 
To continue oversight hearings on fiscal 

disparities within the Federal budget 
system, focusing on the commerce 
clause and severance tax provisions. 

3302 Dirksen Building 

July 13, 1981 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 
4:00 p.m. 

Foreign Relations 
Closed briefing on the administration's 

position on nuclear nonproliferation. 
Room S-116, Capitol. 

JULY 16 
9:00 a.m. 

Governmental Affairs 
Intergovernmental Relations Subcommit

tee 
To continue oversight hearings on fiscal 

disparities within the Federal budget 
system, focusing on the commerce 
clause and severance tax provisions. 

3302 Dirksen Building 
•select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams 

6226 Dirksen Building 
Joint Economic 

To resume hearings on certain economic 
issues affecting the international econ
omy which will be addressed by West
ern leaders at the forthcoming Ottawa 
Summit on July 19 and 20, 1981, in 
Ottawa, Canada. 

2128 Rayburn Building 
9:30 a.m. 

Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Business meeting, to mark up S. 898, es

tablishing as national policy the pro
motion of marketplace competition, 
deregulation, and reliance on the pri
vate sector to provide telecommunica
tions services, and other pending cal
endar business. 

235 Russell Building 
Finance 
Savings, Pensions, and Investment Policy 

Subcommittee 
To resume hearings on S. 1310, proposed 

Urban Jobs and Enterprise Zone Act. 
2221 Dirksen Building 

Judiciary 
Constitution Subcommittee 

To resume hearings on Senate Joint 
Resolution 41, proposed constitutional 
amendment prohibiting the United 
States or any State from making or 
enforcing any law which makes dis
tinctions on account of race, color, or 
national origin. 

2228 Dirksen Building 
Small Business 
Innovation and Technology Subcommittee 

To continue hearings on S. 881, to stim
ulate technological innovation and to 
increase economic productivity by 
using businesses more effectively in 
Federal research and development 
programs. 

424 Russell Building 
10:00 a.m. 

Appropriations 
Military Construction Subcommittee 

To resume hearings on proposed budget 
estimates for fiscal year 1982 for the 
Middle East <RDF>/Rapid Deploy
ment Force construction programs. 

1223 Dirksen Building 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Consumer Subcommittee 

To continue oversight hearings on the 
Federal Trade Commission's activities 
relating to State-regulated profession
als and professional organizations. 

3110 Dirksen Building 
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Environment and Public Works 
Water Resources Subcommittee 

To resume hearings on S. 809, providing 
for the recovery of certain expendi
tures of the U.S. Army Corps of Engi
neers for operation, maintenance, and 
construction of deep draft channels 
and oceans and Great Lakes ports of 
the United States, and amendment No. 
31 thereto, authorizing a program to 
expedite the construction of deep
draft harbors; S. 810, prescribing a 
system of user fees to be levied on 
commercial transportation on the 
inland waterway projects, and amend
ment No. 32 thereto, expediting the 
construction of inland waterway proj
ects, and assuring that the users of 
such projects repay a fair percentage 
of the costs of such works; and related 
measures, including S. 68, S. 202, S. 
576, S. 828, and S. 1094. 

4200 Dirksen Building 
Foreign Relations 

To hold hearings on the nominations of 
Davis R. Robinson, of the District of 
Columbia, to be Legal Adviser of the 
Department of State, Dean E. Fischer, 
of Virginia, to be Assistant Secretary 
of State for Public Affairs, Joan M. 
Clark, of New York, to be Director 
General, U.S. Foreign Service, Gilbert 
A. Robinson, of New York, to be 
Deputy Director of the International 
Communication Agency, and Everett 
Alvarez, Jr., of Maryland, to be 
Deputy Director of the Peace Corps. 

4221 Dirksen Building 
Select on Indian Affairs 

Business meeting, to further discuss S. 
1088, promoting the goal of economic 
and social self-sufficiency for Ameri
can Indians, Hawaiian Natives, and 
Alaskan Natives, and to discuss a pro
posed committee report on the ade
quacy of Federal supervision and mon
itoring of oil theft on Indian and Fed
eral lease lands. 

1224 Dirksen Building 
2:00 p.m. 

Appropriations 
Interior and Related Agencies Subcommit

tee 
Business meeting, to mark up the sub

stance of H.R. 4035, pending in the 
House, proposed budget estimates for 
fiscal year 1982 for the Department of 
the Interior. 

1318 Dirksen Building 
Environment and Public Works 
Regional and Community Development 

Subcommittee 
To hold oversight hearings on the im

plementation of the Disaster Relief 
Act, and to hold hearings on proposed 
legislation authorizing funds for disas-

. ter relief programs. 
4200 Dirksen Building 

•Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings on the nomination of 

Richard T. Kennedy, of the District of 
Columbia, to be U.S. Representative to 
the International Atomic Energy 
Agency, with the rank of Ambassador. 

4221 Dirksen Building 
Governmental Affairs 
Intergovernmental Relations Subcommit

tee 
To continue oversight hearings on fiscal 

disparities within the Federal budget 
system, focusing on the commerce 
clause and severance tax provisions. 

3302 Dirksen Building 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
Labor and Human Resources 

To hold hearings on the scope of preven
tive health programs. 

4232 Dirksen Building 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 

JULY 17 
9:00 a.m. 

•select on Ethics 
To continue hearings on matters involv

ing Senator Williams. 
6226 Dirksen Building 

9:30 a.m. 
Labor and Human Resources 

To continue hearings on the scope of 
preventive health programs. 

4232 Dirksen Building 
10:00 a.m. 

Appropriations 
HUD-Independent Agencies Subcommit

tee 
Business meeting, to markup the sub

stance of H.R. 4034, pending in House, 
proposed budget estimates for fiscal 
year 1982 for the Department of Hous
ing and Urban Development. 

1223 Dirksen Building 
•Environment and Public Works 

To hold hearings on the nominations of 
Kathleen M. Bennett, of Virginia, to 
be Assistant Administrator for Air, 
Noise, and Radiation, and John P. 
Horton, of New Jersey, to be Assistant 
Administrator for Administration, 
both of the Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

4200 Dirksen Building 
Foreign Relations 

To hold hearings on the nominations of 
Monteagle Stearns, of California, to be 
Ambassador to Greece, Robert 
Strausz-Hupe, of Pennsylvania, to be 
Ambassador to the Republic of 
Turkey, David Anderson, of New York, 
to be Ambassador to the Socialist Fed
eral Republic of Yugoslavia, and Mar
shall Brement, of Arizona, to be Am
bassador to Iceland. 

4221 Dirksen Building 
Rules and Administration 

Business meeting, to consider Senate 
Resolution 20, providing for television 
and radio broadcasting of Senate 
Chamber proceedings; S. 778, authoriz
ing additional funds to plan for the de
velopment of the area south of the 
original Smithsonian Institution build
ing (South Garden Quadrangle); the 
nomination of Danford L. Sawyer, Jr., 
of Florida, to be U.S. Public Printer, 
and other legislative and administra
tive business. 

301 Russell Building 
2:00 p.m. 

Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings on the nominations of 

Richard N. Viets, of Vermont, to be 
Ambassador to the Hashemite King
dom of Jordan, and John R. Country
man, of the District of Columbia, to be 
Ambassador to the Sultanate of 
Oman. 

4221 Dirksen Building 
Labor and Human Resources 

To hold hearings on the nominations of 
Donald J. Senese, of Virginia, to be As
sistant Secretary for Educational Re
search, and Improvement, Daniel 
Oliver, of Connecticut, to be General 
Counsel, Thomas P. Melady, of Con-
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necticut, to be Assistant Secretary for 
Postsecondary Education, and Anne 
Graham, of Virginia, to be Assistant 
Secretary for Legislation and Public 
Affairs, all of the Department of Edu
cation, George A. Conn, of Maryland, 
to be Commissioner of the Rehabilita
tion Services Administration, Thomas 
L. Lias, of Iowa, to be an Assistant Di
rector of the ACTION Agency, Wil
liam E. Mayer, of California, to be Ad
ministrator of the Alcohol, Drug 
Abuse, and Mental Health Administra
tion, and Robert A. Rowland, of 
Texas, to be a Member of the Occupa
tional Safety and Health Review Com
mission. 

4232 Dirksen Building 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 

JULY 20 

9:00 a.m. 
•Labor and Human Resources 

To resume oversight hearings on the ac
tivities of the Office of Federal Con
tract Compliance Programs of the De
partment of Labor, focusing on Execu
tive Order 11246, regulations relating 
to affirmative action. 

4232 Dirksen Building 
9:30 a.m. 

Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
To hold hearings on the nomination of 

George A. Keyworth, II, of New 
Mexico, to be Director of the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy. 

235 Russell Building 
10:00 a.m. 

•Environment and Public Works 
To hold hearings on S. 548 and S. 1192, 

bills authorizing funds for completion 
of Union Station, Washington, D.C. 

4200 Dirksen Building 
2:00 p.m. 

Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs 
International Finance and Monetary 

Policy Subcommittee 
To hold hearings on S. 868, proposed 

Competitive Export Financing Act. 
. 5302 Dirksen Building 

Environment and Public Works 
Environmental Pollution Subcommittee 

To resume oversight hearings on the im
plementation of Public Law 96-510, 
providing for the adequate and safe 
treatment of hazardous substances re
leased into the environment. 

4200 Dirksen Building 
Foreign Relations 

To hold hearings on the proposed 
Agreement reached by the Govern
ments of the United States, Egypt and 
Israel on the stationing of a multina
tional force in Sinai. 

4221 Dirksen Building 

JULY 21 
9:30 a.m. 

Select on Intelligence 
To hold hearings on S. 1273, providing 

relief to the Central Intelligence 
Agency and other components of the 
intelligence community from the 
burden of responding to certain types 
of information under the provisions of 
the Freedom of Information Act. 

3110 Dirksen Building 
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10:00 a.m. 

Foreign Relations 
East Asian and Pacific Affairs Subcommit

tee 
To resume hearings on U.S. military 

strategic policy in Southeast Asia. 
4221 Dirksen Building 

2:00 p.m. 
Environment and Public Works 
Regional and Community Development 

Subcommittee 
To resume oversight hearings on the im

plementation of the Disaster Relief 
Act, and to resume hearings on pro
posed legislation authorizing funds for 
disaster relief programs. 

4200 Dirksen Building 
Judiciary 
Criminal Law Subcommittee 

To hold hearings on S. 1434, permitting 
U.S. courts to sit in judgment of cases 
alleging that a foreign government of
ficial violated international law. 

2228 Dirksen Building 

JULY 22 
9:00 a.m. 

Foreign Relations 
East Asian and Pacific Affairs Subcommit

tee 
To hold hearings on U.S. trade and eco

nomic policies and development prob
lems in Southeast Asia. 

4221 Dirksen Building 
•veterans' Affairs 

To hold hearings on S. 5, S. 7, S. 25, S. 
26, S. 48, S. 105, S. 248, S. 417, and S. 
742, bills providing educational assist
ance to members of the Armed Forces. 

318 Russell Building 
9:30 a.m. 

Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs 
To hold oversight hearings on the con

duct of monetary policy. 
5302 Dirksen Building 

Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Science, Technology, and Space Subcom

mittee 
To hold joint hearings with the House 

Committee on Science and Technology 
on the operational remote sensing 
system. 

235 Russell Building 
Judiciary 
Constitution Subcommittee 

To resume oversight hearings on the im
plementation of the Freedom of Infor
mation Act, and to resume hearings on 
S. 1247, S. 1235, and S. 587, bills pro
viding for the protection of certain 
confidential information from the dis
closure requirements of the Freedom 
of Information Act. 

2228 Dirksen Building 
10:00 a.m. 

Energy and Natural Resources 
Energy Conservation and Supply Subcom

mittee 
To hold hearings on S. 506, reinstating 

and validating certain numbered U.S. 
oil and gas leases. 

3110 Dirksen Building 
Environment and Public Works 

Business meeting, to resume consider
ation of S. 548 and S. 1192, bills au
thorizing funds for completion of 
Union Station, Washington, D.C., and 
other pending calendar business. 

4200 Dirksen Building 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
2:00 p.m. 

Environment and Public Works 
Environmental Pollution Subcommittee 

To hold hearings on S. 1018, providing 
for the protection and conservation of 
fish and wildlife resources. 

4200 Dirksen Building 
Governmental Affairs 
•intergovernmental Relations Subcommit

tee 
To hold hearings on State governments' 

implementation of Federal standards 
relating to the Clean Air Act. 

3302 Dirksen Building 

JULY 23 
9:00 a.m. 

Office of Technology Assessment 
The Board, to hold a general business 

meeting. 
S-126, Capitol 

*Veterans' Affairs 
To continue hearings on S. 5, S. 7, S. 25, 

S. 26, S. 48, S. 105, S. 248, S. 417, and 
S. 742, bills providing educational as
sistance to members of the Armed 
Forces. 

1202 Dirksen Building 
9:30 a.m. 

Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Science, Technology, and Space Subcom

mittee 
To continue joint hearings with the 

House Committee on Science and 
Technology on the operational remote 
sensing system. 

Room to be announced. 
*Energy and Natural Resources 
Energy and Mineral Resources Subcom

mittee 
To hold hearings on S. 1032, and S. 1383, 

bills promoting the development of oil 
shale resources. 

3110 Dirksen Building 
Judiciary 
Agency Administration Subcommittee 

To hold hearings to review section 912 
of S. 815 <Department of Defense Au
thorizations for fiscal year 1982), re
lating to liability of the United States 
for certain tort actions of members of 
the National Guard. 

2228 Dirksen Building 
Judiciary 
Constitution Subcommittee 

To resume hearings on S. 534 and S. 585, 
bills creating a Federal cause of action 
for the violations of a person's civil 
rights under color of State law relat
ing to constitutional rights or laws 
providing for equal rights of citizens 
or all persons within U.S. jurisdiction. 

5110 Dirksen Building 
*Labor and Human Resources 
Aging, Family and Human Services Sub

committee 
To hold hearings on adoption services in 

the United States. 
4232 Dirksen Building 

10:00 a.m. 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs 

To continue oversight hearings on the 
conduct of monetary policy. 

5302 Dirksen Building 
Energy and Natural Resources 
Energy and Mineral Resources Subcom

mittee 
To hold oversight hearings on the im

plementation of the Federal coal leas-
ing program. · 

3110 Dirksen Building 

July 13, 1981 
1:30 p.m. 

Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs 
International Finance and Monetary 

Policy Subcommittee, and the Securi
ties Subcommittee 

To resume joint hearings on S. 708, 
clarifying the intent and modifying 
certain provisions of the Foreign Cor
rupt Practices Act of 1977. 

5302 Dirksen Building 
2:00 p.m. 

Environment and Public Works 
Toxic Substances and Environmental 

Oversight Subcommittee 
To hold hearings on the environmental 

impact of chloroflurocarbons. 
4200 Dirksen Building 

JULY 24 
10:00 a.m. 

Environmental and Public Works 
Water Resources Subcommittee 

To resume hearings on S. 809, providing 
for the recovery of certain expendi
tures of the U.S. Army Corps of Engi
neers for operation, maintenance and 
construction of deep-draft channels 
and oceans and Great Lakes ports of 
the U.S., and Amendment No. 31 
thereto, authorizing a program to ex
pedite the construction of deep-draft 
harbors; S. 810, prescribing a system 
of user fees to be levied on commercial 
transportation on the inland waterway 
projects, and Amendment No. 32, 
thereto, expediting the construction of 
inland waterway projects, and assuring 
that the users of such projects repay a 
fair percentage of the costs of such 
works; and related measures, including 
S. 68, S. 202, S. 576, S. 828, and S. 1094. 

4200 Dirksen Building 

JULY 27 
9:30 a.m. 

Finance 
International Trade Subcommittee 

To hold hearings on proposed legislation 
extending the President's authority to 
waive the freedom of immigration pro
vision of the Trade Act. 

2221 Dirksen Building 
Labor and Human Resources 
Alcoholism and Drug Abuse Subcommit

tee 
To hold oversight hearings on research 

activities of the National Institute on 
Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism and the 
National Institute on Drug Abuse. 

4232 Dirksen Building 
10:00 a.m. 

Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
Agricultural Research and General Re

search Subcommittee 
To hold hearings on proposed revisions 

of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, 
and Rodenticide Act <FIFRA), Public 
Law 96-539. 

324 Russell Building 
Environment and Public Works 

Business meeting, to resume consider
ation of S. 548 and S. 1192, bills au
thorizing funds for completion of 
Union Station, Washington, D.C., and 
other pending calendar business. 

4200 Dirksen Building 
2:00 p.m. 

Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
Agricultural Research and General Re

search Subcommittee 
To continue hearings on proposed revi

sions of the Federal Insecticide, Fungi-
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cide, and Rodenticide Act <FIFRA), 
Public Law 96-539. 

324 Russell Building 

JULY 28 
9:00 a.m. 

*Select on Ethics 
To resume hearings on matters involv

ing Senator Williams. 
6226 Dirksen Building 

9:30 a.m. 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Science, Technology, and Space Subcom

mittee 
To hold hearings on proposed legislation 

to provide title to contractors receiv
ing Federal research and development 
funds. 

235 Russell Building 
2:00 p.m. 

Governmental Affairs 
Intergovernmental Relations Subcommit

tee 
To hold hearings to review alternatives 

for delivering public services, focusing 
on certain private sector involvement 
in social services. 

3302 Dirksen Building 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 

JULY 29 
9:00 a.m. 

Governmental Affairs 
Intergovernmental Relations Subcommit

tee 
To continue hearings to review alterna

tives for delivering public services, fo
cusing on certain private sector involv
ment in social services. 

357 Russell Building 
*Labor and Human Resources 

To resume oversight hearings on the ac
tivities of the Office of Federal Con
tract Compliance Programs of the De
partment of Labor, focusing on Execu
tive Order 11246, regulations relating 
to affirmative action. 

4232 Dirksen Building 
*Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 
9:30 a.m. 

*Veterans' Affairs 
Business meeting, to mark-up S. 349, 

providing for limited judicial review of 
the administrative action of the Veter
ans' Administration, and for reasona
ble fees to attorneys representing legal 
counsel for veterans and other pend
ing legislative business. 

412 Russell Building 
10:00 a.m. 

Environment and Public Works 
Business meeting, to resume consider

ation of S. 548 and S. 1192, bills au
thorizing funds for completion of 
Union Station, Washington, D.C., and 
other pending calendar business. 

4200 Dirksen Building 
Select on Indian Affairs 

To hold hearings on S. 792, establishing 
a National Institute of Native Ameri
can Culture and Arts Development. 

5110 Dirksen Building 
2:00 p.m. 

Governmental Affairs 
Intergovernmental Relations Subcommit

tee 
To continue hearings to review alterna

tives for delivering public services, fo-

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
cusing on certain private sector in
volvement in social services. 

357 Russell Building 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 

JULY 30 
9:00 a.m. 

Governmental Affairs 
Intergovernmental Relations Subcommit

tee 
To continue hearings to review alterna

tives for delivering public services, fo
cusing on certain private sector in
volvement in social services. 

3302 Dirksen Building 
*Labor and Human Resources 

To continue oversight hearings on the 
activities of the Office of Federal Con
tract Compliance Programs of the De
partment of Labor, focusing on Execu
tive Order 11246, regulations relating 
to affirmative action. 

423~ Dirksen Building 

*Select on Ethics 
To continue hearings on matters involv

ing Senator Williams. 
6226 Dirksen Building 

9:30 a.m. 
Select on Indian Affairs 

To hold hearings on S. 159, authorizing 
the exchange of certain land held by 
the Navajo Tribe and the Bureau of 
Land Management, Department of the 
Interior, and S. 1340, providing for the 
use and distribution of judgment 
funds awarded to the Clallam Tribe of 
Indians, State of Washington. 

3110 Dirksen Building 
10:00 a.m. 

Judiciary 
To hold hearings on S. 326, prohibiting 

a refiner, other than an independent 
or small refiner, from operating a gas 
station in the United States, and 
making it unlawful for a supplier to 
practice price discrimination in the 
sale of motor fuel. 

2328 Dirksen Building 
2:00 p.m. 

Select on Ethics 
To continue hearings on matters involv

ing Senator Williams. 
6226 Dirksen Building 

JULY 31 
9:00 a.m. 

*Select on Ethics 
To continue hearings on matters involv

ing Senator Williams. 
6226 Dirksen Building 

2:00 p.m. 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 

AUGUST 24 
9:30 a.m. 

Select on Ethics 
Closed meeting, to discuss committee 

procedures in its investigation of Sena
tor Williams. · 

6228 Dirksen Building 
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SEPTEMBER 15 

9:30 a.m. 
Labor and Human Resources 
Aging, Family and Human Services Sub

committee 
To hold hearings on primary interven

tion in addressing societal problems. 
4232 Dirksen Building 

SEPTEMBER 16 
9:30 a.m. 

•veterans' Affairs 
Business meeting, to markup S. 5, S. 7, 

S. 25, S. 26, S. 48,S. 105, S. 248,S. 417, 
and S. 742, bills providing educational 
assistance to members of the Armed 
Forces, and S. 266 and amendment No. 
62 of S. 636 <Veterans' Administration 
Health Care Amendments), measures 
implementing procedures and guide
lines for the interagency sharing of 
health resources between the Depart
ment of Defense and the Veterans' Ad
ministration. 

412 Russell Building 

SEPTEMBER 22 
10:00 a.m. 

Veterans' Affairs 
To hold hearings on fiscal year 1982 leg

islative recommendations of the Amer
ican Legion. 

318 Russell Building 

SEPTEMBER 23 
10:00 a.m. 

Labor and Human Resources 
Investigations and General Oversight Sub

committee 
To hold oversight hearings on the activi

ties of the Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration. 

4232 Dirksen Building 

SEPTEMBER 24 
10:00 a.m. 

Labor and Human Resources 
Investigations and General Oversight Sub

committee 
To continue oversight hearings on the 

activities of the Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration. 

4232 Dirksen Building 

CANCELLATIONS 

JULY 15 
10:00 a.m. 

Environment and Public Works 
To resume oversight hearings on the im

plementation of the Clean Air Act. 
4200 Dirksen Building 

2:00 p.m. 
Foreign Relations 

To hold hearings on the agreement 
reached by the Governments of the 
United States, Israel, and Egypt on 
the stationing of a multinational force 
in Sinai. 

4221 Dirksen Building 

JULY 16 
9:30 a.m. 

•veterans' Affairs 
To continue oversight hearings on pro

cedures for the adjudication of certain 
claims, and to hold hearings on S. 349, 
providing for limited judicial review of 
the administrative action of the Veter
ans' Administration, and for reasona-
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ble fees to attorneys representing legal 
counsel for veterans. 

412 Russell Building 

JULY 20 
9:30 a.m. 

Select on Ethics 
To resume hearings on matters involv

ing Senator Williams. 
6226 Dirksen Building 

2:00 p.m. 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 

JULY 21 
9:30 a.m. 

Select on Ethics 
To continue hearings on matters involv

ing Senator Williams. 
6226 Dirksen Building 

2:00 p.m. 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

· 6226 Dirksen Building 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 
JULY 22 

9:30 a.m. 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams 

6226 Dirksen Building 
2:00 p.m. 

Select on Ethics 
To continue hearings on matters involv

ing Senator Williams. 
6226 Dirksen Building 

JULY 23 
9:30 a.m. 

Select on Ethics 
To continue hearings on matters involv

ing Senator Williams. 
6226 Dirksen Building 

2:00 p.m. 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 

. July 13, 1981 
JULY 24 

9:30 a.m. 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 

2:00 p.m. 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 

JULY 27 
9:30 a.m. 

Select on Ethics 
To resume hearings on matters involv

ing Senator Williams. 
6226 Dirksen Building 

2:00 p.m. 
Select on Ethics 

To continue hearings on matters involv
ing Senator Williams. 

6226 Dirksen Building 
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