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'_'lﬂ}mppy -result, I have received several

#lr‘ttejs from - residents of Wallowa
County, expressing dismay that despite

;Qiheu attempts to meet with the Secre-

tary, they were turned away. I insert ex-
erptsfrom.these letlers in the Rrecorb.
T greatly-appreciate Secretary Hickel’s
interest in-the future of Hells Canyon. I
“'hope, ‘however, that he will not consider
that his irip.was completely successful.
Looking at the. area of cantroversy is
-only. one aspect of the investigation;
listening. to those most familiar: with
the country is eertainly also a ‘Tiecessary
1)9.11, of the job.
'I'he letters follow:

" UNION, Onrc June 1, 19?0
c.ongressman AL ULLMAN,
- ‘House -of Represc*ztatwes
Washmgwn, bB.o,

¢ DEaR ALt While visiting in Wallowa Coun-
'ty recenily I was shocked to Jearn of the
strunge treetment given a group of the coun-
t¥’s residents by Secretary of Interior Walter
- Hickel,
Tpon learntng of Secretary Hickel's sched-
-‘ule an attempt was made by the loeal peoc-
pie for-un sudience with him and his ac-
companying celebrities, Tltis request was de-
nied because Mr. Hickel did not want sny
bower groups . present, After it had been
adequately expiajned this was not a pow-
er group they were denied an audielice bew
- cause three: weeks' notice would be neces-
sary for m security ciearance, (It is very in-
teresting to- note the Xickel-Godfrey-Ives
group visited with & group of Washing-~
won BState University students who were con-
ducting an environmental camp-in., I won-
der i such.a security check waR made on
. this group.}

It is most disturbing tamt Secretary Hickel E
turned s deaf ear to local residents whose.

present and future depends s0 much on the
decisions made. by goveriunent officials, Cer-
tainiy it i a sad- situation when the Sec-
' -retary of.Inferior completely ignores the

Jjudgment of the local residents before mak--

-.ing his il-ndvised decislons. In my- opin-
jon
© compietely. deny them an audience.

One cannot help hut compare this conduct
with -your kindness -and consideration as
demonstrated to the residents of this same
arca during -vour visit about two weeks ago,

I bhave visited with some of the locoal Peo-

“ ple regarding: this situation and find they -

prefer -the judgment of the residents of the

ares Bnd their elected representative tn Cone-:

gress to the opinions of the Secretarys self-
appointed ‘‘exparts”,

IfT my memory serves me correctly. omy

6 fow weeks apo  Secretary. Hickel wWas_ urg-

'1n;; the President -to listen- to-thé voices of
. the disturbed college students, I-am quite
. perplexed. because it seems he did not show

the sumne-¢oncern for the rights of ‘Wallowa

County people-to-be heard. Perhaps 1If we
could visit with Secretary Hickel himself we
might better understand his views,

-Of course there 18 plways the chance some-
one on the stafl may -have been overly pro-
tective and-belleved he was shielding Sec-
retary Hickel from 100 many citizens de-
manding hix attention,

"This country was founded and hes pro-
gressed ‘throuph the yemars under the aup-

position: thet government is by the .people’

and for the people, If our President belleves
this to be true he can do no Jess than ad-
vise Secvetary Hickel of the obligations of
his office 1o the people he Iz supposed to
serve,” andinstruct the Secretary to meet
with a Wallown County delegation and listen
to .the views of the people most concerned.
Sincere wichen and best regards,
WiLLiaMm (BiiL) COOPER,

it ~was very thoughtless of him ‘to--

T Sincerelyyours ."

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKY® [ffof -

WaLLOWA COUNTY Homn oF REALTONS,

May 27, 1870.
Represent.ath'e AL ULLMAN,
U.5. House of Represcnmtives,
Washingion, D.C,

Dran AL: As we talked this morning you are
nware that we have only 6330 people in
Wallowa County unid that our income is the
lowest per capita of any County in QOregon
and that we neither have numbers or wealth
to stoh the rich from making a discrimina-
tory playground out of around a third of our
Ceunty and keeping any more Hydro electric
Dam projects from heing built on the Surke
Rlver, If we had the Mountain Sheep or Ap-
jprlousa Dam built we would have enough
power to ensure a continuing supply to an
Irdustrialiss that we have who hak expressed

tuterest in bringlng in one or two payrolis in -
-this County. You know we have lost all of

our Sawmills except one and may loose it. .-

Friday alternoon and evening -Mr.- Walter
Hickel, Secretary of the Interior, Arthur God-
frey, and Burl Ives were at the YLewis
Clark Hotel in Lewiston, Idaho prior to going
up the Snake River by boat. Beveral People
asked that the Wallowa County Board of
Realtors ask If they might bring a cross rep-
resentative group of six people o Lewlston
and telk with these gentlemen. and bring
them views of ihe people most effected by
the proposed H.R. 15444, Sen. Packwood pro-
posed Hells Canyon-Snake Natlional River
Bill, the 8 year no Hydro Development
Moratorfum on the Snake River, and your
HR. 16437 Hells Canyon Recreational Ares
Bill.

We were fold no we could not come to
lalk with these gentiemnen or attend the
Social Hour or the Banguet. Mr. Floyd Harvey

‘the man in charge who has chartered trips
-up the Snske said if the applications were in

three weeks ago we may have been allowed
to attend. (Three weeKs affo no one here was

aware of any forthcoming meeting of this '

type) He said “Wallowa County was repre-
senited, the Governor had been invited and
some residents’”, when I asked him who he

di4 not know who they were, No one seems to.
know anyone from Wa!lowa County that had -

an invitation, . |
Our Wallowa Cc-unty Board of R.en.ltors
composed qf members in Real Estate and

- Affillate. Members- from many Interests and
-Civie groups including County Gourt voted -

rgiaingt the two Park Bills and the Morato-

rium on the Snake as they feel any one of the -

three would be detrlmental t0 the ecouomy or.
Wallowa County. -

Since there are to few of us to ma.rch onj

anything or demand Goifrey or Ives homes

-be turned Into.exclusive playgrounds we
asked &ll Citizens to help us defeat the 8 . .
. year Moratorium Bl]l on the Snake and the.:

Park Bills,

. PEARL H IN’GLE, :
Sccretary Treasurcr

"ARE TEAR GAS AND HERBICIDES

PERMITTED WEAPONS?

HON. DONALD M. FRASER:"‘“.

OF MINNESOTA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ’

.Thursday, June 18, 1970 ..

Mr, FRASER. Mr, Speaker, yesterday
my esteemcd colleague from Wisconsin
(Mr. ZasrockI) and I discussed in sep-
arale statements the failure of the ad~
ministration to- place before.the Benaie

-as pledged the question of ratifying the .

1925 Geneva protocol.- The protocol pro-

hibits the use in wer of aspmrxzatmg,.

Cﬁ e 20!{7 /}’
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poisonous or other gases and of bac-
teriological methods of warfare.

Tiis delay in subnmitting the protocol
io the Senate for advice and consent ap-
pears due, in part, to the administration’s
interpretation of the protocol, To hold
that the protocol does not prohibit the
use of tear gas and herbicides in war is
controversial and a view held by a small
minority of the signatories to the treaty, -
This is pointed out in the following com-

ment by Jozef Goldblat which appeared .

in the April 1970 bulletin of the Atomic
Bcientists, Mr. Goldblat is presently a ..

member of the Siockholin International .-

Peace Research Instilute in Stockholm :
* The article follows: -

Am: TEARGAB AND IIERBICIDEE PERMITYED
. . WEAPONE?

(By Jozer Goldblnt)
The;present official position of the T_Tnited
States with regard to irritants such us tear
(lachrymatory) gas, and chemicals aflecting
plants such ag herbicides is, by -and large, as
follows:

1. The /prohibition under the 1925 Geneva
Protocol-does not cover the use of tear gas
in war, ! . -

2. The United Stﬂtes hag been consistentiy
opposed to such prohibition ever since the .
question arose, :

3. Herbicider are not covered hy the Geneva
Protocol.” The- use of echemicals affecting
plants is not prohibited, It was never seri-
ously and conclusively discussed in inter- .
national forums.,

My purpose here is Lo examine th"her_

" these assertions are correct.

-in 1824, o Bpecial Bub- Commlttee of the
League of Nations Temporary Miyved Com-
misslon was set up to study the effecte which
would be produced by the use of chemical
and bhacleriological weapons and to give the
public an accurate conception of the dangers
which it had to {ear. .
" The Sub-Committee consnlted qualified ex~ -
perts—cheiniste, physiclogists and bacterl- -

" ologists from varlous countries Including ..

France, Italy, Germany, Belgium, Denmark

‘and the United Btates——and received -au- .
. thoritative opinions. These were included in

the report of the Temporary Mixed Com-
mission of July 30, 1924, which staled that-

the agents used in chemical warfare could. .-
-be classified according to their effect on the -

human body &s (1) irritant (Jachrymatory,: .
snesze-producing and blistering)} sgents; (2}

- sufloeating - or asphyxlatlng agents and: (3) e

toxic agents; - :
The -report was brought to the attentiou='
of governments by the Council of the League .
of Natione, It served as a basis for discus~
sion at the Conference for the Bupervision

- -of the International Trade in Arms and AnD:-.
“munition and in Implements of ‘war, con~ . .
‘vened at Geneva on May ¢, 1925, No objection ..

- was volced at that time to prohibiting chemi-
" cal warfare in the sense given 1% hy the Tem-~ o
porary Mixed Conimission, and as clussiﬁed s

< - by that Commission, =

= On June 17, 1925, the Conference a,dopted

- " the Protocol prohibiting the uee in war of.

asphyxiating, polsonous or other gases, and
of bacteriological methods of warfare, Since

-asphyxiating #nd polsOnous fuses were ape-

cifically mentioned, the word “other* could " .
refer only to the third remaining category 91’ :

- ¢h.amtral gpents, namely irritant agents,

The tirst public controversy about tear gas.
started on December 2,°1930, at the twen-
tleth meeting of the Sixth Session (Seeond
Part) of vhe League of Nations rreparatory
Commission  for. the. Disarmament Confer-
ence, with the presentation of & menoran-
dum by the British Delegation. Referring to

-the. English-text-of the CGeneva Prutocol of.

1826, tt sa.id ":aning 1tselr on this English .

870
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 text, the Britlsh Goverhment have taken the

view that the use of ‘other’ gases, including -
lachrymatory gases was prohiblted.” -
The French stand, made known on the
smne day, was even more oategorieal, In a
special note the Prench Delegation stated:
“I. All the texts st present in force or
proposed in regard to the prohibition of the

use in war-of asphyxlating, polsonous or

similar gases are-identical...In. the French
delegation’s opinlon, they apply to all ;ases
employed with a view to toxic action on the
human organism, whether the effects of such
action are o more or less temporary irritation
of certain mucous membranes or whether
they cause serlous or sven fatal leslons,

“II.  The- French mailitary regulations,
which refer to the undertaking not to use gas
for warfare (gaz de combat) subject to reci-
procity, clessify such gases as suffocating,
blistering, irritant and polsonous gases in
general, and define irritant gﬂses as those

~causing tears, sneezing, ete.-

“III. The - Frenoh Government therefore
conslders: that. the use-of lachrymatory gases
1s covered by the prohibition arising out of
the Geneva Profocol of 1625 or Chapter 1V of
the draft Conivention,

“The fact that, for the ma.intana.nce 01' ‘in-
ternal order, the police, when deallng with
oftenders agninst the law, sometimes use
various appliances, discharging irritant gases
cannot, ln the French- delegation’s opinton,
be adduced in a digcusslon on this point,
since the Protocel or Convention.in guestion
relates only to the use of polsonous or simi-
lar gases in war.”

‘The fact. that the ban on the use. or tear
pgases had been inciuded in the Prench mlli-
tary regulations shows that the French gov-
ernment hever enterteined any doubt as to
the applicability to such guses of the Geneva
Frotocol, which it was the first o 1atify,

DIFFERENT VERSIONS '

The dispute was ostensibly provoked by &
discrepancy between the French and English
versions of the text of the Probtocol. The
French word “similaires” (with reference to
gnses) appeared in the English text as
“other,” Thus the French version would have
seemed more restrictive than the English.
However, the French understanding oi the
word “simllaires™-—and 1t i3 this interpreta-
tion which must be considered authentic
and thersfore nuthoritative—is in fact alle
embracing. In tbis particular case, “aimi-
laires” has the same meaning as “other.”

Neither was there any doubt In the mind
of other speakers at the same meeting of
the Comrnlsslon os to the correctness; of the
interpretation given in the - British rmemo-
randum, namely that the use of tenr gases
was prohibited by the Protocol of 1£p25 The
only exceptlon was the TF.B3. Represontative,

Hlugh Gihson, who sald that there would be .

considerable hesitation on the part of many
governments. to- bind themselves to refrain
Irom. the use In war, against an enemy, of
agencies which they have adopted for peace-
time use against theilr own population. And

this in spite of the fact that the English ver-.

sion, accepted. by the T.3. delegalion in 1825
and contalnirig the term. “other,” did not
lend itseif to ambiguity. If at the time of
signing the Geneva Protocol the United
States hed wished to restrict the prohibition
to lethal.gases, 1t would have asked to em-
ploy an appropriate term Lh the text.

In nny evenb, this wag, to my knowledge,
the only official U.B. statement, made beiore
an international audience, admitting the
Possibliity of use of tear gas in war, unkil
American troops got invoived in the Viet-
nam hostilitles, A mere conjecture macde in
1930, which the United Btates itself liad
subsequently discarded, took the shape of an
ad hoc argument 36 years later when the
U.B. representatlve ot the twenty-first UN.
General Assembly spoke anoub the actual use
of tear pas in Vietnam,

EXTENSIONS OF; REMARKS

TEAR. OAS BANNED -t .

. 'The record shows that niter December 1930 E

& number of concluaions.reached and resolu-

tlons adopted by the League of Nations '~
bodies confirmed that tear gas was included .

in the category of banned - weapons, The
Unlted Statea was no longer opposed. to such
an interpretation of the prohibition of chem-
tenl warfare and repeatedly stated that it Was
agaimt the use of tear g«s in war.

Further debate was concerned helther with
the interpretation of the Protocol, which way

- clear to all, nor with altering its meaning,

but rather with the strengthentng of its pro-
visions by extending the ban to cover the
very possession of chemical wenporna,
Divergencies arose only with regard to the
questlon of whether the manufacture, im-
port and export of substances guitable both
for peaceful and warllike purposes, lnctuding
tenr gas, should and could be forbidden, or
at least restricted within the framework of

the then contemplated  prohlbition of prep- - :
arations for chemical warfare. No one denied:-
the right to use tear gas_ln tlme of peﬂce :

for. police operations.

The Special Committee of- the Dlsarma« B

ment Conference in its Report .of May 31,

1932, includeéd in the deflnltionr'of chémical .

weapons sll substances having a harmiul
eflect. No mccount was taken of the degree
of harmfulness -of ‘these substances,

Committes accepted the U8, view that the-

use of lachrymatory gases for police purposes

could not be opent to any objection, nut was .

of the opinion that lachrymatory gases.
. stance harmful to the human or snimal or-:-

should not be constdered separately from the
point of view of their use-in warisre.

" Resolution I submitted by the Committee

to the General Commission of the Disprma-
ment Conference contained: the declaratlom
that “there showtld be included in qualitatlve
disarmament the use, for tha purpose of in-
juring an adversary, of all natural or syn-
thetic noxlouns substances, whatever thelr
state, whether solid, liquid or gaseous, wheth-
er toxle, nephyxiating, dachrymatory, leritant,
vestcant, or capable in any way of producing
harmful effects on the human or animal or-
ganism, whatever tlie methed of their use.”
{Qualitative disarmament meant absolute
prohibition of certaln categorles of weapons.)

On June 27, 1932, In the General Commis-
sion, the American representative read out a
statement of the instructions issned by FPresi-

dent Hoover to the 0.3, Delegation to the Dis-

rrmament Conference. The program of dis-
armament presented to the Conference in-
cluded a proposal for the abolition of all
chemical warfare.

On November 8, 1932, In the course of the
discussion on the report, submitted earlier
by the Chairman of the Special Committee
in the Bureau of the Conference, U, 3. Repre-
sentative Wilson sald: “There was no gues-
tion of ita [tear gas] use in time of war, but
the U.S. Delegation would have difficuity in
undertaking to give up the preparation and
empiloyment of this gas for local police pur-
poses.” He also suggested the incluston in the
report of a provision suthorizing the training
of tha police in the use of gad for ioeal police
purposes: (It was taken for grantec. that the
training - of armed forces in the use of tear
pas shouid bhe forbidden.)

In the course of the discussion in the Spe-
cinl Committee on Chemical, Bacterial and
Incendinry Weapons, raeeting in November
and December of 1532,
tive said that the American government was
willing to forego the use of lachrymatory
substances for military purposes in war time.
‘While therefore in favoyr of prohibition in this
sense, the U.5, representative urged that the
use of lachrymatory gases for pollce purposcs
and for protecting prlvate property should be
permitted, He feit that special regulationg
couldl he introdueed which would prevent
abuse.

The French delegate then drew attention
te the cdithculty of repulating Lthe use. of

The "
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lachrymatory substances. Thus, Lor Instance,
& lachrymatory substance used even beforo
World War I by the French pollee in arrest-
ing -dangerous criminals, was used tor charg-
ing asphyxiating shells during the war, He
stressed that in strong doses or when used

under - certaln : conditions, all lachrymatory -

gases could be polsonous, and some were oven

. polsonous in small doses,

The Committee suggested that, In order to
avold abuse, a State wishing to use lachryma-

 tory substances should be compelled to in-

form the Permanent Disarmament Commis-
sion. It should state the substances used, tho
implements which it proposed to employ and
thelr number. The - Commission would ex-
amine the question whether there: was any-
disproportion batween the.arms notlfled and
police requirements. .

The U.S. Delegation did not object- to the ’

nbovo suggestion, At the January 1938 meet-:

-ing of the Bureau of the Conferonce, 1t. ques~ -

tioned the requirement of submitting-a- list

-of lachrymatory - substances and spplances,- :
.83 imposing. an extremoly arduous.task; but

-it.was. not oppoe.ed to the pﬂnciple of restrlc-
-.tlonﬂ. .

. K. . CONVENTION

The Umted Kingdom Draft. Conveution
submlt‘ted t0: the .General: Commission of

- the: Disarmament Conferenice on -March 186,
1033, conteined the:following provision::“The-
‘prohibitton:of the-use of chemical:wespons:

shall apply to the use, by any method what«

.soever, for-the purpose of-injuring: an- nd-

verzary; of -any. hatural or synthetic . suh-

ganism, whether solld, iquid or gaseous, such:
a3 toxie, asphyxiating, lachrymatory ir-
ritant. or- vesicant. subatances.™ .+

- It. aleo- stated: ."The High Contracting

Parties shall Inform the Permanent Disarma-.

ment Comimisslon of’ the lachrymatory sub-
stances Intended to be used by their-authorl-
ties for police operations as well-as.of the
number 0f the vartous appliances-by means
of whioh thay are to he utilized.””

No opposition was voiced by the 7.8, Dele-

'gatlon to the first provision. With regard to

the second, the Unlted States proposed the
fonowing amendment: *“The High Contract-
ing Parties undertake to inform the Perma-
nent Disarmament Commission annually -of
the lachrymatory  substances used by their
Governmental spgencles or instrumentalities
for police operations, as well ag of the num-
ber and character of, the various appliances
by which the sald- lachrymatory substances
are utilized.”

The proposed change again conflrmed tha
readiness of the U.8. government to- accept
restrictions on the use of tear gas even for
internal police operations.

Thus there 13 strong evidence that what.
ever changes 1t might have still undergone,
the Draft Convention, when adopted, would:

have Included clauses explicitly probibiting

the use of lachrymatory gas In war,
PLANTS AND ANIMALS . .
,‘ The above. may. apply to the wae. of chemi-
cals harmiul to planta.
~In its Report. of May 31, 1932, t.ha Bpecml
Coimnunlttee- of the. Disarmament Conference
stated that the prohlbition should. extend

not merely to substances harmful, to human .
beings, but.-to those harmful to anlmals, The-

Commlttee explalned that no speclsl roference

wns. made- to. vegetables because it was. felt -

that. in practice it.would not be possible to.

employ, for the purpose of damaglng-vege--

tables, substances which were not also.-harm-
ful. ke human beings or anlmals, .or . which

were not likely to make hhe veg-etablas- hurm-—-._

ful to them, .

The statement based on the level or scionce N

of the early -thirties--¢an hardly be inter-

preted as permitting . the. use of substances.
harmful only-to plants, Any doubt:on-the -

subject will be-dispelied on reading. Resolu-

tion II adopted by the said Committee with. .
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regard to bacteriological weapons, The Com-~
- mittee - declared: :

; 1“.That ell methods for the projection, dls-
“.gharge, or .dissemination jn ANy manner, in

i . :places-inhabited or mot, of pathogenic mi-

«erobes-in whatever phase they may be (viru-
- »lent or eapable of becoming so), or of fitter~
-, passing ‘viruses, -or -of infected substances,

- whether for the purpose of bringlng them
‘Into eontect with human beings, animals
‘or-plants, or for the purpose of aflecting any
‘of the latter in any indirect manner-—for ex-
- araple, by polluting the atmosphere, water,
‘foodstufls, or any olher objects-—should be
included in qualitative disarmament,

The resolution was sdopted unenimously;

" the United States was n member. It would

 ‘follow ‘by straight analogy that the use of

chemicals to destroy plants of the adversary

""was never consldered permissible. :
©"The alm of all the discussions on chemical
and bhacteriological weapons ‘was to- prevent
ithe use of weapons directed solely agsinst
living organisms. Certain recently developed
chemicals capable of damaging plants, even
though harmiess {0 people or animals, were

- unknown when the question was before the
League of Natlons. But i can be assumed
that If they had existed, they would have
been explicitly banned. What mattered was
the target—men, animals, plants—irrespec-

tive of whether the mesns used were chemi-

cal or bacteriologicul.

More recent history has confirmed this
approach. Protocel No, III, mwodifying and
completing the Brussels 'Treaty of 1948, which
was signed by the Members of the Western
European Union in October 1854, defined
chemical weapons as “any equipment or ap-
. paratus expressly -designed to use, for mli~
tary putposes, the ssiphyxiating, toxie, irri-
© tant, paralysant, growth-regulating, antl-
- lbricating or- catalysing properties of any
chemieal substence.” ‘The term “irritand'
has ell alonpg been understood to incinde
tear ges, The term “growth-regulsting” ean
&pply only o plants. . .
. ‘The preceding anualysis seems 1o provide
~sufficlent evidance that the ban on the use
- of irritants such as tear gas and chemicals .
* affecting-plants such es herbicides consti-.
tutes  part -and -parcel of the rule of inter-
._:national law prohibiting -chemical warfare,
=" #+The oplnjon prevalling in the United Na-
. tions was best expressed by the U.N, Secre-
‘tary~General. In-his foreword to. the report
-on chemlical and bacteriological weapona and
the -effects ‘of their possible use, izsued in
1069,  he urged the members of the TUnited
-Natlons “to make a ¢lear afirmation that the
- prohibition contained in the Geneva Proto-
. col-applies to the use in war of all chemical,
bacteriologicel and biologleal .agents (in-
- eluding tear gas and other harassing agents);
- woich now- exigt .g v
the. futurel” 7 o

NO BETTER WAY TO GET FACTS
' THAN BY PERSONAL VISIT

"' HON. THADDEUS J. DULSKI

. OF NEW YORIL
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

“Thursday, June 18, 1976

Mr. DULSKI, Mr, Speaker,- there is
no better way to have an understanding
of problems in the fleld than to go to the
scene and see for yourself, talk with the
people, talk with local experts, and ob~-
tain a true feeling of the atmosphere.

Millard C. Browne, editor of the edi-
- torfal page for the Buffalo, N.Y., Even-
- ing News, has just returned from a tour

of the Far East, In which he visited sev-

-eral key eountries, : .

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Mr..Brﬂwne is a distinpuished editor
and eolumnist who has won many

awards for his perceptive writing on -

matters of local, national, and interna~
tional concern.

His trip to the Far East has given him
an insight into the difficult international
prebleins of that area with which our
country has become so intimately con-

. gerned,

No matter how many books you read,
no- matter how many periodicals you
study, no matter how msany television
reports you wateh, it is only by on-the-

spot study and reporting that you ean

obtain the real feel of the conditions and
undersiend the complexities of the geog-

raphy, of the economics, of the politics, .

and of the:national spirit of a commu-
nity, & state, or county.

VALUE OF PERSONAL VISIT

his profession by taking the time to make
this personal visit to the Far East. There
can be no question of the value this in-
formation will be to himself and . his
readers, | .

Mr. Speaker, Mr, Browne already has
a national reputation in the field of
journallsm, having been a repeated re-
cipient of ‘honors from the Freedom
Foundation, He was a Nieman Fellow in
1842, and has been a member of the Pu-
Litzer Prize jury for newspaper competi-
tion,

He is a former president of the Na~
tional Conference of Editorial Writers,
and as a longtime member of Sigma

Delta Chi, he helped to found the Buffalo-

aren chapter in 1966 and was its first
president.

He is a member of the American So-
ciety of Newspaper Editors, and is chair-
man of the Right-to-Know Committee

of the New York Society of Newspaper

Editors., | '

He has been with the Buffalo Evening
News since 1944, became its chief edi-
torial writer in 1953, and recently was
elevated to the position of editor of the
editoriel page, Mr. Speaker, Mr, Browne
has begun a perceptive series of articles
on his trip,.and as a part of my remarks,
I include-the first {wo in the series:

_WeALTHY Hone KoNG Is DAZZLING BUT
JTITERY IN FAST-WEST NMARRIAGE

- (By Millard C. Browne)

(Nore~~The News ed!ilorial page editor has
Just returned Irom ithe Internetional Press-
Institute Assembly in Hong Kong end a post-.

asgembly IPI tour of Taiwan, Korea and
Japan, Here is the first of his reports.)

Hone Kowa.—A cartoon book that neatly
captures the sights and aounds of this vast,
bustling, spectacnlar shoppers’ and shop-
keepers’ paradige of the Far East sums it up
1n one neat phrase:

“Hong Kong is
thing.”

It is that indeed. Despite inflation and an
ever-rising flood of tourism, Hong Kong re-
mains the world’s most fabulous shopping
mert, It has one of the world’s most spec-
tacular harbors, and it fs sttll & 1nost
dazzling place for hug-eyed sightseeing.

But Hong Kong is also, nt another ievel,
6 great marriage of convenlenee beiween the
free world and  Communist China, It Is not
only where East nieets West cultnrally and
commercially, but it ia also a great two-way
window for Red China to peer out at the

a  money-splendored:
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rest of us, and for the outside world to peek
&6 best it can into mainland China,

“CHINA WATCHING™

Diplomatically and journalistically, this
hae long heen the No. 1 Ustening post for in-
formation about Communist Ching, the No. 1
headdquarters for the highly specialized pro=
Tesslon known as “China watching.”

What Impresses even the casual tourisat,
however, is how bold end blatant Red
China's presence has become in this capital-
ist merchants” heaven. Right in the henrt of
Hong Kong, Communist Chinese run their
own schools and propagande niovies. And in
the midst. of the Kowloon tourlst center, be-
tween the swank Peninsula Hote! and 1its
newer sister, the Hong Kong, one can spend
& fascinated hour just wandering through
a great shopping ercade called “China Arts
and Crafis Ltd.”

Here the siniling visage of Maoc Tse-tung

and his revolutionary exhortations, blazoned
in-red, stare at one from nearly every pil-

- lar. Here may be purcbased—at prices com-
Mr. Browne has set a fine example for -

petitive with any Hong Kong capitalist—

every kind of Chinese artware from antique

to modern,
: ‘NEW~BTYLE, GOODS

A few years ago, Americans had to be-
ware of such lures, for nothing could be
brought through customs without a certifi-
cate proving origin elsewhere than main-
land China. But the Nixon administration
has now somewhat eased this edict, so shop-
pers may buy at least the trinkets that
eatch their eye,

‘What they will quickly notiece in this
Peking showplace, however, is that most of
the goods have been restyled in the revolu-
tlonary manner, In place of familiar lotus

blossom figurines or jade Buddhes, one will’

find jade-carved Chinese peasants striking
heroic poses, or & heautifully carved and in-

‘layed lpcguer chest with a worker estride

a4 tractor, telling no doubt the story of Mao’s
revelution, '

And in the book department, one will find
88 (count 'em) mneat stacks of “*Quotations
from Chajrmen Mao ‘Tee-tung,’” each pub-
Hehed in & -different langnage-—from Ewa-

hill and Senegalese to Thal and Nepalose,

FAROLOUS VIEW . 5 70 -

For all its accent on the dollar ($1 U.S,.

equals $6 HK)., Hong Kong is, to any tour-
ist, & many-splendored thing with or with-
out money. The view, from almost anywhere,
1s fabulous—whether circling In Tor a land-
Ing, or seelng Hong Kong (Victorin) Island
silhouetted across the harbor from HKow-
loon, or seeing the Kowloon side from Hong
Kong. - I R

The picturesgue harbor itself ia one of

'_— the endlessly. fascinating mights, with fts
Junks and sampans, ferries and freighters, -

tughoats and passenger liners all eriss-cross-
ing every which way in an- ever-shifting
katisdoscope—marred only by drifts of smog
created by the-newly-motorized junks.

. TEEMING STREETE

Seen cosually from the harbor, both Kow-
loon and Hong Kong look lke very mrodern,
western metropollses, except for neon~hla-
zoned Chinese characters on mahy of the
towering office huildings. But traveling
through the streeis, one quickly discovers
that, for all of its very British facade, Hong
Kong is at heart # swarming mass of Chi-
nese humanity. R

A Bunday stroll from the top of famous
Cat SBtreet -dowm Ladder .Street -through
alleyways busiling- with literally thousands
of Chinese shops 13 enocugh to.make one
wonder if this can be the same world one
saw from the harbor. Only efter & tharough
saturation -in -the sights and smeils, the
ciatter and -clutter of these unbellevably
crowded - natlve streets do. the population
statistics begin. t0 Ineke penee,
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