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KANSAS NATIONAL GUARDSMEN
RETURN HOME

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, today, De
cember 5, is a proud and happy date in
Hays and Russell, Kans., for their sol
dier-citizens are coming home.

In May 1968 units of the Kansas Na
tional Guard were summoned to active
duty following the Pueblo crisis. Across
the State, Guardsmen responded to their
Nation's need. They set aside civilian
jobs and concerns, and donned the Army
green. They said goodbye to loved ones
and friends and went away. with their
comrades to serve America. Duty called,
and these brave men answered.

Mr. President, I have had the privi~

lege of personally knowing many of these
men and their families for many years.
The 995th Maintenance Company has
its headquarters at Hays,Kans., and its
ranks are filled with men from the sur
rounding area. I know firsthand what
these 18 months have meant to them
and their communities. Their sacrifice in
terms of time, careers, and emotions has
been profound.

The Nation owes a deep debt of grati
tude as these men return to civilian life.
This debt was not incurred only by what
they gave up but by what they gave.
While on active duty, the 995th distin
guished itself through its dedication, its
excellence, and its contribution to the
Army's defense effort. Men who one day
had been civil servants, businessmen,
and laborers, the next day were first
rate, full-time soldiers. They gave real
meaning to the National Guard's tradi
tion of readiness.

I regret that our business in the Sen
ate prevents my attendance at the
welcoming ceremonies today. But I am
also grateful that I may tell the Senate
of tt,ese returning soldiers.

I wish to express my congratulations
and appreciation for the job the 995th
has done and to extend best wishes and
warm regards as our men resume their
civilian lives.

EDUCATION APPROPRIATIONS
Mr. MONDALE. Mr. President, on

Monday of this week I had an opportu
nity to appear before the Labor..,HEW
Subcommittee of the Committee on Ap
propriations. I testified before this sub
committee on the tremendous unmet
educational needs facing our Nation,
and urged them to recommend substan
tial increases in funding for educational
programs at all levels.

Funds for educational programs are
sound investments in the quality of
American life. I believe that Congress
has a responsibility to invest heavily in
the children of this country, and I believe
that fuller and more adequate funding
for vital educational programs is the
place to begin.

I ask unanimous consent that the
testimony I presented to the Appropria
tions Subcommittee be printed in the
RECORD.

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

STATEMENT OF SENATOR VI'ALTER F. MONDALE

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Com
mittee, I am honored to have this opportu
nity to present my views on needed increases
in appropriations for vital education pro
grams. The H.E.W. Appropriations Bill, as
passed by the House of Representatives, con
tains a vitally needed increase of $1 billion
over the Administration's bUdget request
for education but still falls short of meet
ing the human needs of this nation. I re
cently made a statement on the Senate fioor
expressing my opposition to reductions in
funds for medical research and related pro
grams-a statement which reflected the deep
distress felt by Minnesota's outstanding
medical community concerning the drastic
reductions in federal support of medical re
search and improved health delivery services.
Therefore, I will focus today upon the 'need
for appropriations increases for elementary,
secondary and hIgher eliucation.

I feel strongly that this nation is falllng
behind in its quest for quality educ'ation
and adequate health services while franti
cally scrambling to escalate a questionable
race toward higher and higher expenditures
for military and space programs. The Senate
must correct this imbalance, and the H.E.W.
appropriations bill is the most appropriate
vehicle for attacking this probiem.

I would suggest that we may be asking
the wrong question when considering appro
priations for programs designed to meet hu
man needs. We traditionally ask, "Can we
aiiord to ...?" I wouid suggest that we
should ask, "Can we afford not to ...?"

Or to state it another way, we look at
human needs and do whatever we think we
cun afford at the time. In contrast, in our
firm desire to reach the moon in the 1960's,
we established a national goal and resolved
that we WOUld, Without question, prOVide
the resources to achieve that goal.

I am fUlly aware of the fiscal constraints
we are facing as a nation. My point is that
we are reacting to these constraints in the
wrong way-in a manner which does not re
flect the over-riding human needs of a nation
in turmoil. I would hope that we in the
Senate, and particularly those who serve on
the Appropriations Committee, could view
appropriations not in the light of what we
can alford in the traditional sense, but in
answer to a more critical question: What
will be the ultimate cost to the individual
and to the society of the unrealized potentiai
of millions of under-educated children and
adults; of years of inequality of educational.
social and economic opportunity; of ne
glected dropouts; of poorly prepared teachers;
of alienated youth?

Quality education is trUly an investment
and not an expense. At a time when the
nation's school systems are facing a severe
financial crisis, the federai government must
respond. In this regard, I have taken two
major steps within the Education Subcom
mittee of the Committee on Labor and Public
Welfare in recent weeks. First, I have called
for the creation of a prestigious National
Advisory Commission on School Finance to
stUdy the schOOl fiscal crisis. This Commis
sion would be required to report to the Presi
dent and the Congress within two years its
recommendations concerning the proper fed
eral roie in financing education in partner
ship with state and local government. Sec
ondiy, I have introduced amendments to S.
2218, the bill to extend the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965, which
would increase annual authorizations for a
number of seiected ESEA programs. These
include Titie I (programs for the disadvan
taged), Title II (library resources), Title ill
(innovative and exempiary programs), Title
V (strengthening state departments of edu
cation), Title VIII (dropout prevention), and

selected programs funded under the Voca
tional Education Act of 1963. I also supported
enthusiastically amendments introduced by
the distinguished Senator from Texas, Mr.
Yarborough, which would increase annual
authorizations for ESEA Title VI (programs
for the handicapped) and ESEA Title VII
(bilingual education).

Before commenting upon specific programs
which I consider most deserving of appro
priations beyond those provided In the House
bill, I would like to stress three subjects of
particular interest to educators in Minne
sota. These inciude forward funding, full
funding, and the Illusion often created when
we appropriate the same amount for a given
program from one fiscal year to the next.

The uncertainty created by a lack of for
ward funding in most E.S.E.A. programs is
undoubtedly one of the most frustrating as
pects of federal aid programs. Little has to
be said of the problem created for a local
school district which dOeS not know what
federal funds it will have available untll half
of the school year has passed. The dilemma
faced by the administrator attempting to at
tract staff to a federally funded project under
these circumstances is self-evident. Minne
sota educators for whon< I have great re
spect, such as John Davis and Donald Bevis
of Minneapolis and Gregory Waddick of the
State Department of Education, have de
scribed the negative impact of our present
l.mcertain funding pattern upon the recnlit
ment and retention of personnel for federally
supported programs and upon sound long
range planning. The ultimate losers are, of
course, the children for whom federal funds
are appropriated. On their behalf, and on
behalf of the taxpayer seeking maximum re
turn on his investment in education, I urge
the Appropriations Committee to do every
thing within its power to place federal pro
grams of aid to education on a forward fund
ing basis. As you well know, this has been
done to some extent with Title I with great
success. The concept should be extended to
as many programs as possible.

Another concern is the lack of full fund
ing-the large gap between program au
thorizations and actual appropriations. This
gap raises unrealistic expectations on the
part of those who are looking to the Federal
Government for assistance. Our failure to
deliver what we promise creates Widespread
disillusionment and uncertainty concerning
our will to implement the excellent authoriz
ing legislation which now exists. I believe
that the major shortcoming of the Congress
in education has been our inability to fund
programs at levels which even approach our
own authorizations.

This probiem is partiCUlarly severe, as you
know, in education. Programs administered
by the United States Office of Education
have been funded at less than forty percent
of authorization. In sharp contrast, our space
program is funded at ninety-nine percent of
authorization and mil1tary procurement at
ninety-two percent. I ask that this Commit
tee do all it can to close the appropriation
authorization gap in the fiscal 1970 budget.

My third concern is the false impression
often created when programs are continued
from one fiscal year to the next at the same
appropriation level. In such instances, we
are not maintaining the Federal commit
ment, as is often implied. In the face of
rising costs and grOWing enrollment, pro
grams funded at the previous year's level
are, in fact, undergoing a marked reduction
in operational capacity. In most programs,
it takes an increment of from ten percent
to fifteen percent to stand absolutely stilL
The appropriations bill passed by the House
includes a number of examples of this reduc
tion in our commitment to the schools of
the nation.

Before turning to specific programs and
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recommending increased appropriation lev
els, I would like to commend and support
the action of the House of Representatives
in adding nearly $1.05 billion to a totally
inadequate Administration request for edu
cation funds.

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND IMPACT Am

I was particularly pleased to note the
favorable House action which added $209.5
mlllion to the Administration request for
the critically important area of vocational
education. These funds wlll enable our dedi
cated vocational educators to develop imagi
native, relevant programs suited to the de
mands of a rapidly changing society. The
unique Work Opportunity Center Program
of the Minneapolis Public Schools demon
strates what can be achieved by creative
vocational educators.

I was also pleased to note that additional
funds were appropriated under the impacted
aid program. Public Laws 815 and 874 pro
vide badly needed fmancial support to many
Minnesota school districts.

However, despite the House increases, ap
propriations for many other key programs
fire inadequate. Programs which I consider
partiCUlarly deserving of further appropria
tions increases include the follOWing:

ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION

7'itle I, ESEA. I strongly endorse the action
of the House in adding nearly $171 milllon
to the request of the Administration for
fiscal 1970. The resultant appropriation of
$1,396,975,000, however, stlIl stands in sharp
contrast to the 1970 authorization of $2,359,
554,470.

The Fourth Annual Report of the National
Advisory Councll on the Education of Disad
vantaged Children had this to.say about the
level of Title I funding:

"The Councllis distressed at what appears
to be a weakening federal commitment to the
education of disadvantaged children. This
is best evidenced by the $68 mllllon cutback
in funding of Title I from $1.191 blIlion last
school year to $1.123 bll1ion this school year.
This cutback, combined with the continuing
increase in the cost of education, results in
an estimated $400 million less for disadvan
taged pupils in local schools this year than
was available in the first year of the program.

We are deluding ourselves if we think we
can make an impact on education of the
disadvantaged without providing the neces
sary resources . . . The Council, therefore,
recommends that the Executive and Legisla
tive Branches move as quickly as possible to
close the gap between the Title I appropria
tion and the authol'ization .. :'

I urge the Committee to fully fund Title I
by adding $962.6 million to the House appro
priation.

Title II, ESEA. I applaud the action of the
House in adding $50 mlllioll to the Admin
istration bUdget request, which included no
funds at all for this program which has done
so much to prOVide library and audio-visual
resources for the schools of America. I urge
the Committee to add $5 million to the
House figure (which is identical to the 1969
appropriation) in order to sustain our com
mitment at last year's level of actual pur
chasing power.

Title III, ESEA. This program, which has
sparked major educational innovations in
tbousands of school districts, deserves far
greater support than that requested by the
Administration or that provided by the
House. The appropriation now stands at
$164,876,000, identical to the 1969 figure.
Again this appropriation stands in sharp
contrast to a 1970 authorization of $566.5
million. At a time when our educational sys
tem faces unprecedented demands for change
and renewal, Title III is one of the few
sources of financial support for the imagina
tive and innovative educator. I urge the Com
mittee to add at least $50 mlllion to the

House appropriation for Title III, an action
which would still leave this Title funded at
less tban one half of its authorization.

Title V, ESEA, This program of aid to state
departments of education has been funded
by the House, in agreement with the Adxnln
istration bUdget request, at the 1969 level
of $29.75 mlllion. The President's Task Force
on Education stated:

"Along with any movement in the direc
tion of 'designated block grants' ·should go
the use of Federal resources to strengthen
state departments of education. We therefore
strongly recommend an increase in the fund
ing Of Title V of ESEA under wh.ch grants are
made for this purpose."

If the Congress is seriously considering the
possiblllty of shifting more administrative
and program responsibillty for elementary
and secondary education programs to the
states, it is incumbent upon us to help bulld
a state capabllity to administer federally
financed programs with maximum imagina
tion and efficiency. I would therefore recom
mend that Title V be funded at $40 milllon,
fifty percent of its $80 mlllion authorization.

Title VII, ESEA. The House, in concert with
the Administration bUdget request, has in
creased the 1970 appropriation for bllingual
education programs to $10 mlllion from 'ts
1969 level of $7.5 milllon. I commend this
action, but appeai for additional funds for
expanding bilingual programs to serve Amer
ican Indians and Mexican Americans and to
deveiop programs of special language instruc
tion for children living in deprived areas.

I urge the Committee to fund blllngual
education programs at the full authorization
level of $30 mlllion.

Title VIII, ESEA. The Administration re
quested that $24 milllon of a $30 mlllloll
authorization be appropriated for dropout
prevention programs for fiscal 1970. The
House drastically reduced this request to the
1969 level of $5 milllon. In view of the poten
tial of this Title to deal with the frightening
social impllcations of neglect of the school
dropout, and in response to the many pro
posals which the Office of Education has been
unable to fund, I urge the Committee to
fund this program at the $24 mlllion level
initially requested by the Administration.

Higher Education
Two related activities deserving of increased

appropriations are the Education Professions
Development Act programs and the Teacher
Corps. Commenting on the E.P.D.A. programs,
the President's Task Force on educa·,ion
stated, "Tlle Education Professions Develop
ment Act of 1968. of which Teacher Corps is
a part, is an excellent piece of legislation. We
recommend that other tities of it also be
funded at, a higher level." The report went
on to say, "We belleve that the Teacher
Corps has demonstrated its value and are
strongly in favor of seeing it continued at a
higher level of funding."

Edtocation Professions Development Act
programs (exclusive of Teacher Corps) are
supported at the 1969 level of $95 mlllion by
the House action in exact compliance with
the Administration 1970 request. This pro
gram, designed to improve the quality of
America's teachers and administrators, is
authorized at a level of $445 million for
1970. Again, we see a stark contrast between
authorization and appropriatiOl:-between
promise and delivery-between what must be
done and what we are wllling to do. I urge
the Committee to approve a $200 mlllion
appropriation for E.P.D.A. programs In 1970.

Teacher Corps, which has been an out
standing program-one which serves the dis
advantaged whlle encouraging promising
young persons to enter the teaching profes
sion-will receive $21.7 mlllion under the
House bili in contrast to the Administration's
budget request of $31.1 million and an
authorization of $56 million. I urge the
Committee to approve full funding of this
outstanding program for fiscal 1970.

STUDENT ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

Undergraduate Student Assistance Pro
grams. As a member of the Education Sub
committee ot the Committee on Labor and
Public Welfare, I have been partiCUlarly
interested in stUdent assistance programs.
Present programs, while very commendable in
their intent, fall to meet the needs ot thou
sands of young Americans who have the
ablllty to attend our colleges and Universities.
Present appropriations tall far short of insti
tutional requests and legitimate student
need for aF.sistance. Recent action taken by
the Senate and House in approving the Con
ference Report on H.R. 13194, the Insured
Student Loan Emergency Amendments of
1969. provided a federal SUbsidy to encourage
the expansion of the guaranteed student
loan program, and increased the authoriza
tion levels for several other Important stu
dent aid programs. These new levels approxi
mate very closely actual institutional re
quests and Office of Education estimates for
1970. I WOUld, therefore, urge the Appropri
ations Committee to respond to this un
questioned need by appropriating funds in
accordance with these new authorization
levels.

Specifically, if each of these programs were
fUlly funded, an additional $60 mlllion would
provide 125,000 more Educational oppor
tunity Grants; an additional $96 million
wouid prOVide nearly 150,000 more National
Defense Student Loans; and an additional
$121 mlllion would enable nearly 250,000
students to participate in the College Work
StUdy Program.
SPECIAL STUDENT AID PROGRAMS FOR DISADVAN

TAGED STUDENTS-'rALENT SEARCH, UPWARD
BOUND, AND SPECIAL SERVICES IN COLLEGE
PROGRAMS

These programs, all designed to encourage
and assist disadvantaged students to take
advantage of the educational opportunities
which this nation makes available to the
more aflluent, are of major importance to
the future of thiS nation and should be
funded at the highest possible level. The
authorization for these programs Is $56.7
million. I belleve these highly promising
programs deserve full f~tnding.

The Talent Search program, funded at a
$4 mlllion level in fiscal 1969, has been in
creased to $5 mlllion by the House for fis
cai 1970, in accordance with the Adminis
tration request. I recommend that this pro
gram receive an appropriation of $8,5 million
for fiscal 197D-the Ofllce of Education esti
mate to the Department and a figure which
would represent a significant beginning in
meeting our commitment to identifying tbe
latent academic talent among our disad
vantaged youth.

The Upward Bound program has been
funded at $30 milllon In the House bill, rep
resenting a slight increase over the 1969
appropriation of $29.8 mlllion. I urge the
Committee to fund this program at a level of
$35-$40 milllon.

The Special Sel'vices in College Program.
which has never been funded, received an
appropriation of $10 mlllion in the HOLlse
bill. I Ul'ge the Committee to support that
appropriation level for thIs promising pro"
gram.

Collegc 7'eacher Fellowship Program. De
spite a growing undergraduate and grad
uate enrollment in our colleges and uni
versities, the Administration and the House
have seen fit to decrease appropriations for
this program from the 1969 level. The $70
mlllion appropriated in 1969 has· been re
duced to $56.1 mlllion by the House In the
1970 bill and is not being appealed by the
Administration.

The President's Task Force on Education
expressed deep concern about the supply of
college teachers, pointing out that new starts
in predoctoral fellowships bad decreased
dramatically in recent years. New starts in
predoctoral fellowships totaled 15,000 in
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1966-67; 13,9131n 1967-68; 10,950 in 1968-69;
and an estimated 9,675 in 1969-70. The re
port stated, "Unless this trend is reversed
immediately, the supply of Ph. D.'s in all
fields but particularly science, four to six
years hence may decline seriously. We urge
the Administration to give this problem early
attention."

I share this concern and urge the Com
mittee to increase the appropriation for the
College Teacher Fellowship program to $75
million, a figure which represents the de
partmental request to the Bureau of the
Budget.

PROGRAM ASSISTANCE TO HIGHER EDUCATION

In a recent meeting with Minnesota college
presidents and their representatives, I heard
firsthand of the plight of the college and uni
versity as it attempts to absorb the impact
of a burgeoning student enrollment.

Programs authorized by the Higher Edu
cation Act, which were singled out by Minne
sota educators as particularly In need of in
creased appropriations were Title III
(strengthening Developing Institutions),
Title VIA (Undergraduate Instructional
Equipment and Resources), and Title X (Im
provement of Graduate Schools). Each of
these was identified as a program which re
qUired better funding if the institutions were
to begin to meet ever-increasing demands.

The program for strengthening developing
institutions, Title III, had an authorization
of $35 million in 1969 and received an ap
propriation of $30 million. The House bill
provides identical funding for 1970. But for
1970 the authorization for this program has
doubled, and I urge the Committee to double
the appropriations for this program as well
-to a level of $60 million.

The Administration and the House have
prOVided for no appropriation at all for the
purchase of undergraduate instructional
equipment and other resources under Title
VIA. I find it difficult to believe that a pro
gram authorized at the level of $70 million
by the Congress is deserving of absolutely no
funding. Yet this is the situation as the ap'
propriations bill now stands. This is particu
larly appalling in view of the growing im
portance of quality higher education. I urge
the COIT.mittee to match the 19r9 appropria
tion of $14.5 mimon.

Title X programs designed to improve
graduate schools received no appropriation
in 1969 and are apparently going to receive
the same In 1970 according to the request
of the Administration and the House bill.
Again, we have a program authorized by the
Congress (at a level of $5 million) which is
not a reality because no funds have heen ap
propriated. I urge the Committee to fully
fund this program with an appropriation of
$5 million.

Before closing, I wish to register my strong
opposition to Section 407, the Student Un
rest Rider to the H.E.W. Appropriations bill.
I believe that Section 504 of the Higher Ed
ucation Amendments represents a more ade
quate approach to student unrest and
strongly recommend that It be given a fair
test. Adopting repressive measures Is not the
answer-measures which would punish our
institutions of higher learning through the
extreme measure of cutting off Federal fi
nancial assistance.

I also oppose sections 408 and 409 of the
appropriations bill, the so-called Whitten
Amendment. I believe that this amendment
would seriously jeopardize the progress being
made In school desegregation across the na
tion. The potential implications of this
amendment, particularly in view of the re
cent Supreme Court decision prohibiting
further delay in desegrega~'8 the schools,
are frightening. Any legislative action which
will impede progress In this area or which
would further polarize Amelba as It attempts
to resolve its racial conflict shOUld be re
jected.

ATTACK ON WARREN COURT
BY U.S. LEFT

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in the
RECORD an article published in the Wash
ington Post on December 3, 1969. The
article, written by Joseph Alsop, is en
titled "Warren Court Attacked Again,
This Time by the U.S. Left." The article
makes extremely entertaining reading.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be plinted in the RECORD,
as follows:
WARREN COURT ATTACKED AGAIN, THIS TIME

BY THE U.S. LEFT

(By Joseph Alsop)
Once again, the unspeakable has been

spoken, the unmentionable has been men
tioned, the unsayable has been said. This Is a
remarkable event; and if one looks ahead, It
is probably a major political portent.

To be specific, the "Warren Court" was un
der bitter, sustained attack from the right
from the time of the school desegregation de
cision, In 1954, until Chief Justice Earl War
ren laid down his judicial robes. But now
the Warren Court, and almost all Its works
and ways, have been sharply, cogently and
powerfully attacked from the left.

The attacker Is a brilliant contributing
editor of "The New RepubliC," Professor Alex
ander Bickel of the Yale Law School. Further
more, the two greatest monuments of the
Warren Court, the school decision In Brown
VS. Board of Education, and the so-called
Hone-man-one... vote" decision, are the prin
cipal targets of Bickel's criticism.

Bickel first spoke out when he recently
delivered the Oliver Wendell Hulmes lectures
at the Harvard Law School. Vague reports of
this remarkable lecture series thereupon
caused a good deal of apprehensive flutter
Ings In the inner dovecotes of American
liberalism.

Far more widespread, acrimonious and
public debate Is bound to be touched off,
however, by Bickel's forthcoming book, "The
Supreme Court and the Idea of Progress."
This Is an expanded version of the Holmes
lectures, complete with all the critical appa
ratus required by a major work of legal theory
of the most serious possible character, Which
this book unquestionably Is.

The thrust of the book Is expressed In a
single pungent sentence, as follows: "The
Warren Court's noblest enterprlse---school
desegregation-and its most popular enter
prise-reapportlonment-not to speak of the
school prayer cases and those concerning aid
to parochial schools, are heading towards
Irrelevance, obsolescence, and, in large meas
ure, abandonment."

A newspaper column is no place to try to
recapitulate the kind of careful argument on
which Professor Bickel bases the foregoing
conclusion. It Is enough to say, rather crude
ly, that Bickel finds that the school desegre
gation decision has not worked very well
thus far, in a practical sense. And he further
holds, obViously correctly, that Brown vs.
Board of Education runs directly counter to
the rising demand of black militant leaders
for "black community control" of Negro
schools.

As to the one-man-one-vote decision, Bick
el's objections are even harder to summarize,
In a few words. But one of them is certainly
his opinion, again obviously correct, that the
main beneficiaries of the resulting reappor
tionment are bound to be the ever-growing
white suburbs, while the Increasingly black
cente~ cities will lose leverage proportionally.

To the sentence already quoted, Bickel
adds the observation that "if this assess
ment has any validity, it must be read as a
lesson." The lesson he seeks to Inculcate is
that the courts in general, and the Supreme

court In particular, are most Imperfect in
struments of social and political reforIll
however desirable such reforms may be. He
would therefore have them leave reform. in
almost all cases, to the elected members of
the state legislatures and the Congress.

This reporter is wholly unqualified to dis
cuss, much lcss to pass upon, the complex
and proround constitutional issues that
Bickel has raised. They were already being
raised, before his retirement from the court
by Justice Felix Frankfurter. They are now
being raised, In certain specific cases, by
Justice Hugo Black. That Is all a reporter
can properly say about the issues themselves.

The political meanIng of Bickel's book is
something else again, however. Against the
Warren Court and all its works, the ranks of
the American rlghtwing have always been
solidly arrayed, as above-noted. But this book
represents the first significant break in the
ranks of the American left. There is now
division, just where the Warren Court al
ways obtained its strongest support.

One must say ·'the first significant break"
because, of course, the black militants' de
mands for "community control" were also a
break of another kind. The arguments for
the so-called demonstration school projects
in New York City, for Instance, might have
been made to order to support George C.
Wallace's approach to the school problem
In the South.

But when a man of Bickel's stature openly
breaks the former liberal-intellectual soli
darity on this matter there is no foretelling
the final outcome. It Is only clear that a new
phase has opened.

RELEASE OF ISRAELI HOSTAGES
BY SYRIA

Mr. WILLIAMS of New Jersey. Mr.
President, I am happy to report to the
Senate that the two Israeli civilians who
have been held hostage by Syria for over
3 months, following the hijacking of a
TWA flight last August, have been re
leased. The Embassy of Israel has veri
fied that they are on their way to Athens
at this moment.

Although all the facts are not available
as of this moment. I am sure all Ameri
cans join in expressing our warm
"mazeltov" to these two Israelis and to
their families. For them, a very trying 3
months has ended.

I also wish to share with Senators the
JOY expressed by Mrs. Joseph Dayan of
Phillipsburg, N.J., sister of one of the
hostLges. When I met with Mrs. Dayan
and the wives of the two hostages in
October, I was deeply moved by their
plea that the world not forget these two
men.

Let us hope that their release reflects
some possibility for peace in the Middle
East.

ASSESSMENT OF PRESENT
STRENGTH OF VIETCONG

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President. this
morning's Washington Post contains an
article, written by Joseph Alsop, which
is most timely, interesting, and exciting.
It deals with the present morale and ef
fectiveness of the Vietcong guerrilla ef
fort in the Vietnamese war. Alsop states
that President Nixon sent the English
man, Sir Robert Thompson, to Vietnam
to assess the present strength of the
Vietcong. Sir Robert was the man who
directed the successful British defeat of


