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DIARY OF WIUTE HOUSE LEADERSHIP 

MEETINGS -- 9lst CONGRESS 


July 15. 1969 

Tbe President said that the &leDda would be confiDed 
to House and Se_te reports and the messa,. 011 popu­
lation. 

DlI"ks.D commended Tower for the marmer in whicb he 
bad "ralli.d the troopS" ill support of ABM. Mrs. Smith 
sald that tbe ttrst key vote OD ABM. would Ukei7'Come 
aext week. RMN looked at tbe Vice President aDd said. 
"Don't leave t;;iD, Ted." He then recalled how many tie 
votes he waa obU,.d to break while be was Vice Presidel'lt. 
Aeew said that he was surprised that the preas has not 
yet asked him bow be stands on the issue. Dlrkaen said 
tbat Russell Long bas posted a deadUne of July 18 tor the 
introduction ot tax reform btUa by Members of tbe Senate 
BO that tbe Pi_DCe Committee could put to,etber a com.. 
mittee print. Republicans have eDOUlh votes in Committee 
QOW to report a surtax btU separate from a reform bill. 
However. LoDe baa said that the surtax bill would not 
move untU the Committee bad put a reform bUI on the 
calendar. Harlow reported 38 Republican votes in sup'" 
port of surtuextenston. RMN satd that tbis means we-wUI need aaotber 13 or 14 from the other side. For tb. 
purpose, be asked Dirksen to make a strong public state~ 
ment to the effect that the votes are available and the 
surtax should be acted upon before July a1. MalO and 
~urns agreed. Dirksen aareed to talk with Mansfield and 
make a statement. ~ sald tbat a strolll statement by 
Dirksen would belp to atabWz. the stock market. Bul"D8 
explained that while a drop tn stocks tends to cool the 
lnflattODary fever, tbere is a danler that this may ao too 
far. Bonds are on the edie of trouble.. What hurts tbe 
stock market is tbe uncertainty about surtax extensioD. 
Ford said that the Ways aud MeaDS Committee will report 
i""r'etorm blll and that it will be eo tou,b it 11kei), w111 not 
pas. the House. RMN said that RU8sell Long knows that-
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8.D7 tu reform btU 18 lUte I,. to affect oU depletion 
allowance. so it could be that his atratel1 is to load tbe 
reform bin down so thai aothiDI wU1 pa... Rhode. 
I.Dqutred about the future of laterest rat.s. Buras said 

I 

that the 1llte,..st mc:reue bas a _ptt.e impact on the 
atock market aDd that there will be DO atabtUty in 
tat...." rate. uratn the surtax matter baa b.ea settled. 
Ford aak.d if we could expect a reduction tn tbe prime 
tntereat rat. if the tax btU passed. He never received 
a detlaItlve answer. RMN then said that if the sunax 
i8 puud aDd other tnhattonary measures take hold. 
the eooaomy will befla to cool down later tbis year, will 
.'abWae 1D the earl)' wimer aDd in the late wiater and 
sprlDg bepn an up.wIn,o. 

For the Hou••, Ford reported a Ulbt work week With-DO buaiae•• scheduled W ....day dUl'1r&J the moon abot. 
Next week. the House wU1 eo_leler four approprtatloDe 
btUs. includiDI taao.e of lDterlor. HEW..Labor, State­
JuUee. In reply to the PJtlideut'. quesUon. Ford sald 
that the Hou•• deftDf.tely win bave baportaat buatne•• on 
Aupat 14, the date scheduled for the Coape••ioDal 
ree••s. 

The Pre.ident aaked MOze to uplain the population 
me•••p_ Moyniban sald this II the first such me...... 
any American Prestdent baa ant the Coapea8 and lavolves 
one of tbe most important pl'Oblems whieb face the naUon. 
To Wustrate. he cited atatltnlcs on world populatioll powtb.. 
By the ),.ar 1810. the world bad a popuIaUGD of 1 btllloaJ 
bJ 1110. I blWOftJ by' 18.0. a bWion. B1191&. accorcU.DI 
to the ....s.nt Pl'Oject1oa. the world population will be 
4 billiOll' by 2000. 1 billion. NIxop lDterjected to ..., that 
7/8 of the t.Dcrea.e lD population bas come from areaa of the 
world where the per capita iaoome ,. lee8 tbaft '200 a year. 
~ Baid that a COMerted Pl"OlftD1 could out 2 bilUOD 
off the projected iDere.... He spOke of cooperatieD With the 
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I 

s 


UN ComDU..siOP. for PopulaUon and coordlDation of the 

work iD underdeveloped countries of AID. State Depart­

ment, Peace Corp•• HEW and Api01l1ture. 00 the 

domestic .cene, be sketched three major efforta, 


a) 	 Commi••loa OIl Population Growth aad the Ameri'" 
CaD Future. Tbis CoDUDi••ioa would be maDClated 
to sttacl7 (1) probable cova. of population p-owtb 
aDd other demopoapbic cbaDpSJ (2) demands web 
sr*th wUl make OD the pabUe .ectol"l.Dd (8) the 
nature of ....nmeat orpaiaatiOD to accommodate 
popalatiOD cbaDps. 

b) 	 New empbu•• on research aocl fam11y pluWDlJ and 

c) 	 Commitmeat tor 5 years of family plaDDiIli .,rvlce 
for 80111. 5 miDion women at the povert;y leveL 

.!!!!! sald that we maat come to plps With the reality of 
the problem wblch the population exp1otiOD po.es. He 
aald it does UtUe cooc:t to attempt to ,.a.r mone;y into tbe 
probIdm at one end while DeW population drabaa it out the 
other. He cited the for.lp aid proaram, the AWfIIlce tor
Procr.s. and evell PubUc Law 480. The President then 
invited !!!!!: Fl!!ll!! to malee a re,ol1 concerrdng hi. 
vialt to th' Pope. Planilaa theD de.crtbed the meettoc 
and discua..d what the President da.11ed a Hcommumca... 
tiOD belt" which the AdmlDtstratton hopes to set apwith 
the Vatican. Although the President has _aided not to 

·seDd a peraow repre...tatt". to tbe vaUcu.. J'1aDlpn 
'thoua'bt it beat not to d1acu•• tbl8 directly -..h the Pope 
bu.t rather ta.lked abeNt NlxoIl'. plaa to aerad h1ah"'ranJdq 
representaUvea of the Adm1D1atration at 60 to 90 day 
irRerva1a for top level diacuaa1ou. The Pope tnten.cla 
to reciprocate, aad the visit of the Apostolic Delelate with 
the PrealdeDt last week Wuatrate. what i8 planned. 
FlaDipn. I.lt that the Pope was mu.ch impressed with 
Mr. Nixon and I••la that the U. s. bas been richly bl•••ed 
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ill order that it mllbt be an instrument tor bl.s.iDI tor 
the world at large. For that purpo.e. he wiU ~rate 
ill aU appropriate wars. He eapres.ed concern tor the 
1.. 5 miWou catholics in Vietnam aDd aacreed that tbelr 
11ltereats would be jeopardized without support of Amen­
can proerams to rellOl.. the CODfUct. They also dlscus­
••d Btafra aad the Mid Eut. RMN 1aterjected to announce 
(on a CODfideDUal bula) that tbi'"Ad.miDlstratlon would 
make public next week or the week tol1owlDa some pollC)' 
decislO1l1 with respect to Blatra. Hel"etofore. American 
polter baa beeD faabloaed by the feeJ.tac that the u. S. must 
IlUpport the ElJIUab 111 their support of Nigeria. The 
Orp.DfsatioD of Afrioan Stat•• also au"one Ntpri&. 
However. to11owln,g a coaveraaUon with Hall. SelasBie. 
the Pre8icleat apparently' beoame CODVlDced tbat the time 
baa come tor the U.s. to take some taittativea. 

The alternati.... would be to Bit lG.7 by and let nature take 
~... The aad re.ult of such a covae would be tbe 
death of all BtUr!au. J'laIdpa said that the Pope was 
much alarmed and diaappoiDted 'b)' the reception Row­
f.Uer received in WiD AmeriCa. ae ......d to us. bis 
1Df1ueace there to explain U. S. paHate.. The Pope at 
leaat twice aid to Flaldpa that he C&DIlOt support U. s. 
polley coDeel"Dilll blrth comroL Flan1pn respoDded that 
it was impofl81ble to pt forellD aid appropriatioll8 to do 
the thtrlIa arouDCl the world the Pope acreed should be done 
without eannarldrC some of the t'uDds for birth control.lD 
.over"populaied areas. The POpe said, "I understand that. II 

i Taft asked wbat the AdmlJdatra:Uall'. po.Won on tbis w.... 
I i:i8'reca1led that the SecHtary of state iD teatlmCmy before 

the Foretan Relattons CommittM had a.DJ&OUIlced bl. BUpport 

~\ tor earmarkiDI tuada for popu1atioI1 CODtrol. The.f!!81dellt 
j , said he Stlpporied the secretary of State. .' 
! , 

The President th.n 1n a very relaxed aDd serious ve1$, UDder­
took an analyst. of cha.aps in the subtletie. and. com~.. 

.,. ,~f~~~ 
i ',,, < 
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Ues of the i.5ues and contllcta in the internatiooal arena 
today aa compared with those a generation -.0- Am.ong 
other tbiD,a. he pointed out that we could DO 10Dpl" 
aS5ume tbat eliber the mllItary or the chuch wtll be a 
force for atabUity in &IV' liven Dation but ratber. particu­
larly in South America. the CODYerse 18 Ukely to be tl"Ue. 
The President's summary was masterful and teflected 
both a lmowledp and an insight tvb1ch cannot help but 
inaplre hi. l1atenera to a fe.Ung of reU8\lraace and 
CODftclence mour De.. Head of state. 

We acUourned Qout 10:15 a.m. 

RICHARD H. POPF 



FOR n'iMEDIA'1'E RE.~Lr:ASE JULY 15, 1969 


OFFICE OF THE l1HITE HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY 


THE \YHITE HOUSE 

PPESS CONFERENCE 
OF 

SENATOR EVERETT M. DIP.KSEN 
AND 

CONGRESS~mN GERALD R. FORD 

THE ROOSEVELT ROOM 


AT 10;' 25 A.l·1. EDT 

SENATOR DIRKSEN.: I am glad to see everybody is 
in good form this morning. 

We had a very long and interesting discussion. 
Obviously, it had to begin with this question of taxation. 
We spent at least an hour and a half, and maybe more, on 
the Senate Floor yesterday to unconfuse and to clarify and 
at the long end of that discussion, I am not at all sure 
whether it was clarified or not. Probably there will be 
further clarification as we go on. 

But there is one point that I would like to 
accent and if it is humanly possible, we shall have to 
drive for the surtax and those other things that may be 
necessary. 

I will have a series of conferences on the Hill 
today and then see where we go and probably have some kind 
of an expanded statement to make, but for the moment, I shall 
content myself by simply saying to the group that this is 
the Number One order of business and we have to get this 
consummated, if at all possible, before the recess begins 
on the 13th of August. So I am going to devote a major 
ahare of my time to that very business. 

CONGRESS!AAN FORD: The other listed item in the 
discussion this morning was a prospective message that will 
come up probably this week, but if not, early next week, 
on the population crisis. It will have two basic parts; 
One, there will be an emphasis on pushing more rapidly 
in the United Nations for a Commission on Population, 
and action in the United Nations in that regard, and secondly, 
the establishment of a Commission on Population Growth 
within the United States. 

This is a very important message. The President 
gives it high priority and as I said, it will probably 
be coming up this week or the first part of next week. 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: There was an allusion, of course, 
to the ABI~ debate that is presently occupying the attention 
of the Senate. It is problematical how long this will run 
and when we will get around to a vote on the first amendment 
that may be offered. But I can foresee that this might run 
for quite a considerable period and that may be the order of 
business for quite awhile. The position is identical with 
what it ,.gas before. 

~10RE 
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Q How do you propose to change the Majority 
Leader's mind on combining the tax reform with the surtax? 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Yesterday, Peter, you may recall 
that he said he would call up the so-called surtax, which 
could be singularly or a package deal, if there was a mean­
ingful reform bill on the calendar at the same time. 

Now we have adopted a procedure in the Senate Finance 
Comnlittee under which everybody has been urged to get his 
amendatory reform matters in bill shape so that it can be 
incorporated in a committee print. That will be the predicate 
for the balance of the hearings. 

The hearings are already becoming slightly repetitious 
and I doubt whether they will have to run very long. I 
say that because in my book it is entirely possible that we 
can have a package deal with the surtax and possibly the 
investment tax credit on the calendar and also have a reform 
bill on the calendar. 

But I must say that failure to get the meaningful 
reform bill on the calendar can obviously not deter us from ~aking 
a drive for the surtax. 

Q How do you define umeaningfulll? 

SENATOR DIR~SEN: I don't define it. You define it 
for me. 

CONGRESSl4AN FORD; I might add, in reference to 
reform, all of you are fully cognizant of the really meaningful 
reform bill that is being worked on and I think will be 
reported by the House Committee on t"lays and Heans, certainly 
hy the time we recess in August. This is going to be a strong 
reform bill and it conforms with the recommendations of the 
President and the commitments of the Chairman and the ranking 
Republican on that committee. 

So there is no violation of the good faith agreement~ 
that was made on the Floor of the House that we are going to//~. ~ORD ... 
have reform legislation in the tax field early in this nextr~ .~ 
month or the following. Certainly ~lith this commitment on 1:'. : 
the lIouse side there should not be any question about affir ,,-., ~.:.:, 
tive action on the Senate side. 

SENATOR DIREKSEN: Peter, I didn't mean to be facetious. 

Q I thought you did. 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, let me explain. There is a 
Senator, for instance, who has already lobbed a bill into 
hopper to be put in this package, and dealing with excess 
profits. Actually I donlt know that this is in the field of 
tax reform as such. There are four or five amendments sprouting 
around dealing with Social Security, modifying benefits, and 
that, in turn, requires modifying the hase and modifying the 
tax. 

In my lexicon that is not exactly tax reform, so 
when I say meaningful, I don't quite know what they embrace in 
that term. It was very honestly said. 

MORE 
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Q ~·{r. Ford, if the House bill is not going to be 
ready until you go out in August, then doesn't the Senate 
bill have to wait on the House bill? 

CONGRESSIvlAN FORD: According to the Constitution, 
of course, a tax bill has to originate in the House. But 

think the amendments the Senator may be talking about could 
be attached to the surtax bill that has some tax reform in 
it when it gets on the Senate Floor. That is a possibility. 
But under no circumstances should this problem of reform 
deter affirmative action, and I don't think it will in the final 
analysis in the enactment of the surtax legislation. 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Sarah, we have one tax bill on the 
calendar and others in the committee. Those we can amend in 
any form we desire, so, of course, that can be done, and 
we do have considerable parlimentary latitude in that field. 

Q Senator, are you concerned when Congress goes into 
recess and Senators go back into their home States for a period, 
that they will run into popular opposition to the surtax, 
and therefore make it more difficult for you if there is a 
delay? 

SENATOR DIm\SEN~ They probably will run into a 
better climate than we anticipate, because inflation is 
really getting in its licks on people, and we are beginning 
to hear about it in a big way. Besides, your editors are 
now corning out with the strongest kind of editorials that 
this inflation has got to be licked and it starts with this 
surtax. 

Q Did you discuss the Asian trip or how critics 
help Hanoi? 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, we did not. 

Q You said you were going to have a series of 
conferences today. Would you tell us who you will be meeting 
with? 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I prefer not to, if you don't 
mind, because I never try consciously to telegraph a punch. 

Q What do you think is going to happen when the 
vote comes on the ADM? 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I am confident we are going to 
prevail. 

Q Other than the surtax, the N.4B and the population 
control message, were there any other items taken up this 
morning? 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Those were the items principally 
and there was a lot of discussion pro and con on all of them. 

Q Senator, there has been oonsiderable talk that 
a compromise might be necessary on the ABM and it is being 
considered in the Administration. Do you see any need for 
compro~ise to get a favorable vote? 

HORE 
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: I just say perish the thought. 
There is no compromise. 

CONGRESSl·1A,N FORD: Certainly there is no need for a 
compromise on the House side. The President's program will 
be approved in the House and there will not be any deviation 
from it. As far as I understand it, the President is very 
firm that there will be no compromise on the program he submits. 

o Senator Dirksen, do you have a count on the ABM 
now? 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: If I did, it would have to remain 
undisclosed. 

o can you tell us whether or not the count you 
have, Senator, is the father of your confidence? 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I think when I said we shall 
prevail, you remember the old song, "We Shall Overcome .. II 

Q Did you have any disclosures about the welfare 
message? 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No. 

o Senator Dirksen, since the vote on the ABM, 
whatever the figure is, is so very close, can you tell us 
what basically bothers those who are in disagreement with 
you and those who are with you? Basically what bothers them? 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: You know what the makeup of a 
Senator is when he has come here and sat at the feet of the 
gods and absorbed the tradition of the Senate and become 
familiar with his prerogatives, and when the news starts working, 
obviously he comes to conclusions and he develops convictions 
of his own. So I am on one side, somebody else is on the 
other, but that has been the very nature of free parlimentary 
government. These different points of view come together 
and we always hope that the best point of view will prevail. 

o Senator, would you want me to repea~ my question? 
(Laughter. ) 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: You repeat it for me. 

Q With all due respect, I was wondering truly 
whether you could tell us, is there anyone point that 
bothers those in disagreement with you on the ABM? 

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, the first point of view is 
that here is a request from the Commander in Chief for 
what we might .describe as an defensive weapon. The 
opposition might be set down into three different categories: 
Those who believe that this is not the time to give it to 
him, those who believe that they will give him part of a package 
that doesn't involve the weapon, and those who are willing to 
give him some components, but nothing more. 

It is an honest point of view, but we believe when 
the Commander in Chief, who is the Commander in Chiee under 
the Constitution, of the Army and the Navy of the united States 
that is the language of the document -- makes this request, he 
has the prime responsibility for the security of this country, 

MORE 
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and unless you can make a good case against him, we ought to 
give special heed to his request, because, one, it would have 
to be fortified and is fortified by the National Security 
Council; secondly, it is fortified by the best military 
advice he can get~ and third l it is fortified by the best 
scientific advice that he can get in Government. 

THE PRESS: Thank you, gentlemen. 

END (AT 10:37 A.M. EDT.) 



HOUSE ACTION, PERIOD JULY 8 THROUGH JULY 14, 1969 


Tuesday, July 8, 1969 

TREASURY - POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS 

The House disagreed to certain amendments of the Senate to H.R.11582, 
and agreed to a conference. Conferees appointed were Representa­
tives Steed, Passman, Addabbo, Cohe1an, Mahon, Conte, Robison, 
Edwards of Alabama, and Bow. 

JOHN F. KENNEDY CENTER ACT 

RULE (OPEN)- SCHERLE OF IOWA 

The House adopted H.Res.447 by a division vote of 75 yeas to 
47 nays, providing for one hour debate. 

PASSAGE 

By a record vote of 210 yeas to 162 nays, the House passed H.R.11249, 
to amend the John F. Kennedy Center Act to authorize additional 
funds. 

RECOMMIT - SCHADEBERG OF WISCONSIN 

By a record vote of 162 neas to 217 nays, the House rejected a 
motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on Public Works. 

CALIFORNIA ASSISTANCE 


RULE (OPEN) 


By a voice vote the House agreed to H.Res.463, providing for one 

hour debate. 


Wednesday, July ~, 1969 

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS - H.R.11400 

By a record vote of 348 yeas to 49 nays, the House agreed to the 
conference report making $12.5 million appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending Juae 30, 1969, and sent the measure to the 
Senate for further action. 
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CALIFORNIA ASSISTANCE Continued 

PASSAGE 

The House passed H.R.6508 by a voice vote, to provide assistance 

to the State of California for the reconstruction of areas 

damaged by recent storms, floods, landslides and high waters. 


Thursday, July 10, 1969 

HOUSE RESTAURANT COMMITTEE 

The House agreed to H.Res.472 by voice vote, creating a select 

committee on the House Restaurant. The Speaker appointed the 

following as members of the committee: Representatives Kluczynski, 

Chairman, Steed, Cabell, Collier, and Thomson of Wisconsin. 


MEDICAL LIBRARY ASSISTANCE ACT 

RULE (OPEN) 

H.Res.464 was adopted by the House by voice vote, providing 

one hour debate. 


PASSAGE 

By a record vote of 369 yeas to 3 nays, the House passed H.R.11702, 
to amend the public Health Service Act to improve and extend 
the provisions relating to assistance to medical libraries 
and related instrumentalities. 

.; I. ,,\ 

STANDARD REFERENCE DATA ACT AUTHORIZATION 


RULE (OPEN) 
 T
') J

--.,.,....,.~The House adopted by voice vote, H.Res.446, providing one hour 
debate. 

PASSAGE 

By a record vote of 365 yeas to 2 nays, the House passed H.R.4284, 
to authorize appropriations to carry out the Standard Reference 
Data Act. 

Monday. July 14, 1969 

The House passed by voice vote 8 D. C. bills. 
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Tuesday and Balance of Week 

H.R.4018 - To provide for the renewal and extent ion of certain 
selections of the Appalachian Regional Development Act of 1965. 
(Open Rule - two hours of debate) 

H.R.7491 - To clarify the liability of national banks for certain 
taxes (Open Rule - one hour of debate) 

H.R.8261 - Acquisition of Control of Air Carriers (Open Rule - one 
hour of debate: making in order the committee substitute) 
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(THE TWO VIETS) 


--SOUTH-­
SAIGON--VICE PRESIDENT NGUYEN CAO KY OF SOUTH VIETNAM SAID TODAY HIS 

COUNTRY SHOULD PULL OUT OF THE PEACE TALKS IN PP.R IS SINCE THE 
COI'if"IUNISTS KEEP REJECTHJG ITS PROPOSALS FOR PEACE. 

. "IT IS MY PERSONAL OPINION THAT WE SHOULD EOYCOTT THE PARIS 

TALKS 1" HE TOLD NEWSMEN FOLLOWING A SPEECH TO THE NATIONAL DEFENSE 

COLLEliE. 


IN THE 33-PAGE TEXT THE FLAMBOYANT KY SAID SOUTH VIETNAM "MUST 
CONTINUE TO FIGHT 1l1ITH'ALL OUR STRENGTH! tHTH SACRIFICE, WITH A SPIRIT 
Cf SELF-RELIANCE AND ACCEPT THE HARDSHIpS, AND IT IS THAT WHICH WILL 
GIVE US HOPE OF SURVIVAL." 

HE CRI ftCIZED THE U.S. ON SEVERAL FRONTS -- DEPLORING ITS 
LI:1ITH~G THE pO(1EING OF NORTH VIETNAM SAYING IT STARTED GIVING 
SAIGON'S AFU1ED FORCES i'lODERN EQUlPMEN t TOO LATE, AND ACCUSING IT OF A 

. "SELFISH OUTLOOK" IN GIVING MONETARY AID. . 
"AT THE PARIS TALKS J WE PUT FORWARD MANY PROPOSALS AND HOPED THEY 

WOULD BRING RESULTS ANlJ HASTEN PEACE" HE SAID. "BUT AFTER rlANY 
REJECTIONS •••1 THINK WE HAVE NO FURTHER REASON TO t>"AINTAIN AND 
PROLONG THE PARIS T.4LKS. THERE IS NO OTHER WAY F OR US BUT TO CONTINUE 
10 FIGP.T." 

THE VICE PRESIDENT CONDEMNED THE VIET CONG'S DENUNCIATION OF 
PRESIDENT NGUYEN VAN THIEU'S PROPOSAL TO LET THE GUERRILLAS HELP 

AHRA:'-lGE AND PARTICIPATE IN NATIONAL ELECTIONS. 


KY OUTLINED WHAT HE CALLED THE MISTAKES OF THE ALLIED EFFORT It-: 

VI!:TNAM ATTRIBUTING MOST OF THEM TO THE U.S. . 


"THE 'F IRS T i'lISTA KE WAS IN THE PLAN TO FIGHT AGAI NST THE 

INFI LTRATION FROiV] THE NORTH " HE SAID. "THE BOMBING PROJECT WAS NOT 
cx)NS TRUCTED AND APPLIED f...rIT~ DETERMINATION. WITH LI MITED POMEING 
OEJECTIIJES AIR OPERATrO:~S WERE AIMED AT COMMUNICATIONS NETWORKS 
AND i'1ILITA~Y INSTALLATIONS ••• BUT CLEARLY DID NOT SUCCEED IN REDUCING 
INFILTRATION ••• " 

"THE SECOND MISTAKE IS THAT THE U.S. PAID TOO MUCH ATTENTION TO 
HER OltJN AR:'8 FIGHTING IN VIETNAM AND FORGOT TO HELP MODERNI2E AND 

DEVELOP THE RVN (SOUTH VIETNAMESE) ASRMED FORCES," KY SAID. 


-0­
--NORTH-­

I/REJkAR~S--THE NOR~Hl VIETNAri:SE D ~ .. Cf;;si~~~frI2BA1/11 
, : .m~fAllkR~J:wiS~t??E~tsii5il!g!~i VIETN~MESE 'PErO~~;-;~~'~ROUSLY CO~~~MN t I 

AND REJECT THE 'SIX FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES' ON 'FREE ELECTIONS' THAT 
(PRESIDENT) NGUYEN VAN THIEU HAS ADVANCED ON THE ORDER OF THE 
A!'ERICAN AGGRESS ORS ." 

THE STATEMENT SAID THE SAIGON GOCERNMENT WAS NOT LEGALLY CONSTITUTED 
AND THEREFORE DID t,:OT HAVE THE RIGHT TO ORGANIZE ELECTIONS. IT SAID 
THERE COULD BE NO GENUINELY FREE ELECTIONS WITH MORE THAN 500,000 U.S. 
TROOPS IN THE COUNTRY. 

"THE THIEU-KY-HUONG ADMINISTRATION SET UP BY THE UNITED STATES 
AFTER A SEMBLANCE OF ELECTIONS IN 1966-67 IS AN ILLEGAL ADMINISTRATION 
IN THE PAY OF THE UNITED STATES. IT HAS NO RIGHT TO ORGANIZE 
ELECTIONS" THE STATEMENT SAID. 

"THIS ~ONSTITUTES THE RESPONSE (OF NORTH VIETNAM) TO THE SIY­

POINT PROPOSALS OF SOUTH VIETNAMESE PRESIDENT NGUYEN VAN THIEU," THE 

STATEMENT SA ID. 


7/15--GE913A 



UPI-10 
(VI,ET LULLf C ~OURCES SAID YESTERDAY THE NIYON ADMINISTRA­

SAIGON-~,~IPLO,1ATI RES ONSE TO THE COMMUNISTS' BATTLE LULL-­
~f~A~~ ~OCU}g~\~~Ni~]Ap52 ~OM'?ER RAIDS OR AN ANNOUNCEMENT THAT MORE U.S. 
1R OOPS WI LL EE PULLED OUT OF THE WAR. 1:" 

THE WHITE HOl!3E THINKING IS THAT SUCH STEPS MIGHT HELP PROLONG TH­
FOUR-T.J-EK LULL AND LEAD TO A SERIES OF MUTUAL DE-ESCALATORX \MOVES 
WAT {'70ULD REDUCE U.S. CASUALTIES AND CREATE A EETTER ATMOJP.fERE AT 
THE oARIS PEACE TALKS ACCORDING TO THESE SOURCES. , 

EY TP.KING SUCH MEASURES. THEY SAID THE U.S. WOllY' PLACE ANY 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR BREAKING THE LULL ON THE VIET CONG AND NORTH 
VIETr'; A"lESE

A1~Y' DE-ESCALATORY MOVES BY NIYON ALSO I,JOUto SERVE AS ,AN 'f' 

AN~WER TO THE PR""S IDENT'S CRITICIS WHO HAVE SAID HE IS r.OT DOIN\) , 
ENOUGH TO SCALE DQ1..1N THE WAR OR HAS NOT RESPONDED TO PREVIOUS SIGNS 
~ COMMUNIST DE-ESCALATION. 

7/1 j--GE921A 

U?1-14 
«( I" ~h\j PRESS)" .. ' I (.... " -' r F'J--1l'I,- LI r 

.1 
"O'·iFEcJE~,(·t"c:h *~¥ "":",,,:,' ;, i-4',J _L1'. ~'IYUt\J)A ")1~ '\u.i ~L'-- ll.L .i,\t..;..~ Ii ..... !.. ,:~U p",c'C'

........ ..)_-. ~ i__ PRj;":-l'nt~l~l 1"'. 
?1U!.l.L. i,l, •.. !:,Ll U!. rutE G£TIL'.G HA'{ER AND FALL SHu)H OF THE NUJ'1PIR HEU) 
B't HI~; 1;) ;'IOL.:RATIC Pf{EDECE3St)11:::. . 

A:) ii.P!)R:JflChLS sri 1'101'<. Th:) IN O}FICE., i'di·'Ot. h,AS HELD ~lYJ.;EWS 
CONFE.Rd,CE.S. IN A CO~JPA?.AELE PERIOD IN 196~J L'f~IDON E. JCl!I'..;~ct" 
}jEW 16 P.d::~;S CO;';F EW.~.;,CE.';, ACCO~WnJG l'O WE IT!'.. HOU'3E RECORDS. JOHN F. 
KH~f\ED't Ii" THE. FIRST S1''' l10NTES OF 1>61 HELD 13 NE:.1S CO;.FERE.t-;CES. 

AT 1'1.£ :If:.RI OF THE .HYON ADi'lLHSTRATION PRESIDENTIAL PRESS 

SECrtETP.?.'t ZI::GLER SAID HIS 1:0SS WOULD EE r-1E£TU:G WITH RE.PORTERS "AT 

~tt.GULAt< It,TE.INAU;." HIS l.AST PRESS CONfERENCE WAS HELD Oi'l JUNE 19 

P.oI~D [')0[';£ E SCHEDULED BEl-ORE HE fjJBARKS 01. HIS ROUND-THE-~JCRLD TRIP 

JUL" ~2_ 

Ttl£. Pi~E.::,l')E.~·;T'S cnrEH t"EWS ::::ONFJ::RENCES WERE.. HELD JAN. 291 FEE. 6; 
:'ARCH ". ~';ARCH 1" AND APRIL 18. 

AS Hi: liAS SET1LED rr~TO THE t.lPITE HOUSE, NJYON .:AS EECOtvlE LESS 
AND LESS ACCESSIBLE TO REPORTERS. HE HAS ABSTAINED FROtl THE. 
JQU-SGiHF.:\ HABIT OF' CAl.LH~G IN A FE~J r,EWSMEt,; TO GIVE THE"') TEE 

. l.li\ICARrLED t40RD -- ON OR OFF nlE RECORD. 
7/1 ;;--C.E933A I . '.

\ , 
....... - i t \;.; 


(POLLUTION) -'-.,. 
t,JASRHJGTON--S UPPORTED BY SUCH UNLIKE GOVERNORS AS RONALD REAGAN OF 


CALIFORl';IA A!\DRICHARD J. HUGHES Of t-:EW JERSEY! A BIPARTISAN HOUSE 

GROl]P TODAY MOUNTED A DRIVE FOR A $1 BI LLION Ar>PROPRIATION THIS YEAR 

TO COi";EAT !NATER POLLUTION. 


THE CONGRESS MEN DEPLORED THE AMOUNT OF MONEY APPROPRIATED FOR 

FISCAL YEAR THAT ENDED JUNE .30, AND THE AMOUNT OF REQUESTED FOR THE 

CURRENT FISCAL YEAR -- $21~ MI LLION IN BOTH CASES. 


THEY :;JERE IRKED BECAUSE UNDER THE CLEA'" WATER ACT SETTI~G UP THE 

ffiCGRA,'<ll CONGRESS COULD HAVE APPROPRIATED UP TO $700 MILLIO~ LAST 

YEAR A~.I.) MAY PROVIDE UP TO $1 BILLION THIS YEAR TO THE STATES FOR 

CONSTRUCTION OF SE~TAGE TREATMENT FACILITIES. 


PRESIDENTS. NIYON AND JOHNSON CITED tHE VIETNAM WAR DEMANDS IN 

SEEKING ONLY $214 MILLION .AND $225 MILLION RESPECTIVELY. 


IN ORDER TO QUALIFY FOR THE fUNDS THE STATES HAVE TO ADOPT 

RELATIVELY TOUGH \TATER QUALITY STANDARDS FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENTS AND 

INDUS TRIES • 


. -THE CO~·iGRESS MEN SA ID THE S TA rES ARE DOING THEIR SHARE BUT THAT 

THE FEDERAL GOVERr~MENT IS NOT DOING ITS PART. 


THE EFFORT FOR "fULL FUNDING" WAS LAUNCHED BY REPS. JOHN A. BLATNIK, 
frMINN., ,",-ORN P. SAYLOR, PA lftt JOHN D. DINGELL D-MICH. MICHAEL A. 
t:JiM~~:' D-OHIO, ~~~L~. MCC OSKEY JR., R-CALh., AND AE."JRY S. REUSS, 

7/15--GE954A 
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--FOR RELEASE AT 12 NOON-­
FRIDAY, JULY 18, 1969 

Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich., Republican leader, U.S. House of Reps., 
re: President's Message on Population Growth and Control. 

Future 

President Nixon's proposed Commission on Population Growth and the American 

cannot begin work too soon. 

President Nixon has said what has needed saying by an American chief 

executive for many years -- that our planning in relation to population growth has 

been woefully inadequate, that such planning is vital if we are to improve the 

quality of life in America, and that family planning service should be made readily 

available to all women who want it but cannot afford it. 

The President's Message on Population Growth is a singular document. It is 

the first of its kind ever sent to the Congress. It is a document which should 

excite much thought and careful action. The objectives outlined in the President's 

Message deserve the full support of the Congress and of the American people. 

The President has dramatically set forth the staggering immensity of the 

problems posed in projections of U.S. and world population growth. He has focused 

on the key to meeting these problems -- planning. He has also called for action. 

subscribe fully to the approach he has outlined. 

IISociety, II the President said, "will not be ready for this growth unless it 

begins its planning immediately.1I 

I agree, and I therefore urge the Congress to implement as soon as possible 

legislation establishing the President's proposed Commission on Population Growth 

and the American Future. I would add that President Nixon is correct in observing 

that the work of this commission will be as much educational as investigative. 

Key portions of the President's Message also deal with administrative 

actions which President Nixon is taking in adVance of any report by the 

commission. 

There is a clear and present need for the President's moves to expand and 

improve domestic family planning services. 

I subscribe whole-heartedly to the President's proposal that we establish 

as a national goal the providing of adequate family planning services within the 

next five years for all American women who want them but cannot afford them. 

(more) 

http:immediately.1I


-2­

However, I would also underscore my agreement with the President's pledge 

that Ifin no circ'l.llllstances will the activities associated with our pursuit of 

this goal be allowed to infringe upon the religious convictions or personal 

wishes or freedom of any individual, nor will they be allowed to impair the 

absolute right of all individuals to have such matters of conscience respected 

by public authorities. II 

I endorse at this time Health-Education-and-Welfare Secretary Finch's 

plans to reorganize the major family planning service activities of his department 

into a separate unit. This plan deserves the support of the Congress. 

II II # 
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JULY 18, 1969FOR RELEASE AT 12:00 NOON, EDT 

Office of the White House Press Secretary 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES: 

In 1830 there were one billion people on the planet earth. By 1930 
there were two billion, and by 1960 there were three billion. Today 
the world population is three and one-half billion persons. 

These statistics illustrate the dramatically increasing rate of 
population growth. It took many thousands of years to produce the first 
billion people; the next billion took a century; the third came 
after thirty years; the fourth will be produced in just fifteen. 

If this rate of population growth continues, it is likely that the earth 
will contain over seven billion human beings by the end of this century. 
Over the next thirty years, in other words, the world's population could 
double. And at the end of that time, each new addition' of one billion 
persons would not come over the millenia nor over a century nor even 
over a decade. If present trends were to continue until the year ZOOO, 
the eighth billion would be added in only five years and each additional 
billion in an even shorter period. 

While there are a variety of opinions as to precisely how fast popu­
lation will grow in the coming decades, most informed observers have a 
similar response to all such projections. They agree that population 
growth is among the most important issues we face. They agree that it 
can be met only if there is a great deal of advance planning. And they 
agree that the time for such planning is growing very short. It is for all. 
these reasons that I address myself to the popUlation problem in this 
message, first to its international dimensions and then to its domestic 
implications. 

In the Developing Nations 

It is in the developing nations of the world that population is growing 
most rapidly today. In these areas we often find rates of natural increase 
higher than any which haye been experienced in all of human history. 
With their birth rates remaining high and with death rates dropping sharply, 
many countries of Latin America, Asia, and Africa now grow ten times as 
fast as they did a century ago. At present rates, many will double and 
some may even triple their present populations before the year ZOOO. This 
fact is in large measure a consequence of rising health standards and 
economic progress throughout the world, improvements which allow more 
people to live longer and more of their children to survive to maturity. 

As a result, many already impoverished nations are struggling under 
a handicap of intense population increase which the industrialized nations 
never had to bear. Even though most of these countries have made rapid 
progress in total economic growth -- faster in percentage terms than many 
of the more industrialized nations -- their far greater rates of population 
growth have made development in per capita terms very slow. Their 
standards of living are not rising quickly, and the gap between life in the 
rich nations and life in the poor nat~ns is not closing. 

more 
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There are some respects, in fact, in which economic development 
threatens to fall behind population growth, so that the qua.lity of life 
actually worsens. For example. despite considerable improvements in 
agricultural technology and some dramatic increases in grain production. 
it is still difficult to feed these added people at adequate levels of nutrition. 
Protein malnutrition is widespread. It is estimated that every day some 
10,000 people -- most of them children -- are dying from diseases of 
which malnutrition has been at least a partial cause. Moreover. the 
physical and mental potential of millions of youngsters is not realized 
because of a lack of proper food. The promise for increased production 
and better distribution of food is great, but not great enough to counter 
these bleak realities. 

The burden of population growth is also felt in the field of social 
progress. In many countries, despite increases in the number of schools 
and teachers, there are more and more children for whom there is no 
schooling. Despite construction of new homes, more and more families 
are without adequate shelter. Unemployment and underemployment are 
increasing and the situation could be aggravated as more young people grow 
up and seek to enter the work force. 

Nor has development yet reached the stage where it brings with it 
diminished family size. Many .parents in developing countries are still 
victimized by forces such as poverty and ignorance which make it difficult 
for them to exercise control over the size of their families. In sum, 
population growth is a world problem which no country can ignore, whether 
it is moved by the narrowest perception of national self-interest or the 
widest vision of a common humanity. 

International Cooperation 

It is our belief that the United Nations, its specialized agencies, and 
other international bodies should take the leadership in responding to 
world population growth. The United States will cooperate fully with their 
programs. I would note in this connection that I am most impressed by the 
scope and thrust of the recent report of the Panel of the United Nations 
Association, chaired by John D. Rockefeller UL The report stresses the 
need for expanded action and greater coordination, concerns which should 
be high on the agenda of the United Nations. 

In addition to working with international organizations, the United "'" 
States can help by supporting efforts which are initiated by other govern ,~ 
ments. Already we are doing a great deal in this field. For example, " 
we provide assistance to countries which seek our help in reducing high ~-",. 
birthrates -- provided always that the services we help to make available 
can be freely accepted or rejected by the individuals who receive them. 
Through our aid programs, we have worked to improve agricultural pro­
duction and bolster economic growth in developing nations .. 

As I pointed out in my recent message on Foreign Aid, we are making 
important efforts to improve these programs. In fact, I have asked the 
Secretary of State and the Administrator of the Agency for International 
Development to give population and family planning high priority for attention, 
personnel, research, and funding among our several aid programs. 
Similarly. I am asking the Secretaries of Commerce and Health, Education, 
and Welfare and the Directors of the Peace Corps and the United States 
Information Agency to give close attention to population matters as they 
plan their overseas operations. I also call on the Department of Agriculture 
and the Agency for International Development to investigate ways of adapting 
and extending our agricultural experience and capabilities to improve food 
production and distribution in developing countries. In all of these inter­
national efforts. our programs should give further recognition to the 

more 
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important resources of private organizations and university research 
centers. As we increase our population and family planning efforts abroad, 
we also call upon other nations to enlarge their programs in this area. 

Prompt action in all these areas is essential. For high rates of 
population growth, as the report of the Panel of the United Nations 
Association puts it, lIimpair individual rights, jeopardize national goals, 
and threaten international stability. 11 

In the United States------....-...;....;....­
For some time population growth has been seen as a problem for 

developing countries. Only recently has it come to be seen that pressing 
problems are also posed for advanced industrial countries when their 
populations increase at the rate that the United States, for example, must 
now anticipate. Food supplies may be ample in such nations, but social 
supplies -- the capacity to educate youth, to provide privacy and living 
space, to maintain the processes of open, democratic government - - may 
be grievously strained. 

In the United States our rate of population growth i. not aa great a8 that of 
developing nations. In this country, in fact, the growth rate has generally 
declined since the eighteenth century. The present growth rate of about 
one percent per year is still significant, however. Moreover, current 
statistics indicate that the fertility rate may be approaching the end of 
its recent decline. 

Several factors contribute to the yearly increase, including the large 
number of couples of childbearing age, the typical size of American 
families, and our increased longevity. We are rapidly reaching the point 
in this country where a family reunion, which has typically brought together 
children, parents, and grandparents, will instead gather family members 
from ~generations. This is a development for which we are grateful 
and of which we can be proud. But we must also recognize that it will mean 
a far larger popUlation if the number of children born to each set of parents 
remains the same. 

In 1917 the total number of Americans passed 100 million, after three 
full centuries of steady growth. In 1967 -- just half a century later - ­
the 200 million mark was passed. 1£ the present rate of growth continues, 
the third hundred million persons will be added in roughly a thirty-year 
period. This means that by the year 2000, or shortly thereafter, there 
will be more than 300 million Americans. 

This growth will produce serious challenges for our society. I 
believe that many of our present social problems may be related to the 
fact that we have had only fifty years inwbleh to accommodate the second 
hundred million Americans. In fact, since 1945 alone some 90 million 
babies have been born in this country. We have thus had to accomplish 
in a very few decades an adjustment to population growth which was once 
spread over centuries. And it now appears that we will have to provide 
for a third hundred million Americans in a period of just 30 years. 

The great 'majority of the next hundred million .Americans will be born 
to families which looked forward to their birth and are prepared to 
love them and care for them as they grow up. The critical issue ia whether 
social institutions will also plan for their arrival and be able to accommodate 
them in a humane and intelligent way. We can be sure that society will ~ 
be ready for this gr"Owth unless it begins its planning immediately. And 
adequate planning. in turn, requires that we ask ourselves a number of 
important questions. 

more 
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Where, for example, will the next hundred million Americans live? 
If the patterns of the last few decades hold for the rest of the century. then 
at least three quarters of the next hundred million persons will locate in 
highly urbanized areas. Are our cities prepared for such an influx? The 
chaotic history of urban growth suggests that they are not and that many 
of their existing problems will be severely aggravated by a dramatic 
increase in numbers. Are there ways, then, of readying our cities? 
Alternatively. can the trend toward greater concentration of population be 
reversed? Is it a desirable thing, for example, that half of all the counties 
in the United States actually lost population in the 1950' s, despite the 
growing number of inhabitants in the country as a whole? Are there ways 
of fostering a better distribution of the growing population? 

Some have suggested that systems of satellite cities or completely 
new towns can accomplish this goal. The National Commission on Urban 
Growth has recently produced a stimulating report on this matter, one 
which recommends the creation of 100 new communities averaging 100,000 
people each, and ten new communities averaging at least one million persons. 
But the total number of people who would be accommodated if even this bold 
plan were implemented is only twenty million -- a mere one-fifth of the 
expected thirty-year increase. If we were to accommodate the full 100 
million persons in new communities, we would have to build a new city 
of 250,000 persons each month from now until the end of the century. 
That means constructing a city the size of Tulsa, Dayton, or Jersey City 
every thirty days for over thirty years. Clearly, the problem is enormous, 
and we must examine the alternative solutions very carefully. 

Other questions also confront us. How, for example, will we house 
the next hundred million Americans? Already economical and attractive 
housing is in very short supply. New architectural forms, construction 
techniques, and financing strategies must be aggressively pioneered if we 
are to provide the needed dwellings. 

What of our natural resources and the quality of our environment? 
Pure air and water are fundamental to life itself. Parks, recreational 
facUities, and an attractive countryside are essential to our emotional 
well-being. Plant and animal and mineral resources are also vital. A 
growing popUlation wUl increase the demand for such resources. But in 
many cases their supply will not be increased and may even be endangered. 
The ecological system upon which we now depend may seriously deteriorat '+0' fOil" 

if our efforts to conserve and enhance the environment do not match the () <-;, 
growth of the population. : 

How will we educate and employ such a large number of people? " 
~ 

our transportation systems move them about as quickly and economically 
as necessary? How will we provide adequate health care when our population 
reaches 300 million? Will our political structures have to be reordered, too, 
when our society grows to such proportions? Many of our institutions are 
already under tremendous strain as they try to respond to the demands of 
1969. Will they be swamped by a growing flood of people in the next thirty 
years? How easily can they be replaced or altered? 

Finally we must ask: how can we better assist American families so 
that they will have no more children than they wish to have? In my first 
message to Congress on domestic affairs, I called for a national commitment 
to provide a healthful and stimulating environment for all children during 
their first five years of life. One of the ways in which we can promote that 
goal is to provide assistance for more parents in effectively planning their 
families. We know that involuntary childbearing often results in poor physical 
and emotional health for all members of the family. It is one of the factors 
which contribute to our distressingly high infant mortality rate, the 
unacceptable level of malnutrition, and the disappointing performance of 
some children in our schools. Unwanted or untimely childbearing is one of 
several forces which are driving many families into poverty or keeping them 
in that condition. Its threat helps to produce the dangerous incidence of . 
illegal abortion. And finally, of course, it needlessly adds to the burdens . 
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placed on all our resources by increasing population. 

None of the questions I have raised here is new. But all of these 
questions must now be asked and answered with a new sense of urgency_ 
The answers cannot be given by government alone, nor can government 
alone turn the answers into programs and policies. I believe, however, 
that the Federal Government does have a special responsibility for 
defining these problems and for stimulating thoughtful responses. 

Perhaps the most dangerous element in the present situation is the 
fact that so few people are examining these questions from the viewpoint 
of the whole society. Perceptive businessmen project the demand for 
their products many years into the future by studying population trends, 
Other private institutions develop sophisticated planning mechanisms 
which allow them to account for rapidly changing conditions. In the govern­
mental sphere, however, there is virtually no machinery through which we 
can develop a detailed understanding of demographic changes and bring 
that understanding to bear on pubUc policy. The federal government makes 
only a minimal effort in this area. The efforts of state and local govern­
ments are also inadequate. Most importantly, the planning which does 
take place at some levels is poorly understood at others and is often based 
on unexamined assumptions. 

In short, the questions I have posed in this message too often go 
unasked, and when they are asked, they seldom are adequate.lyanswered. 

COMMISSION ON POPULATION GROWTH AND THE AMERICAN FUTURE 

It is for all these reasons that I today propose the creation by Congress 
of a Commission on Population Growth and the American Future. 

The Congress should give the Commission responsibility for inquiry 
and recommendations in three specific areas. 

First, ..!:h! probable course of poEulation growth, internal migration 
and related demographic develoEments between ~d the year 2000. 

As much as possible, these projections should be made by regions, 
states, and metropolitan areas. Because there is an element of uncertall'~............... 
in such projections, various alternative possibilities should be plotted. .,. fOlD < 

Q -;. 

.a.It is of special importance to note that, beginning in August of 197 " 
....population data by county will become available from the decennial cens ."., ­

which will have been taken in April of that year. By April 1971, computer 
summaries of first-count data will be available by census tract and an 
important range of information on income, occupations, education, 
household composition, and other vital considerations will also be in hand. 
The Federal government can make better use of such demographic informa­
tion than it has done in the past, and state governments and other political 
subdivisions can also use such data to better advantage. The Commission 
on Population Growth and the American Future will be an appropriate 
instrument for this important initiative. 

Second, the resources in~ Eublic sector of the economy ~~be 
required to deal ~~anticipated growth in population. 

The single greatest failure of foresight - - at all levels of government ... ­
over the past generation has been in areas connected with expanding popula­
tion. Government and legislatures have frequently failed to appreciate the 
demands which continued population growth would impose on the public sector. 

more 
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These demands are myrb.d: they will range from pre- school classrooms to 
post-doctoral fellowships; from public works which carry water over 
thousands of miles to highways which carry people and products from 
region to region; from vest pocket parks in crowded cities to forest pre­
serves and quiet lakes in the countryside. Perhaps especially, such 
demands will assert themselves in forms that affect the quality of life. 
The time is at hand for a serious assessment of such needs. 

Third, ways la which population srowth mE, affect ~activities....e£. 


Federal, state and local sovernment. 


In some respects, population growth affects everything that American 
government does. Yet only occasionally do our governmental units pay 
sufficient attention to population growth in their own planning. Only occa­
sionally do they consider the serious implications of demographic trends 
for their present and future activities. 

Yet some of the necessary information is at hand and can be made 
available to all levels of government. Much of the rest will be obtained by 
the Commission. For such information to be of greatest use, however, 
it should also be interpreted and analyzed and its implications should be 
made more evident. It is particularly in this connection that the work of 
the Commission on Population Growth and the American Future will be as 
much educational as investigative. The American public and its governing 
units are not as alert as they should be to these growing challenges. A 
responsible but insist.ent voice of reason and foresight is needed. The 
Commission can provide that voice in the years immediately before us. 

The membership of the Commission should include two members from 
each house of the Congress, together with knowledgeable men and women 
who are broadly representative of our society. The majority should be 
citizens who have demonstrated a capacity to deal with important questions 
of public policy. The membership should also include specialists in the 
biological. social, and environmental sciences, in theology and law, in the 
arts and in engineering. The Commission should be empowered to create 
advisory panels to consider subdivisions of its broad subject area and to 
invite experts and leaders from all parts of the world to join these panels 
in their deliberations. 

The Commis sion should be provided with an adequate staff and budget, 
under the supervision of an executive director of exceptional experience 
and understanding. 

In order that the Commission will have time to utilize the initial data 
which results from the 1970 census, I ask that it be established for a period fOR [) 

of two years. An interim report to the President and Congress should be ~~. (" 
required at the end of the first year. ~ 

Jilt 

'" 
Other Government Activities 

I would take this opportunity to mention a number of additional govern­
ment activities dealing with population growth which need not await the report 
of the Commission. 

First, increased research is essential. It is clear, for example, that 
we need additional research onbirth control methods of ail types a'ld the soci­
ology of population gr~wth. Utilizing its Center for Population Research, the 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare should take the lead in 
developing, with other federal agencies, an expanded research effort, one 
which is carefully related to those of private organizations, university 
research centera, internationaiorganizations, and other countries. 
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Second, ..:!!!..need ~ trained people to work in population and family 
planning programs. both in t:!!!!.. country and abroad. I am therefore asking 
the Secretaries of State, labor, Health, Education. and Welfare, and Interior 
along with the Administrator of the Agency for International Development 
and the Director of the Office of Economic Opportunity to participate in a 
comprehensive survey of our efforts to attract people to such programs and 
to train them properly. The same group -- in consultation with appropriate 
state, local, and private officials -- should develop recommendations for 
improvements in this area. I am asking the Assistant to the President for 
Urban .Affairs to coordinate this project. 

Third, the effects <!!..~opulation growth~~ environment and ~ the 
world's food supply £!.!! for careful attention and immediate action. I am 
therefore asking the Environmental Quality Council to give careful attention 
to these matters in its deliberations. I am also asking the Secretaries of 
Interior, Agriculture, and Health, Education, and Welfare to give the highest 
priority to research into new techniques and to other proposals that can help 
safeguard the environment and increase the world I s supply of food. 

Fourth, ..!!. is £!!!!' that the domestic family planning services SUpPOrted 
~ the Federal Government should ~expanded and better integrated. Both 
the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare and the Office of Economic 
Opportunity are now involved in this important work, yet their combined 
efforts are not adequate to provide information and services to all who want 
them. In particular, most of an estimated five million low income women 
of childbearing age in this country do not now have adequate access to family 
planning assistance, even though their wishes concerning family size are 
usually the same as those of parents of higher income groups. 

It is my view that no American woman should be denied access to family 
planning assistance because of her economic condition. I believe, therefore, 
that we should establish as a national goal the provision of adequate family 
planning services within the next five years to all those who want them but 
cannot afford them. This we have the capacity to do. 

Clearly, in no circumstances will the activities associated with our 
pursuit of this goal be allowed to infringe upon the religious convictions 
or personal wishes and freedom of any individual, nor will they be allowed 
to impair the absolute right of all individuals to have such matters of 
conscience respected by public authorities. 

In order to achieve this national goal, we will have to increase the amount 
we are spending on population and family planning. But succes s in this 
endeavor will not result from higher expenditures alone. Because the life 
circumstances and family planning wishes of those who receive services vary 
considerably, an effec'tive program must be more flexible in its design than 
are many present efforts. In addition, programs should be better coordinated 
and more effectively administered. Under current legislation, a compre­
hensive State or local project must assemble a patchwork of funds from 
many different sources -- a time-consuming and confusing process. More­
over, under existing legislation, requests for funds for family planning 
services must often compete with requests for other deserving health 
endeavors. 

But these problems can be overcome. The Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare -- whose Department is responsible for the largest 
part of our domestic family planning services - - has developed plans to 
reorganize the major family planning service activities of this agency. A 
separate unit for these services will be established within the Health Services 
and Mental Health Administration. The Secretary will send to Congres s in 
the near future legislation which will help the Department implement this 
important program by providing broader and more precise legislative 
authority and a clearer source of financial support. 

more 
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The Office of Economic Cpportunity can also contribute to progress in 
this area by strengthening its innovative programs and pilot projects in 
the delivery of family planning services to the needy. The existing network 
of O. E. O. supported community groups should also be used more extensively 
to provide family planning assistance and information. I am asking the 
Director of the Office of Economic Opportunity to determine the ways in 
which his Agency can best structure and extend its pro grams in order to 
help achieve our national goal in the coming years. 

As they develop their own plans. the Secretary of Health. Education and 
Welfare and the Director of the Office of Economic Opportunity should also 
determine the most effective means of coordinating all our domestic family 
planning programs and should include in their deliberations representatives 
of the other agencies that share in this important work. It is my intention 
that such planning should also involve state and local governments and 
private agencies, for it is clear that the increased activity of the Federal 
government in this area must be matched by a sizeable increase in effort 
at other levels. It would be unrealistic for the Federal Government alone 
to shoulder the entire burden. but this Administration does accept a clear 
responsibility to provide essential leadership. 

* * * 

For the Future 

One of the most serious challenges to human destiny in the last third of 
this century will be the growth of the population. Whether manls response 
to that challenge will be a cause for pride or for despair in the year 2000 
will depend very much on what we do today. If we now begin our work in an 
appropriate manner, and if we continue to devote a considerable amount of 
attention and energy to this problem,then mankind will be able to surmount 
this challenge as it has surmounted so many during the long march of 
c ivilization. 

When future generations evaluate the record of our time, one of the 
most important factors in their judgment will be the way in which we re­
sponded to population growth. Let us act in such a way that those who come 
after us -- even as they lift their eyes beyond earthls bounds -- can do so 
with pride in the planet on which they live, with gratitude to those who lived 
on it in the past, and with continuing confidence in its future. 

RICHARD NIXON 

THE WHITE HOUSE. 

July 18, 1969. 
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