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* ‘copper miners, saying, “Each pound of
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. it's fllegal to fire anyone. The presiden

. cldilm Wednesday,

mornings, when it runs to 40%. No m

called for extra hours of voluntary wofk by
that is produced will help prevent the\gg
nomic disaster into which they (sic) are
trying to drag us.” Yet, mine output in
January was down 8,000 tons from & year 8go.

" In the countryside Indians and farm work-

ers have taken “land reform” into their own
hands through armed occupation of large

' estates. Farmers, expecting confiscation, are

sending out of the country money they other-
wise would spend on seed and fertilizer. Herds
of dairy and beef cattle are being slaughtered,

_ and food shortages loom.

In & recent interview with a Time corre-
spondent, Dr. Allende warned: “Don’t put
up roadblocks for -us. The worst thing would
be if we were to fall, not because we are
inept, but because artificial roadblocks are
‘put in our way.” Falr enough. Chile is plung-
ing hell-bent down the road to poverty and
serfdom. Let the U.S. keep hands off.

POW DAY IN INDIANA

Mr. BAYH. Mr. President, we have
long been concerned for the safety and
prompt release of American prisoners of
war. Until the President designates a
specific date for withdrawal from Viet-
nam, the action that would most help
these prisoners we must do all we can to
focus attention on the plight of POWs,
in order to press for their fair treatment.

I have sought to give the problem
proper emphasis by speaking out repeat-
edly on this subject, and I am a co-
sponsor of Senate Concurrent Resolution
5, a resolution which would create a joint
committee to investigate the treatment
of POW'’s in Vietnam.

Today, I wish to share with the Senate
a proclamation by the State of Indiana
to declare April 28 POW Day in Indiana.
I hope this continued concern will bring
comfort to both servicemen and their
families.

1 ask unanimous consent that the proc-
lamation by printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the proc-
lamation was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

PROCLAMATION

Whereas, nearly 1,600 members of the
Armed Forces of the United States are offi-
clally listed either as missing in action or as
prisoners-of-war in Southeast Asia; and

Whereas, these men have suffered and con-
tinue to suffer pain, imprisonment, depriva-
tion of their rights, prolonged separaticn
from their loved ones, and the peculiar men-
tal and physical anguish which is the unique
lot of the prisoner-of-war; and

‘Whereas, their wives, children, parents and
other relatives in the United States suffer
with them the agony of separation and of
loneliness; and

Whereas, these men have carried out, and
continue to carry out their duties to their
country in accordance with their principles

"and pursuant to directions of the American

people whom they are defending; and

-- Whereas, it i5 entirely just and in accord
with humanitarian instincts that we, the
American people, remember these men,
cherish their contributions to our security,
and pray for their safety and their speedy
return to their homes and families;

. Now, therefore, I, Edgar D. Whitcomb, Gov-
£roor.of the State of Indiana, do hereby pro-
lad April 28, 1971, as “Pris-
oner of War Day” in Indiana, and I urge
all citizens to show their respect and con-
cern for these servicemen and to join me in
praying for their release.
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NEED FOR IMMEDIATE PROGRESS
ON CONSTRUCTION OF NATIONAL
AIR AND SPACE MUSEUM

Y, GOLDWATER? - clil, on
Wednesday of last week, it was my great
pleasure to appear before the House Ap-
propriations Subcommittee presided
over by a gracious, industrious Repre-
sentative, Mrs. JuLia HanNseN. She was
very kind to set aside some time for me
to present a few thoughts in support of
the pressing need for increased funds at
the National Air and Space Museum and
the National Museum of Natural History,
which are two of the most important
components of the Smithsonian Institu-
tion.

Mr. President, this Nation has for too
long been negligent in providing for a
decent and dignified place in which to
display its great technological advances
in the field of flight, which includes both
manned air flight and space explora-
tions. One recent development serves
well to illustrate the deplorable delay in
embarking upon this project. Only a
week ago, I received word from the es-
tate of Orville Wright, which informed
me that it has been waiting for 23 years
now for the construction of a new U.S.
National Museum for Air and Space Ex-
hibits. In my testimony before Mrs. Han-
sen’s subcommittee, I revealed the fact
that the Wright estate had only agreed
to bring back the Wright brothers’ 1903
“Kitty Hawk” plane from its long exile
of honor in England in the expectation
and upon the firm promise that it would
be placed in a second-to-none U.S. air
museum. And yet, Mr. Harold Miller,
who is coexecutor of the Orville Wright
estate felt compelled to write to me:

It is now 23 years later. The plane is.ex-
actly where it was on December 17, 1948,
and it is far worse, not better, off than it
was when 1t came here from its 20 years
abroad.

Mr. President, it is high time we, the
American people, lived up to the promise
given to the memory of Orville and Wil-
bur Wright. To this end, I went before
both the Senate and House Appropria-
tions Committees handling Smithsonian
funds and made the strongest plea I
knew how on behalf of this important
project. It is encouraging to me that Dr.
Ripley, who is secretary of the Smith-
sonian, is displaying a new and encour-
aging attitude toward construction of the
building; and in fact, he has now set a
firm deadline of July 4, 1976, which is
the 200th anniversary of American inde-~
pendence, as the date for opening the
new air and space structure.

Also, Mr. President, I made an appeal
for increased funds at the museum of
natural history which has been encoun-
tering difficult budgetary problems of its
own in recent years at the same time that
its workload has doubled, and I hope the
Congress will show an alert interest in
the needs of this museum as well., Mr.
President, because this is a matter of in-
terest ot all of the American people, 1
ask unanimous consent that the com-
plete text of my remarks delivered be-
fore the House subcommittee be printed
in the RECORD.

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

April 26, 1971

cZ BooST NEXDED AT THE SMITHSONIAN
atement by Senator BARzY GOLDWATER)

Madam Chairman, it is my purpose to-
day to ask that the Committee support the
full appropriations sought by the Natlonal
Alr and Space Museum and the National
Museum of Natural History. .

Madam Chairman, last year when a House
Subcommittee conducted a sweeping inves-
tigation of the Smithsonian, I presented doc-
umented evidence establishing a serious de-
cline in support for these two museums. My
testimony pointed to the strange fact that
while the total Federal budget for the Insti-
tution had doubled within six years and the
number of full-time employees had jumped
by more than 700 positions, and while the
Smithsonian had plunged into the creation
of entire new units, such as the Cooper-He-
witt Museum, the Archives of American Art,
the Office of Academic Programs, and a Divi-
sion of Performing Arts, the National Ailr
and Space Museum and the Museum of Nat-
ural History were slipping downhill in the
degree of support they received from the In-
stitution.

For example, at the end of the 1870 fiscal
yvear, the museum of flight had only 31 em-
ployees, yet Congress had appropriated funds
for 41. At the same time, the Museum of Nat-
ural History had 103 scientists supported by
87 technicians. Yet three years earlier the
Museum had 111 scientists and 90 techni-
cians.

The Air and Space Museum did not have
a director for 18 months; while over at the
Museum of Natural History, the Department
of Vertebrate Zoology could not even offer
its scientists a research allotment equal to
that provided to graduate students.

Though I do not intend to rekindle these
old coals today, I do feel it is essential the
requested increases for these museums
should be viewed against the backdrop of
years of inadequate support. For the one
essential ingredient of their reconstruction
program is the willingness of Congress to ap-
propriate the full added monies which these
museums have sought.

Madame Chairman, the top priority item
in the National Air and Space Museum budg-
et is the 81.9 milllon earmarked for plan-
ning and redesign of 2 new museum build-
ing. This request is combined with a firm
deadline of July 4, 1976, which the Smith-
sonian has selected for opening the new
structure.

Unfortunately, the building project has
been on dead center for five years now. The
authorization statute jtself does not con-
tain any limitation, Nor did the House of
Representatives offer any reservations. The
only legislative hang-up is found in a sin-
gle sentence inserted in the Senate Com-
mittee report on the 1966 authorization law.

That sentence simply reads: *“The Com-"
mittee expressly recommends . . . that
appropriations should not be requested pur-
suant to H.R. 6125 unless and until there
is a substantial reduction in our military ex-
penditures in Vietnam.” .

Madame Chairman, in my opinion, this
language is no longer binding. Certainly it
has no effect at all on any action which the
House might take. Also, I feel it has been
superseded by intervening events. For one€
thing, it was written before the first manned

lunar landing, which did so much to excite: - .3

public interest in America's space exploits.
For another, Congress did not add any simi~
lar restriction when 1t approved $2.9 million
for renovating the Smithsonian's Renwick
Gallery, Or when it provided $2.6 million for
refurbishing the original Smithsonian
building. co

Nor did Congress impose any tie between
Vietham and the $7 million it appropriated
for restoration work on the Nattonal Portrait
Gallery or the $15 million it is laying out
for construction of the Hirshhorn Museum.

Why the National Air and Space Museum

should be singled out from all other Smith-
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sonian projects and told Its construction
must be deferred is beyond me. In any event,
the Senate Committee on Rules and Admin-
istration has recently announced it does not
obect to the Smithsonian's request for re-
design funds, so we will not run into any
jurisdictional conflict at this time.

Which brings me to the fundamental
question of why a national museum of flight
is needed in America. One purpose, of course
is to tell the story of America’s achievements
in fiight. Furthermore, with our nation ex-
panded almost to the limits of its explorable
land, the story of space pioneering displayed
at the Alr and Space Museum might be an
excellent means for recharging our national
energies.

The need for a central museum of air and
space objects has never been in doubt among
our friends overseas. Britaln has an out-
standing aerospace display on an entire floor
of its London Sclence Museum. In addition,
a new RAF Museum building is nearly com-
pleted. Also, the Deutche Museum in Munich
contains a huge hall devoted to air and space
displays nearly as extensive as our own. For
their part, the French have on show in
Parls six to ten times as many original air-
craft and flight objects as we do. Italy is
installing a major Alr and Astro Museum at
Turin. Even small Switzerland is developing
an impressive Museum of Transportation at
Lucerne, which can compete on close terms
with what the United States now presents in
the air and space field.

An American citizen returning from a tour
of these museums, situated in nations one-
fourth the size of our own, might easily feel
a sense of embarrassment at how his coun-
try compares. Why our nation does not even
have a permanent home for its collections.
We have a small tin hangar in which avia-
tion exhibits have been shown since 1919
and some temporary space in the 90-year old
Arts and Industries Building, and that is it.

Madame Chairman, I have just received in
the mail a most poignant request for con-
struction of a distinctive flight museum. On
April 13, I heard from Mr. Harold Miller, who
is co-executor of the Orville Wright Estate.
Mr. Miller relates that the Estate only agreed
to return the Wright brother’s 1903 Kitty
Hawk plane from its long exile of honor ‘n
England “in the confldent expectation that
there would be a second-to-none U.S. Alr
Museum in which it would be the premier
Exhibit, displayed in a setting appropriate to
its unique character and merit ldke the
crown jewels.”

Mr. Miller adds: “It is now 23 years later.
The plane is exactly where it was on Decem-
ber 17, 1948, and it i3 far worse, not better,
off than it was when it came here from Its
20 years abroad.”

Madam Chairman, I think it is high time
the American people lived up to their prom-
ise to the memory of Orville and Wilbur
Wright. I believe we, as representatives of
all citizens, should immediately initiate
some progress toward the erection of a digni-
fled museum worthy of this country's pto-
neering genius in manned flight.

And for reasons of plain doilars and cents,
1t looks as If the only way this project can
get off the ground is by going the route of a
redesign. Because from a cost of $40 million
when the building was first authorized in
19668, T am told the expense would now ex-
ceed $70 million.

Madame Chairman, as you may know, the
original architect, Gyo Obata, claims it is
feasible to develop a proper museum at a
lower cost., In fact, he has estimated the
rough dimensions which such a scaled-down
building might have. 3

- Madame Chairman, rou may be interested
to know the length could be nearly the same,
730 to 760 feet compared with the original

_784. The height will stay near 97 feet, which

. 1s important because this would preserve the
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opportunity for installing some full-sized
rockets or rocket sections inside the bulld-
tng. Most of the reduced scale would come
out of the width. The new building might
be 160 to 150 feet wide compared with 250
teet for the original plan.

While this would mean the floor area
would be cut in half, I am told the actual
exhibition space would be reduced by less
than one-fifth, leaving 254,000 square feet
for this prime purpose. This is more than
three times greater than the maximum area
which could be used for exhibits in the two
buitldings which presently house flight dis-
plays. And assuming the ground might be
broken by sometime in calendar year 1972,
construction itself could be held at a cost
below #$40 million,

Therefore, from what I have learned, the
revised plan retains so much of the original
form at a lowered cost, I believe it deserves
our support.

My only reservation concerns whether it
is necessary to obtain reapproval of the
building from ail the planning and art and
trafic commissions which have a hand in
Federal construction. But if these bureau-
cratic avenues should threaten to stifle the
project in a web of red tape, I know Con-
gress could shortcut this route by enacting
overriding legislation or even by returning
to the original, approved design.

Incidentally, I notice the Smithsonian is
conftronted with exactly this problem in re-
gard to its proposal for changing the loca-
tion of the Hirshhorn sculpture garden. Ac-
cording to the Washington Star, the Na-
tional Capital Planning Commission ordered
the revised version to go back for more study
and one member of the Commission even
appeared ready to reopen the whole issue of
whether the museum shouid have a separate
sculpture garden at all. With this warning
in mind, I hope the Smithsonian will have
its ducks in a better row when 1t undertakes
a redesign of the Air and Space project,

Next, Madame Chairman, I would like to
say a few words about the museum’s request
for additional operating funds. The museum
has requested an increase of $105,000 for
carrying out its operations in 1972, and I can
confirm this amount is honestly required.
In fact, even if the full amount of staff and
program funds are appropriated, the museum
will receive less than 1.77 of the overall
Smithsontan budget for salaries and ex-
penses. For a museum that draws one-third
of the Smithsonian's visitors—4!, milllon
persons—this allotment is not at all propor-
tionate to the unit’s proven importance, Ac-
cordingly, it is my sincere hope the Commit-
tee will not cut one penny out of its already
miniscule allotment.

Madame Chairman, I would like to turn
my attention now to the Museum of Natural
History. From the early years, when the first
Secretary of the Smithsonian, Joseph Henry,
made pioneering discoveries in science, the
Institution has generally held pure scien-
tific research in high regard. During the mid-
1960's, however, the course of the Smith-
sonian’s priorities began to shift. As Paul
Oehser writes tn his recent history of the
Institution: “Today, in contrast, the human-
ities are demanding an increasing role in
Smithsonian programs . . .” .

It is during this perifod that the Museum
of Natural History began to fall back. Doctor
Richard Cowan, director of the museum, has
documented this problem publicly at the
House {nvestigation hearings last summer.

Dr. Cowan testified that the lack of ade-
quate technical assistance for his sclentists
results in an almost “criminal mismanage-
ment of human resources” because highly
trained sclentists are required to waste their
time doing routine chores. o

He also confided that the employment pic-
ture at the museum is worse than it was sev-

_eral years ago. Dr. Cowan charged: *“The
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available peairs of hands, both professional
and supportive, are fewer now than four
years ago.” His statement was backed by a
specific example of the cannibalism which
ate away one-third of the staff of the Depart-
ment of Vertebrate Zoology at the same time
its workload was soaring. .

In addition, Dr. Cowan exposed the severe
and sudden drain on his museum’'s budget
caused by an unusual shift in Smithsonian
policies which makes the museum purchase
items that formerly had been provided to it
without cost from the Institution's Supply
Division. As strange as 1t seems, the museum
must now purchase such basic things as
storage bottles and cases and some 400 other
items which are essential for its operation
and were formerly supplied free to it. Why
the museum must even purchase many of its
own reference books because the Smithsonian
Library will not supply them. I might add,
Madam Chairman, that given this odd situa-
tion, the Institution’s decision to request an
increase of far more money for personnel
than it did for books at its Library is ex-
tremely curious. -

Madam Chairman, I can reveal today there
is another cost which will be unexpectedly
dropped on the museum's hard-pressed
budget. From now on the museum must not
only pay for supplies and materials used in
work performed for it by the Smithsonian’s
Building Management Department, but also
for the costs of labor! It should be noted,
Madam Chairman, that the Buildings Man-
agement Department possesses its own sepa-
rate budget of more than $9 million. Never-
theless this one arm of the Smithsonian wiil
begin charging all other Smithsonian com-
ponents for basic work done for them, such
as converting office space into laboratory
space, moving a desk, or installing a book-
case.

Madame Chairman, the situation has be-
come so bad I must report today that the
change in supply and service practices
instituted by the Smithsonian management
has cut non-salary operating funds at the
Museum of Natural History by up to a quar-
ter of a million dollars. The loss of funds
formerly charged to the Buildings Manage-
ment Department alone is about $100,000.

Accordingly, Madame Chairman, I hope you
will look at the requested increases in the
budget of Natural History not only from the
perspective of the need for correcting several
years of decline, but also with the realization
the museum has been loaded down by sud-
den and unexpected expenses for which it has
been given no additional funds.

Madame Chairman, this completes my
comments on the Smithsonian’'s Federal
budget. The only advice I might add is the
suggestion the Committee may wish to re-
quest a full disclosure from the Smithsonian
cn it3 private financing. It is my understand-
ing the pool of private investments, gifts, and
grants now returns about $18 million an-
nually; and it seems fair to inquire whether
this sum is being spent wisely so as to keep
Federal expenditures at & minimum. For
example, is the Smithsonian getting a sensi-
ble return on its holdings of over $32 mil-
lion in stocks, bonds, and endowment funds?
Could more privately funded employees be
engaged at units which seriously need them,
such as the Alr and Space and Natural His-
tory Museums? Is it proper for the Institu-
tion to embark upon money losing projects,
such as the museum shops and -“Smith-

_sonian Magazine” were in 1870, thereby leay-

ing a gap to be filled by Federal appropria-
tions in other areas which could have been
financed by the Smithsonian itself? ...c g

Madame Chairman, .this type of-informa-
tion was given to the House investigating
subcommittee, last summer, and I think it

“would be helpful If you might institute the
practice on & regular basis, ._ .. . . .
,/This concludes my statement. . ... r:: .




