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Security Agency," Blackburn said on March
27, 1974.

There is no question that the computer is
the key to whatever lead the US holds in nu-
clear efficiency-the delivery of ballistic mis-
sile warheads onto their target with the
greatest possible accuracy-as well as to in-
telligence gathering and processing, to anti-
submarine warfare and the like. The sale of
the Cyber to the USSR would allow that na-
tion to think in terms of quantum advances
in its nuclear and intelligence programs,
thereby cutting still further the ground out
from under the West.

KEY COMPUTER EQUIPMENT SALES BY THE

WEST TO THE U.S.S.R.
Until recently, direct export of U.S. com-

puters was restricted by export control regu-
lations. Even so, the origin of today's Soviet
systems can be traced to the United States.
Following World War Two, the Soviet Union
received computers almost entirely from West
European plants of IBM.

The earliest American computer sale to
the Soviet Union that can be traced was a
Model 802 National-Elliott sold in 1959 by
Elliott Automation, Ltd., of the United
Kingdom. National-Elliott is a General Elec-
tric subsidiary.

In 1966, Standard Cables and Telegraph,
Ltd. installed a Standard 7x8 instrument
landing system at Moscow's D. Sheremetyeva
Airport. Standard Cables was then a sub-
sidiary of ITT.

In 1968, a second-generation Control Data
Corporation 1604 System was installed at the
Dubna Soviet Nuclear Facility near Moscow.

In 1972, Control Data sold the Soviet Union
a third-generation CDC 6200 system com-
puter.

For these systems, Control Data's operating
statement has improved by about $3-million
in sales over the past three years. And the
Soviet Union has gained 15 years in computer
technology.

As 1969 ended, it was estimated that West-
ern computer sales to all of Communist Eu-
rope and the USSR were running at $40-mil-
lion per annum. In great part, three came
from American subsidiaries.

In 18 months during 1964-65, Elliott Auto-
mation delivered five Model 503 computers to
the USSR. The Elliott 503 ranged in price
from $179,000 to more than $1-million, de-
pending on its size.

By the end of 1969, General Electric-Elliott
Automation sales to Communist countries
were four times greater than in 1968.

This market accounted for one-third of
General Electric-Elliott's computer exports.
Other G.E. machines, including a Model 400
made in France by Compagnie des Machines
Bull, were also sold to the USSR.

Olivetti-General Electric of Milan, Italy,
also has been a major USSR supplier of G.E.
computers.

In 1967, Olivetti delivered $2.4-million
worth of data processing systems to the
USSR. This was in addition to Model 400 and
Model 115 machines already sold.

In 1967, English Electric sold the USSR
its System Four Machine with microcircuits.
This machine incorporated RCA patents. It
was similar to the RCA Spectra 70 series.

Over the years, the USSR's largest single
supplier of computers has been International
Computers and Tabulation, Ltd. of the
United Kingdom. The latter also licenses
RCA technology. It has supplied at least 27
of 33 large computers to the Soviet Union.

In November, 1969, five of the firm's 1900
series computers valued at $12-million, went
to the USSR: These were large, high-speed
units with integrated circuits. Without ques-
tion, they were well in advance of anything
the Soviets were able to manufacture in the
computer field; even by copying previously-
imported technology.

These machines are capable of solving
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military and space problems. But, being ma-
chines, they cannot distinguish between
military and civilian problems. There is no
way that a Western firm or government can
prevent Soviet use of computers for military
work.

The Soviets in 1970-71 indicated that if In-
ternational Computers. Ltd., of Great Brit-
ain, was allowed to sell two big, fast, highly-
sophisticated 1906A computers, American
scientists would be allowed to participate in
further research at the Serpukhov Institute
of High Energy Physics. The key equipment
at Serpukhov, including the bubble chamber,
had come from the West.

The Soviets gave "ironclad" guarantees not
to use these new British (RCA) 1906A com-
puters for military research. Personal inter-
vention by President Nixon forced a relaxa-
tion of U.S. opposition to the British sale.

Business Week of April 28, 1973, published
word that the Soviet Union had contracted
for an IBM third-generation 370 computer
system. The price: A reported $10-million.

According to the Washington Post of
July 6, 1973, and the Wall Street Journal of
August 8, 1973, James Binger, Chairman,
Honeywell Incorporated, Minneapolis, told a
Moscow news conference his firm had begun
negotiation with the Soviet government on
two contracts involving several million dol-
lars.

During a recent aviation-space industries
exhibition, Soviet interests were noted. U.S.
companies at the exhibition included: West-
inghouse Electric Corporation, Bendix Cor-
poration, Collins Radio Company, Texas In-
struments, Inc., Boeing Corporation, United
Aircraft Corporation, Lockheed Aircraft Cor-
poration, and Raytheon Corporation.

U.S. News and World Report of January 28,
1974, said International Business Machines
and the Univac Division of Sperry-Rand were
competing in two areas for contracts for two
data systems for Soviet aviation.

Red Star, the official organ of the Soviet
Army, used the Remington-Rand Univac
computer to illustrate an article on Soviet
computers.

WELCOME TO SOVIET VISITORS

HON. JAMES V. STANTON
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 16, 1974

Mr. JAMES V. STANTON. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased to be in-
formed that we will be welcoming here
next week, as guests of the United
States, a delegation from the Supreme
Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics. This fact is especially heart-
ening because, I am told, our visitors
will be the first ever to arrive here repre-
senting this organ of the Soviet Govern-
ment.

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that we
and our friends from this truly great na-
tion, with whom we were allied only a
generation ago in a struggle for survival,
have a great deal to learn from each
other, not only professionally but also
as persons. We have here further evi-
dence of the detente between our two
countries. This relaxation of tensions
means a great deal to our respective
peoples and, no less, to the peoples of
all the world.

I wish our guests an enjoyable and in-
formative stay, and I am certain that
our Government as an institution, and
that we as persons, will do all in our
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power to make this trip worthwhile.
Even at this point, Mr. Speaker, I look
forward to continued and frequent visits
from members of the Supreme Soviet.

SETTING THE RECORD STRAIGHT
ON SCHOOL DESEGREGATION

HON. SHIRLEY CHISHOLM
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 16, 1974

Ms. CHISHOLM. Mr. Speaker, Tues-
day of this week, I had the honor of
testifying before the city of New York
Commission on Human Rights. My test-
imony was focused on school desegrega-
tion in the North since the Supreme
Court's Brown decision in 1954. When I
returned to Washington the following
day, several of my colleagues expressed
surprise at remarks attributed to me in
an article in the New York Times. The
Times article quoted exerpts from my
speech out of context, giving the im-
pression that my commitment to school
desegregation has weakened. I am in-
troducing into the RECORD the entire
testimony so that my position on school
desegregation will be crystal clear:

SCHOOL DESEGREGATION IN THE NORTH
ITestimony before the New York City Com-

mission on Human Rights by Representa-
tive SHIRLEY CHISHOLM, May 14, 19741
It was two decades ago . .. a full 20 long

and difficult years . . . that the Supreme
Court in what seemed at the time to be
one of its most compelling and momentous
decisions, found that racially separate schools
were unconstitutional.

As I take stock and look around me today
and ask, "what is the actual progress we have
made in achieving the specific mandate of
the Brown decision?" I am saddened and
shocked by the answer. The answer is that
in spite of courageous efforts-heroic ef-
forts by attorneys in the litigation of de-
segregation suits and of black children fac-
ing mobs of angry white bigots and their
parents brave enough to send those children
out to become the psychological and some-
times physical victims of those bigots-in
spite of all this, the U.S. Department of
Health, Education and Welfare can still re-
port to us that two-thirds of the nation's
black students are still attending schools that
are overwhelmingly black. And this does not
include the large numbers of minority chil-
dren from other non-white backgrounds who
remain isolated from their white counter-
parts.

The latest Federal Government figures
show that in 1972 in the 32 northern and
western States, 72% of non-white pupils
attended public schools having a majority
of non-whites. For the nation as a whole, the
picture is somewhat brighter, for the south
has made some progress. Only 54 percent of
the non-white children in southern States
are in non-white majority schools. But the
national figure for non-white children at-
tending what might be called integrated
schools-that is, schools whose enrollment
is half white-is still only 36 percent.

But one cannot fault the Supreme Court
for the fact that more black children are not
attending desegregated schools. Various so-
cial factors such as housing and employment,
as well as the 10 years that elapsed before
Congress passed the Civil Rights Act of 1964
played a part. Nor is that to say that Brown
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has had small impact. But the impact of that
decision cannot be measured in terms of how
many black children now attend desegregated
schools. Brown forced the desegregation of
schools throughout the South, but it also
served as the first symbol and the impelling
force for the civil rights movement which
w.s to make a broad and sweeping attack
across the Nation on segregation in public
transportation, public accommodations, vot-
ing and employment.

In the South there was massive resistance
to Brown. Children experienced terrorist ac-
tions of defiant white officials, school staff,
and parents. Violence was commonplace in
school districts the courts ordered to de-
segregate. There were bombings, murders and
burnings. Entire school districts were closed
down for years. "2-4-6-8 we don't want to
integrate" and "Niggers stay back!" were
heard from the taut white lips of children
and parents across the South in the years
following Brown.

Today, a different picture of resistance
to desegregation is drawn. Today, southern
white parents quietly remove their children
from desegregated public schools and enroll
them in the segregated private academies
that advertise "A student body of high qual-
ity" which have sprung up across the South.
White flight is also depleting cities and
towns, in both the South and the North, of
white students with whom blacks can de-
segregate. Although other factors, such as
crime, pollution, and congestion, play a major
role, many people believe school desegrega-
tion is the primary cause of the exodus to
the suburbs.

Brown did not have much impact on the
school districts of the North where segrega-
tion of the de facto variety is largely a result
of segregated housing patterns, and other so-
cial injustices resulting from generations of
discrimination as the custom rather than the
law. One-race neighborhood schools are com-
mon and are becoming more prevalent
throughout the North and West. In the early
sixties, sociologists found that the social iso-
lation of northern urban blacks and whites
was far more complete than it ever was in
the rural South. This is still true today, but
there are new indications that the urban-
suburban racial divisions of the North are
being duplicated in the South.

The new frontier in school desegregation Is
in the North. Several recent cases are of
great import and interest to both advocates
and foes of integrated public schools. I will
not describe these cases in great detail. I will
leave that for others testifying at these hear-
ings who have actually been involved in
them, such as Nathaniel Jones of the NAACP
who argued the Detroit case before the Su-
preme Court.

The Denver, Colorado, school system was
recently ordered to desegregate its public
schools in the first major northern desegrega-
tion case to be heard by the Supreme Court.
The court found that although the school
district had no statutory provision that man-
dated or permitted de jure segregation,
official action had resulted in segregated
conditions in one section of the city. As
a result, the court ordered the school
system to show that other schools in the
system were not segregated also by official
action. The court skirted the issue of the
constitutionality of de facto segregation, but
made clear the deliberate official actions re-
sulting in segregated conditions are just as
unconstitutional as dual schools required by
statute.

Another northern case, argued before the
Supreme Court in March, may establish a
new kind of remedy for large urban centers
characterized by a heavily non-white inner
city population with surrounding suburban
areas populated by relatively few minority
group families.

The issue in the Detroit case is whether
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a State can be required to integrate its
schools across district lines in order to
achieve desegregation. The metropolitan
plan, as this is called, is being proposed for
numerous urban-suburban areas across the
country and litigators are awaiting the out-
come of the crucial Detroit decision with
anticipation.

In the first school desegregation case to
reach a Federal court, Judge Jack B. Wein-
stein has taken us another step further in
the march toward integrated education. He
decided that the only way to undo what he
called "deliberate" segregation in one jun-
ior high school in Brooklyn was to involve
Federal, State and municipal housing au-
thorities in the desegregation efforts. Judge
Weinstein ruled that the Mark Twain Junior
High School "can be characterized as reflect-
ing neither de facto nor de jure segregation.
Rather it reflects both these characteristics.
Demographic trends have been extenuated
by Government choices . . . failure to take
available steps to reverse segregative tenden-
cies has made a bad situation worse."

While the Federal courts, beginning with
the Brown decision twenty years ago, fol-
lowed by the many clarifying decisions since
then, have continued to be the most effective
force in the struggle to bring white and
non-white children together in the class-
room, the administrative and congressional
branches of government have made only a
few attempts to relieve segregated schools.

Ten years after Brown, in the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, however, the Congress enacted
provisions designed to speed up the process.
Title IV required HEW to monitor the prog-
gress of desegregation and to provide finan-
cial and technical assistance to school dis-
tricts undergoing desegregation. Title IV also
authorized the Attorney General to bring
suit to desegregate public schools.

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act provided
that no program of activity receiving Federal
financial assistance could discriminate
against anyone on the basis of race, color,
or national origin.

During the late sixties, HEW enforcement
of Title VI accomplished desegregation in
many school districts which were forced to
comply under threat of withholding Federal
funds. Since that period, however, HEW has
shown little or no interest in school desegre-
gation. Ferndale, Michigan, is the first and
only school district to have had all Federal
funds withdrawn. Many other districts have
been reviewed but no action taken. The Den-
ver decision, as clear as it is, will have to
be enforced by HEW.

At a recent meeting of the leadership
conference on civil rights, Stanley Pottinger,
director of the Justice Department's civil
rights division, said that northern cities can
expect in coming years to receive the same
attention once lavished on the south, how-
ever, he emphasized that only de jure segre-
gation would be pursued. He was also quoted
as saying, "where busing is the only rem-
edy, then so be it."

At the same meeting, HEW's director of
the Office of Civil Rights cited the major
issues facing OCR as going beyond "the nar-
row and superficial issues" of student as-
signment to such "general and subtle Issues"
as discriminatory labelling of children, and
integrating newly-required efforts against sex
discrimination into the on-going program.

What about school desegregation? One asks
that question in light of the Adams de-
cision of last year which placed HEW un-
der court order to bring 197 school districts
into compliance with Title VI-many of
which were maintaining segregated schools-
in order to continue receiving Federal funds.

This week in the Congress we witness the
latest attempt to reverse the hard-won prog-
ress we have made in school desegregation.
The Senate will vote on amendments to the
Elementary Education Act that would be
much more than a mere restraint on bus-
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ing. One provision would prohibit Federal
courts from ordering the transportation of
students to any but the "closest or next
closest" school, even if busing beyond such
schools were the only way to eliminate a
denial of equal educational opportunity.
Another provision would authorize the re-
opening of school desegregation cases long
since decided by the courts, and carried out
by school districts. This amendment has
already been adopted by the House.

Constitutional authorities including the
conservative Yale Law School Professor,
Alexander Bickel, have declared the amend-
ment unconstitutional. It is highly unlikely,
they say, for the Supreme Court to change
its mind on this important issue to accom-
modate the political needs of the congress-
men who have sponsored or supported the
amendment. It is ironic that this anti-busing
amendment is being considered in Congress
almost exactly on the anniversary of the
Brown decision.

Along with the struggle by lawyers, Judges,
Supreme Court justices and occasionally,
government officials, to come closer to the
goal of equal educational opportunity
through school desegregation, there is an
undercurrent of resistance among blacks in
areas of concentrated poverty and discrim-
ination such as my own congressional dis-
trict in Bedford-Stuyvesant. In the mid-
sixties, blacks who saw no possibility for
achieving equal educational opportunity in
desegregated schools, began to embrace the
concept of community control as a means of
achieving their goals. Parents who were
spokesmen for the new movement talked
about electing local school boards and hiring
administrators and teachers genuinely con-
cerned with educating their children. Mu-
tual respect and pride would be conducive
to learning and staffs' sensitivity to the life
styles and special needs of inner city chil-
dren would help to improve academic
achievement.

In spite of overwhelming obstacles, com-
munity control has had impressive results in
some places. Parents in my district report
improvement in their children's attitudes
toward school, and their reading levels. They
tell me the teachers, who are mostly black
and Puerto Rican, are concerned and com-
mitted to educating their children. These
parents are not interested in desegregation
and believe that we should use our energy
trying to achieve equal educational oppor-
tunity within the context of the community
controlled school districts. They have their
own priorities now and our theories and our
rhetoric have little impact.

Furthermore, there is a growing sense of
political involvement among community
parents. The skills learned at this sub-local
level can be used to influence the political
process at higher levels of government.

I find it difficult to argue with parents who
for the first time have some faith in the
educational process. But as Kenneth Clark
said, "the goals of integration and quality
education are interdependent. One is not
possible without the other."

The quotation from Martin Luther King
sums it up very simply. This is all that needs
to be said in support of the desegregation of
America's public schools:

"Men often hate each other because they
fear each other; they fear each other because
they do not know each other; they do not
know each other because they cannot com-
municate; they cannot communicate because
they are separated."

In a speech earlier this month at Harvard
University, Judge Skelly Wright of the court
of appeals for the District of Columbia said,
"The issue of race today has nearly every-
where lost its sense of moral urgency. It is
not so much as a replacement of virtue by
vice as a fading of awareness into indiffer-
ence." Daniel Moynihan's suggestion to
President Nixon that the issue of race could
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benefit from a period of "benign neglect"
has taken hold. In fact, this has been the
central theme of the civil rights effort at
the national level, reflecting and reflected in
the attitudes of the mainstream of the
American people. But today the President is
leading his administration beyond "benign
neglect", in a pathetic and desperate attempt
to hold on to the 34 Senate votes that will
prevent his removal from office by that body
after his inevitable impeachment by the
House of Representatives, the President has
refueled the anti-busing movement across
the country and has taken positions on
legislation now in Congress that advocate
a cut-back or halt to programs designed to
aid the poor, and minority citizens of this
nation.

I was asked to make recommendations for
approaches to solving the problems of seg-
regated schools, and of desegregated schools,
that would be politically feasible, given the
current administration and the make-up of
the Congress today.

First, I must say that the root cause of the
problems between blacks and whites in
housing, schools, employment, and all other
areas of discrimination, is the racism that
seems to pervade even the air around us and
which cannot be exorcised from the people of
this nation. We are forced to accept that. The
new brotherhood of the civil rights move-
ment of the sixties has largely disappeared.
We realize now that the seeds of racism are
still firmly implanted in the heart of white
America. The difference is that the fertile
atmosphere of the seventies allows those
ugly seeds to germinate and flourish. But, we
blacks are more sophisticated now. We real-
ize that we won the fight against Jim Crow
but institutional racism thrives and true
brotherhood is generations away. We have
won a seat at the table, but soL eone else
makes the rules. No power has been relin-
quished.

We are not deceived by the courtship of a
George Wallace. His tactics may have
changed, but his goal is the same. He wants
to win an election, and there are lots of black
voters in Alabama. And, this takes me to my
next point which is really my main recom-
mendation. It concerns political action. Our
strength lies in our people and in the ballot.
One of the greatest achievements of the civil
rights movement was the registration of
large numbers of previously disenfranchised
black voters in the South. Now the North
must move forward. There are a higher per-
centage of registered blacks in Mississippi
than there are in New York City, and the
North has witnessed a decline in the number
of registered blacks who vote.

These are shocking facts that must be
changed. For it is through the election of na-
tional leaders, not only with a commitment
to social and economic justice, but who de-
pend on the minority vote for their trip to
Washington-it is through such elected rep-
resentatives that goals such as desegregation
of schools can be effected. We must be able
to influence the legislative process through
non-minority representatives-for although
there are thousands of black elected officials
in jurisdictions in all States, and the num-
ber is steadily increasing, blacks hold only
one-half of one percent of all elected offices.

CONSUMER SUPPORT FOR STANDBY
ENERGY EMERGENCY AUTHORI-
TIES ACT

HON. BOB ECKHARDT
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 16, 1974

Mr. ECKHARDT. Mr. Speaker, on
Tuesday, May 21, the House is scheduled
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to consider H.R. 13834, the Standby En-
ergy Emergency Authorities Act. Today
I received a letter from Mr. Lee C. White,
chairman of the Energy Policy Task
Force of the Consumer Federation of
America endorsing the legislation. I know
my colleagues will find Mr. White's com-
ments of great interest, and I am includ-
ing his letter to me in the RECORD at this
time:

CONSUMER FEDERATION OF AMERICA,
Washington, D.C., May 16, 1974.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN: As the House prepares
to consider the Standby Energy Emergency
Authority Act (H.R. 13834) on Tuesday, May
21, the Energy Policy Task Force of the Con-
sumer Federation of America is anxious to
advise you of its strong support for the bill.
Our Task Force, which came into being last
year with the avowed purpose of expressing
consumer viewpoints on energy policy issues
is comprised of 30 organizations (see list on
back) whose members number in the mil-
lions.

Last January, in formal testimony before
the Congress, we supported a price rollback
for crude oil. Everything that has occurred
since that time has only reinforced our be-
lief that the consumers are bearing an un-
necessary and unfair burden in the prices
they pay today for gasoline and other pe-
troleum products. We accept the principle
that prices should be adequate to provide
incentives for finding additional petroleum,
but all of the evidence we have seen demon-
strates that current prices for both "old"
and "new" crude are far greater than re-
quired to provide incentives equal to the
industry's ability to increase exploration and
production.

Record increases in oil company profits
should also enter into Congressional con-
sideration. As noted in a Business Week edi-
torial (May 11, 1974), a survey conducted by
the magazine of 890 major corporations
showed a 16% profit increase over the first
quarter of 1973. But, continued the editorial,
"... that figure is deceptive. Take out the
oil industry, which recorded an earnings in-
crease of 82%, and the remaining compa-
nies-which include virtually every major
U.S. corporation-show a gain of only 4%."

There is an obligation on the part of Gov-
ernment to protect consumers during periods
of shortages where what's at stake are com-
modities as essential as petroleum products.
Taking these factors into account, we believe
the vote on H.R. 13834 is critical insofar as
consumers are concerned and we hope it will
have your support.

Sincerely,
LEE C. WHITE,

Chairman, Energy Policy Task Force.

MIEMBERSHIP OF THE ENERGY POLICY TASK
FORCE

Adams Electric Cooperative, Inc.
Allegheny Electric Cooperative, Inc.
American Federation of State, County and

Municipal Employees, AFL-CIO.
American Federation of Teachers, AFL-

CIO.
American Public Gas Association.
American Public Power Association.
Consumers Education and Protective As-

sociation International.
Consumers Union.
Cooperative League of the USA.
Industrial Union Department, AFL-CIO.
International Association of Machinists

and Aerospace Workers, AFL-CIO.
International Brotherhood of Electrical

Workers, AFL-CIO.
Kansas Municipal Utilities.
Lincoln, Nebraska, City of.
Maritime Trades Department, AFL-CIO.
Minnesota Farmers Union.
National Farmers Organization.
National Farmers Union.
National League of Cities.
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National Rural Electric Cooperative As-

sociation.
New Populist Action.
Northeast Public Power Association.
Northwest Public Power Association.
Oil, Chemical and Atomic Workers Inter-

national Union, AFL-CIO.
Service Employees International Union,

AFL-CIO.
Tennessee Valley Public Power Associa-

tion.
Textile Workers Union of America, AFL-

CIO.
United Auto Workers.
United States Conference of Mayors.
Wisconsin State AFL-CIO.

SUPPORT FOR H.R. 7077, THE CUYA-
HOGA VALLEY NATIONAL PARK,
CONTINUES

HON. CHARLES A. VANIK
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 16, 1974

Mr. VANIK. Mr. Speaker, on June 8,
the House Subcommittee on Parks and
Recreation, led by its distinguished
chairman (Mr. TAYLOR) will hold field
hearings on H.R. 7077. The bill, with 48
Member cosponsors, would create a Cuya-
hoga Valley National Historical Park
and Recreation Area out of approximate-
ly 15,000 acres of unspoiled lands along
the Cuyahoga River and the historic
Ohio canal.

This will be the second House hearing
on this bill; the other body has also
held one hearing. We very much look
forward to welcoming the committee to
the proposed parklands area.

Support for the park, Mr. Speaker, has
been excellent. There has been an over-
whelming endorsement response from
every facet of the Northeastern Ohio
community: environmental groups,
League of Women Voters, garden clubs,
newspapers, city councils, labor and busi-
ness groups-over 75 formal endorse-
ments in all.

The Cleveland Plain Dealer, Ohio's
largest newspaper, has already whole-
heartedly endorsed the park, and on
May 12, their editorialists addressed the
park idea again. I insert that editorial in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD:

THE VALLEY Is ITS BEST WITNESS
The June 8 hearing at Blossom Music Cen-

ter on the proposed Cuyahoga Valley na-
tional park is an opportunity for local sup-
porters of the park to put their strongest
case before Congress.

The beauty of the land itself probably is
the best argument for its preservation
through national park status. But it is a
subtle beauty, a combination of landscape
and atmosphere best appreciated at first
hand. Therefore, we welcome this hearing
as an opportunity for members of the House
Interior subcommittee on parks and recrea-
tion to see the proposed parklands at their
fragrant, summery best.

One argument against a Cuyahoga Valley
national park is that the valley doesn't com-
pare scenically with other national parks
such as Yellowstone and Rocky Mountain.

To that we say that some sights take a
person's breath away and some elicit a deep
sigh of contentment and pleasure. The Cuy-
ahoga Valley is the second kind and one of


