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of Sciences. It seems to us that information incidental to a particular protocol
should be sought; where there is confusion with respect to the protocol, there would
also be doubts raised as to the viability of the questionnaire.

With respect ts the recent change in the Vet Center organization structure and
funding status, we applaud the application of the funds that could not be utilized in
the contracting aspect of that program to the VA Nurses Scholarship Program. At the
§ time, however,; we would register our concern that adequate planning was not accom-
plished to utilize these funds as originally intended, particularly on behalf of Vietnam
veterans who live in more remote areas.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, we must prot( : the confusion that exists as to how
and when the resclution of the herbicides/health decrement issue will come about. From
our vantage point, it appears to be buried in a bureaucratic malaise. We find it
unsettling to continue to be given varying time frames for progress, and longer than
necessary t: : frames for the gathering of information. Why must we endure continual
delays? Are such in the interest of science, or planned procrastination?

Again, Mr. Chairman, we suggest that the resolution of this issue be made a matter
of highest governmental priority. We request that necessary funding and rescurces be kept
avallable for such a purpose; that meaningful progress toward such be encouraged by the
Congress. Should such efforts not yield meaningful results, we would urge the Congress
to continue to exhibit the great concern and empathy towards this nation's veterans that
it has, gratefully, in the past.

¥

This concludes my statement and I would be happy to respond to questioms you may have.












FNAT O0OSURE

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NUMBER 133

Whereas the Soviet Union has exploited United States peace initiatives in order

to bul " 1 up Soviet strategic and conventional warfare capabilities;

Whereas these capabilities have given the Soviet Union the means to support
world-wide aggression of an increasingly bold nature;

Whereas there is a basis for concern that the Soviets may use these capabilities

in armed aggression in Pakistan, Iran, and Yugoslavia;

Whereas the Soviet Union has demonstrated an unwillingness to live by the
principles of international law;

Whereas the United States is the one world power that can stop Soviet
expansionism: Now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED BY THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES (THE SENATE ( ICURRING), That it
is the sense of the Congress that the national security policy of the
United States should reflect a national strategy of peace through strength,
the general principles and goals of which would be —--

(1) to inspire, focus, and unite the national will and determination to
achieve peace and freedom,

(2) to achiev overall military and technological superiority over the
Soviet Union,

(3) to create a strategic and civil defense which would protect the

American people against nuclear war at least as well as the Soviet population

is protected,

(4) to accept no arms control agreement which in any way jeopardizes the
security of the United States or its allies, or which locks the United
States into a position of military inferiority,

(5) to reestablish effective security and intelligence capabilities,

(6) to pursue positive nonmilitary means to r¢ | back the growth of communism,

(7) to help our allies and other non-Communist countries defend themselves against

Communist aggression, and

(8) to maintain a strong economy and protect our overseas sources of energy and

other vital raw materials.
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(Continue from page 7)

They shall not grow old

As we that are left grow ol

Age shall not weary the

Nor the Years condemn.

At the going down of the st

And in the morning,

We shall remember them.
“Thank you, my fellow Ame

cans.”

House Rejects
Cher Veapons,
U.S. Neakened

Early this year, setting the tc
for a campaign against the Reag
Administration’s plan to produc
new generation of safer and me
effective chemical weapons, 1
New York Times called it
“unneeded horror” which n
cost American taxpayers ‘‘m
than $2 billion” in 1983 and 19:

The truth is that only $1
million out of the $705 mill
asked by the Administration g
toward the development of bin:
weapons.  But once again
Times’s all-too-familiar practice
juggling with the truth paid ¢
The Adi nistration’s “‘worst p
sible answer to the Soviet Unio
unconscionable Yellow Rain”
rejected by the House.

It ‘nt y
these rejectionists are o)
who glorify unilateral disarmam
and abetr the Marxist-Leninist s
in Nicaragua, El Salvador, Gu:
mala, Angola and elsewhere.

Like their comrades-in-arms
the freeze movement, they ped
fear. There is, however, a kind
fear which they don’t want to cc
ment upon — the fear of retaliati

t is that fear which kept N
sermany and Imperial Japan fr.
sing poison gas during World ¥
I

These rejectionists also ign
nother kind of fear which g
J.S. troops stationed in Europe.
‘ongressional group once visi
he Fulda Gap, one of the tr:
ional east to west invasion rot
n the southern part of Germa
‘What do you fear the mos
Rep. Richard White (Texas) ask
\nd the answer was, “Artillery :
‘hemical warfare.”

That fear stems from a decreas
bility to retaliate in kind. Part
ur deterrent is now 35 years ¢
About 90% of our chemical weap
tockpile has deteriorated. One
ur bombs, for instance, 1is
lefective that the Navy rec
rom putting it on its ships.

In 1973, a House panel wen
srael to inspect Soviet equipm
saptured during the Yom Kip
War. Our Congressmen w
shocked to see that every iterr
Soviet equipment included a
:ailed complex, defense gas war
capability. By contrast, we
arever had similar combat readin
President Nixon halted the proc
tion of chemical weapons 12 y
ago and this unilateral ban
enforced to a fault by both Pi
dents Ford and Carter. In
meantime, the Soviets have rel
lessly improved and expanded t
arsenal. As a result, their cherr
troop strength is 50 times tha
the U.S. Army chemical tro

] 1,
rej¢ 1 th
ism.

“Our steadfast refusal to
nerve gas will not go unnotic
Rep. Ed Bethune (Ark.) sta
“and if we hold to it, world opi
will rush to our side.”

Well, we have held to it s
World War I and that steadfast
has not prevented the Soviets f

sing chemical weapons with brazen
npunity in Afghanistan, Laos and
ambodia.

Rep. Willi
nswered:

‘“Has world opinion rushed to
ur side? 1 barely heard a peep.”

To be exact, a peep has come
rom the United Nations, which
:as conducted since 1980 an in-
estigation into charges of Yellow
Rain. That inquiry will certainly go
iowhere because the undersecretary
eneral who handles it goes by the
lame of Viacheslav Ustinov, a
oviet official.  What’s more, a
{GB man.

The rejectionists assert that an
igreement banning chemical wea-
ons is just around the corner.
Cheir optimism was fueled by
he late Leonid Brezhnev’s newest
sledge that he would dismantle the
soviet stockpile and by an enticing
sroposal submitted by Soviet For-
xign Minister Andrei Gromyko to
the UN.

The UN should have borne in
nind that Gromyko had grossly
ied to President Kennedy about
he presence of Soviet missiles in
Zuba and that Brezhnev had ordered
‘he mass killing of innocent Asians
vith tricothecene weapons.

It is always a good thing to
1egotiate. It is naive however,
‘0 negotiate a new treaty without
first making sure Soviet violations
of existing accords — the 1925
Geneva treaty and the 1972 bio-
logical weapons convention which
they have signed — are cleared up.
In 1977, the So
ati:  that 1
Not an inch of progress has been
recorded in the past five years.
Once again, the Soviets simply use
negotiation as a trick to buy time.

Against this backdrop, the cam-
paign to defeat the U.S. chemical
weapons program must be seen as
a big psychological warfare victory
for Moscow.

Whitehurst (Va.)
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ARTHUR J. FELLWOCK

\ NN(.\
WU VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS
by OF THE UNITED STA1 3

.'ll FOUNDED 1899

V. F. W. MEMORIAL BUILDING
200 MARYLAND AVENUE,N. E.

COM  DER-IN-CHIEF WASHINGTON, D. C. 20002 July 17, 1981

The President

The White House {'v "
Washington, D. C. 20500 :32837

Dear Mr. President:

As National Commander-in-Chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United
States, I am most honored to invite you to address the delegates attending our
83rd National Convention to be held in Los Angeles, California, during the
period August 16-19, 1982. )
While we would welcome your attendance on August 16, 17 or 18, we would
prefer to have you 1mvnote the opening of our Convention to be held on

Monday, August 16, a1 11 A.M. With past Conventions as my certain guide,
y6U0 may expect ... audience of seven thousand of your fellow Americans.

I realize, Mr. President, the great demand on your time, but I am hopeful you
can arrange your busy schedule in order to attend our Convention. In our
opinion, it would be a wonderful platform for you to express your views on
national security and foreign policy before a very friendly audience.

Finally, I wish you to know you may count on the unswerving support of the
1.9 million members of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States and
the 650 thousand members of our Ladies Auxiliary as you seek to advance
America's best interest at home and abroad.

I certainly wish you every success and am hopeful you will join us in Los
Angeles.

s

s

Resp ectfully/;.
)

~— N
~ N

"ARTHUR J. FELLWOCK
National Commander-in-Chief















