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b\' ad1ing after parsgrapb (3} the following
new }-H

P
“(3) Under tu autbhorsty of subsection

(8) (1) (B) (1), the Becretary shsll provids for

demonstraucon projects, in at least three
States and at lesst one of which is located
in s rural ares, which relste to the provision
o! preventive heslth services (including
basic health screening, referra). and health
educstion) to the eldecly throughout the
State through tolveling health care practi-
tiopers (oiber than physiclans, dbut includ-
ing public health nurses) who provide such
secvices 1n or through different public and
private nonprofit facilitles (including
churches, schools, snd senior citizen cen-
ters). The Secretary shall report to Congress
on tke results of such demonstration proje
ests not 1ster than three years after the date
of the enactment of this paragraph.”®

UNAUTHORIZED EXAMINATION OF
SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSAS-
SINATIONS MATERIALS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Ohio (Mr. Stoxzs) s recog-
nized for 30 micutes.

Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, recent
newspaper and other media accounts
have carried the story that materials in
the possession of the former Select Com-
mittee on Assassinations were examined
{n an unauthorized fashion last summer.
As the former chalrman of the select
committee, I am making these remarks
to report to my colleagues the facts of
the matter. -

The Select Committee on Assassina-
tions faced ar important ard complex
task. The House mandaied the commit-
te to look into the facts and circume-
stances surrounding the deaths of two
of our Nation’s greatest leaders, Presi-
dent John P. Kennedy and Dr. Martin

. Luther King, Jr.

Death is not a pleasant subject, and
{ts details can be gruesome. One of the
least pleasant of the tasks that faced the
committee was the examination of the
photographs made during the autopsies
of these two men Axngone who knew
them in life would be disturbed viewing
their photographs in death. .

The photographs that were made in
conne:tion with the autopsies of Presf-
dent Kennedy and Dr. King have never
been made public. Good taste dictates
that they never be. The Warren Com-
rmission that examined President Kens
nedy's death in 1964 did not publish
them, and the select committee’s*final
report on the deaths of President Ken-
nedy and Dr. King will also not make the
photographs of either of them public.

Mr. Speaker, the Select Committee on
Assassinations took extraordinary care
that the autopsy photographs were not
usad in an upauthorized fashion.

There are segments of the press that
are so lacking in good taste that they
might well have published them if they
could have obtained access to them. The
select committee made every effort to
employ only the most trustworthy per-
sons, but even then, only those with a
need to use the autopsy photographs in
their work were given access to them.

The autopsy materials were kept in s
separate safe in the security room of
the offices of the select committee. The
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committee's classified files were kept In
the same room, but in separate safes. The
general files of the committes were
housed in another area entlrely. It was
necessary to sign in and out on a log~
book to secure access to classified files.
Access to the autopsy materials could
only be secured by the personal permis-
sion of the chief counsel given sepa-
rately every time access was sought.

Each notebook that contained a set of
the autopsy phographs was separately
numbered and the use of each book was
recorded on a Jog every time it was exam-
ined.

In July of last year the staff of the se-
lect committee disc overed that a Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency employee had
obtained unauthorized access to the au-
topsy photographs of President Kennedy.
The staff made this discovery with ths
assistance of the District of Columbia
Police, the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, and the Central Intelligency Agen-
cy. The facts are as follows:

A researcher on the Assassinations
Committee stafl secured permission of
the chief counsel to get access to the
Kennedy autopsy materials. Access was
obtained in the morning. The materials
were taken from the safe, and the safe
door was closed but not locked. They were
to be lised in another room by the com-
mittee's medical artist to prepare draw-
ings of the President's wounds.

When he -returnéd later that day to
return the photographs, he found that
the safe had been opened and another

notebook had been taken out of the safe. -

One photograph of the President that
was enclosed in g plastic cover had been
ripped out of the notebook and the
photograph taken out of its cover.

The chief counsel of the committee
was immediately notified and he ordered
the staff to undertake an investigation
to determine who had obtained unau-
thorized access to the materials. Tae fin-
gerprints of each member of the stafl
who bhad authorized access to the safe
were matched against fingerprints that

were lifted from the books that had been -

removed from the safe, the plastic cov-

ers in the books, and the inside of the

safs door. None of the staff fingerprinty
matched the lifted ingerprints. The iy
gerprints of a Centra] Intelligen
Agency employes were then matche
the lifted prints. :

Mr. Speaker, this matter was
dled by the District of Columbia

and the committee i= gratéeful to
for their assistance.

To understand how the Central
ligence Agency employee obfained g
to the safe it is necessary to unde
the role he played with the co
The select commitiee had access a{ the
Central Intelligence Agency to \the
agency's classified files. Notes were tagen
by the staff on the files. Those nokes
were brought by an agency courier td
der seal to a special area in the commit-
tee's offices where they were locked in a
safe to which only the Central Intelli-
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gence Agency had the combination™
Nothing else was kept in that room. An™-
sagency employes was available during®
worzing hours {n the room to give the s
stafl access to the notes. The safe could :
only be opened in the presence of thei
Agency empioyee and a staff member. It
it was necessary to use the Agency notes -
in connection with a regular file of the.
committee, the regular le was brought -
to the special area. If it was necessary to- v
use the committee’s classified flles in con 33
nection with the stafl notes either the_‘ "
classified fiie would be brought to the )f
special area or the staff notes were 4
brought to the classified files in the' <X
security room. The Agency employee al.’' 2
ways accompanied the staff notes if they *&
were removed from the special area. Buf 52§
the Agency employee was not authorized =3
to be out of the speclal area unless he was. 3
accompanied by a staff member. He was
not authorized to have sccess to the' R

sutopsy materials. a

When the Agency employee's finger~ T2
prints were matched to the lifted finger- " JI§
prints, permission was obtalned {rom the N
Agency to interview the Agency employee,
The employee’s permission was obtained
to record the interview. The employee =
denied having access to the autopsy ma- -
terials when he was intervieved on one
day. He was then interviewed a secozd
time on a succeeding day. He did not
admit any wrongdoing. He refuseJ to ke
4nterviewed any more. )

The Central Intelligence Agenc/ cdn-
ducted an investigation of the matter.
Its investigation began afte: the com-
mittee asked permission to talk to the
employee and beiore the committee
brought the details of the unauthorized
action, including the fingerprints, to the
Agency’s attention. The Agency's investi-

gation included interviews and the use of
photomphs

Additional photographs were taken
after the details of the committee’s in-
vestigation were brouxht to the atten-

oMt v

b vial

The committee staff members who
conducted the investigation are satisfied
that there was no evidence uncovered
that the Agenc e employee
to obtain access to the autopsr materials.
They also believe on the basis of what

Y NN WP 5 SRR (TRt .'.Hﬂu.

they know that the &Q‘MQ.E%L@' '
rect the activity of the Agency emplovee -
tkis regard. The Azency employees 1
who conducted the Agency's investiga- -
tion are satisfied that the motive for -
obtaining unauthorized access was mere -
curiosity. The committee staff members ¢
are pot satisfled that the motive has °?
been established; they believe mere cu- -
riosity is not consistent with the finger-
print evidence. But in the absence of a
full and truthful confession by the
Agency employee or the others, if any,
who were in league with him-—or sub-
stantial new evidence all recognize that
the matter of motive cannot be ulti
mately resolved.
Speakm'. 1 wish to emphasls
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First. No evidence was uncovered that
anything was taken;

Second. No evidence was uncovered
that anything was misused, other than
in the unauthorized examination itself;

Third No evidence was uncovered that
anyone has profited from these acts;

Fourth. No -evidence was uncovered

that anyone otber than the emnployee

himself was involved in what he did; .
Fifth The eodloyee has been dis-
charged from thé Agency, and

Sixth. To my knowledge, no discipli--

nary action has been thought necessary
or taken against any other Agency em-~
ployees In connection with the incident.

Mr. Speaker, 1 donot know what addi--
homl action can de taken in this mat-
ter. 1 considered 1t closed 1n July 1978
after the committee and the Agency did’
all they reasonsbly could be sxpected to
do. I consider it closed now. Neverthe-
less, if the House or any of :{ts relevant:
committees seeks to inguire into the mat-

ter further, I will assist In any way pos-*

sible. It is enough to add thal specula-.
tion about the matter béyond the evi-
dence at hand is unjust to all concerned.
No one wishes to know the truth more
than I do. But the irresponsible circula-
tion of rumor and myth only feed
paranoia; they do not quem:h the thirst
for knowledge. <

At this point I mcmde the fonowtnr .

' [From the Washington Post, June 18, 1979] -

OIA Orricza Roioo Puxs or in Paxm s
(By aao‘ 83 mdn”.-’l-) : ‘..V .*

The House Amassinations Committee dis-
covered last summer that 1ts most sensitive
files had been rified, and then traced finger-
prlnuontbomto.ndhoerott.hem sc~
cording to informed sources. .

‘The incident involved surrepﬁuom tntx'y
of a combination safe at the congressional
comrmittee’s oficea, the sourees sald. The safe
was reserved for physical evidence of Presi-
dent Kennedy’s assassination, inciuding the
sutopsy photos, X-rays and other articles,
such =3 the so-called “msagic bullet™ thal
wounded bothxvmdy and Texas Gov. John
B. Chnnally. - .

Apparestly nothing “nsd baan uun. but,
the sources sald, there was no doubt that the
files 1n the safs had been tXMpered with. Por
iostance, they sald the autopsy photos of
the head shot that killed Kennedy had been
takxen out of their sip cases apd were left In
disnrray inside ths three-drawer safe. !

“It looked as though someone had just-rum
out,” one source said

After several inquiries b‘y tnportcr mh
week, the CIA acknowlsdged that ¢t has dis-
missed the individual in question, but indi-e
cated that it plans no further actian.

“We're satisfled that it was fust s matter
of curiosity {on the individual CIA officer’s
part].” said CIA spokesman Herbert Hetu.

Asked whether it might have been 3 matter
of consclous CIA spying on s congressional
committee, Hetu replied, “Good lord, no.”

The unauthorized entry was discovered
when committee staffers arrived at work early
one morning inst :ummer. probaMy in me
sources sald. -

“Blakey [the E.oun commibtee’s chiet
counsel, G. Robert Blakey] was told right
Sway.,” one source recounted. 'Omy three or
four people wers supposed to have aocess to
that safe. And I understand that one of tbem
5ald he'd locked it the night before.*

Fingerprint experts from the D.C. police
department, where several committes staffers
had oid friends, were calied in. By then, some-
one had thoughtlessly had the documents
rearranged neatly, s0 that there were other

printa on tham and on the sale. But the secu-
rity-conscious commlttes repartly bad fn-
gerprint records of everyoms who warked
thers. both thoss with sccess to the sale and
those who bad DO Dusiness belng there.
Sources sald the oaly unsuthorized set of
priats the police found bslonged to Regls T.
Blahut, & CIA Ualson oficer who had been
detatied to sssist the committtes with the
CIA records 1t needed for ita tnvuupuons
~His fingerprints were all Over the place,”
one source reported. “On the pbotos, inside
the safe, undonmmotcnnmtpux

- ?uﬂeulnﬂy bmn;. lno&n ‘pouros todi-
cated, was the fact that some of the prints
were found on Autopsy Lhotos themseives
rather than the plastic ueeve. In vmcb taoy'
had been encased.

“The episode nporeedl-y procuood 13 ;mt
wave of anzlety within the CIA, which has
been claiming for several years that it has
learned Hs lessons and that its domestie spy-
ing and misdeeds are a relic of the past. In
sny ecase, the agency launched an intenstve
internal investigation, including polygrsph:
examinations of thut and perhlpa n mun-
ber of 1is supertors,

“In a drief telephono interview wm: 'n:o
Washington Post, Blahut denled any wrong-
doing. He scknowiedged that his fingerprints
had been found on the documents in ques—
tion, dut insisted that there was an iono-
oent explamtion. He remsad homar. eo ny
what that was. - .

“There's otber things thtt are mvo\nd
thet are detrimental to other things " ‘he
sald Asked what he mennt by thut. be re- -
mud 10 elaborate. -

"1 signed t.\octh ﬁ secrecy [with the
CIA]" be d;"lctnnot dlmﬂny
further™

7 Bources quofed Blakey, who was Xept in-
formed of the- CIA's in-house inquiry, a8
baving stated "on weveral occasions that
Blshut had been given three polygraph ex-
aminations {n sll and thst he had failed
them in important respecta.

- “He denied he did it, and he nu.nked that,”
one source sald “They also asked him
whether snyone ordered him to 6o it. He
ssid Do one, and he funked that.”

Blahut, who said he worked for the CIA
ofice of security, ingisted that he had come
through the tests with hils credibility un-
blemished. -

“""I've already defended myself to my em-
ployers,” he satd when asked about the in-
cident. “As far a3 I'm concerned, ‘that's an
cleared up.*

Blakey, who has been working on the now
moribund Assassination Committee’'s final
report in recent weeks, refused to comment.
Sources said he setred on the incident last
yesr and used 1t as leverage to get the CIA
t0 cough up & number of documents it had
been holding beck from the committes. Some
of the records re y pertatned to Lee
Harvey Oswald's visit to Mexico Ctty 1in Sep-
tember 1963, *

*“There was & marked improvement,” one
former stafler recalied. “All of a sudden, they
were givizg us everything we wanted. Blakey
kept saying he wanted to go slow, to let them
{the CIA] conduct the investigation. ... But
I think he'd have to admit we wtnted better
cooperation.™

Askxed one guestion sfier anot.her sbont
the incident, including the identificstion of
the CIA officer's fingerprints, Blakey kept say-
ing: “I won't discuss the matter.” Asked if he
would deny &8, he sald, “No.™

Most members of the House-committee ap-
parently were kept in the dark. Even the
chatrmah of the subcommittes that 1nvesti-
gated the Kennedy assassination, Rep. Rich-
srdson Preyer (D-N.C.), sald he wss ungware
of it when queried by a reporter. Later, after
checking with Chairman Louis Stokes (D-
Ot;iio). Preyer declined to comment dbeyond
saying: -

*
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"Blakey and Lou [8tokes] were handling.
the CIA stufl. I don't have mynououte(
joint about it. Talk to Lou.”

Btokes declined to talk. ‘Tbomtxum
terminated.” he sald. “There’'s no need for me
w comment.”

It was pot clear what other CIA olicials

" might have been given polygraph tests before

the loquiry was dropped although sources
sald that one of Blahuts auperiarg, 8coft
Breckinridge of the CIA inspector genersls
afics, had been sxpected to be given ohe.
Thers_were also reports that ClA Deputy
Director Prank Carlucel had ofered “in &
magnanimous way’ to take one. -
Braamndxounnumcmwcm'ho
served a3 the agency.s chief llalson oficer
with the Senats Intelligence Committes dur-
ing Ks 187520 investigations of the lotelll-
gence community. He also wrote ths top-
socret CIA inspector cencrua report in 1987

Hetu said his retirement had notbhing v do-
with the rummaging of the Houueommu-
tee’s safe.

As for Carlucel, Hutu told a nporzu “Be
daem‘iremember havuu said vlusyonm
he sald"

[rrom ths Wuhmgton Poo&. Jum ” um;
CIA Prorz INTO ROFLED PLES CaLiXD :
o {By George Lardner, Jr)

" The Central Intelligence Ageney's I.nr“n-
gation of the rifiing last year of 8 congres-
slopal committee's files by one of its off-
cers was almed primarily at getiing the CIA-
off the book, accarding to informed sources.

“They investigated it to get out of it them-
selves, not to find out whether somebody
else was lovolved,” sald one kunowledgesble
source. .

The Washingion Post reportea yesterdsy
that ths most sensitive Sdes of the House
Amasinstions Cammittee had been rifed
last summer by & CIA liaison officer who had
been assigned to help the committee.

The CIA respanded by saylng that the
officer in Question, Regis T. Blahut, had been
dismissed. CIA spoxesman Herbert Hetu said
the agency was “satisfied” that the incident
hsdbmdmply“amnuofm'lmty‘on
Blahuts part. . :

Sources close to the oomm.ltm ttnrp\r
disputed the CIA‘s assertiona. Ons said “the
circumatantial [evidence] ls overwhelming”
that more than “crricusity” was invoived.

ClA officer Blahut, this source sald, “went
1nto 8 room where he wasn't supposed to bs
without ane of our officers being present.”

_Theres, the source said:

"*He opened & sale, and pulled out &
drawer.

“He tooknnngbindunotebookmd
the drawer, he ripped a plastic case out of
the notebook and he took & picxurc out of
the plastic case.

“He fled when he beard & noise, and then
he lted about it.” .

According to this source, both CIA Di.

rector Stansfield Turper and CIA Deputy
Director Frank Carluce! were informed
bluntly by the commuittee's chief counsel, G.
Robert Blakey, of what the committss re-
garded as the shortcomings of the CIA
inquiry.
Hetu denied this. In a telephane interview
yesterday, he also denled that the CIA had
conducted a shortxighted, self-protective in-
vestigation. “We did check outalde and insids
{the agency|.” he sald.

‘Hetu also malintained that Biahut had
every right to be in the room where the safe
was iocated.

The rified safe was reoerved for physical
evidence from the XKennedy assassingtion
and, at the time, contalned at least the

grisly sutopey photoa The safe contalning

D
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CIA records and other materials that Blahut
was suppos d to safeguard was in another

soirces sald.
m%r:'mm.ltm staffers dlscovered the incident

" one atternoon lsst July after a committes

{s'syer had goae into the room, with Blakey's

‘permisalon, to inspect some of the autopsy
photos. He left the room briefly to speak with
Dlakey and returned to discover that obe of
the notebooks he had not touchesd was out
of place.

~1f it were just curioaity. why should you
have to take photogpout of an unused book
tn order to see them? Why not just look st
them?" one source sald. -

As for Blakey, sources sald, he had always
been “parancid” about the possibility that
soms Of the gruesome Kennedy sutopey
photos might get out and destroy the com-
mittee’s reputation.

“No ons who has seen those photos would
have any doubt that they should not de
made public,” ons source sald. “The one
thing that would have done us [the House
Assassinations Committee] in would have
been for those photos to be publicly released.
We were never satisfieq that someone else
wasn't involved.,”

Of the CIA's investigation, one source
sald, “all they investigated was whether he
{Blahut] bad sany connectlon with the
agency [in dolng wbat he did] ., . . They
ssked {Blabut) on a polygraph [examins-
tion] whether he had any connection with
tte agency in doing what he did. And be
passed when he said he didn't have any con-
nection. But they didn't ask whether some-
one else had authorized him to do {t.”

Turner enunciated the sgency’'s view yes- .

terday afternoon in one of his “Director's
Notes™ to all CIA employees: A media report
today suggests that there was something
sinister {nvolving the agency and the files
of the House Assassinations Committee. I
want to assure you that this is simply not
the case. Our investigations revealed an
error in judgment by & contract employee as
s custodian for CIA material with the com-
mittee. Ee acted alone and out of curiosity
and was dismissed.”

{From the Washington Star, June 18, 1979]
CIA Fmrs Orricre WHO Roimy FPrnzs

A CIA security officer, found to have sorted
through sensitive files of the House Assassi-
nations Committee, has been fired, an agency
spokesman said last night.

The security officer, Regls Blahut, was as-
signed to guard CIA documepts being used
by the committee in its investiga*ion of the
assassination of President John Kennedy,
sajd spokesman Herbert Hetu. “He saw the
cominittee’s files and picked them up, which
was dumb,"” Hetu said.

After an internal CI1A investigation, he sald,
“we were totally convinced” Blahut was not
encouraged “from outside or inside the CIA™
t0 examine private committee documents.

“That would be the immediats question,
but we felt certain it was just a matteg of
curiosity and poor judgement,” Hetu sald,
“We dismissed the guy and that was 1t.”

A Washington Post story In today's editions
quoted unnamed sources as saying the inci-
dent involved “surreptitious entry of & coms-
bination safe at the committee's offices,” but
Hetu sald no safe was involved as far as he
Enew.

The Post sald the safe was reserved for
Physical evidence of the Kennedy assassina.
tlon. including sutopsy photos, X-rays and
the bullet said to have hit Kennedy and Texas
Gov. Jehn B. Connally.

Trere are no allegations that anything
was taken.

Blahut could not be reached for comment
last night, but The Post quoted him as
acknowledging that his ingerprints had been
found on some of the documents. However,

~ae
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be denled any wrongdoing, citing s CIA “oath
of secrecy” in declining to elaborats, the
newspapar sald.

[From the Washington Post, June 28, 1979]
Housz Prozino CIA ‘Basyurrrra’ Wio Rurixd
Fnxs ox JPK
(By Qeorge Lardner, Jr.)

The House Intelligence Committes has
started an investigation of a CIA officer's
snooping last year in the offices of another
congressional committes.

Members of the Intelligance Committee,
which has oversight suthority over the CIA,
were informed of the inquiry last week by
Chairman Edward Boland (D-Maas.). Come-
mittee staffers had slready interviewed the
ClA's director of security, Robert Gambino,
about the incident following a report in The
Washington Post. .

The Post, quoting informed sources, re-
ported that the most sensitive flles of the
House Asasssinations Committee had been
rified last summer and fingerprints on them
traced t0 s CIA lialson officer assigned to the
commjttee. .

The sasignment, it has since been learned,
was made under & CIA program code-named
“MH/Child,” which sources described as en«
compassing & variety of so-called “babysite
ting” chores. , :

‘The agency dismissed the liaison officer in
question, Regis T. Blahut, last August and

then dropped the mastter. In a memo to Al

CIA employes last week, CIA Director Stans-
fleld Turner took the position that Blahut
had “acted alone and out of curipeity.”
8ince then, the CIA has also been insisting
that Blahut, who had been employed by the
sgency's Office dt_Security, did not rifie the
Assassinations Committee’s files and did not
even enter the safe where the files were xept.

However, the'agency has refused to say
what it thinks did happen, beyond describing
it as—In the words of CIA spokesman Her-
bert Hetu—"something dumb.”

According to informed sources, the incle
dent took place one afternoon last July after
an  Assassinations Committee staffer had
started inspecting some of the materislsin a
combination safe reserved for physical evie
dence of the 1963 assassination of President
Kennedy. :

Sources satd he took what he wanted and
left the room. According to one version, he
left the safe door closed but unlocked; ace
cording to another, the safe door might have
been left slightly ajar. In any case, sources
sald, when he returned, he found a book of
Kennedy autopsy photos inside the safe in
obrvious disarray. . :

Blahut's fingerprints wers found on the
inside door of the safe. They were also found
on one of the gruesome autopsy photos,
which had been taken out of its plastic case,
sources said. The plastic cass itself had been
torn from its notebook binder.

« The CIA's EHetu, however, declares that
Blahut “did not enter the safe to get the
notebook.” : .

Asked how it was then that Blahut's
fingerprints were found on the inside of the
safe door, Hetu sald this must have happened
when Blahut was “putting it [the book of
photos] back in the safe.” X

Asked why Blahut would do that if hs
hadn't taken the book from the safe to begin
with, the CIA spokesman sald, I don’t know.
Ask Blahut.”

Hetu also declined to give the CIA's ver-
slon of what happened, insisting that it
would serve “no purpoee.”

Blahut, who reportedly falled CIA poly~
graph tests in several important respecta
concerning the incident, declined to com-
ment. He has sald there is an innocent ex-
planation, but he has refused to say whst
that is.

. Bources sald thsre were at least thres

A —-—

personnel shifts and within the
CIA's Office of Becurity following the Incident
1ast summer and the recent publicity over it,
sfecting, among others, Blahut's immediste
supervisor. Eetu sald there was Do connec-
tion.

“We're satisfied that what he [Blahut]
did, he did on bis own.” the ClA spokeaman
told a reporter. “‘None of the
sonnel shifts and resignations) you've de-
scribed had anytbhing to do with that. ...
We're satisfied the guy did something dumb.
He Jooked at & ook he wasn't supposed to
Jjook at. And we fired him after we assured
ourseives that he wasn't tasked [to do what
he did] by anyone either inside or outside
the ageacy.” .

Bources closs to the committes maintained
that the CIA's investigation was aimed pri-
marily at getting the agency off the hook and
was not thorough enough to eliminate sus-
picions that more than “curicsity” might
have been invoived.

Blahut had been ssigned to help the
Assassinstions Committes with the CIA fles
it needed In its inquiries. Sources described
the MH/Cbild project, under which the as-
signment came, a8 & sart of “babysitting”
function that also includes escorting visitors
to the CIA hesdqQuarters bullding at Langley.

. O 2230 '
NRTA-AARP SETS LEGISLATIVE
PRIORITIES FOR 1979

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Florida (Mr, Pxrpra) is recog-
nized for § minutes.
® Mr. PEPPER. Mr. 8peaker, the Na-
tional Retired Teachers Association and
the American Association of Retired
Persons are widely recognized organiza-
tions concerned with the welfars of older
Americans. These organizations have re-
cently published their 1979 legisiative
policy and 1979-80 joint State legislative
committee policy guidelines. This year’s
program emphasizes the importance of
the demographic, economic and employ-
ment trends in terms of legislative policy
for current and future retirees and the
Government programs which assist
them. The National Retired Teachers
Association and the American Assocla-
tion of Retired Persons represent over
12 million members and emphasize that
as the older population expands and
changes, Federal programs must respond.

Because I would like to share some
highlights of their national legislative
objectives with my fellow Congressmen,
I would ask that the following article be
insertéd {n its entirety at this point in
the Recorp: .

THE 1979 NRTA-AARP Lrcistarive
Priorrriss
ECONOMIC POLICY

As inflation is our masjor economic prod-
lem, stepe must be taken to reduce drastically
the annual rate and provide the elderly with
an increased mesasure of compensation for
the inflation losses they suffer,

To these ends, the federal government
should coordinate monetary and fiscal poli-
cles, reduce government spending. balance
the federal budget, strongly enforce anti-
trust policy, deregulate thoee economic sec-
tors where price competition would be tm-
proved, promote competition and productiv-
ity, use economic “controls” where necevsary
(as {n the health sector) and develop inno-

vative “tools” to use in the fight against -

infiation.

things |per- .

BEUA Y A 20 KT VRN Y P are

U bt bl s NI ¢ B0 Y pen sl Db o






