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HENRY W. MAIER 
MAYOR 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 
MILWAUKEE :,- 3 ~ o ~ 

September 16·, 1965 

The Honorable Lyndon B. Johnson 
President of the United States 
The White House 
Washington 1 D. c. 

Dear .Mr. President: 

Knowing of your interest in beautification, both of our 
cities and of our rural areas, I wish to call to your attention 
how the federal government can play a key role in thwarting a great 
threat to these programs. 

This threat goes by the name of Dutch elm disease. It 
has destroyed elm trees across our country from the east coast 
since 1930 when the disease was first reported in the United States. 
This disease is now taking its greatest toll in the middle western 
states where the elm tree constitutes the highest percentage of 
species used in urban plantings. In addition, the loss of elms 
in rural areas may well threaten the whole beauficiation program 
in many sections of the United States. 

Many basic questions relating to the control of Dutch elm 
disease have remained unanswered because of inadequate research 
necessary to the control and elimination of the disease. 

The federal government through its forestry program 
represents the most logical agency to undertake effective research. 
Efforts through state and private agencies to date have been slow, 
and the developments achieved too expe~sive to be practical for 
mass protection programs. Federal action is needed to accelerate 
not only the governmental programs under the Forestry Bureau but 
to achieve the cooperative effort with universities and with pri­
vate industry. 

The wide-spread and growing awareness of the danger to 
our national beautification programs that Dutch elm disease repre­
sents should be a matter of concern to every member of Congress. 
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The Honorable Lyndon B. Johnson 
Page 2 
Sept enilier 1 6 1 1965 

At t h is point the federal government's efforts to achieve Dutch 
elm disease control ·is extremely limited, while fund limitations 
force · local programs to concentrate primarily on dead t r ee r e moval. 
Adequate local control measures will apparently have to await the 
development of adequate research programs by other agencies. 

It is requested that your off ice take the lead in stepping 
up federal research activities by bringing these matters to the 
attention of the appropriate bureaus and agencies of the federal 
government. Additional funds should be asked for if needed. 

I have brought this matter to your attention because of 
your interest in the beautification of our cities and .our highways. 
As mayor of a city which is wrestling with this_problem, I have 
come to realize the need for massive federal research assistance. 

Please be assured of my continued wholehearted cooperation 
with you on this as on other phases of your vigorous program. 

Respectfuliy submitted, 
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THE PRE SIDE NT 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

M NY OF OUR HAVE CALLED GREATLY ALARMED 

ABO T SEl~TOR HOLLAND REFUSING TO GO ALONG WITH THE BILL TO 
~ 

JOIN HANDS WITH MEXICO TO ERADICATE SCREW ORMS FROM BOTH 

MEXICO AND THE U. S. 

lE HAVE SPENT FIVE MILLION DOLLARS G~TTING THE SCRE~ ~O RM ~ --

UNDER CONTROL AND PRACTICALLY ERADICATEry IN THE U. S. AND 

IN ORDER TO FI JISH THE JOB AlD ~IP~ THEM OUT AS ~E DID FOOT 

AND MOUTH DISEASE IN MEXICO IT IS NECESSARY TO C0 1TINUE DUR PRESENT 
< 

PROVEN PROGRAM . 
"' 
,.. 
:z: ..<C ,. 
uTHE ONLY SCREW ~ORMS FOUND Il U. S. THIS YEAR HAVE COME 0 

"' ,_ 

FROM MEXICO , SO THE PROBLEM IS NOT IN THE U. S. BUT SOUTH OF ~ 
" 
<C "' ..THE BORDER . 
:z" 

:c 

> 

SUR~ HOPE YOU CAN CONVINCE SENATOR HOLLAND THAT HIS ATTITUDE 
,_ 

" 
"' 
"' 
2 

..IS HOLDING UP A VERY WORTHWHILE PROGRAM JUST AT A TIME ~HEN 

~E HAVE A CHANCE TO WIPE OUT SCREW WORMS FOREVER . BEST REGARD t_-
JAY TAYLOR . 
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.THE·WHITE HOUSE OFFICE 

ROUTE SLIP < · · 

(To remain with correspondence) . . . . ;9q:-!i" · 
' ;lJj(> II 1:i1...,- /// 

. Jul . 14, 1965 (T'it 'l/d> I "7°Date...........1.....................................~...../............ 

To ,.. . 1 ~ •· ,~ n · ....e 1<. ~ °'"" : ·----~~a~~f--Y.•~,,.g~li<:.\l4tio~t!c--1-·..iJitl~&r-m)-O.at.-~""'~·c.eu~e----·-························-······················· 

Prompt handling is essential. Correspondence should be answered or other necessary action taken within 48 
hours after arrival at the department or agency. If any delay is encountered, please telephone office of the 
undersigned. 

Please handle the attached correspondence as indicated below: 

A. Reply on behalf of the President.••..•.•• : ••.................................... 

.B. Draft for presidential signature ................................................ . 

C. Draft for undersigned's signature.•............................................. 

D. Other: 

(1) For background briefing on which to base reply from this office . ~ ............. . 

(2) For suitable acknowledgement or other appropriate handling .... ~ . . . . . . . . . . . ·-··-)lit~---····--. 

. f . ' ' .(3) For your 1n ormapon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . 

(4) For comment ... , ..................................... , .... ~ .......... . 

Furnish this office with a copy of your reply. Yes ....XX.... No ............ 

Return the original correspondence to this office. Yes ............. No ----··--··-· 

REMARKS: 

Lf.2tt.~~ .- to the PreDldellt l~om ltier.«'ll'd D.)(.Cbunu1e1,, 011tgolng Seeretary•Trea.surer~ 
y.. S:.vuthcrQ; ./~ssociatim1 q! State: fJsp~rtments of Agr1eu1ture • 7•7·6Si ~nclo~ing 

l"4t~•v1utivn rcgarcU.nfi gttaX1tl to st~:te' tor canductblS pesticide pr.ogram~ and 
tb ; c ~~ t c; ctiifon of !ederal meat inipt~ctloa 13.ws. 

'. ..• 'f.MGJ!~~- - 0-1. . 
H i:.~i~U 

By direction of the President: Bobart Taylvr. Jr-.; .JQl1 419DS 
A#s~elato Cou~set c. ~t1f'fllAL . ·~ ·to tho PrcllirHit ' - -~ ·- --- -

J 
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To 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 

ctune 1 5 1965 

Paul M. Popple 
Assistant to the President 
The White House 

From 
1'. C. Brady 

Director ot Science and Education 

Subject: Letter of transmittal 

we are enclosing a suggested dFaf t reply tor use in replying to 
the letter of May 21, 1965 from Mr. John Laney. 

Under a route slip from Bill Moyers, we were requested to reply 
on behalf of the President to a letter from Mr. Bill Willis of 
san · Antonio, who transmitted a copy of this May 21 letter from 
Mr. Laney. A copy of our reply to Mr. Willis is enclosed. 

Enclosures 3 
Draft of letter to Mr. John Laney 
Original letter from Mr. John Laney 

to President Johnson 

Copy of letter to Mr.~/~ 
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Prompt handling is essential. 
hours after arrival at the department or agency. 
undersigned. L :9t p • ..:;._ • • 

;~-r~~~·~7~.:a t. 1 •:: '~ l. I,'•, 
·:..-_,-•. -......,.. • ·r .._ , .u-·." .J - • •· - -

Please handle the attached correspondence as indicated below: 

GINIRA~ 
a {/..s--·1 

A. Reply on behalf of the President. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ---=----D ------
-i i . 

I I I -

------------~ -·:~-:_: : . ~ . ~. f 

For background briefing on which to base reply from this office ............... . 

For suitable acknowledgement or other appropriate handling ............... . 
"" .... . 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

.. ~ ........ ... 
For your information ............................................ · · · · · · · ______ : :.: ___ :-----.= ~-;~£~.~ r 

I• ._~ l•f I J: jil!.i.-• 
' •• ~\.,7"" 

For comment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ------------------- .,. '~ r ~ ~ 
'.'l'.1..~:-'1-1 

Furnish this office with a copy of your reply. Yes ------------· No -----u;--

Return the original correspondence to this office. Yes ------------ No u.----·-:·· ~ 

REMARKS: 

1t. t lll)' . n :nta . , T .xa• t • r•wwe 
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EXECUTIVE AIRLINES, INC. 
Executive Aircraft Terminal 

In terna tiona 1 Airport 
San Antonio, Texas 

TA 4-7235 

May 21, 1965 

The Honorable Lyndon B. Johnson 
President of the United States 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. President: 

A very serious situation is happening concerning the Screwworm Eradication 
Program in the Southwest. I am, of course, sure that you are not aware of this 
problem and after discussing it with ·Bill Willis, it was decided that perhaps it 
would be better to appeal to yo~ ra triertKan-'t"fi-e news media to eliminate it. 

As you know, the Screwworm Eradication Program was started several years 
ago by State funds and ranchers' donations and has continued to operate and 
eliminate to most extent the screwworm completely in the southern regions of the 
United States. In the beginning, the complete flight operation of the Program was 
performed by General Aviation aircraft and pilots on contract to the Southwest 
Foundation or the Department of Agriculture. As you know, the job was done very 
s uccessfully and at a very low cost. The cost has constantly grown until at this 
time some three million dollars per year go into just the flight operation portion 
of this Program. 

After the contract aircraft and pilots had been very successful from west 
boundaries of Texas to the Florida coast, someone in the Department of Agriculture 
decided that the Program was probably here to stay and proposed to the Program 
Directors, I assume, a plan to get aircraft requisitioned from surplus storage, 
border patrol, etc., set up their own pilots, and operate the Program under this 
arrangement. This has virtually been accomplished, resulting in the elimination 
of this business on . .?~!q_ !?~~ __ is, to the General Aviation operators of this 
country. 

At this time the Department of Agriculture has 14 Twin Beechcrafts, one 
Douglas DC 3, numerous mechanics and pilots on government payroll, and are 
proposing to increase this as time goes by. At the present time, GeneralAviation 
has five small aircraft and no pilots on the Program, and they are used only when 
necessary and only constitute some $85, 000. 00 per year of the entire Program. 
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The Honorable Lyndon B. Johnson - 2 - May 21, 1965 

The aircraft now operated by the United States Department of Agriculture 
have no military value in the Program. There were hundreds of these aircraft sold 
to General Aviation operators and individuals throughout the country. With the 
hope of them finding something for these aircraft to do. Several times the number 
of aircraft needed to do the job are available on a bid basis from General Aviation 
operators. As you know, the General Aviation industry at this time is not in the 

---· --------------·---
best of condi~~~ - -~_conomically. 

The heads of the Program use the excuse that civilian pilots cannot fly over 
Mexico and drop flys and return to their base in the United States and that this 
must be accomplished by government pilots. This theory, of course, is not true, 
as civilian pilots fly over Mexico every day of the year at this time. A very 
slight interpretation problem might exist, which could be easily corrected. 

We in the General Aviation Industry respectfully request that you contact 
Mr. Freeman and request that he ~lj_~!~.~t_e . ~h.e _l?,ep_?.rtment ~f Agriculture from 
competing with private enterprise and General Aviation with taxpayers' money 
and ranche~~i do~ati~ns --~md ree~tablis.h the flight department of the Screwworm 
Eradication Program on a bid basis to General Aviation operators furnishing pilots, 
mechanics and aircraft. This can be accomplished with no problem and in a period 
of 90 days, if so desired. 

I wish to thank you for the consideration you will give this problem, and I 
am sure you realize the boost this will give to General Aviation operators. I 
know of no General Aviation people who are not strong supporters of your 
administration. Thank you in advance for your consideration. 

JL:mr 

cc: Governor John Connally 
cc: Representative Henry B. Gonzales 
cc: Mr. W. B. Willis 

Sincerely yours, 

EXECUTIVE AIRLINES, INC • 

\f;!:n:!/ 
President -
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w. B. (BILL) WILLIS 
311 N. TERMINAL DR. 

INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 78216 

AVIATION SALES, 
RENTALS, SURVEYS. 

Mr. Bill Moyers 
The Whi·te House 
Washington D. C. 

Dear Bill: 

May 21 1965 
PHONE TA2·1411 

DI 4·5822 

Find enclosed a copy o1 a letter writen t9 President 
Johnson by Mr. Laney of Executive Airlines Inc. here 
in San Antonio. The letter is self explanatory .and a 
preliminary check seems to indicate that Mr. Laney 
is justified in protesting the situation that exists 
at this time. 

For the three million dollar figure quoted in the 2nd, 
paragraph of Mr. Laney's letter it is my belief that 
the General Aviation operators could wipe out all of 
the screwworm probJ.em ciear through to the Canal Zone 
if the efficiency demonstrated by these people early 
in the program can be used as a measure. 

Bill; The people in the Aviation Industry feel that 
the Department of Agriculture has no business being 
in competition with private interprise and also feel 
that a ,,.competitive bid by an operator who ·has need to 
pay close attention to operating costs will save a 
considerable amount compared to a government bureau 
that does not have to face competition from efficient 
aviation operators where cost is considered. 

Aviation is quiet friendly to The President ~i~. 
time and his aid in preventing the Dept. of Agri~ture 

;tc'----

from discriminating against private interprise would 
certainly add to this feeling. The industry would be 

. truly appreciative of any help you can give. 

Sincerely . J I r & ()}~ ~ 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20250 

Mr. W. B. Willis 
311 N. Terminal Drive 
International Airport 
·San Antonio, Texas 78216 

Dear Mr. Willis: 

JUN 1 0 J965 

The President has asked me to reply to your letter of May 21, enc;:losing 
a copy of Mr. Laney's letter concerning the flight operations of the 
screwworm eradication program. 

Mr. Laney. is correct on the subject of the Department of .Agriculture 
acquiring surplus aircraft for use ·on the screwworm eradication program • 

. Flying services have cost about $1,400,000 since the Southwestern 
eradication program began in February 1962. 

Screwworms have been completely eradicated from Texas ·and New Mexico and 
the States to the north and east, but remain in Northern Mexico. To 
prevent migration of scre\.rworms into freed areas in the United States, a 
barrier of sterile fiies is maintained in screwworm breeding areas of 
Northern Mexico and southern parts of New Mexico and Texas. Since Janu.ary 
of this year almost all of ;the flies have been released in Mexico. 

The barrier operation in Northern Mexico is conducted under a°- agreement 
with the Mexican Government. Mexican Department of Agriculture officials 
stipulated that flights over Mexico be made only by pilots employed by · 
the United States Government and in United States owned planes. Pemis­
sion was later negotiated for United States Government pilots to fly 
leased plane~ over the Mexican portion of the barrier. 

It is planned to continue leasing planes wherever leased planes can be 
more economically operated. We are presently leasing two twin engine 
planes. These planes have a capacity of approximately 2,600 boxes of 
sterile flies. 'By comparison, the twin :engine Beechcraft have a . 
capacity of 3,600 to 3,8oo boxes and are being modified to increase 
the capacity to approximately 5,000 boxes. The leased aircraft must, 
therefore, make more flights to distribute the same number of fli~s. 
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. A. 
Aided by the fact that planes and some parts are available from surplus, 
the Department of Agriculture can operate twin engine Eeechcraft for 
several dollars an hour less than leased twin engine aircraft with 40 

· to 50 percent less capacity. Leasing aircraft with capacity equal to 
the Beechcraft would be even more expensive. 

For the above reasons we do not now lease or plan to lease twin engine 
aircraft for the release of sterile screwworm flies in the sterile fly 
barrier zone. We must consider _the desires of the Mexican Government 
officials, and we must conduct eradication activities as economically 
as possible. · 

A few small single engine planes are beillg leased to fly over that portion 
of Mexico where the terrain does not require twin engine aircraft for 
safe operation. The leased single engine planes are flown by Federal 
pilots because of the Mexican Depar.tment of .Agriculture's stipulation. 
The single engine planes will continue to be leased. 

If we can be of any ~ther assistance, do not hesitate to contact us. 

Since~ely yours, 

- ·~,:::;;? (! /~ ~/ 
Director, Science &yucation 
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COOPER:\TlVJ~ EXTENSION SERVICE 
M:ANlSTEE COUNTY 

----,,.~, .. _. ___ .,. ______________________ __. __________________________ _ m ~"l .~'SH!NGTON ST. MASf.STEE, MICtUU.'f -

Hay 11, 1'155 

Hon.orable Philip . A. Hart 
· Michi.gan Senator 
Onite·s S-tates Senate 
Washirwtbl'l zs·, D.c. 

PArlir.tw 3.zs91 

~fould it be possi.blo rot you to sewJ me 75 .eD?ie5 of the 
Repor·t of the ?resid.ent ts Sciene.e Adviso'r'y Corrf"!ittee - Use of 
Pesticides'? These, would be used in fT1Y :\'o,rk. 

Tr.ank you fer Votlr consideration of this req_uest •. 

Norman J •• Brown 
Maniste_e County 
Ext,ension Director 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20250 

Honorable Paul M. Popple 
Assistant to the President 
The Wbi te House 

Dear Mr. Popp le: 

'ir11 ~) 0 1965 

APR 2 0 19S.~ 

We are enclosing a draft reply to the telegram from 

Mr. F. R. Brush, Secretary, American Association of 

Nurserymen, concerning the proposed importation of 

Japanese flowering cherry trees. 

Enclosures : 
Draft reply 
Incoming telegram 

Sincerely yours, 

1'hcroa ~· R. tiL: .;':e S 
tb secretarY 

hectl.tive Ass istant to e 
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Mr• F. R. Brush, secretary 
.American Association of Nurserymen 
83' southern Building 
W&ehirlgton, D. C. 

Thie ref'ers to 1our telegnuu ot April 12 c:oneem1ng a 
proposed sift of Japanese flowering cher.Q' trees "tw 
planting in the Washington, D. c. area. 

'l'he proposal 1a pre~ being 4:1.acusaed within the 
Federal Departments concerned. You may be assured that 
no action vil1 be taken that will ftault in any increased 
~ to the apotculture ot the United States. 

Sin~rel.1 rours1 
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THE WHITE HOUSE OFFICE 

ROUTE SLIP 

AGR. RES . SERV. 

Jae et Kz··.!/2:±1 
Reply Si • Seo _'s 1 •. 

(To Remain With Correspondence) 

TO Secretary of Agriculture 

Att· Mr. Sydney A. Skoglund 

PROMPT HANDLING IS ESSENTIAL. 
WHEN DRAFT REPLY IS REQUESTED 
THE BASIC CORRESPONDENCE MUST 
BE RETURNED. IF ANY DELAY IN 
SUBMISSION OF DRAFT REPLY IS 
ENCOUNTERED, PLEASE TELEPHONE 
OFFICE OF THE SPECIAL ASSISTANT. 

Date April 13, 1965 

FROM THE SPECIAL ASSISTANT 

ACTION: Comment-----------

Remarks: 

GPO 10-7J.2M-2 

Draft reply __ f...._or_rn--=-:Y1--=s=..i;ig~n~a;...;;;.,;tu;;;;_r__;:e __ _ 

For direct reply---------

For your information ______ _ 

For necessary action--------

For appropriate handling _____ _ 

See below __________ _ 

By directio~ident: 

PaulM.~ 
~llm: 
~Assistant 
to the President 

p 14 

9 

5 
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. ,~... ' 

..:UJ.: .h . · . •r. :.lL · .: . .\ ) 

~Q' " ' l 

,DJJf~ l2 ID 55 

WA387 NL PD 

TDAX WASHINGTON DC 12 

THE PRESIDENT 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

NEWS ITEM IN EVENING STAR APRIL 7 REPORTS INTEREST OF JAPANESE 

GOVERNMENT IN DONATING SEVERAL THOUSAND FLOWER ING CHERRY TREES 

FOR PLANTING BETWEEN THE TI.DAL BASIN AND WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 

JAPANESE INTEREST IS APPRECIATED. HOWEVER, FLOWER ING CHERRIES 

ARE HOST TO SEVERAL DISEASES AND INSECTS NATIVE TO JAPAN AND 

UNKNOWN IN THIS COUNTRY AS DETERMINED ,FROM THE 1912 DONATION. 

URGE THAT CURRENT QUARANTINE REGULATIONS BE FOLLOWED TO 

PREVENT ADDED INSECT AND DISEASE BURDENS BEING BROUGHT 

. UPON OUR FRUIT PRODUCERS RESULTING IN INCREASED FOOD COSTS To· 

EVERY ONE OF US 

F R BRUSH SECRETARY AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF NURSERYMEN. 

$ L_ I 

I $ 
L.. I 
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·(3) ·1 
GEMERAI: l 
t1 ~ S--1 

THE WHITE HOUSE OFFICE p{J_ ;J.. - ~ 

ROUTE SLIP 
(To Remain With Correspondence) 

' :,. 

PROMPT HANDLING IS ESSENTIAL.
TO S . . - l::e@eeary 91 Agr1:ult:u11• WHEN DRAFT REPLY IS REQUESTED 

THE BASIC CORRESPONDENCE MUST 
Atteml.=t: Mr. Sycbtey ...~. . Q.oslu.:od - BE RETURNED. IF ANY DELAY IN · 

SUBMISSION OF .DRAFT REPLY IS 
Office <1l thtt Secl'-ttary ENCOUNTERED, PLEASE· TELEPHONE 

OFFICE OF THE SPECIAL ASSISTANT. 

FROM THE SPECIAL ASSISTANT 

ACTION: Comment _______ 

Draft reply ___________ 

For direct reply---------

For your information _______ 

For necessary action--------

For appropriate handling ----iXIE-----

See below ___________ 

Remar_ .ks.:.. -. (j -'~ - &;>
--~AJ(AX. LetterAto Mr. Cater Jrf{.OM: Mr. Pearson L. Linn 

President 'Jl 

.,.,. National Suffolk Sheep Association 
Route 1 
Bucyrus, Ohio 

BRIEF: Writer asking that the Federal Governmt!nt clarUy and take action on # 
the "S~rapie Problem" (s.crapie, a disease affecting sheeplin the U.S. Submits 
5 enclosures re the problem one of which, an article from the 2/65 .Shepherd · 
GPO 10-7126H 

?vf.a.gazine, he says e plains why a By_4~ec#~n of, the President: 

state of ~o~usiQn still exists after 
10 years·o( hardship on the victims and 
waste of taxmoney. - \ 

Douglass Cater ' ~ 
· Special Assistant 

to the President 

~hl 1 
~ • . '·· ' ..\1 1 I.. k ,.. c .·, . 
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4 } THE WHITE HOUSE OFFICE 

ROUTE SLIP 
(To Remain With Correspondence) 

TO Secretary ot Aariculturo · PROMPT HANDLING JS ESSENTIAL. 
WHEN DRAFT REPLY IS REQUESTED 
THE BASIC CORRESPONDENCE MUST 
BE RETURNED. IF ANY DELAY IN 
SUBMISSION OF DRAFT REPLY IS 
ENCOUNTERED, PLEASE TELEPHONE .. . 
OFFICE OF . THE SPECIAL ASSISTANT. Att.•nz Mr. Sydney A. Sko;1'1nd 

Date April 15, 1965 

FROM THE SPECIAL ASSIST ANT 

ACTION: Comment-----------

Draft reply-----------

For direct reply----------

For your information --------

For necessary action--------

For appropriate handling ____ X.__ __ _ 

See below ___________ _ 

Remarks: 
Telegrams to the Pres. re Japanese Flowering Cherries from the. Japanese Qove. 
Urging that all Quarantine and sanitary requirements be adhered to in order .. .. 
to prevent the importation of insect peats or diaeasea. 

. · ~ .. 
. . : (.' 

. . > ~ ~· ~ . 
... . 

. .. 

' 
_\,• 
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I 
I. 

j. 

'1J' 

··':i 
"t'•)' 

.. ( 

TO 
:, 

··' 

THE WHITE HOUSE OFFICE 
.. r:. 

. ' ·, ' . 

l ROUTE SLIP,, .. 
J• . , 

'( 

r· .:.. ~ : . ·:r, 

(To Remain With Correspo·n~ence) 

· • ·r - • ·· ""'C . . .. . 
Stcretary ot AlrlCUJ.tttre·"' J.~ ,, ·

1
-- PROMPT HANDLING IS ESSENTIAL.'.~ .'. ·/<J· ;:. 

WHEN DRAFT REPLY IS REQUESTED ··' . · ;,-·~ .. ~ ... 
THE 1 BASIC CORRESPONDENCE MUST ".~ . · . 
BE RETURNED • ..IF ANY DELAY° IN :'."1 '. .. : <· · 
SUBMISSION OF . DRAFT. REPLY IS . . : : . · . , . 

I ENCOUNTERED, PLEASE .. TELEPHONE . '··. :. . .1.::. '. 
, 1 j • i • •. 

·A·"•a: w.-. Sydney· A. ·6ko1lua4 ... ~:b'J• J?FFl~~ . OF -THE SPECIAL ASSISTANT. : .. : · ... ·, . 
~u\~~ it,,":. • / .. ·.,. \.':.' '. ·'.· .' 

' 1-' ... • · .. ...,,.. ,.,._ \ 

• !, ' • I• 

l -~. • 

FROM THE SPECIAL ASSISTANT 
~ . .: . 

. ~. ~:: .;{'- .. ~. 

I A '. ~::) h ~ ~~ 
• ~:'='• t " ·: 'i1 

' ·i." •· '';~!' ACTION: Comment_... ______ _ 
.:!; 

. • ~ ,t~ ·~ 
•~ I• ~ i ~~~' 

.. ···:·..._' ... \ \.. . .";-~~-
\. , /: ~- ,. ~;~ 

·,·\;,I,}.~ . ~~i" 

, Draft reply--------------

" For direct reply _____ .. _ , ____ _ 
., .. _.i .. 'l " · 

• l.~ '. ~ 

,.. ' .·' .' . ..-For your information ---------
". 

I' 
,;o·."'' ···.·1" .... 

.. 
. ' .. ' 

; . 
Remarks: 

.. 
For necessary action---------

~f~·')f;. \-i,•.J . ~·;i 

For appropriate handling ___ .... X ___ _ 

See below ____________ _ 
I ' .. 

; I ' '• ·, ::· :I.'; ~ 

'\, : ~ -'\ t, I f' 

I' ". ~ t ~ 
I ,1 • 

' '* ,, ~ 

Teleg~am• to the Pres. re Japant•• Flowering Cberri•• from the Japanese Oove. · ·; 
Urging that all Quarantine and aanltary req_ui .. ementa ·be adhered .. to ln. ordei: ... f' •• ,,. ~ • 

to prevent the importation of ln1ect peata or dlaeasea. · 
' ,'1 \ 

(U•ted • Over) 

. ~· ' ' 

I. 

\ 

By direction of the President: 

, P.hl M. Po,ple 
JOfl•••···~ _...,._,. Assistant 
to .the President 

' . 
'· 
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LIST OF TELEORAMS TO THE PRESIDENT: 

4/13/61· • ~rlcaa Aaa•u of Nurserymen, lne. 
Oeora c. White:, Chairman, Qu.arantlne Committee 

4/13/.65 • )daXwell Sar1ent. Pree •• Mirmeeota State Nureerynen 
Aa•'n. , Reel Wlq, Mlnn. 

4/13/65 •J.B. Fitzpatrlck, Texa• Nuaery Cq., Sherman. Tex. 
4/14/65 • F.M. Belknap, Exec. Sec., Ore1on A1a'n of Naraerymen, 

Ponland,. Ore. 
4/14/65 • Harold S. Crawford, Willia Nureery Co., Ottawa, Kana. 

[2 of 11, back] 



r 

WAI 13 Dl PD 

OTTAWA KANS 14 1055A CST 

THE PRESIDENT 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

PLANTING OF JAPANESE CHERRY TREES IN WASHINGTON IS A MER.ITORIOUS 

PROJECT BUT THE IMPORTATION OF TH£ TREES FROM JAP.AN CREATES 

SERIOUS HAZARDS TO AMER.ICAN HORTICULTURAL. CROPS DUE TO THE 

POSSIBILITY OF THE PRESENCE OF DM4AGING INSECTS OR DISEASES. 

RESPECTFULLY REQUEST THE IMPORTATION BE PROHIBITED 

HAROLD S CRAWFORD WILLIS. NURSERY CO OTTAWA KANS. 

' ~---~-----~·------~·.o--

. , ""' 

L__ 
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WAO'l 8 NL PD 7 EXTRA . 

PORTLAND ORG 14 

THE PRESIDENT 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

REt THE IMPORTATION OF JAPANESE qHERRY TREES FROM JAPAN FOR 

(". THE WASHINGTON DC BEAUTIFICATION PROGRAM. THE PACIFIC NORTHWEST 

NURSERY INDUSTRY W !SHES TO GO ON RECORD AS VIOLENTLY OPPOSED 
( 

r · 

TO THE APPARENT CIRCUMVENTION OF :EXISTING RULES OF PLANT QUARANTINE fr'· . . 

FOR THE ACCEPTA 'NCE BY THE GOVERNMENT . OF SOME 4.000 FLOWERING 

JAPANESE CHERRY TREES FROM THE GOVERNMENT OF JAPAN. WE ENLIST 

YOUR AID TO PROTECT THE NURSERY INDUSTRY OF AMERICA FROM POSSIBLE 

INTRODUCTION OF ADDITIONAL FOREIGN INSECT PESTS 

F M BELKNAP EXECUTIVE SECRETARY OREGON ASSOCIATION OF NURSERYMEN-

311 HENRY BLDG PORTLAND OREGON. 

I < ,. 
l. -
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WA 165 PD ,4 EXTRA 

ST PAUL MINN 13 845A CST 

THE PRESIDENT 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

PROPOSED GIFT 10 ,OOO FLOWERING CHERRY TREES FROM JAPAN POSES A RISK 

AND PROBLEM. FOR NURSERY AND FRUIT GROWING PEOPLE. PRUNUS STRAINS 

AMD VARIETIES ARE NOTABLE AS CARRIERS OF VIRUS AND OTHER DISEASES 

AND OF INSECT PESTS. IF SHIPMENT fROM SEVERAL POINTS OF ORIGIN 

, CONTE.MPLATED RISKS ARE GREATER. IF THIS MOVEMENT OF PRUNUS 

MATERIAL MUST BE MADE IN SPITE OF RISKS INVOLVED, CLOS£ST 

INSPECTION DEEMED ESSENTIAL AT POINT OF ORIG·lN AS WELL AS PORT 

OF ENTRY POINT AND VIRUS TESTING BEFORE RELEAS! IN U S DESIRABLE 

MAXWELL SARG£NT PRESIDENT MINNESOTA STATE Nl:JRSERYMEN ASSN 

RED WING MINN. 

[8 of 11] 
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WA 189 PO 

TDTN FREEHOLD NJER 13 309P EST 

THE PRESIDENT 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

IT IS OUR UNDERSTANDING THAT NEGOTIATIONS ARE PROCEEDING REG,ARDING 

A GIFT OF A SUBSTANTIAL QUANTITY OF JAPANESE FLOWERING CHERRI£·s 

. FROM THE JAPANESE GOVERNMENT TO FURTHER ADVANCE THE BEAUTIFI-

CATION OF OUR COUNTRY STOP IT IS ?UR HOPE YOU WILL INSTRUCT THE PROPER 

r AUTHORITIES IN THE EVENT THE PROPOSAL IS ACCEPTED TO ADHERE 

( 
"'· 

TO ALL THE REGULATIONS OF THE VARIOUS QUARANTINE AND SANITARY 

REQUIREMENTS GOVERNING SUCH IMPORTATIONS OF PLANT MATERIALS. 

TO THE END THAT NO INSECT PESTS OR DISEASES NOT ALREADY £STABlISHED 

HERE WILL BE PERMITTED TO ENTER TO BECOME ADDITIONAL DANGERS 

TO OUR EATABLE AND FLOWERING DOMESTIC CROPS 

AMERICAN ASSN OF NURSERYMEN INC GEORG C WHITE CHAIRMAN QUARANTINE. 

COMMt 

[10 of 11] 
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GENERAC I 3 I Q 

A &rF-/ 

Enclosure No. 1, Memo to 
Mr. McBundy 

MAR 2 :i 1965 
De·ar Mr. Driscoll: 

Th~ Depar·tment of State has been asked to 
acknowledge your letter to the President of March 9, 
l96S with which you enclosed a copy of Assembly Joint 
Resolution No. 5 of the Assembly and Senate of the 
.state of eai1£oniia. The Resolution memorialized 
the President and the Congr.es.s t ·o construct a dog• 
proof fenc·e from t .he Pacific Ocean to a point· 12 miles 
east along the international boundary with Mexico. 

The Resolution m.ent.ions that the United States 
.Section of the 'tnternati'Otlal Boundary and Water 
Commis-sion is authorized to erect .. fenci.ng ._.along the 
boTder. While enabling legisla-tion is s·till in force 
(22 u.s.c. 277a)> the languafe relating to fencing 
was removed fr-om the· Se·ction s appropriation legisla-
tlon many years ago. This aetion r :eflected a decis.ion 
on the part of the Exec-utive Rraneh to place -responsi­
bility for· the e.rect:l.on and maintenance ·of border 
fencing in each instance i.n the Federal agency having 
the most dlTect inte.rest in the purpose for which the 
fence is authorized. Under this· policy the United 
States Section of the .Commission would generally erect 
fencing only to demark the border. Since the Depart­
ment does not regard further marking of the boundary 
as urgent and believes, in any case, that means other 
·than fencing would be as effective for demarcation and 
more economical. the United States Sec.tion would not 
be the. Federal agency to erect fencing for the control 
of dogs and other animals. 

Mr. James D. Driscoll, 
Chief Clerk, Assembly, 

California Legi•lature, 
.State Capitol~ 

Sacramento 14., California. 
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lither the Deputment of Agr-tculture ow the 
Public Realth Service would eeea to be aa •PPl'opriate 
ageney t.o eonald•r the l'IGllOS'ia1. The Department :ts 
ac:coxdiD.gly forwardtl\I a COJ>1 of ·your· letter. toge:th.er 
with a eopy of Joint aeao1utiorl No. s. to both thoae 
agenctee for tbe:lr tnforuaatioa and attention. 1bey 
undoul>tedl.y will welcome tlli.a expreasion of the viewe 
of the cal.1fornia.Le1ialature. 

lb• IJaputuaent of State d:oea. not believe that 
con.•truct.ion of the proposed fence would adversely 
affecc uat~ed Statea•Hextcan. nlat1ou and., if · 
construction were otherwiee %egatde4 u advisable, 
the Department would 111\'POrt· it fully. 

Sincerely yours, 

ltobert w. .Adams 
l'Jeputy As•·t•tant Secretary 

Buxeau of later•Amer1can Affair·• 

cc: Embassy. Mexicot D. F. 
US·IBWC 
Department .of Agriculture (re B.R. 3323) 
Public Health Service . (re H.R. 3323) 
Bureau of the Budget (re H.R. 3323) 
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ADDRESS OFFICIAL COMMUNICATIONS TO 

THE SECRETARY OF STATE 

WASHINGTON 25, D. C . 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
WASHINGTON 

March 20, 1965. 

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. McGEORGE BUNDY 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

Subject: Letter to the President from 
Chief Clerk of California 
State Legislature 

In response to ,Mr. Taylor's memorandum of March 
20 there is enclosed a copy of the Department's reply 
to a letter to the President from Mr. Driscol . . the 
Chief Clerk of the California State Legislature. 

Enclosures: 

,;t.... BenJ 
Exe cu 

1. Copy of Department's reply. 

~ s :D. 

Secretary 

2. Copy of letter from James D. Driscoll, 
with enclosed Resolutiono 

/ 31° 
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ROUTE SLIP 
(To remain with correspondence) :? 

"'.:~ .. 

"" TO: ----······-­
~·· • 1 ~ I 

I • .,_ •_t" I I° ' 
)""~. 

a II ... _I ,1 l - 'I I '""''°1>1 ........ ,.., .. 

:• ·-...~-: Prompt handling is essential. Correspondence should be answered or other necessary action taken within 48 
.f hours after arrival at the department or agency. If any delay is encountered, please telephone office of the 

• '· I • 11 ~ ..o~ I~.,: I " _,- -1 ' • r -
ii' I ' , ... •, - "•.\I - .. '• I '\.. p. r-." •,~ ..:J"lo I• ,• r • 

undersigned. ".. L • • - \:.>. ,,.. . ~ .-i.(:::-~7.~ '=-: 

• 1i ~ ,... 'I. •' ., r "1 ~ .. • I 

Please handle the attached correspondence as indicated below: __L •• ~JC~:~.... ~i-7t :~-.~~ ~- L , 

. _~ f·~ ,, "to.JI ;i: -L~ ._ ,.,:. "'?- •, • • 
.. I ' • • 'i). I • ~ 'Ill - I 

A R 1 b h lf f h P "d . I '~l '1 I • \ . ep y on e a o t e rest ent. ..... . · ........................ .. .... · ~ ~ · .. .. . . . . . . . . --------------------
• 

r• • 
I '. 

-,. - I .f 

.~--' ~ -::t- -
:.to: ,...1 .... . 
16;"'.r, 

,,..• •;·~f' • . -
. p. p.\..• 

B. Draft for presidential signature ... ; .. ~ ......................................... . 

C. Draft for undersigned's signature .............................................. . 

D. Other: 
,~•I 

r.J - • l 

- I 

( 1) For background briefing on which to base reply from this office 

( 2) For suitable acknowledgement or other appropriate handling ............... . 
- •11. ~·-·. . \-" .·~Ji I~ I 

... , 'II Jt._=ri (3) For your information .................................................. . 
:f:.-! . ~·-· 

' ~ '!' • t 
. ~ i -.l J" ' . ' , r • ,,.."r. 
:f . .. J 

( 4) For comment •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ! ••••••••••••••• t ••••••••••••••• 

~" ~ .. ·~ ' I (' • ' - r" 

.. .,,,.. -:} 
.. • Furnish this office with a copy of your reply. Yes ------- . No -----------· 

Return the original correspondence to this office. Yes ------------ No ___ . . ... "'I "rJ 
~ - .JI.)! 

., .. 

By direction of the President: 

11-/ 

·~ .· ..... 

;,. r .. I 

l 

I I ~ 

J 

l ~ 

' • r • 
1 

"• \· .. 7..._ I '.!. 
.. ·' . ( " .. 

" ' , .... I 

~ 

,I' 

I .. • 

_,.. __ .... 

. . 

~ ........... (• . 
. ) . '1 ~... - • ~l 
'.. '. • I":~ ' I ' ,• -I,. I '• ~. 

' ""' ....... 

... ... ..; ..... 

··~ 

r 
.t; .. 
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Assembly Joint Resolution No. 5 

Adopted in Assembly February 25, 1965 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly 

Adopted in Senate February 23, 1965 

Secretary of the Senate 

This resolution was received by the Secretary of State this 

________ day of ______________ , 1965, at_ _______ o 'clock ____ M. 

Assistant Secretary of State 

[5 of 6 start] 



-2-

CHAPTER________ 

Assembly Joint Resolution No. 5-Relative to erecting a 
fence in San Diego County along the international border. 

WHEREAS, As hereinafter described, a rabies epidemic neces­
sitates the erection of a dog-proof fence in the westerly part 
of San Diego County along the international border between 
Mexico and the United States; and 

WHEREAS, Since September 1962, when rabies first appeared 
in the southern part of San Diego County and in Tijuana, 
Mexico, there have been 173 laboratory-identified rabies cases 
in San Diego County and Tijuana and countless human as well 
as animal exposures to these 173 cases of rabies ; and 

WHEREAS, Rabies is a virus infection of the brain and spinal 
cord capable of infecting the human and animal population in 
San Diego County and elsewhere; and 

WHEREAS, Effective rabies control requires immunization of 
dog·s and the elimination of stray and street dogs and although 
there has been an effective program of immunization of dogs 
in San Diego County there is a continuing immigration of 
stray dogs from Tijuana, Mexico; and 

WHEREAS, An uncontrolled rabies epidemic exists in the 
northern border area of Baja California in Mexico, and from 
January 1964, through September 1964, there were 68 clin­
ically diagnosed cases of rabies in dogs in the Tijuana area and 
142 persons receiving treatment in Tijuana; and 

WHEREAS, The majority of cases of laboratory-confirmed 
rabies in San Diego County have been found at San Ysidro; 
indicating that the rabies problem in San Diego County di· 
rectly relates to, and reflects, the spillover from the 'rijuana 
focus of the disease ; and 

WHEREAS, Only a part of the San Diego County interna­
tional boundary is adequately fenced with dog-proof fencing, 
and there is literally no barrier to the passage of dogs from 
Mexico into San Diego County, United States of America; and 

WHEREAS, A dog-proof fence from the Pacific Ocean to a 
point 12 miles to the east along the international boundary 
would effectively bar the passage of rabid dogs into the most 
populous parts of San Diego County and elsewhere from 
Mexico; and 

WHEREAS, The control of the United States-Mexican border 
is within the jurisdiction of many federal agencies, including 
but not limited to the International Boundary and Water Com-



.
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mission, the United States Immunization and Naturalization 
Service, the Department of Agriculture, the Public Health 
Service, and the Department of Health, Education and W el­
fare; and 

WHEREAS, There is existing legislation that authorizes these 
agencies to erect fence·s along the United States-Mexican border 
(22 U.S.C., Sec. 2778, International Boundary Commission '; 21 
U.S.C., Sec. 141, Department of Agriculture; P.L. 88 245, 
appropriation for Immunization and Naturalization Service; 
42 U.S.C., Sec. 264, Public Health Service); now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved by 'Che Assembly and Senate of the State of Cali­
fornia, jointly, That the Legislature of the State of California 
respectfully memorializes the President and the Congress of 
the United States to construct a dog-proof fence in San Diego 
County, California) along the international border between the 
United States and Mexico, in order to· eliminate the incidents 
of rabid dogs crossing this border, and thereby alleviate the 
rabies epidemic in San Diego County, California; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk <;>f the Assembly be hereby 
directed to transmit copies of this resolution to the President 
and Vice President of the United States, to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, and to each Senator and Representa­
tive from California in the Congress of the United States. 
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./ 

Speaker of the .Assembly 

President of the Senate 

Attest: 

Secretary of State 
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SThTE CAPITOL 
OACRAMENTO 14, CALIFORNIA 

. t . 
. ~:~} 

. . ' )'#" 

.:)v"'·· · . 
. p · 
/ 

JAMES D . . DRISCOLL 
CHIEF CLER1K 

March 9, 1965 

The President of the United St~tes 
The White House 
Washington 25, D.C. 

My dear Mr. President: 

May I invite your attention to the enclosed 
copies of .Assembly Joint Resolution Nos. s, 7 and 
8 which were adopted by the California Legislature 
during the month of February. 

JDD:ma 
Enclosure 

Sincerely yours, 

.. 
.41!. • 

,) -

TELEPHONE• 44S•3Gl4 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20250 

©Ju .. 

© F-

March 2 6 19_6tl 

Mr. Simon J .. Burg 
Simon J. Burg Sprayer Co. 
Stonewall, Texas 

Dear Mr. Burg: 

The President has asked me to reply to your letter or 
March :16 regarding the time required to process appli­
cations for registration lltlder the ·Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodent.icide .Act. 

The Department does .have a large mno.ber ,ot applications 
on hand pending review and acceptance tor registration. 
This is due in. part to a re·cent revision in procedures 
which :requires that applications tor registration be 
reviewed ·by the Departments ot Health, .Education, and 
Weltare and Interior as well as ·by Agriculture and in 
part to an lmusually heavy workload in the registra-

~ENliRAL 
;:J 9 S---1 

tion .function~ · we· 'have been. seriously eon~erned about. 
this situation and steps have been taken which we feel 
confident will resolve the problem.. You may be assured 
that we will continue to do everything we can to promptly 
handle applications tor the registration ot pesticides. 

'We have been informed that because .of his heavy schedule, 
an a.pp·oinbo.ent with. the President is not pos:sible. 

Sincerely yours, 

lt. c. Brady 
Director ·of Saienco and Education 

Mr. Jack Valenti 
Special Assistant to the President 

\ 
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(To remain with correspondence) 

• •.r ... .. -

Date: ....... M:aJ"cl\ .. H/"t··-1-965 ..................... . .. · ·-

• • • l 
•. '· • ·.....::n 

B D ff "d · 1. r~r~ ... ·~1:.· ·: ,.· ·,.: vt~; 
. ra t or pres1 ent1a signature ......... ; . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . --- ,----.--- ;·---~ --- , . , , . , 

.r:.-t"' t,.ir~j• '- I ·l,• ' .Ii• 

t..'!' ,l ~ .i""'• •I fl,_t•. ' r. 

C D f f d . d' . ., · ... "1-··" '·~ . ra t or un ers1gne s signature . .•. ~ ....................... .' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .................... i'.l.f· ... r:1 · 1 ~ 
1 ll ;;1~=!,, 4" I ~'.'j 

I ' I , r . - _ ~"(1 _'t:,°t,:~' ' ~ ' 
·• }. • •..Y'~ f . ,,.,;.~ :i~\''::" .. ir -

,· .-_·' :t~1t1. ~-·i::i 1 .'1 
• .. ' . "J,.! ' . \ " 

F bk db 'fi h'h b l f h' ffi :.r•"::\1., .... ~ \:r:~ll.l.·-.. "i or ac groun ne ng on w 1c to ase rep y rom t 1s o ce . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ··-·--~ - -~:~--~;-··· Ff.:::i:--1 . .fl:.,:..:., ~.; 
'~~~(~JI'•)' . { ' 

) • . .• ,_r)l~l:i 't.11t ..I ... i 

For suitable acknowledgement or other appropriate handling .................. ........ ~ ..... :,:!.l .. ;' 4. ··t "' · • .... ... •t.4. ~"' 
."( a I • "'! _t ,. ! ... ,.. ~ ,;~M 

F . f t' , ... t.: ... or your 1n orma ion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ·········-~---~-~ -: . 

For comment .......................................................... . 

Furnish this office with a copy of your reply. Yes .. xx..... No ............ . 
'J 

~,. 

Return the original correspondence to this office. Yes ............ No ........... . 

REMARKS: 
• I 

Au -appolabQent-with the 
of hi• heavy •chedtlte . 

'·· 
., 

. . . 

' . 

~-· 

-~ 
-~ .... ~;: 

.,,; 
II~ 

• \ I -V,; 

:"=-
•• ,-: I.., 

- • • ~ I K ' 6 ~ .. ' ~1:\ ' 
. ... . . '.~· .' (! ,o l~-n20-1\~ 'S . -~-- .. 

BL direction of the President: ' _ · Jack Ya.l ea.ti · -- C N · .;.')"1 ·. 

tr to the Prea d~d 3/16/65 £m S~~itatA. ·.Wl·ae.et ' to 'the·:Pre•l4"1-' ~.' ~.' 
')<. ~Burg, Simon J •,cBurg Sprayer Co.• ! tonewa1!, Texai. aa.tdng to see him dur ng 

,_ 1 ·~<-~ period Aprit ·s thru 10 when h• will be in Washington about backlog of appllcatiom 
· - ~·~ .. on filewct.iting approval for insectic~des, agricultural chemicals, etc:. 

- ... • ~~ ~.... . _1 • • _. • ' ~ I 1_ I : : ' • ' ' .. ' ' • f _! ~ ,! . ", 
' ~ • • • ,,.... • • -~- • "1 •• - • .. • 

'j 

r. 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 

DEC 17 196'1 

Dear Mr. Jonee: 

On behalf of the President your letter of November 23 concerning 
the Ohio cooperative p-rogram for control of vertebrate peete ie 
•cknowledged. Your lntere1t in thie eubject :le appreciated. 

Pondina of the program le rel~ted to the active participation of 
cooperators. the Bureau of Sport Piaheriee and Wildlife informs 
ae there are some funda available froaa DOD•gcwenaeatal cooperator• 
and a federal allotment tbla year of $11,700 to the Ohlo-IUchlgan 
Dietrtct, which operateo ae a unit. Aa ~JDA:r know the badget 
for ff.seal year 1966 le now undel' cone!.deratlon and we do not 
know what, if any, funds VS.11 be available. 

We are apprectat.lve of your concern I.a this matter and assure 
you that preeent plane include contlnuatlon of the '10rk on a 
limited ecale. 

Sincerely yours, 

(sgd} Frank P. Bri~g~ 

~istan\ se.cret.ary of the Interior 

~ 
Mr. David o. Jcmea 
Department of V•teriuary freveot:l.ve Medicine 
The. · · ~bl. o state Un1vare1 ty 
190Cf~offey load 
Columbua, Ohlo .43210 

cc Mr. Hobart Taylor Jr. 
Associate Counsel to the President 

w/inc 
REOEIVED 

DECl 91964 
CENTRA[ FILES 
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THE WHITE HOUSE OFFICE 

ROUTE SLIP 
(To remain with correspondence) 

Date: ...... N9.Y.~P.'..1.J?.~-~--~-I1 .. J9.§:! .............. _ 

TO: ___________________ Mx.! ___ Qf.~~-l}--~-~~t.Y-, ... A'i?.~~~-t~.nt..t.9 .. .th.~ .. $.~_9-f.~t.~~-Y.'---P-~I?.t~ ... .9JJ.~t.~_:rJqf _______________ _ 

Prompt handling is essential. Correspondence should be answered or other necessary action taken within 48 
hours after arrival at the department or agency. If any delay is encountered, please telephone office of the 
undersigned. 

Please handle the attached correspondence as indicated below: 

A. Reply on behalf of the President. .............................................. . xx 

B. Draft for presidential signature .............. . .................. . ............. . 

C. Draft for undersigned's signature ............................ . ................. . 

D. Other: a - ~ ~ 
~ 3: C"> <n 

( 1) For background briefing on which to base reply from this office .............. ;} ~------------.:::: ~ 
fTj .---:! ;~~ -o 
(-") ~ :-> --- :_.:.: ~ 

( 2) For suitable acknowledgement or other appropriate handling .............. :;~ ,, ~ , ~-----h=~-----~ .. ~ 
(; ' ' 0 ::::-: --... 

( ) F · f · r-.; -=:~ l -' rii:::: 3 or your 1n ormat1on ................................................ ,.....,,.,,. _____ ~-----L-:J -:.:::; 

;;n -'= ~ 
( 4) For comment ........................................................ -. .-:. .m _____ 2---------~.; 

:;o 

Furnish this office with a copy of your reply. Yes ___ XX.... No ___________ _ 

Return the original correspondence to this office. Yes ---~~--- No ___________ _ 

REMARKS: Letter to the President - 11/23/64 - from David O .. Jones, D. V. M., 
Professor, Ohio State University, 1900 Coffey Road, Columbus, 
Ohio43210, regarding the need for the continuation of a program 
established in Ohio cooperatively by the Bureau of Sports Fisheries 
and Wildlife with state and local agencies to control vertebrate pests. 

By direction of the President: 

Hobart Taylor, Jr.~"' 
Associate Counsel -\\F 
to the President 

GPO 16-76420-1 
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THE OHIO STATE UNIVERSITY 
DEPARTMENT OF VETERINARY PREVENTIVE MEDICINE 

1900 COFFEY ROAD 

COLUMBUS, OHIO 43210 

JOHN H . H ELWIG, Cllafrman 

November 23, 1964 

President Lyndon Bo Johnson 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. President: 

I am writing to ask your consideration and 
support in an extremely worthwhile program esta lished 

\\ ~~d 0~Hd~{~~~r~~-i ~~_1te~{r~~=-~~u6f ~~~~r ;~i~mr F~i-~~r_i~ s 
state and local agencies . tQ control vertebrafi~ -p~sts. 

I apologize for my presumptuousness in address­
ing The President of The United States with a problem of 
this sort when I realize that he carries the burdens of 
the world on his shoulders. However, perhaps because of 
my naivete, I sincerely feel that if the small problems 
are neglected some of seemingly greater ones cannot be 
solved. 

Because of a lack of Federally appropriated 
funds this cooEerati ve program- i "Ef -i n iD:une ia e anger of 
being discontinued :--·we--fn .. dfi'fo·~-nee a:···~ $'o; ffO-a~·to-ope~r at' e 
to Ju- y- r; -r g·· , and a minimum of $30 ,ooo on July 1" 1965, 
to continue this program. It is quite probable that if 

(\
Federal funds are available more than enough state matching 
funds can be obtainedo 

My personal interest stems from close association 
with and benefits gained in the program as it has operated 
in the past. Additionally, I have represented the veter­
inary profession on the Ohio Animal Control Advisory 
Committee. 

I serve as Deputy Health Commissioner of the 

\ 

City of Upper--ArIIngton~·-·· Our local department· lias'- r e ceived 
v a -luaore - consull:a iveservice and has established pest 
control programs which would not have been possible with­
out the assistance of the Department of the InteriorYs 
agents o 
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THE WHITE HOUSt 
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President Lyndon B. Johnson 
The White House 
Washington, D. Co 
November 23, 1964 
Page Two 

I am also Professor of Veterinary Preventive 
Medicine, The Ohio State University. Our teaching program 
is more productive and has been greatly assisted by help 
rendered through the cooperative efforts of the District 
Direetor of the Bureau of Sports Fisheries and Wildlife. 
The full value of this program will be realized when our 
graduates are able to carry the information gained through 
these cooperative teaching efforts directly to the people 
of Ohio through their private practice, local health 
departments, and allied agencies. 

The enclosed brochure has been made available 

\
to our representatives and. senators in Ohio, but we have 
failed to receive any satisfactory resolution of our 
problem. Your consideration of this request and appropri-
ate action would be most gratefully appreciated. Thank you. 

Enclosure ( 

· ncerel#/'J \__ 
~yt!Jf.Y 

David O. Jo 
Professor 
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The Animal Control Problem in Ohio 

Ohio is a vital industrial and agricultural state. 

A human population of more than 10 million including 15 cities of 
more than 50, 000. 

A major state in food processing and manufacture .. 

A higher rural population than the total population of some other 
states. 

Twelfth in total agricultural products, which is the largest single 
industry in the state. 

As an agricultural state Ohio is: · 

First in production of soft red winter wheat. 

First in sheep production in the eastern United States. 

In the top ten states in production of com, hogs and cattle. 

A major producing state for fruit, Christmas trees, poultry and 
other agricultural products. 

All of Ohio's products and people are subject to serious losses causes by 
animal pests. We lose each year: 

$28 million in grain loss and contamination by rats and mice. 

$8 million loss in cities from rats, mice, starlings, pigeons and 
sparrows. 

$4 million grain and fruit loss to blackbirds. 

$500 thousand loss to starlings in feedlots. 

$300 thousand loss to apple orchards by mice. 

$200 thousand loss to livestock and poultry from predators and much 
suffering from human diseases such as: 

leptospirosis, salmonellosis, murine typhus, 
histoplasmosis and ornithosis 
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This does not include pest-borne livestock and 
poultry diseases such as: rabies, baby pig 
disease (TGE) I infectious bronchitis I aatrophfo, 
rhinitis and others of major importance. 

This Committee feels that the Branch of Predator and Rodent Control,. Bureau 
of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, U. So Department of the Interior, has suc­
ceeded in ameliorating vertebrate pest losses to the following extent: 

Reduced losses from rodent contamination of inter~ state shipment 
of food grains - 9 3 % in one year. 

Greatly reduced feed and disease loss in hoglots in 16 counties. 

Developed and maintained training schools for health departments 
and commercial pest control operators for six years, including establish­
ment of a full four year curriculum at an accredited state institution. 

Developed new control techniques and machinery for orchard mouse 
problems. 

Developed new and effective measures for control of starlings, pigeons 
and sparrows in many situations. 

By request, initiated pest bird control programs in many Ohio cities and 
towns. 

Began a basic survey of ways and means to combat sewer rat populations 
in urban areas. 

Completed surveys and began demonstrational projects in prevention of 
livestock depredation practices adapted to the eastern United States. 

Entered into arrangement with state and local health departments to 
assist in suppression of pest-borne diseases. 

Developed a clean grain program emphasizing self help for processors 
and handlers. 

Provided basic consultant service to industry as requested. 

-2-
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In order to accomplish these aims and fill the basic needs, Ohio receives the 
lowest ratio of federal funds to state, local and industry funds of any state in 
the continental United States. As an example --

Fiscal Year 1963 

For Use in a 
Federal Funds Total Program 

State Received Amounting to: Ratio 

California $ 207,000 $ 857,000 1-3.1 

Colorado 149,000 4 79, 000 1-2.2 

Texas 206,000 908,000 1-3.4 

Illinois 23,000 38,000 1-0.6 

Maine 13,000 14,000 13-1 

Louisiana 41,000 41,000 41-0 

WHILE 

Ohio $ 21,000 $ 129,000 1-5.1 

In short, we cannot go further toward full utilization of locally available 
funds to solve our own problems without additional federal funds for tech­
nically-trained specialists who can help us develop the local programs to 
solve our problems. 

A budget of $69, 700 is needed to make this special knowledge and ability 
available to all the people in the state. Present funds permit full 
service to only 36 % of the state and very limited service to another 
5 or 10%. 

We are not asking for equality with western states. Our problems are 
different and we can pay most costs ourselves. We ask only for 
access to technical service and information on a multi-county basis. 

-3-
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PLEASE HELP US 

The Ohio Animal Control Advistory Committee is made up of: 

The Ohio Apple Institute 

The Ohio Grain and Feed Dealers Association 

The Ohio Millers Association 

The Ohio Pork Growers Council 

The Ohio Poultry Association 

The Ohio Seed Dealers Association 

The Ohio Seed Improvement Association 

The Ohio Sheep Improvement Association 

The Ohio Veterinary Medical Association 

The Ohio Woolgrowers Association 

Their members are vitally concerned with this problem. 

-4-
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- ..,...... ..¥' ....... - .,. 'llliiiil- - · ~· - .. ... , _.....1 .--.a-•k·-·-__._...., -. \iili!l!," llllilii'' '~§ 

~:.:-.::~;::~ · ··r 
' 7 ~~· . 

(J) 

November 25. 1964 

Dear Mr. Reed: 

The Presideta has asked me to thank you !or your 
letter expressing your support of his position. as 
reported ln. the Gtnnera Newsletter. 

You may be assured that your thoughts and views 
on this matter will receive his careful considei·ation. 

(~- (t)/,tN·f 
: . 

Congressmal'i Purcell has discussed this probJ~em 
' 

of cotton insec\ control with u·s, and you may be 
assured of our continuing interest. 

With the President's beat wiehe&. 

Sincerely. 

Ivan Sinclair 
Assistant·to the President 

Mr. s. N.1'eed, President 
Northern Star Seed F~\ rma 

0' Brien, Texaa 

··it 
IS:ND r.,· 

; 

. 1 

' • _,: 



GEN ERA&J --~· .,~rii11111r!'=I 

/fGO- A 

~. l• ill r•p1y . you letter of September 2-S 
in t:eg rd ti) p,oas-ible estens.ion or the e.erewwprtn 
eradteatlOt\li1T9gram '°the State of Ad~c0Pa,. We 
app~eciat , th . ·ntt wo,rda concerning the p · 
ln. New xU::o Gd 'J!u a. 

As yolf. may know. the· !ormulati~tl of the 1966 b,· clget 
ie ju4t now g ttiag nderwa • Ia view 0£ thte. lam 
forwarding qp.[e.a o.f your letter ·~· Efeparlaient_~~~. 
of Agric·ulture and \he Bu.rea of. ti\• Budget· for A 
v.oaailile r commenda ·a to th6 Pre1.ideat in con"" 
neett.on with the ~6' budget P< opoaal•. AJ.ao. th 
nepar,tm:•o.t of · gri ut·ture wiU ad-tise y u of tit« 
~Us on .irocalJ.on of £uoda .• coart~eharing, e ,. • 
in corme#lioa wilh tl\e present program. 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

BUREAU OF THE BUDGET 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20503 

OCT 1n1964 

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. JENKINS 
1 

Subject: Draft reply to letter from Mr. J. w. Entz 

There is attached, for your consideration, a draft reply to 
Mr. Entz's letter of September 28, 1964, regarding the screwwonn 
eradication program. 

We suggest that your office send a copy of your reply, and a 
copy of Mr. Entz's letter, to the Department of Agriculture with 
a brief note from you calling a~tention to Mr. Entz's request 
for details concerning allocation of funds, etc. 

Attachment 

ELMER B. STAATS 
Deputy Director 

w~ 
d i 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

Washington 

Dear Mr. Entz: 
f ·~·· , . .. - ! 
~ ( 

This is in reply to your letter of September 28t 1964, 1in regard to 

possible extension of the screwwonn eradication program to the state 

of Arizona. We appreciate the kind word.s concerning the program in 

New Mexico and Texas. 

As you may know, the formulation pf the 1966 budget is just now getting 

underway. In view of this, I am forwarding copies of your letter to 

the Department of .Agriculture and the Bureau of the Budget for a pos-

sible recommendation to the President in connection with the 1966 

budget .proposals. Also, the Department of Agriculture will advise you 

of the details on allocation of funds, cost-sharing, etc., in connection 

with the present program. 

Mr. J. w. Entz 
Chainnan, Arizona Cattle 

Feeders' Assode.tion 
Rooms 23-24 Tovrea Exchange Bldg. 
4851 East Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85034 

Sincerely, 
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OFFICERS 
J. W. Entz 
Chairman 

. .,. ... 

AJt!ZDHA CATTLE FBBDBJtl' ASSDC!AT!Dlf 
ROOMS 23-24 TOVREA EXCHANGE BLDG. • 4851 EAST WASHINGTON STREET 

Harold Christopherson 
Vice-Chairman 

p H 0 E N I x I A R I z 0 N A 85034 
TELEPHONE BRidge 5-5449 Wade Lacy 

Executive Secretary 

BOARD MEMBERS 
Aubrey Grouskay 

Earl Kelly 
Wm. A. Hughes 
Cnas. B. Sherrill 

B. B. McCutcheon 

l 

September 28, 1964 

Hr. Walter Jenkins 
Presidential Assistant for Agriculture 
White House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Hr. Jenkins: 

In view of the good results obta ined in the Screw Worm Eradication 
Program in New Mexico, Texas, etc., we would urge that Arizona 
be included in this program. We understand that California may 
also wish to be included . 

We do not know exactly how additional funds are being allocated 
but we would like to be advised so that proper considerat ion 
may be g iv en • 

Very truly yours, 

FEEDERS' ASSOCIATION 
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·we telbc.\ &o &ho Apl.c~Amt· Deputm.ut 
abed t'ke probl•m ·of tlmd• to QJMJ-r&te. 

the ec.zawwonn entd!catt.ea FoSt••· 
·Tlur endoaed ·m•ftiol'amhm •et• oul ta 
*»De .tota.11 thel.a-: p%Oblem.. 'They are 
wllllag t.o o.~ate ·&:'be ·~ on 
pre•eat 6mQ, but "'""44 ocly be. able 
to 4o eo If they· co1114 Ila• .some kin4 of 
unraace ~ the pftM!ucera. poup. or 
!ha··dlnelloa bf; Co~•• ·to do it oa,a 
ne~.nt'• ·basl.e .• 

~ you haw· had. ·ti.me ·to atady tbta. 
memoM1ldum. pleue· call aa4 gi'Wt me 
·you .readloa. · 

.Slum_. u • . aatUff 
Aaala&eat to W:akftr 1eriklas 

Mr. Dolph Brtac:oe, 3r:. 
113 Eau Nopal 
v.14-. Texu 

. Att: c;arbon <::PY _inemo 91?.4/ 64 fm ·BOB Dei>;Dir Staats 
to Mr. J""enkins, subj: Screwworm. eraWcation program. 

SHR:aer , 
·n C::-CEl'/ED 

OCT '8 i964 
.CE~T~ f ILES 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

BUREAU OF THE BUDGET 

WASHINGTON , D.C. 20503 

SEP 2 9 1964 

MEM)RANDUM FOR MR. JENKINS 

Subject: Screwworm eradication program 

This is in response to your request of September 16,, 1964,, for advice 
on the status of the screwwonn program,, specifically in relation to 
Mr. Dolph Briscoets letter to you of September 12,, 1964.. 

Unless matching funds are made available it may be necessary to discon­
tinue the screwworm program by December 31. The 1965 Agriculture 
Appropriation Act requires at least 50 percent matching on essentially 
the same basis as 1964. 

On June 24 the administration requested an amendment to the 1965 budget 
for an additional $2,,250,,000 to provide for full Federal funding of the 
screwworm barrier and eliminating the need for matching barrier costs. 
Since the House had already passed the Agriculture Appropriation Bill 
the request was sent to the Senate. It did not approve the request and 
the conference concurred in the Senate action. 

Mr. Briscoets organization, the Southwest Animal Health Research Founda­
tion, has supplied about $3.2 million in matching funds since the begin­
ning of the program in February 1962. Mr. Briscoe, together with J. 
Pearce Jolmson, General Counsel of the Southwest Screwworm Eradication 
Committee, and others, appeared before the House Subcommittee on 
Agriculture Appropriations on April 8, 1964, to point out that eradica­
tion from Texas was substantially complete and that only an external ' 
barrier was now required. Governor Connally of Texas, in a letter to 
Mr. Whitten dated April 3, 1964, also supported full Federal financing. 

There is merit in the proposal. The 1964 record on eradication within 
Texas is even more striking than that in 1963. There have been no con-
firmed cases since August 2, 1964. We think that if the matter were 
presented to the Congress again the case for full Federal financing 
would be further strengthened by the 1964 experience. A 1965 supplemen­
tal sent up next January for approximately $1.2 million might be received 
in a better light than last June's proposal. 

In the meantime, there is apparently no alternative to the need for match­
ing funds if the program is to continue. We are advised by the Department 
of Agriculture that about $355 thousand will be needed to continue the 
program until April 1. This is the earliest that we might anticipate 
favorable action on a supplemental request. 
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There is, of course, no assurance that the Congress would choose to 
supply the funds and if they did not, it would be necessary to obtain 
an additional $1,225,ooo in matching funds to carry the program during 
the second half of fiscal year 1965. 

The Department feels that it could continue the program after December 31 
even without the matching money in hand. This could be done if (1) there 
was assurance from Mr. Briscoe that the funds needed to match would be 
made available, and (2) the Congress would instruct the Department that 
it intends that the program go ·forward even on a "credit" basis. There 
is a possibility that such instruction may be forthcoming in the Senate 
report on the supplemental appropriation now pending. 

The Department advises that the State of Texas has $300,000 available in 
the current biennium which might be used for matching purposes if the 
legislatU.re would so authorize. The legislature will meet in January. 

As Mr. Briscoe suggested to you in his telegram, cattlemen in northern 
Mexico are enthusiastic about the program and would like to see it ex­
tended further into Mexico. We do ·not have any evidence on whether they 
might be willing to put up funds for the existing program. 

The AID representative in Mexico City has had some discussion with the 
Mexican Secretary of Agriculture concerning the possibility of cooperat­
ing with the United States on a survey of screwwonn in Mexico. The 
Government of Mexico reacted favorably. Such a survey would be prelim­
inary to any extension of the barrier into Mexico. 

We have been working with Agriculture and AID to prepare an exploratory 
analysis of the feasibility of screwworm eradication in Mexico as you 
requested in your memorandum to Mr. Gordon on April 27. We anticipate 
that this report, together with the recommendations of Mr. Freeman and 

2 

Mr. Bell, will be available within the next few weeks so that the President 
might be able to have it prior to any discussions with the Mexican 
President-elect, Mr. Diaz Ordaz. 

ELMER B. STAATS 
Deputy Director 
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Dear Mr. Briscoe: 

We talked to the Agriculture 
Department about the problem . 
of funds to operate the screwworm 
eradication program. The enclosed 
rneIOC>randum sets out in some detail 
their problem. They are willing to 
operate the program on present funds, 
but would only be able to do so if 
they could have some kind of 
assurance from the producers group, 
or the direction by Congress to do 
it on a "credit" basis. 

Afger you have had time to study 
this meIOC>randum, ea••-w~-aaa-si~e 
please call and give me your reaction. 

With best wishes, 

Sincerely, 
shr 
asst to wi 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

·- ,, 

~~ "PJ~ 
~ .. ~ 
,_L~ /\~-~--,J---~.v 

~ 
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MEMORANDUM 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

wa 1 ter: 

From Shannon 

Dolph lllriscoe called with regard to the screw worm eradication program. As you know, 
Congress failed to pass the supplemental appropriation for the program. This leaves 
the local group faced with the problem of launching another fund raising drive, so 
that they can match the federal funds, or doing without the program until January. 
Dolph would like us to call Agridulture and ask them to adopt a liberal accounting 
system with regard to the program. This would leave the locasl with a credit balance 
and would allow the program to opera~e until they could get a supplemental in Jan. 
He has talked to Charles Murphy at Agricul tre before about the problem, and thinks 
that all Agriculture is waiting for is word from the White House to adopt such an 
accounting method~ 

DQplh feels that this request is justi(ied since the local producers put up most of 
the money for the radiation plant at Mission, and no final accounting has been made 
between the State, USDA and the local producers organizationo 

He wants to know if we would ask Agriculture to keep the program operating 0 

Shr 
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To: 
From: 

Mr. Douglass . Cater 
P.ob Hunter 

September 18, 1964 

SCREW-WORM ERADICATION PROGRAM 

Conclusions and Recommendations 

There are two related but, for present purposes, distinct questions 
involved, here. The first is international: 

Although there is general Administration agreement concerning the 
desirability of extending· the screw-worm eradication program to 
include areas of Mexico not already affected, the El Paso trip 
appears to be an inappropriate occasion for discussing the subject 

1. The theme of the El Paso (Chamizal) address being prepared 
by Robert Sayre (NSC) is the relevance of the Cha.mizal 
agreement to Administration peace/restraint philosophy. The 
screw-worm would be out of context in such a speech; 

2. The entire ceremony will last less than an hour and a half, 
and no discussions between the two Presidents are anticipated. 
There would appear, therefore, to be no occasion --as 
there was at Palm Springs in February -- for either 
President to bring up the topic. 

The screw-worm program would be relevant . to the El Paso trip only 
if the speech were to be generally involved with US/Mexican · 
relations and/or the President wishes to address himself to 
domestic problems (see below). In that event, the :&ldget 
:&lreau recommends that the President limit his reference to sajring 
that he is looking into the problem and will have our government 
talk it over with Mexico. Subject · to clearance with Director 
l?ell of AID, the President might announce that, following 
conversations with Mexico, we are prepared to finance · two consultants 
($5000) to go to Mexico City ·to study whether a survey would be 
worthwhile in Mexico. 

A future meeting between governments is in the works, but should 
not be mentioned prior to Presidential approval. NSC (Sayre) is 
opposed to any statement at this time regarding the program, even 
if the logistics of the El Paso meeting permitted it. 

The problem centers around funding: will Mexico share the cost? 
Similarly, who in the United States Government would finance our 
part of it? 

The other part of the problem is domestic. The ~nate turned down a 
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proposal that the aomestic screw-worm eradication program be financed 
by the federal government alone (see Background). Therefore the states 
of Texas and New Mexico, principally, mutt raise about 2.5 million dollars 
to continue the program from the middle of January until the end of 
the fiscal year. As reflected in the telegram (and confirmed in discussions, 
today), there may be some strong feelings on this in the affected areas, 
The domestic political impact of this problem may be limited, although I 
am not competent to judge. If it is not, reference to the whole question 
of screw-worm eradication might be advisable, i1 it would fit in 
with the tone of the El Paso speech, particulii.~~Y in view of the Pres­
. ident 's personal interest in the subject. Is the speech partly for 
local consumption (possibly include reference) or for national consumption 
only ( stick to peace)? 
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Background 

The screw-worm is an insect that attacks cattle through open wounds. 
It is found primarily in warmer climates -- such as the southern United 
States and Latin America~- but has been eneountered as far north as 
North Dakota in summer. 

The screw-worm has been eradicated from the Southeastern United States 
though joint federal-state action. There is an "inspection barrier" 
maintained at the Mississippi River to prevent infected cattle 
from carrying the larvae back into the decontaminated area. There is 
a screw-worm problem in Arizona and Southern California --of unspecified 
magnitude-- but no program has been instituted to deal with it. Whether 
the screw-worm has been eradicated from Texas is a matter of conjecture. 
USDA --and the President-- believe that it has been. S~nator Holland, 
and others, believe that it has not. 

In order to prevent a recurrence of the screw-worm, USDA must maintain 
a "barrier-zone" to the south of any area in which the screw-worm has 
been eradicated. At present1his zone is maintained along the US/Mexican 
border from Texas through mid-Arizona. The barrier does not extend to 
the West Arizona and Southern California borders with Mexico. Th~s zone, 
maintained by the weekly dropping of 100,000,000 sterile flies, must be 
continued indefinitely --"into perpetuity." The zone is now approxima~ y 
200 miles deep, 150 miles of which is in northern Mexico and of benefit 
to cattle growers there. The present federal program of eradication has 
only about $250,000 remaining. A~er this is expended, the program can 
only be continued on a matching grant basis through the fiscal year 1965, 
with the affected states, principally Texas and New Mexico, putting up 
half the cost of the operation. With the $250,000, the money reised by the 
states should carry the program through the middle of January. The states 
must then locate about $2.5 million to keep the program going until July 
30, 1966. 

The Senate has turned down a Bull.get Bureau-USDA proposal for full ·'"'federal 
financing on the grounds that the screw-worm ha.I not been eradicated from 
Texan, and~ therefore still an internal (joint federal-state)matter. 
If eradic!ation were completed, then maintenance of the barrier zone would 
be a protective --hence, federal-- matter. 

The barrier zone need only be established at the southern border of the 
aEea in which the screw-worm has bean eradicated. Therefore, if eradication 
were carried out through most of Mexico, the barrier need only be 
established across Mexico at Tehauntepec, just above the Yucatan 
Peninsula. The very rough figures of the Budget Bureau are that the 
eradication in Mexico would cost, in two phase51about $46 million all 
told. With the present cost of the Texas-New Mexico barrier at about 
$5.6 million (at variance with USDA ~igures) annually, and with the 
~imate for the whole US/Mexican border at about $8 million annually, 
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the $2•· million estimated cost of maintaining a barrier iill~ southern 
Mexico would represent a subttantial saving in the long run. 

- 10 -

Who will finance the projects? AID, of course, has no interest in the 
domestic program. Texas cattlemen feel very strongly that the federal 
government should foot the whole bill, either through AID or USDA. Budget 
agrees (as, reportedly, does the President), because of its belief in 
the success of eradication in Texas. 

The Budget Bureau is preparing an ex;ploratory report for the President, 
outlining the costs of 1. extending the present program to Arizona 
and California; and 2. the costs of moving the barrier southwards in 
stages. 

~ii.: .~ 

The report is waiting for letters from AID Director Bell and Agriculture 
Secretary Freeman to Budget Director Gordan. 'l.Gordon· •:will write a 
covering letter and send report and letters to the President. The 
question: should we go ahead with a survey of Mexico to determine the 
incidence of the fly and the economic effects of the program in Mexico? 

The report probably will not get tb the President before early October, 
because Bell is holding it up, pending the outcome of a debate over 
the overall AID policy toward Mexico. Bell apparently wishes to phase 
out Mexico entirely, and feels that any screw-worm project is a USDA 
matter. 

There is a possibility that both UijDA-:-:&AIDwill say that they like the 
Mexico project, but that neither will volunteer to finance it. 

President Johnson has shown a deep interest in the whole problem, dating 
back many years. At his Palm Springs meeting with President Mateos this 
past February, he brought up the subject of screw-worm on his own 
initiative, concentrating on the problem of cost-sharing between the 
countries. No decision was reached. Mexico presently contributes only 
small amounts of services, mostly intelligence. 
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WA026 NL PD 

UVALDE TEX 12 

WALTER JENKINS 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

" .l .~J • I ~_: 

' u' 

I MET YESTERDAY WITH SENOR OCTAVIO OCHOA, PRESIDENT MEXICAN 

NATIONAL CATTLE RAISERS ASSOCIATION, AND HE IS GOING TO ASK 

PRESIDENT LOPEZ MATEOS TO TALK TO PRESIDENT JOHNSON IN EL ?ASO 

CONCERN ING EXTENSION OF SCREW-WORM ERAD !CAT ION PRO? RAM THROUGH MEXICO. 

MEXICAN CATTLEMEN IN ALL NORTHERN STATES ARE N T RECEIVING BENEFITS 

OF THE PROGRAM AND ARE ENTHUSIASTIC OF EXTENDING IT FURTHER SOUTH 

A STATEMENT BY PRESIDENT JOHNSON CONCERNING THE 

FUTURE OF THE PROGRAM WHILE IN EL PASO WOULD BE WELL RECEIVED BY THE 

MEXICAN CATTLEMEN. A FURTHER STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT THAT HE 

IS GOING TO SEE TO IT THAT THE CURRENT PROGRAM IS CONTINUED 

REGARDLESS OF THE FAILURE OF CONGRESS TO APPROVE HIS BUDGET 

PROJECT CONCERNING THE PROGRAM THIS "1'0ULD BE MOST HELPFUL AND I THINK 

OF GREAT POLITICAL BENEFIT HERE IN TEXAS AND THE SOUTHWEST 

BEST REGA.RDS 

DOLPH BR! SCOE. 

"' ,_ 
:z 
< .. 
e 

"' 
" 

"' :c .. 
"' " .. ,,. 

- ' 
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Honorable Walter Jenkins 
White House 
Wa shington, D. c. 

Dear Walter: 

September 12, 1964 

I am enclosing a letter from Dr. Irving concerning the future 
financing of our Scre~n~orm Eradication Program. 

Unless a very liberal attitnde is t aken by the Department on 
matching funds, we are in most serious trouble. 

I surely would like to discuss this with you as soon as possible. 

DBJr/eek 
Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

· 8tCt\\J·tlJ 
·otCT 1l9Sl 
UtUAAl Htt'S 
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' ... : ..... .... ~: .. : . 

: , · ~~: .. ·' . r-: 

·· iUNfTED 'STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE · ···" 
' ) ·" ~· .~; \ ;--- -· · .. _ · , _. ~ - -~~· :·- . - ; ·. 1· : ·-.: - .: . .. . .' .. • . 

-·.- . .. .,~ .:·.1 .. ::/{. ·~·:. AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE · . 

o~« ~ A~M•N•~RATo~ :?i;Tij~!; . . ..• • \~,~~~SHINGTON~ o.C.: 
202~ . 

.: ;~/:5DS~;.> ·~ , . -· · . · · -· 
: ·: <-~'-:'.,. ·::-· . . . . . ~SEP 3 · ~ .. . 
. :~~;~;,2 ·~~r:· · ~l , . • . · . •• • d. : . : • · -

'.'_ : :. ;_/:.~ '. ·; ·. 

· · ··; .. /·~--Mr. · Dolph~: Briscoe; Jr. · 
· ··: .. President;· Southwat Animal Healt.~ 

· ·:~.~ .···Reeearch Foundation ·· 
. ·Poat· otrice Box 389 -. 
. . Uva1de, ·Texas 7 8801:' . ·. 

_:-. :;, .•. .r . / . 

-;: ··near Mr.:· Briscoe s ., 

·.u J'OU .q lmov, the 1965 ·.lgricul tural Appropriation Act ~ . 

"i . r 

! ,, . 1 · -

. . been pused b7 tbe Ccmgreea. It includes $21 750,000 to contimle 
the Federal · share or the Southwestern 3crevworm prograll coats, 

· the aaae a.D:IWlt as in ti.seal. 79ar 19Qi.. The A.ct also continues 

~.-· ' 

. esaentia117 the aame requireMnt tor aatchillg cooperative ex- _. 
pe:nsee or production, irradiation and releaae or screwworm !lies 
as in 196b, exeepttor $2$01000 'Wich is exempt !roll the matcbi!lg 
requirelD8Jlt • . Thus, ror all practic~ purposes, tbe 196.$ .Appro­
priation·Aot requira that tha Southwestern screwonn program 

·continue to operate dnring .ti.seal year 196.$ in the same Mamler 
·aa it baa aince the program .began in February 1962. 
,· . 
, U an etrecti•e progra.a ia to be conducted it 1fill be Mceasary 
that cooperator tnnda contima to be available to aaintain the re­
quired. level ot operations •. _ At the pNaent time it iB our under­
standing that euch 1'lmd8 are au!ficient to pend~ operation ot the 
prograia until approxiu tel,- Bonmber 30, 1964 • . This takea into . 
account. . the oarey-ovel'9 tor :aatehillg purposea mentioned in our · 
letter or Jul7 2, 19B.. Under pruent legal limitations it will 

... ·, ·~~ . be necea8az7 · to han additional . cooperator tunda available att.-»r 
.. ::. · Jlovember 30 · to meet the matching re~nt. In the event aueh 

. !und8 are not aTailable, there Y.ill b~>r.o alternat!Te othlSr tliliii 
.. ,~-~ :: .-to diicont:rmie the PI'!'Us.Dt.---_---

We lc!iov that J'OU recognise the seriousness ot this situation, and 
would appreciate having your · co~nts as aoon u possible concern­
ing the availablli ty or n:atchi.Jlg .· tunda to pendt continuation or 
the program. 

Sir...c_erely yours, 

/?Pl_ J~c_0-' 
~ - ,f v 
George W. Irving, J~. 

Acting .t\~ird~trat.o.r 

·,. 
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lROOOHT FORWARD 

~ENERAL 
A 6- ~--1 
Previously Filed---

ORGANIZATION 



September 4. l-964 

Dear Wayne: 

Thank you for the suggoatlon regarding the 
eatablialunent ol a board of review for the new 
peatl~lcle research project. 

I have re!eri.-ed y~r letter to Mr. Myer Feldman. 
Special Counsel to the _Prealdont. with the auga••Hon 
that he contact yoc cU.rectly 1f he wants further 
lnformatloii. 

Beat regards •. 

/sf Charles D. ):loche 
Deputy Cha"l.rman, 
Democratic National Committee. 

x 

Mr. Wayne Hanley, 
Public Rei81ton.8 .Dlre ctoi: • 

'I.. Maasacm&aetta A\ldubon. 
Drmnijn Farm Sanctuary, 
~com~ Ma.aaachuae"s. 0177.S. 

iiot.hing e'i.. se Sent to ~l,{ tl 
bentral F i les as of -~~' r 
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Dear Chuck Roche: 

Editorial Office 
259-9500 

DRUMLIN FARM SANCTUARY 

LINCOLN, MASS. 01773 

14 August 1964 

As you know, President Johnson has asked $29+ million for pesticide 
research. We at Massachusetts Audubon (including those of us who used 
to work at The Hera.ld) question whether any reel progress will be made, 
or seriously ettempted, unless there is some kind of review board to 
analyze what is being done, what needs to be done, and the present status 
of pesticides in our general ecology. 

We believe that HEW would be the best egeney to shepherd such a 
board which should be made up in part of scientists serving more or less 
as public representatives. From past experience, we question the objectivity 
of USDA and FDA in their appraisals of pesticide effects. It is our belief 
that you might stimulate some interest in HEW in setting up such a board 
of review. 

Wij" would suggest as public members of the review board: 

David R. Goddard, provost of University of Pennsylvania 
James G. Horsfall, director of Connecticut Agricultural Experi­

ment Station. 
Joseph J. Hickey of the University of Wisconsin 

Ed Wilson or Frank Carpenter of Harvard ) 
Tom Eisner of Cornell ) entomologists 
Giles Meade of Peabody Museum of Comparative Zoology (Harvard) 
John Teele of Woods Hole Oceanographic Institute 
David E. Davis of Johns Hopkins University 
Eugene P. Odum of the University of Georgia · 

William H. Drury, Jr., research director, Hatheway School of 
Conservation, Lincoln, Mass. 

We do not suggest that all these men be named. We offer their 
names as a possible list from which three or four might be selected as 
members of a larger review board. 

Best Wishes, 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
WASHINGTON 25, D.C. 

Mr. Lawrence w. cameron. President. 
Mille!" ·Qiead cal & Fertilizer Corpol-&Uon 
3006 w. Cold Spring La8e 
Balttaore l5, Mar;yland 

Dear Mr. Gameron: 

'August 7 1964 

~ennce is made to ywr lett.. ot JlU.¥ 20 in Whica you ot£er 
suggestions with regud to pestieide tol•ances atd their 
application to such •--.iitiea. as AJripl feed. Thia will also 
acknwledge yov lettv ot the sam date on this subJect to the 
Preai<lent. 

We share your concern about the need fOJ" reconsidering the con-­
capt ot "zero tctlerance11 and bave initiated ~s to have the 
concept reappraised. this Departmaat. ad the ~t of 
Health, Education• aui Welt&N baTe aointl.y requested that the 
lational Acadalqy et Seiancea-lat-i.cmal Besearcb Cl>uneil under­
take a study of the teet>Pical issues inVolYed in tbe concepts 
et both uuro tolerance" and nno reaiclu.e" as tJle.y' relate to tbe 
reg:Lst.ralion of pesticides. 

This stud¥ is now under 87. Both this Dapartmant and tbe. De­
~t et Heal th, Education, and Welt.are have attend to 
fund.sh HAS-DC with 8113 information and assietanee t.l'Je7 seek. 
We· ve hopeful that w6l ot this stuctr v.ill cme reeowmat.io.ns 
which will lead to a prae.Uca\lle selutie flit this ditficult 
proDlea. 

" N. C. Brady 
Director of ·Science and· Education 

cc: I 
The White House 
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July z1. 1904 

Dea ir· M r . Camellon: 

T'hank you fo.r your letter to the Pn1ddent a bout 
a aituaition affecting far.me•• .alld p·articularty 
dairymen., by rea&Qn of the U&'e of pesticides . 

Your analysis ct t.he ·s.ita:ation ie being brought to 
the attention of the .. reapoaaible. officials of ttie 
Department fo-r consideration and for a repcn:·t 
to you ·on what may be dotte . 

· With be.st wishes,. I am 

y. 

Sine• r&ly . 

Arthur C . Per·ry 
Assistant 

Mr .. Lawrence . Cameron 
President 

'/. MUl:e.r CW.mieal and Fertilinr 
Corporation 

3006 West Cold Spria_g J.,,a;ne 
Baltimore .~ M&ryland 

AGRICULTURE: (B y route slip) 1/~1;6 1/-

.;'I: 

GENERAL 

/1{;!=3-/ 

" I 
; 

11 

dbl 
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THE· WHITE HOUSE. ·@FE·l € E ~ 
... .. ' J T , '4' " 

l - • ROUTE SLIP~ 
(To remain with correspondence) ·- ' 

' = \ : 

'"·· 
Date: ________ ____ ___ J. 1. ---41-, ... J..964 -------------------

I si oglu d . , .... · · 
~ a~ tU1- - --- - - -- --- = - --- -- -.:- - -- - - ~ -- : ---- --- --- -- :- - - - ~ ---- ~ --- ~----------- - ---------- :-:=: ·- ~ -- ::.-...... ~ , 

Prompt handling is essential. Correspondence should be answered. or other necessary action taken within 48 
hours after arrival at the department or agency. If any delay is encountered, please telephone office of the 
undersigned. 

Please handle the attached correspondence as indicated below: <" • I 
'\-. ... 

. . ... 
A. Reply on behalf of the President. .............. . .... . ............. . ...... . ..... . 

B. Draft for presidential signature ..... . .. ·; . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -------------------\-

C. Draft for undersigned's signature . .. .. .. .. . . . . . . . . ............. . . .' ........ : ·.' ,- .... : --- -- -- -- - -- ~----- -

D. Other: 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

For background briefing on which to base reply from this office ... . ... . ....... . 

For suitable acknowledgement or other appropriate handling . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ___ ; ____________ _ 

For your information .................................................. . 

For comment ............................... .. . . ................ . ..... . 

Furnish this office with a copy of your reply. Yes _____ ·---· No _____ ______ _ 

Return the original correspondence to this office. Yes ______ ___ ___ No _ 

REMARKS: 

GPO 16-76420-1 

By direction of the President:Ltr to the President dtd JuJ.y 20 • 1964 

I 

From: Mr. Lawrence W. Cameron, President, Miller Chemical and Fertilizer . 
CQ:rporation,. 3006 West Cold Spring Lan~, ~altimore, Maryland 
;\/~iter is conce rne d about t e situation developing with ~h.W1e~~~ 9icularily 

da1r.ynen, over the laws passed by Congress with e . i t &pt 
regards tQ the pesticides used on edible crops and 
milk. 

,~I 

. I 
I 

·~ 

I 

. i 
.1 

I 

j 

l 
l 

·1 
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.... 

D ear Mr. Mareas : · 

Tha·nk you for yoar letter· to the President and 
enclosed literature about equipment to .control 
insects de&troying agriculture produ;ets. 

Your sugge·stiona and infOrmatioA are. being &.Uh• 
mitted to respoatlible offi<;i-als here for thebr 
study and comnieat. As soen as something deli-· 
nite is available on the matter., you will be 
notified . 

With. best wishes~ .l am 

. 1-
M~,. L. G . M arcus 
P ·res.ident 

·aeerely. · 

Arthur .c .· P-e·r~y 

Assistant 

'f_PacWe.• Anliericaa Corporation 
S63'8A Kona Street 
Honalulu 14,. Hawaii 

AGRICULTURE: (By route slip) 7/.; 1/bf 

GENE~ 
//CJ -I . 

..,,. -· - • u.·.-- .. 

dbl 
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THE WHITE HOUSE OFFICE 

ROUTE SLIP 
(To remain with correspondence) 

~gl 
. .e. e :rv- - -- --·- - - -- -- - - ~ --- ----- ------ --- - - --- ----- -- --- -- - - - - - - -- - ------ - -- - : - -- - ------ --- --------- - ----- . 

Prompt handling is essential. Correspondence should be answered or other necessary action taken within 48 
hours after arrival at the department or agency. If any delay is encountered, please telephone office of the 
undersigned. 

Please handle the attached correspondence as indicated below: 

A. Reply on behalf of the President. . ........................................ . .... . 

B. Draft for presidential signature . . ...... .. . . .... . . . ............................ . 

C. Draft for undersigned's signature .. . ... .. . . ..... .. ........ . ................... ~ 

D. Other: 

(1) For background briefing on which to base reply from this office .. . ............ . 

(2) For suitable acknowledgement or other appropriate handling .. .......... . . . . 

( 3) For your information .. . ............................................... . 

( 4) For comment ....................... . ......... . ....................... . 

Furnish this office with a copy of your reply. Yes _____ X _____ No ___________ _ 

Return the original correspondence to this office. Yes _____ __ __ ___ No - - --~-----

REMARKS: 

GPO 16-76420-1 

By direction of the President: Ltr to the President dtd July 17, 1964 
From: Mr. L. G. Marcus. President, Pacific•American Co rporation 
1638A Kona Street, Honolulu 14, Hawaii 
Writer is the President of a corporation that sells .• p

181
,. " 

insect control equ,ip:ne~t . States that if equipment is ,. ist .n t 
ilnetalled properly, 1t will last for yea.rs practicq.lly trouble free. 
They have had succ.ess in Western Samoa fl9orr1 the rhinoceros beetle 
and i\ Hawaii on corn and tomato crops . 

N 

Is - --l... -
. , 

I . .· 

-t 
..J 

l 

_.I 
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D.ear Miss. Moulin; 
I "" ' 

! 1 ' .r 

-.. 
·' • l ' 

i... 

July 6 ... 1964 

'•. 

' . 

I' ' . 
r' • ' .. r- J 

' . ~ 

In acknowledging the receipt of your l .etter to the 
P :reside-nt •. I wish to assure you that your com• 
ment-s ·and observation$ have been fully noted and 
that your interest in writing .again is appre-ciated. 

,· . 

·-
'1 ' . ·' J • 

.r 

'. 

•' 

·. 

I . -.. 
... ..:. r- l • • • .... .. 

-

,'~ It is regretted that the .response you received 
from officials of the· De·pa.rtment. of Agriculture 
was unsatisfactory to you. However.. as· they 
have jUl'isdict.ion over the matter you discuss. 
there does. not seem to be anything more this. 
office can add to their reply. 

With the· President's best wishes. 

... _ .. 

Sincer$ly, :. · 

Ralph A. Dungan 
Spe~ial Assistant . 
to the President 

• ·I 
! • ' 

'I. 
Miss Lucette Moulin -'. I 

-::· ... . 
ii..._ I o""'I 

7026 Pasadena ·. 
• •' f1 

' "• .,_I • - i' 
Dallas 14.. Te-xas '-
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Miss Lucette Moulin 
7026 Pasadena 
Dallas 14, Texas 

[2 of 3] 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE 

PESTICIDES REGULATION DIVISION 

Miss Lucette Moulin 
7026 Pasadena 
Dallas 14, Texas 

WASHINGTON 25, D.C. 

June 18, 1964 

Dear Miss Moulin: , y( ~ ;tx ~__.:_;_._, 7- 9-b f 
President Johnson has ~d us to thank you for your 
letter of June 1, 1964, in which you express your 
support for controlling pesticides which have allegedly 
killed fish in the Mississippi River. 

f:/--6W n,.~ 
We appreciate your interest and assure you that this e..-v 'de,.,IA-~-doe-s 
Department will do its best' to protect the public from 
poisonous sprays by providing proper labeling for the O Yie. heed ?7 
users. '~~ ~-1-LJ--

Sincerely yours, . : {!)t.A-1-.f?.tL<-V-~ f 

~~~ 
;J;~stus C. W~d 

Director 
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Comments on Montana's "Policy on Aerial P~'~ticides Spray Prog·ram'·' 

b .tt J'ole with aome care and ha:$ now drawn up a. J"evi•ed cbar.ter which, when 

adopted,, will tnarkedly expud lts authority. Among other thlnas, tile Boa.rd 

wf.11 have. available the u•Ut o! out•ide Qonsultaat,, aad wUl be concerned with 

aU ~CJstkide uses whieh tn!rlnge in any way upon. Fed•ral. respo11•ll>Uiti~u1. 

. The .c.rltlcism that tho FPCR.B l• made up ~ a1•nc:let which ei;$ in Judgment 

upon tl\ems•lvea will thus .no longer be vaUd. at le-Ast insofar a.a non· 

FedeT&l programs a.:re· conce~ed. Fui-thetmol'o, th_e. record of actlont of 

th• FPCRB augs••~ that thct.y .a~• •urpdelngly eft•ctlve t.n handling FedeJtal 

ptogr.oms are placed in varJ.®1 agencies by th• Cong:reas, that mom·•• for 
\ . 

c.on.t:ro.1 p:roaram.• are app,:topr-tated to the individual an-enclea. and that tho . \ ' . 
tad.lvi4u.t a.ionciea, thJit, *-r• 'U\e on.ly e!feettve «cbelon ln deetgn of ,tontnl 

prog'ta.a. While the BG&itd baa no authodty to prolµbit a program, no 

--------~--- - . ~~ ..... _.,,...__ 
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m•ndatlons. The <flimate in wb.1ch the Board opeJ'atea has -~ha.ng6d in 

th• iaet yea# or, so and a. car~ •Xa.mtn;.U.on of the ~t()grame approved · 

by th• Board wtU tib.Ow a dgoroua eva.luadt>n f)f t i.ska. .and ban.tits bi ea.ch 

lr{J1s·i;, Malathion as proposed tor apruee budwo.rm control in Montana, h 

A r•lailvely non•toxlc •. non~·-pe~.).•nt oompo\11.\d cempaJ.fed to DDT. The. 
! 

and th• n«xt step e.eema t,I> be 1-.rger Aeld t"ata.. The l 964 Montana prog11-.m 

wtU piro.Vld• thh l.a~g•r fiold ·tee~. The· to~io .lty of Ml.latbion to rabibow · 

t·rout i• approximately 100 p-.rJP por billion. (ppb) ae· compared to about 1·0 

pp·'b for I)DT. Thu•• th• J1hltf !!J'otn DDT to Malatldon offer& an 1rtcr•a&ed 

margin of sa.f ety to wlldUfe--nd to fbh and w<>uld stem to be a step ln th• 

ppb in 24 heu:ra and 8500 ppb £0.• 96. hou:ta. T~ apparent m.al"'sm of safety 

-compared. to DDT le thus a.pproxlmateiy aooo tbnea. If Dlmethoate ts proven . 

to be efficacious lot c~ntroi . of eptuce budwo~m; it wou.ld eoem to· ofl•r- att . 

,. ,, ... , 
l' 

. ' --., -4 I 
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evoQ. •afeti method than Ma4thlon.. Again, th.ta ta a r•latlvely •mall lleld 

•••t ud wUl be rnonotered by l>.oth fieherle• -.nd wUdlffe personnel al t 'b.e· 

S~•aitl of Spe>~~ Fi ·ahcu:~1•, and WildUJe. and Prtt•O!lllel ot the ldabo .State 
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CLINTON I". ANDLHSON, N, Ml!'.>C •• CHAl"MAN 

/f1!N"'I' M. JACKSON. WASH. ..ENNY OWOltSHAK , IUAHO 
. )' A'-AH •tM.11'., Nl[V , 'THOMAS H. KUC1tt.:L. CA'-1", 

/ JOHN A, C\HFfOLL. COl.O. •At•HY OOl.DWATILlt, A .. IZ. 
' fFl'IAIOK CHUltCll. lt>AHQ QOlltOON ALl.OrT, t:Olo. 

r"ANI( Ir . MO••, llTAlf 

0111 ~ .. rr . LON<I , HAWAII 

QllCHT IN N , DVlfOtCJt. N . OAIC . 
I.IC• Ml:TCALI', MONT. 
J, J . HtCl(Jt'I', WYO. 

JACK Mll.Ll!:lt. JOW4 

l~ VIClftt:l f MCtONl.1.'I' Ot1'Kal(ff, JLL. 

ntCHARO L.. CA&..L.AGHAN, !JTA,.F DIAl::CTOH 

COMMITTl!:C ON 
INTERIOR ANO INSULAR AFf"AIRS 

. 29 J un e 1964 

Mt,. John Buckley 
OfJ'1co of ScJ.ence and •rechnology 

. Executive Ofl'.i.ce of': the Prcside11t . 
Wanhington 25, . D. c. 

Dear· · Mr·. Bu<!kle.y: 

i: 
~ .... ~ 

Herc-; j_3 the letter ·ar1d the pol1.ey . ritaternent· 

on a0r1a1 penH9tcte 8pray proc;ram::: wh.tch my actmlni:.;-' 

tratlve a:;s istciilt . dlncussed wl th you nn the telephone 

Plca:.H: gl V(~ m t.~ a r·eport on f.lt L~~ whlch I 

may relay to Mr. Schoono·ver, and retu.:r·n the enclosures 

XEROX FROM QUICK COPY 

1076 
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CLINl()flt P'. ANO~lfllOH .. ~.MP.JC •• CH"INMAN 
rt&NltY M. IACl\fiQN, W•V1". 

:;:: :.~·~.::.:. C°'-0- ~ , 
f'"ANIC CHU"Ctt. IOAHO 
HNN•ST OHUINING, A~SICA 
l'ltANIC & . MOSS, Ill.AH 
OIU .. N If. L.ONQ. HAWAII 

gur:ffTrN N ....... DICK - .... ClAIC. 
LI:• Mlf'fCAU•. MONT. 
J , J. tllCICl'I'. WYO. 

lfl:NHY l>WOlfSHAK. llJAltO 

ftiOMAa H. ICtlClflF-L. CALift. 
. aAMltY °°'-DWATER, ARIZ. 

GO"l.JON Al LO rT. ('.QLU. 
·. JAt:I( MILL .. N, IOWA 

LVI ltf:JT MC KINLliY OlfflCfilN, ILL.. 

"ICHARD L. CAl.LAGHAN, STAl'"I' DIRCCTOH 

COMMITTEE ON 
INTERIOR ANO INSULAR AP'frAIRS 

29 June 196li -

.Mt·.. John Due k ley 
Or1•1.cc ot' So:T.once ·ilnd Tcclu1ology . 
E'xe.cuL 1 ve 0.fT1.c'·e oJ."! the P 1"e:;f(fent 
Washington 2t), D. c. 
Dear Mr· .. 1Juc kley :· 

_., " .... ·l 

may relay to Mr. Schoonover, and ;retu!'h the em:rlosu:res 
wtth your .reply. 

. V0r·y tcru1y .1rour·.1, 

XEROX FROM QUICK Copy 

1076 
[::~.~ c .::=.. ~~ ,_ :7 =-~- ---- ~- -- ---· 
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CLINTON '"· Al'<Oa; .. ION . N. Mf'.JL. CHl\l"MAN 

lli:N"Y M. JACl(M>N . WA8tt . ,., .............. ..,. 
I0'°4N A. CAN.X. I , CCM.0. 
,_,,...,.,, l '. HClfOCll . 111 .. HU 

llliN"Y DWOl'f!ltt .. I(, IOAttO 
THOlllA9 H . "lK;tt•l., c;Al.lf' • . 

aAM"Y OOt UWA 111:", """· • 
uoat>0N At Lor·r . LOI o . 

t'AN1t•T 011t1IN1HQ 0 Al .A•lllA JACll Mlll.1'.H. ltlWI\ 

r ,. ....... \ · M04JS . Ill..... 1!'.VS:ltF_rr "'c ... ,..._s;y D .......... ILi . • 

CllV'f I:. l...l)HO. H"W"ll 

QllF'NTIN N. Ml'"Ull.K, N, IJAIC, 

Lt:II MlETc:.AU". "'ONT . 
J. J. HICKIO'. WYO. 

RICHARD L. CALUIGHAH. STAl'I" DIRECTOR 

Zlp Code 20510 

Mr~ - ·8,oh.n · nuekl~J 

C OMMITTEE ON 
INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS 

1(M.t;f~lec. o,,r: · ,fl\~ .ii~itc'(~ n.nd T1¢el1nQlo:mr 
Bx:e:ou.t :t.ve ·- orrtce 'Q'J} ·t"fn~ P:r~s1den.t 
w~ieatn~tQn 2·~~ · o .• o. -

J>ea.r Pl:r.. · · Jb.e ltl tty ' 

H·era i~ the l.e·t.be~ tt!ld th~ P'Q11~J. ·statemei\t 

·101t ·.ae:r-.~ril p~e t 1 ei.d;e 1s,p.ray p !l?op;;;r!~ ~~ wblc:ii m,y · ,a&trtp 1.i;· ... , 

'~mt tve· a:r~1~. 1st:an t difHJutu1ted. w:l t 'h: . :r:ou . on the :bel\t.ahij'ne ' 

XEROX FROM QUJCK COPY 

1076 . 
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PLJ~ASi~ RF.TOH.NT~ ·nm Ol~Vi:q1·: OP SENATOR um ME'rCALF ' -·:~ ... :._,..:.·t .. \ ~; ~-. ::·"~ ~ .. · 

. ·., " EDU~ATION •• CONSEllVATION. ···· : ~ · >·t .. ;· -;_ 

~ 1!1~.· '?~:. · .. ·. · "t: 
·. WILIAU o;~~~oN;~:l~D~~~ rto<AA.TION r~ (D'",, • J 

0 

@J;c 
\ NOHl ll~~ Sl lll~. corUl . -· . llOIH>ifl~(llL Polson, ... Montana · ..... . :. . 

-Box 941 #59860 

Hon. Lee Metcalf 
Senate Off ice Building 

. ·Washington 25, D. C. 
. ~· - ... 

:· · 
.::.... . 

,~· .. ;· 

© ' ~ < .; 

. SOIJT!l£_.l$fERit 
... : ~. _ .. :. 

,__ • ~... .'. ._ J . 

. . 
. ~. - -~ '':' 

... 
. . . ~ •. ~: . ~ 

· .. ·. Dear . Lee: ·. . ! ~~ - ,. - _· .'5.:~ : . '6t. -
· ._ -·:'··, . ... 

';-_ 

I 

• • t 

· · · . The ·Montana Wildlife Fe.deration .is quite perturbed ·- ,:. / t 
about the apparent widespread and i:,nd-iscriminate use of_~ : ~ .~ ··'-·~ :~·i·.--_ :.· 
Pesticides by the Forest Service._., · .. Our greatest ·cancer~ .>. " ...... . · .. · ~::-. 
sterns from the lack of knowledge on the part· of the tise··rs .·,. :::. :·-~· _--'!- .. 

as to the immediate and .long time after effects on the _~· - 7~ · ,-'. ., \< : "' · 
animal and plant icology of the areas involved, plus -, _- .. -. . · - ·~ · '_~- : -~~ 

: the fact that one one knows how these things ,are going· .:-.. -~ ·:-·, ·: ~- · 
.to eventually affect. our human way .of life. , , · · ... > ~~ : )·· . :- ~~: · ->! 

. • • • ., • ,, , ; . ~: !. -- ~ .: ·· --::·/· .. , - ... ~· 

r · · ·:, ... We feel_ .. that -~uch o~ · the ~a-called ~rgency t _o .. ma_~s ~ -
spray vast areas .of marginal timberland 1s, · in rna~y :~ · · 

· . respects; the result of some degree of mass · hysteria -~ ~'- · ,,~ 
Consequently, we feel that the need for this worki. is · · , . 
not nearly so pressing as many would make us believe.·

1

,, _.-. :,· ·. 

~.~ · .: ,.:, - .. , . .. ... . ~ t.. 

The enclosed s·tatement was dev~loped by the .Western 
Montana 'Fish & Game Association and adopted by the . . . _ 
Montana Wildlife Federation . .. We certainly recommend its 
perusal ·and study. ' · · w - • . 

.... J ~ ! '" ' . -· 
~ .. · -~I'" . , .- . !. 

· . . ~ , . . 

. t. .' ,. 

; f". ~- ,. .. -· ~ 'll•'t' 

. : ' . . ~; . 

- . ~: ~-.. .• 

.1 .:::. · ~ 

Our Organizat:i.on wholeheartedly 'suppor!ts the _.F.ores't · . ,,"" : • 
... Service on most aspects of , its over-all management pro- :~ · .· :--: ~ -

-- ·>. _ gram~ but we . feel _that too · many:. u~1known fact?rs .preva i _l . ~ - .... .. ;_\ _i~ .'--: _· _ ; ;. 
·._, -~ ,', .in _ the - spray . program for the general good. .. . : . ~ ' ·; ·;_ : . · ~: _;"'. ~,;_-

. . " Thank yoii kindly for-. your time and attention. : ,::. , . ', / 'i;:,'> 
. · ' ·•·· . ; . . : • . Respeic}~u.lly ~ours, '.; . ; ·: ~'. ' :1:,:; ; 

. . · XEROX FROM . QUICK coPv . ' . ~ -,it!:~~:::i:;f :_·.:. . ; ,· --;:· ~-. 
LHS/rm ­
encl (1) 

. President . 

' .. _ , . . 
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PLEASE nE·~runN ':CO THE OI!l11 ICE ' l)lt' SENJ\TOH. METCALF 

Western Montana Fish and Game Association 

STATEMENT OF POLICY ON AERIAL PESTICIDE SPRAY PROGRAMS 

I. The Western Montana Fish and Game Association is concerned with U. s.· Forest 

Service plans to use chemical sprays over thousands of acres of Montana and Idaho this 

coming summer in an effort to combat spruce budworm. damage to timber. We share the 

agency's anxiety over the threat to trees, but we do not share its optimistic belief that 

this an efficient, economic, and relatively harmless way to protect one segment of the 

total resource complement. We are concerned for the following reasons: 

Previous aerial pesticide spray programs have caused widespread damage to 

to important resource values. 

Throughout the nation and here in Montana the unforeseen, long-lasting, and 
far-reaching effects of chemical sprays on the total environment have resulted in num­
berless incidents of contamination and/or destruction of wildlife and domestic animals, 
pollution of air and W3ter, and direct or indirect hazards to human health and welfare. 

Previous nerinl pesticide spray programs have frequently failed in their 

objectives~ 

Insects in general and the spruce budworm in particular have not been eradicated 
by pesticides. Infestations continue despite or because of repeated sprayings . . Successful 
eradication .of insects by the use of broad-spectrum pesticides has been harnpered by the 
fact that the spray may kill the natural insect and vertebrate predators of the pest species 
and reduce biological control. 

Previous aerial pesticide spray programs have been characterized by serious 

operational errors. 

Mistakes have occurred because there are no assured safeguards in the methods 
of application of aerial sprays. It has been impossible to deal with climate and terrain 
or to control aviation factors to a "safe" degree. 

XEROX FROM QUICK COPY 
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Present Forest Service plans for tho aerial spray progrnms offer no assurance 

other than verbal th:it past errors will not be repeated. 

We cannot accept the agency's pledges of "adequate precautions" during actual 
spraying then there is little more control now over the factors affecting application than 
there has been previously. 

Pesticide research in forest environments is deficient in many ways, both 

generally and as specifically related to the current Forest Service programs. 

Past research has been either a. insufficient, b. inappropriate, c. inconclusive; 
or d. unacknowledged. 

Research has been carried on piece-meal by a variety of government 
agencies, private organizations, and independent scientists with funds 
frequently provided by the chemical companies whose products are 
being investigated. There has not been enough cooperation, financial 
support, trained personnel, or time to do the full-scale basic research 
that is needed. Pesticide investigations by the Forest Service to date 
have consisted primarily of administrative studies of a superficial nature. 

The results of agricultural pesticide research have often been used · 
as a basis for forest pesticide decisions, although a monoculture -­
agricultural crops -- cannot bo compared to the diverse ecosystem of 
n forest and nl l findings regarding tho form or cannot be ooundly applied 
to the lntter. 

Man-made chemicals are relatively new additions to the environ­
ment, yet their influences upon it may be long-lasting. Even the 
optimum. research effort would take years to produce conclusive an­
swers regarding long-term environmental effects. This is not to 
imply that all emergency insect control measures should cease, but 
that coordinated, comprehensive research should accompany such 
measures. 

Where long-term adverse effects have been indicated, as in the 
case of DDT and other chlorinated hydrocarbons, agencies nnd in­
dustries have allowed or even promoted continuous and accelerated 
use of the tic dnngcrou8 chc:'micals. 

Present research methods and efforts on the part of the Forest Service are 
inadequate. 

The scope of current studies has been enlarged by a cooperative 
effort with other agencies who assign personnel to the project as 
observers for short periocis, but this i8 no substitute for basic re­
search. Comple}( interactions and cumulative effects over time of 
chemical sprays on dulicately-balanced ecosystems cannot be deter­
rniiwrl hv limitPn. ranrlrim. shnrt-t0rrn RtudiP.s. 

[10 of 14] 
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Proposed monitoring systems for the forthcoming spray programs are unrealistic. 

· Efficient monitodng of u huge oporulloll ovur thouannd:i of at:l'ot.:J of 
rough terrain is a t>taggering task neces8itating many more professionally ... 
trained observers than are currently available. The fragmentary evi­
dence procured from anything less provides little valid information, as 
is shown by the current lack of knowledge on the subject. 

Department of Agriculture policy on pesticides is not consistent, nor is that of 

its agency, the U. S. Forest Service. 

Departmental and agency new releas~s of one year are often contradicted by those · 
of the succeeding year. During the summer of 1963, a Department of Agriculture release · 
·was headlined "Dangers of Pesticides Vastly Overrated." This spring, Secretary of 
Agriculture Freeman was incensed over the lax attitudes and false reassurances of Depart­
ment officials in regard to pesticides, according to a May 17, 1964, Washington Post 
.report. 

At the same time that Forest Service officials in Region 1 were "phasing out" 
DDT because of its harmful residues, their counterparts in Region 4 were announcing 
plans to use DDT on the Salmon River, 150 miles from here. 

We are unable to place full confidence in the recently-created (lnGl) Federal 

Pest Control Review Board. 

Our doubts a~ to the Board's objectivity and effectiveness are based on the 
reasons presented by Dr. Roger Tory Peterson before a Senate Subcommittee on. April 11", 
1964: a) "It is composed of representatives of agencies sitting in judgement on their own · 
policies and programs, and b) even if it were to come up with important reforms, it has 
no authority to impose or enforce them. 

II. The Western Montana Fish and Game Association deplores the Forest Set'vice decisio'n 
. . 

to proceed with the Montana and Idaho spray programs as planned, i. e. full~scale spraying 

and limited-scale monitoring, with the major evaluation of the programs' effechvenes~ to · 

be made by the same people who planned and executed them. 
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We believe that these ·prograrn8 represent a. short-range view of resource 

management. 

They a.re focused on im.mediute tactical answers rather than on genuine long­
range solutions. They can influence our total environment for years to come, yet are 
being undertaken with little knowledge of the consequences. By meeting biological crises 
with man-made disruptions we decree a future of repeated, large-scale, costly operations 
to correct the environmental disequilibrium we have caused. 

The temporary control of an insect infestation with pesticides creates a false 
sense of security on the part of agency administrators, industry, and citizens. · As a 
result of this "out of sight, out of mind" psychology, the long-range research effort lags 
and we drift into the next emergency equally unprepared. 

We believe that these programs represent a questionable interpretation of the 

multiple-use mandate. 

Under the mandate, all resources should be respected and evaluated in terms of 
their long-range benefits to society. In the present instances, timber has been given 
almost exclusive consideration -- other resource values including range, wildlife, and 
recreation have been disregarded or poorly represented. 

It is unwise to engage in \arge-scale tests of relatively new chemicals (Mala~,hion) 
and widespread application of know-danger chemicals (DDT) in areas of unique wildlife 
and recreational value. · 

Rock Creek is the most famous fishing stream in Western Montana, 
drawing sportsmen and recreationista from. all over the state and nation .. 
Yet over 100 tons of Malathion, a chemical that some tests have shown . 
to be highly toxic to adult fish, fry, and aquatic insects, will be applied 
there. 

The Salmon River is one of the great fishing rivers of the world -­
the last unobstructed chinook-spawning and steelhcad water in the United 
States. To put 250 tons of DDT, a hazardous, long-residue, broad­
spectrum poison into this area jeopardizes one of our outstanding 
national assets. An unknown product, Dimethoate, is proposed for use 
on the buffer strip, a large and sensitive area. Studies on salmon have 
already demonstrated their vulnerability to a variety of poisons. 

We believe that these programs represent n doubtful investment of public funds. 

The estimated direct costs of the operation are $300, 000 in Montana and $500, 000 
in Idaho, to which sums mu~;t be added an unknown volume of indirect costs. Although 
the Forest Service has promoted the spray programs o.s vital to the present and future 
health of the timber industry and as a "boost" to the local economy, serious doubts can be 
raised as to the present volume of merchantable timber in the areas to be sprayed. Future 
timber values are also questionable due to the particular locations and site conditions of 
the areas. In view of the above, and of the failures of past programs to control insect 
infestations for more than a short period of time, is the public receiving a fair return on 
i+c:: in~·nct ..... ~l"l,..,f.., 
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m. The Western Montana Fish and Game Association objects to the manner in which 

the public hn.s and is b(.)ing informed nhout tho CUl't·tmt upray fH'\>}\rnmo. 

Forest Service news releases have been vague and generalized, and have not 

been made public until shortly before the actual spray dates. 

There has been no candid presentation of the uncertainties and dangers of aerial 
pesticide spraying. Scientific findings regarding adverse effects of Malathion and DDT 
have been omitted from public statements or worded in such a manner as to underrate them~ 

There has been no public forum provided voluntarily by the agency to acquaint 

interested groups with the details of the emergency or to answer the questions of. a 

concerned citizenry. 

The Forest Service has shown a lofty attitude toward public anxiety over the 

spray programs. 

Tho genuine apponls ·and questions of the professional and lay public have been 
dubbed "insidious" or "emotional." Those who mny not accept the current Forest Service 
interpretation of what is be8t for tho economy, the society, tho land and its resources, 
hn.vo boon uecused of r('commending a 1·cturn to "n stone age culture." Behind such in­
temperate statements l le the f mpl icntions thnt the public is not entitled to a concern about 
its welfare unless such concern reflects Forest Service policy and that the public has no 
reasonable right to question the actions of government. In our democratic structure, the 
public owns the national forests and the Forest Service is charged to work for us, not 
dismiss us. 

~ IV. The Western Montana Fish and Game Association recognizes the present conflict over 
>< 
..., tho Forest Service spray progr~ms as part of a huge nnd complex national problem that is 
~ 
iC nowhere near solution. Like the ·Forest Service and many other organizations and indi­
,o 
§ viduals, we are dedicated to the search for a solution. Until one is found, we ask the 
~ 

C":> following: 
0 ..,, 
~ 1. That the Forest Service test Malathion as a forest pesticide in a less valuable 

fish and wildlife area than Rock Creek. 
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2. That tho us<' of DDT be abnndonecl in the scheduled Fot'PSl Sorvtco surav 
prngrnm f1.)r tho t>nlmon Hho1· walor~ht..'d. 

3. That the Forest Service continue its search for alternative non-chemical 
controls of insect depredations. 

4. That the Forest Service evaluate wildlife and recreation resources as well 
as timber resources in terms of the long-range economic perspective of the 
State of Montana. 

5. · That a detailed research plan prepared by the Forest Service be submitted to . 
the public one year in advance of future major spray operations. 

6. That a statement of long-range plans and objectives be issued periodically and 
regularly by the Forest Service in order to secure public support for programs 
and appropriations. 

7. That the duties and responsibilities of both federal and state agencies regarding 
pesticides be clarified. (The confusion between the Public Health Service 
and the Department of Agriculture over which should enforce violations of 
tolerance levels for poisons in water and food is a case in point.) 

8. That the Montana State Board of Health step up its research and enforcement 
efforts to include adequate testing of water, vegetation, and animal resources. 

9. That the Montana State Fish and Game Commission continue its attempts to 
protect valuable fish and wildlife resources as part of its responsibility to . 
the citizens of th is state by cooperating with federal agencies in pest control 
planning, education, field studies, and basic research. 

10. That our elected representatives support and promote both adequate authori­
zations for continuing pesticide research and legislation to protect us from 
premature testing on large areas. 

11. That, in view of the fact that the Federal Pest Control Review Board is in­
adequately ~trueturcd to insuro proper safeguards, Secretary of Agriculture 
Frc<rnwn und Socr('tu.ry of the Into1·ior Udall creuto n Illue Ribbon Commls­
tilon of <list ingu IHhctl, non-fcdorul, lndupendont 1:1clcntista to rev low the 
pesticide situation to date and tO make recommendations for the future. 

ROBERT SPARKS 
President 
Western Montana Fish and 

Game Association 
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