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December 10, l9?b

Dear Ron,

Here's some additional information.

When I was 1in business, as president of the ‘Company,
I was responsible for operations in the following
countries: Mexico, Trinidad, Venezuela, Lib&a, Qatar,
Kuwait, Iramn, Japan and Borneo. '

LY .
Business mnegotiations carried on in these countries:
Australia, France, England, Italy, Holland and Lebanon.

In addition, as a member of Congress, I have traveled
to Viet Nam. :

Additional family information: Son of Prescott 3. Bush,
United States Senator from Connecticut, 1952-1962, part-
ner in Brown Brothers, Harriman & Company; mother, Mrs.
Dorothy Walker Bush; grandfather, G. H. Walker, donor

of Walker Cup, international golf trephy.

Married to Barbara Pierce, daughter of the late Marvin
Pierce, former president of McCall Corporation.

Details on children: George Walker Bush, graduate Yale
University, two years active duty pilot U. 5. Air Force,
currently flying Air Natiomal Guard, soon to attend law
school in Texas; John Ellis Bush, student, senior year,
Phillips Academy, Andover, Mass.; Neil Mallon Bush,
student, 10th vear, St. Alban's Scheool, Washington;

Marvin Pierce Bush, student, 9th year, St. Alban's School,
Washington; Dorothy Walker Bush, 6th grade,!' National
Cathedral School, Washington. !

Biographical data is attached.
Yours wvery truly,

;

George Bush, M.C.
Mr. Romald L. Ziegler
The White House

Washington, D. C.
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December 10, 1970

Dear Ron,
Here's some additional information,

When I was in business, as president ‘af the company,

I was responsible for operatioms in the following
countries: Mexico, Trinidad, Veneguela, Libya, Qatay,
Kuwait, Iran, Japan and Bormeo. '

Business negotiations carried on in these countries:
Australia, France, England, Italy, Holland and Lebanon.

In addition, as a member of Congress, Ifhave traveled
to Viet Nam,

Additional family information: Son of Prescott S. Bush,
. United States Senator from Connecticut,'1952-1962, part-
ner in Brown Brothers, Harriman & Company; mother, Mrs.
Dorothy Walker Bush; grandfather, G, H., Walker, donor

of Walker Cup, international golf trophy. .

Married to Barbara Plerce, daughter of’khe late Marvin
Pierce, former president of MecCall Corporation.

Desails on children: George Walker Bush, graduate Yale
University, two years active duty Pilet: U. S, Alr Force,.
currently flying Air Natiomal Guard, soon to attend law
school in Texas; John Ellis Bush, student, senior year,
Phillips Academy, Andover, Mass.; Nell Mallon Bush,
student, 10th year, St., Alban's Schcol, Washington;

Marvin Pierce Bush, student, 9th year, St. Alban's School,
Washington; Dorothy Walker Bush, 6th grade, Nationmal -
Cathedral School, Washington.

Bicgraphical data 1s attached.
Yours very truly,
. George Bush, M.C.
Mr. Ronadd L. Ziegler

The White House
Washington, D. C.
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U.S. Representative

GEORGE BUSH '

1608 LONGWORTH BUILDING )
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20515 AC 202 225.2571

7th DISTRICT -TEXAS

BORN:

EDUCATED:

MARRIED:

CHILDREN:

MILITARY:

PROFESSION:

POLITICAL:

HOUSE
COMMITTEE:

CHURCH:

HOBBIES:

CIVIC
AFFAIRS:

Tune 12, 1924, Milton, Massachusetts. Has been a resident of Texas since 1948. A resident of Houston since 1959. v

Phillips Academy, Andover, Massachusetts, 1937-41
Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut, 1945—48
Bachelor of Arts, Economics, 1948
Phi Beta Xappa
Delta Kappa Epsilon
Varsity Soccer, 1 year
Varsity Paseball, 3 years; captain, two—time NCAA Eastern Championship team

Barbara Pierce of Rye, New York, January 6, 1945

George Walker Bush
John Ellis Bush

Neil Mallon Bush
Marvin Pierce Bush
Dorothy Walker Bush

(July 6, 1946)
(February 11, 1953)
(January 2, 1955)
(October 22, 1956)
(August 18, 1959)

Commissioned Ensign at age 18, Corpus Christi, Texas Naval Air Station, Ju'ne, 1942
Active duty World War II, 194245

Carrer pilot, U,8.5, San Iacmto 3rd & 5th Fleet, Pacific. Shot down in combat 1944, Bonin Islands

Awarded D:stmgylshed Flymg Cross and three air medals
Honorably discharged with rank of Lieutenant (j.g.), 1545

Qilfield supply and royalty business, 1948-52

Co-founder, Zapata Petroleum Corporation, 1953, Midland, Texas

Co—founder, first president of Zapata Qff—Shore Company, 1954, deland—l—[ouston Texas
Resigned in February, 1966, to run for Congress

Congressman, 7th District, elected November 8, 1966, sworn in January 9, 1967 H
Chairman, Task Force on E: Earth Resources and Population

Delegate, Mexican—Uniied States Interparliamentary Conference, 1969. 1970
Member, Executive Committee, Republican National Congressional Committee
“Surrogate Candidate,” 1968 Richard Nixon presidential campaign

Chairman, Harris County Republican Party, 1963 .
Midland County Chairman for Eisenhower—Nixon, 1956 .

re—~elacted 1968 without
oppositio

Ways and Means
Pl Aol ot

Member and former vestryman, St. Martin’s Episcopal Church
Member, National Advisory Council for Episcopal Church Foundation

Tennis, golf

Chairman, Texas Heart Fund Drive, 1967—69

Chairman, Houston Heart Fund Drive, 1966

Former Director: Hedgecroft Hospital, Holly Hall, Arthritis Foundation

Member, Executive Committee, Harris County Economic Opportumty Act (resigned when announced for office of
Congressman)

Lifetime trustee, Phillips Academy, Andover,.
Past Director, Midland Chamber of Commerce
Founding Director, Midland YMCA

Community Associate, Lovett College; Rice University
Selected by Texas Junior Chamber of Commerce as one of “Five Qutstanding Young-Men of Texas,” 1956
Houston Heart Association award for *‘outstanding accomplishment in serving humanity through the Heart cause”

, D

Mass.

(over)




A RARE BLEND

Since his election in 1966, Congressman George Bush’s intensive efforts to bring about better government for all have ‘been notable,

They have included the introduction of legislation beneficial not only to those in his district and the state of Texas, but vital to every

American, Bush’s talents and viger have brought him to the political forefront as one of those leaders responsible not only for the resur-
gence of the Republican Party nationally, but more significantly, the emergence and phenomenal growth of the Republican Party in Texas.
It is a record which has earned him the highest respect of his colleagues in Congress,

For Bush it was a natural thing to become involved in the mainstream of the nation’s political affairs, His father, Prescott Bush,
was a widely respected Senator from Connecticut, having served in that office ten years. It was a stiffer challenge, however, for George Bush
to win election to the House of Representatives from a traditionally Democratic state. This was a test he accepted with high relish——and
with the same intensity he had shown in an earlier Texas campaign.

After a one-—year tenure as-Harris County Republican Chaitman (1963), Bush acknowledged the urgings of numerous Texas
friends and became a candidate for the U.S. Senate in 1964. Emerging victorious from an arduous primary campaign, he ran a strong
race agajnst the Demiocratic incumbent, Senator Raiph Yarborough, polling more votes than any Republican candidate in Texas up to
that time.

Then in 1966, Bush focused his attention and energies on the race for the newly created 7th Congressional District seat. This time
his appeal as a campaigner was completely successful, and in winning the office he also established a precedent. Defeating his Democratic
opponent by more than 15,000 votes, he became the first Republican ever to represent Harris County and the city of Houston in Congress.

“The ideas and energy generated by Bush throughout his campaign were quickly channeled into his contributions as a member of the
90th Congress. Significantly, he was selected to serve on the powerful House Ways and Means Committee——one of the few freshmen
congressmen to be so honored since 1200,

Bush’s first legislative proposal was the Human Investment Act, which offers tax incentives for private industry to hire and train
“hard core” unemployed. Another of his initizl bills called for the creation of an ethics committee in Congress, together with full dis-
closure of each congressman’s personal assets. Prior to the final passage of this ethics proposal, Bush twice made disclosures of his own
assets to the Clerk of the House,

During the 90th session the Congressman also assumed an active role in sponsoring legislation concerned with urban affairs, bilingual
education and setting priorities in federal spending.

In 1968 it was back to the campaign trail for Bush——but this time not in his own behalf, Apparently his decisive 1966 victory had
quashed any Democratic ambitions to put up a challenge for his seat, He had no opponent to deal with, This acknowledgement of Bush's
record and vote—getting ability was assessed by veteran political observers as another unprecedented occurrence in Texas palitics,

But Bush's rate of activity was not affected; he was in new demand as a Republican Party spokesman. When Richard Nixon was
nominated for the presidency, aware of the Texas congressman’s bright record, he chose Bush to serve as one of a group of ten “surrogate
candidates”——men authorized to speak in Nixon's behalf during the national campaign. In that capacity Bush traveled through 14 states,
campaigning for Nixon with the same ardor and skill he had used to secure his own victory. All this followed closely a Republican national
convention where much attention had centered on Bush as a possible running mate for Nixon.

With the convocation of the 91st Congress, George Bush again directed his energies to supporting legislation of broad interest and
benefit. On the opening day of the session he reintroduced legislation designed to remove politics from the Post Office Department——a
proposal which has now become practice under the Nixon Administration. He likewise introduced a bill calling for a constitutional
amendment that would allow those lawfully assembled in any public building, supported in whole or in part by public funds, to participate
in non—denominational prayer. This was an affirmation of Bush's conviction that Congress should act, in these times of contention, to
insure Americans the right of prayer. .

Another Bush—authored bill proposed the establishment of a joint select Committee on Population and Family Planning, this in
keeping with the Congressman's belief that the problems of poverty and hunger can never really be defeated until an enlightened family
planning effort is initiated both in this country and abroad,

During the 91st Congress, Bush was honored with appointment by the Speaker of the House to the twelve—man House delegation to
the Ninth Mexico—United States Interparliamentary Conference, an annual meeting for the purpose of developing a closer understanding
between the two countries.

This, then, is George Bush——a legislator of vision and foresight, a leader of incisive intelligence with a unique talent for achieving
results, a man of sympathetic spirit and warm humor. His business and political careezs——both reflect a highly capable degree of judgment
and skill in human relations,

In short, George Bush is that rare blend of the total man——and one ever aware of the immense responsibilities invested in him
by his fellow Texans.

“George Bush . . . I rate him among
those at the very top as a political leader.”

President Richard M. Nixon



U.S. Representative

GEORGE BUSH '

1608 LONGWORTH BUILDING
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20515 AC 202 225-2571 7th DISTRICT -TEXAS

FOR RELEASE: December 11, 1970

CONTACT:

Jim Oberwetter AC 202 225-2571

Congressman Bush is expected to issue a statement at
a later date. He is excited about the prospect of serving
as the United States Representative to the United Nations.
Next week he will travel to New York at Ambassador Yost's
invitation to hold conversations pertaining to the United
Nations. The Congressman will complete his term of office
as United States Representative of Houston (7th Congressional

District) at the end of the 91st session.
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TR, i Y
I US. .BEP- George Bush of
‘Houston. has urged supperters
‘of the United Nations to speak
up for remedial changes in the
“|world organization insteady of
’|confining themselves 1o 'wuding
)jthe UN.
¢| Bush told the annual meeting
‘Iof the Houston chapter of the
;!United Nations Assn. of the
| United States here Friday
/that most Americans helieve
;/that the United Nations is an
.ineffective  orgznization,  al-
.|though an estimated 80 percent
lof the citizenry favors its main-
| tenance.
He rapped the U.N.’s non-in-
‘| volvement in the Vietnam war,
|saying that the U.S. has made
14 overtures to the world
body to seek its intervention for
a peaceful solution to the con-
flict,
Bush told the Hotel Ameri-

ca luncheon meeting that an ur-
\gent need now is for the U.N.
to wage a global campaign to
‘hold down the population explo-
sion and the current rate of
hunger in under - developed
lands.
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WASHINGTON, MONDAY, DECEMBER 29, 1969

No.-216

: House of Representatives

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT FAMILY
PLANNING PROGRAMS—DOMES-
TIC AND INTERNATIONAL

HON. GEORGE BUSH

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES
Monday, December 22, 1968

Mr. BUSH. Mr. Spesker, today the
House Republican Task Force on Earth
Resources and Population of which I
am chairman, released its reporfs and
recommendations on Federal family
planning programs—domestic and inter-
national. For the benefit of all my col-
leagues I will have this report published
in the RECORD:

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT FAMILY PLANNING
PROGRAMS—DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL
(Report and recommendations of the Repub-

lean Task Force on Earth Resources and

Population, House Republican Research

Committee, Dec. 22, 1968)

HOUSE REPUBLICAN RESEARCH COMMITTEE

Robert Taft, Jr., Chio, Chalrman,

TASK FORCEZ ON EARTH RESOURCES AND
POPULATION

George Bush, Tex., Chalrman; Tim ILee
Carter, Eentucky, Louls Frey Jr, Florida;
James G. Fulton, Pennsylvania; Charles S,
Gukset, Callfornis; Frank Horton, New York;
Hestings Eeith, Massachusetts; Donald E,
Lukens, Ohio; Paul N, McCloskey, California;
Charles A, Mosher, Ohlo; Jerry L. Pettis,
Callfornie; Howard W, Pollock, Alaska; Og-
den R. Reld, New York; Guy Vander Jagt,
Michigan; John Wold, Wyoming,

INTRCDUCTION

This report of the House Republlcan Task
Force on Earth Resources end Population is
based upon extenslve hearings and study
during the 91st Congress, 1st Sesslon., The
report and the recommendations 1t conteins
are directed toward (1) achieving the na-
tional gosal of providing famlily planning serv-
ices? to the 5.3 million American women who
wish and need such gervices, but who cannot
afford or are unable to obtaln these services,
and (2) demonstrating Amerlca’s concern
over and commitment to rmeet the critical
problems posed by the world pepulatlon ex-
plosion,

POPULATION

Modlern medieine and sdvances In nutri-
tlon have cut the death rates throughout
the world, producing a fantastic population
growth rate.

It took all of history, until about 1830, for
the world’s population to reach 1 billion.

In 1930, 100 years later, world population
reached 2 billion,

In 1960, 30 years later, world population
reached 3 blllicn. .

By 1975, 1t is anticipated that the world
population will e 4 billlon. (Current world
population 1s 3.5 billion.)

The current rate of population growth is
2% per year or T0 million per year, If this rate
of prowth continues, we will reach ¢ world
population of 7 billion by the turn of the
century.

The most frightening aspect of this growth
rate is that if 1t continues, we will kave 14
billion people or four times our present popu-
iation by 2015. The National Academy of
Sciences has said: "“Elther the birth rate
must come down or the death rate must go
back up.”

Rates of growth are significantly higher in

the less-developed countries

Latin America—3% per year,

Africa—2.3% per year with a high death
rate,

India—2.5% per year.

Pakistan—2.79, per year.

Both India and Pakistan have large family
planning programs which can suppress their
growth rates If the programs are suiccessful.

The United States has a growth rate of 15,
At the present rate, our population will tn-
crease from its present 205 million to 300
million by the year 2000._ .
Population growth: Its relattonship to GNP

and the standard of living

The rate at which & country can lncrease
its Grogs National Product s ltmited by
avallability of labor, capital, and land, and
how efficlently it can use all three. The GNP
Iises with population growth, but per capita
GNP decreases. For a country to just msin-
taln the standard of living for its people, it
must be able to double its GNP In the petiod
In which 1t doubles its population. To im-
prove lts standard of llving of its people, it
must more than double Its GNP in that time,
Age distribution with ¢ population: Its effect

on population growth

In the developed countries such as the U.S,
or Sweden, there are more people in the labor
force age (1B—65) than there are children.
But in the underdeveloped countries, there
are more people under 15 vears of age than
in the labor foree age group. The larger num-
ber of dependent children relative t0 the
number of persohs in the labor force, the
greater the economic burden of dependency.
A high percentage of dependent children pro-
duces more spending for Immediate con-
sumptlon, restricts both private and public
sgvings, and inhibits productive Investment.

1 Family planning programs are designed
to provide the education, materials, and
services that are mecessary in planning preg-
nancies when they are deslred ag well.as to
prevent unwanted pregnancies,

It also means more persons entering the age
of | fertility than leaving the age of fertility
each year, further driving up the population
growth rate,

Tihe earth has limited resources

The problem of population growth is more
an economle and political one than 1t is a
food and nutrltlon problem. We asre physl-
cally limited to the amount cof land to pro-
duce our food, water to nourish the land and
minerals to produce our energy. However,
our resources are ample {0 provide for the
next 3 or 4 additional billion people. It is the
cultivation, production, storage, and distri-
bution of these resources that presents an
enormous challenge to our technological
abilities. We will have to get the rescurces to
the people or the people to the resources. But
then what about beyond the next 3 or 4 bii-
lion people?

THE DOMESTIC PROBLEM
The need for family planring services

At the present time there are about 5.3
million American women aged 18-44 who
wish and need family planning services, but
who cannot afford such services? They rep-
resent one out of five of all U.5, women of
reproductive age who need protection against
unwanted pregnancy. The estimate of 5.3
million is arrlved at by subtracting from the
total number of women aged 1844 now living
in poverty or near poverty and estimated 10%
who are infertile and 15% who are having
or want a pregnancy at any given time. This
czleulation assumes that poor parents will
want and have the average of three children
that they, llke other Americans, say they pre-
fer and will be potential contraceptive pa-
tients only when they are not having these
desired pregnancles,

Avallable data indicates s maximum of
only 700.000 women in these income groups
are currently receiving eflective family plan-
nihg help from all. public and private
agencies combined. This includes 250,000
low-income patlents served by Planned Pa-
renthood affillates and an estimated 450,000
served Dby hospitals, public heslth clinies,
and other services,

Thus, seven out of elght of the 5.3 million
women who want and need family planning
assistance are denled effective services.

These statistics are well accepted by the
tamlly planning experts both inside and out-
sitde of government. They are a result of &
speclal survey by the U.5. Buresut of Census
in-‘March of 1068. An analysis of these sta-
tistics by the Planned Parenthood-World
Population Reseatch Department slso shown
that of these 5.3 million women:

Most ive in cltles—only 395,000, or 7.5 per-
cent, of the 5.3 milllon women live on farms.

2 Planneqd Parenthood Federstion of Amer-
ica, Five Million Women, New Tork, N.X.,
1967.
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About 1,580,000, or 30 percent, llve in small
tfowns In rural areas. (Estimate on basis of
population patterns prevalent at time of the
1960 census) The rest, over 3.3 million of
them, live in the Nation's cities. More than
half, 2,663,000 are concentrated in the coun-
try's 110 largest Standard Metropolitan Areas
with populations of 250,000 persons or more.

Most live In or near povery aregs—nearly
half of the target group live within the
“poverty areas"” officially designated in most
T.S. communities for concentrated attention
by the War on Poverty. The Qffice of Eco-
nomic Opportunlty estimates that approxi-
mately another 20 percent live in neighbor-
hoods adjacent to official "poverty areas.”

Most who need help are white—seven out
of 10 women In the target group, or, 3,695,000
are white. Only three out of ter, or 1,585,000,
are non-white, Because non-whites are dis-
proportionately poor, however, more than
half of the®3.1 million fertile non-white
women not seeking pregnancy need family
planning help, compared to one out of six
of the 23 million white women, In the Census
Bureau's Northeast, North Central and West-
ern regions, there- are approximately Iour
whites in the target group to each non-white;
even In the 16 states of the Census Bureau's
SBouthern region, there are three whites to
every two non-whites, (In the South, how-
ever, two-thirds of all fertile non-white wom-
en not currently seeking pregnancy need
family planning help, as agalnst approxi-
mately one-third in the rest of the nation.)

Most are self-supporting—more than 4£,-
500,000 or 86% of the women in the target
populatior live in famllies which suppors:
themselves, Only 14%or about 760,000, live
in families whose major source of support is
public weifare assistance. -

Many work, but most must stay home—
nearly half of the women In the target
group—over 2.3 milllon—work at some gain-
ful cocupation at least part of the year. Al-

most one in five or 840,000 are employed full

time,

Most stay put—=Seven out of elght women
in the target group—or 4.6 million—lived
in the same county over at least the preced-
ing 12 month period, Two out of three or
3.4 million did not move at all,

Most &re married—nearly five out of six
women in the target group—or 4.4 million—
are, or have been, married. Three out of five
or 3.1 million, are marrled and currently liv-
ing with their husbands. Cne out of four—
1.2 million—1s separated, widowed, or di-
vorced. One in six is slngle,

Most have gone to hlgh schocl—three out
of four of the women in the target group—
nearly four mililon of them—have had some
high school. The median number of grades
completed 1s 11, More than four out of 10-—
or 2.2 million of them—are high school grad-
uates. One out of 10 has had some college
education. Only one of four members of tar-
get group—less than 14 milllon—has had
only & grade school education,

Most are young, but children come fast—
their median age is 30, and seven out of 10
currently have 3 children or less. More than
half of the women at age 27 already have
three children or more, with 17 childbearing
years ahead of them, @ne out of five of the
570,000 women 1n the target group aged 13-19
already has at least one child, compared to
one out of 12 non-poor women of this age.
Simllarly almost one-fifth of the 2.6 million
poor women under sge 30 have 4 or more
chlldren, compared to one aut of 28 non-
POoOOT WOINer.

Studies aleo denonstrata clearly that the
Jarger the family sire, the higher the risk
of economic instability or of poverty.

With the enactment of Titles IV, ¥, and
XTX of the Sochnl Security Act, it has heen
goverament poitey to shmre federal funds in
the form of grapnts to health departmesrts,
hospitals, and any public or non-profit volun-
tary organizattons to provide Inexpensive or
free farndly planning services for low income
and poverty Iamilies or individuals, Under
titles IV and V, op to 75% of the cogt of
family planning services s authorized. Title
XTX provides for federal sharing from 50%
t0 83% of costs provided by & state. The per-

centage lncrease in -appropriated funds for
family plenming programs tnder Title V has
been slgnlficant in the past two years. How-
ever, the base was low apd the current ap-
propriation of about 330 milllon is far from
the $150 to $170 million needed in federal
funds for these grants and contracts.

. Inadequate delivery system for family

plenning services

The Task Force and the Nilxcn Adminis-
tration recognize that the major problam in
providing famlly planuing services to the
needy lles ln the ares of inefficient delivery
systems of medlcal services, It was also ap-
parent to the Taesk Force that even 1f large
amounts of money were immediately avall-
able 10 provide family planning services, the
money could not be effectively utilized be-
enuse of the lack of orgatized delivery
systems,

To correct this Inadegquacy, Secretary Rob-
ert Finch made a reorganization within HEW
and established the Center for Family Plan-
ming Services within the Health Services and
Mental Health Administration. In his testi-
mony before the Task Force, Dr. Roger Ege-
berg, Assistant Secretary for Henlth and
Scientific Affairs, stated his desire to create
a8 self stending Family Planning Institute
within {hree years,

Another cohcern of the Tosk Force was
the destiny of the successiu! OEO community
family planning demonstration projects. The
OEO famlily planning prolects are the most
successful community projects that the
agency has developed.

There 15 3 need for better coordination of

government family planning programs.-

President Nixon recognized this fact and
stressed the need for Ilntergovernment co-
ordination of these programs with those of
HEW's In hls Population Message. This
responsibllity for coordination he assigned,
at the highest level, to bis Speclal Assistant
1or Urvan Affairs demonstrating the pricrity
which his Administration gives to the
prehliem.
Buasic research

Increased beslc research to develop a more
convenlent contraceptive (such as & once
& month p{ll or an injection) as.well as &
male contraceptive was siressed by every
witness that testified before the Task Force
on population matters,

Currently, approximatety 630 million is
being spent annually on this type of research
of which about $13 million eame from the
Federal treasury In F'Y '69, The remainder
has been provided by independent non-profit
crganizations and the pharmaceutical manu-
facturers, The majority of witnesses felt that
this should be increased to $150 million over
the next five years with at least $100 milllon
coming from Federal funds. This level of
funding, 1t was felt, would almost certainly
assure success In developing acceptable con-
traceptives.

A major criteria of a successful contracep-
tive is low cost. For this reason it iz un-
realistic to believe that the pharmaceutical
manufacturers would willlogly on thetr owm
spend the money necessary for such develop-
ment in the short time pertod that is eriti-
cally needed for this development. However,
with a big research assist from the Federal
government, 1t s hoped that the pharmaceu-
tical manufacturers will be able to produce
and market inexpensive contraceptive drugs
successfully by the mid 1970's.

THE INTEENATIONAL PROBLERM

To understand the enormity of the popula-
tion explosion In the under-developed coun-
tries, one must realize the Iantastic success
that modern. sanitation and medicine has
achieved in reducing death rates in these
countries, Tp untit the conclusion of World
‘War IT, birth rates and death rates were at
sbout the same levels, In the past 25 years
death rateg have dropped so rapldly In thesg
{ess developed countries, while birth rates
have remained slmoet constant that the
population growth rates are between 2.2%
and 3%..

At these rates of growth, populations
treble In a 30 to 36 year period. I these rates

were to continue, the populations wouiq
treble again In only a 15 to 20 year periog,
The average age levels of these populations

"will continue to decline thus creating s chilg

dependency level that the productive age
Eroups ¢ould not possibly support, Currently,
the percentage of dependent children {under
15 years old) in the less developed countries
runs between 40 and 50 percent of the popu-
lation. In the T.S, this figure is around 30¢;,

As AXID, Administrator, Dr, John Hannah
has pointed out: “Overpopulation and un-
derdevelopment go hand in hand, The nation
with popuiation growth equal to or in excess
of -economic growth is in resl trouble, Unless
poor countries with too high birth rates do
something about reducing them, it will
be impossible to solve the problem of
development,”

The leadership of these countries has full
cognizance of thelr problem. The United
Nations Development Program {s giving pop-
ulation control programs a high priority,
Secretary-Genersl U Thant has pledged ex-
panded support for population activities and
established a new trust fund with which to
accomplish these activitles, President Nixon,
In his Population Message, emphasized the
need Ior supporiing these activitles,

Lacking a natlonal! policy on population
creates the most difficult problem facing
the United States in providing direct support
to the under-developed countries in popula-
tion conirol problems. The Unlted States
becomes suspect in her motives for promot-
inp these population programs without one
of her own. Also, In several of the Latin
American countries a direct support approach
15 entirely unacceptable to the recipients be-
cause of religlous barriers. However, we have
learned that Indirect support through inde-
pendent and international organizations in
these cases has proven to be sticcesstul and
is generally desired, though not officially, by
the recipient countries,

PRESIDENT NIXON'S POPULATION MESBAGE

In his Populatlon Message, President
Nixon established s national goal: “The pro-
vision of adequaie family planning services
withint the nezt five years to alf those who
want them but cannot qfford them.”

The President emphasized the following
areas of government support and action:

1. Increased research

2. More trained people t0 work In popula-
tlon and family planning programs, both in
this country and abroad.

3. Expanded and better domestic family
planning services supported by the federal
Eovernment,

4. Full cooperation from the United States
with the leadershlp of the United Natlons,
its specialized agencies, and other interna-
tional bodies In responding to the problems
of world population growth.

The Presldént charged hls Assistant for
Urban Aflairs with the responsibility to co-
ordinate the project ol attracting people to
work in famlly planning programs, This
project will have the partieipation of the
Secretarles of State, Interior, HEW, and
Labor, along with the Administrator of the
AID and the Director of OEO,

The President charged the Becretary of
HEW with the responsibility for reorganiz-
ing the msajor famlly planning services of
his agency, and a separate unit to deal with
family planning services within the Heelth
Services and Mental Health Adiminstration
has now been established. The President dl-
rected the Director of the OBO to extend
the family planning activitles of the agency-
supported communlty action demonstration
projects to help achleve the nationsl goal.

The President stressed the need for co-
ordination of domestic family planning
programs between HEW and OEQ and that
this coordination include the private sector
as well as state and local governments, The
President sald: "It would be unrealistic for
the Federal government alone ito shoulder
the entire burden, but this Administration
does accept a clear responsibility to provide
essential leadership.”

i



AGENCY ACTIVITY

During fiscal year 1969, the Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare approved 79
project grants .extending family planning
services to the poor In 41 states. The grants,
-administered by the Children's Bureau, are
authorized under the 1987 amendments to
Title V of the Soclal Security Act. In addj-
tion, the Chlildren’s Bureau -administers
grants to the states for maternal and child
health services, of which f{amily planning is
a part. The FY '69 family planning profect
grants were awarded to:

Alabama<-§267,500 to Jefferson County De-
partment of Health, Dr. Mary J. Tiller, for
services in Birmingham..

Arizona—$186,300 to Maricopa County
Health Department, Dr, Pearl M, Tang, tor
services in Paoeniz; $25,702 to Arizona De-
partment of Health, Dr, Putnam, for services
in Yuma.

Arkansas—3115,000 to Arkansas State
Board of Health, Dr. B. J. Reaves, for services
in East Arkansas; $151,542 to Arkansas State
Health Department, Dr. Reginald Remsay,
for services in Little Rock.

Callfornia—g43,500 to Sacramento County
Health Department, Dr. Nemat O. Horhani,
for services In Sacramesnto; 76,000 to Qrange
County ‘Health Department, Dr, Emmsa B,
Wharton, for services .in Orange County;
$18,000 to Planned Parenthood Association
of San Diego County, Wiltard Johnson, for
services in San Diego; 8110,156 to San
Bernardino County Health Department, Dr.
Sue Anne Servoss, for Bervices in San
Bernardinoe; $124,834 to Contra-Costa County
Health Department, Dr. Glen Kent, for serv-
ices in Contra-Costa County; $26,500 to
Solano County Department of Public Health,
Dr. Henry G. Mello, for services in Solano
County; $68400 tq Berkeley Department of
Public Health, Dr. Alan Foord, for services
in Berkeley; $81,600 to Alameda County De-
partment of Health, Dr. Stewart B, Gross,
for services in Alameda County,; $69,884 to
San Mateo County Department of Health, Dr.
Jane Selzer, for services in San Mateo
County.

Colorado—8§112,600 to Department of
Health and Hospitals, Dr. Horace E. Thomp-
son, for services in Denver.

Connecticut—s40,300 to New Haven Health
Department, Dr, Dorothy Brockway, for serv-
ices in New Haven; £19,600 to Planned Par-
enthood League of Connectleut, Dr, Virginia
M. Stuemmer, for services In Waterbury;
820,000 o Bridgeport Chapter of Planned
Parenthood League of Connecticut, Franecls
H. McCoy, for services In Bridgeport,

Delaware—$122250 to Delaware State
Board of Health, Dr, Catherine B, Middleton,
for services In Dover,

Florida—$322,157 to Florlda State Board
of Health, Dr. Betty J. Vaughn, for services
In Miami; $108,300 to Florida State Board of
Health., Dr. John 8. Nelll, for services in
Tampea; $£50,000 to Florida State Board of
Health, Paul W. Hughes, for services in Fort
Laouderdale; $06,101 to Florlda State Board
of Health, Dy, C, L, Brumback, for services in
Palm Beach.

Georgia—s110,000 To Fulton-DeEalb Hos-
pital Authority, Dr, Robert A, Hatcher, for
services in Atlanta; §48.882 to Hall County
Department of Health, Dr. H. H, Laneaster,
Ior services In Gainesville,

Hawail-—§87,300 to Hawail Planned Parent-
bood, Ine., Dr. Robert W, Noyes, for services
in Honolnlu,

Idaho—$85,000 to Idaho Department of
Health, Dr. J. R, Marks, for services in Boise.

Illinots—$341,700 to City of Chicago Board
of Health, Dr. Donaldson F. Rawlings, for
services In Chicago; $67,300 to Peoria Clty
Health Depariment, Dr, Fred Long, for sery-
ices In Peoria.

Indlanag-—$244,000 to Indians University
Foungation, Dr. Joseph F, Thompson, for

services in Indignapolis.

Iowa—$40,052 to Iowa State Department
©f Health, Robert I, Webber, for services in
Des Moines.

Eansas—3184,000 to Eansas State Depart-
ment of Health, Dr, Patricta 'T. Schloesser, for
services in Topeka, :

‘Kentucky—$89,000 to ‘Kentucky State De-
partment of Heelth, Dr. Jo Anne Sexton, for
services In Covington.

Louislana—g$596,539 to Louisiana Family
Planning Program, Dr. Joseph D. Beasley, for
services In New Orleans.

-Maine—g§30,000 to State Department of
Health and Welfare, Dr, Helen C. Provost, for
services in Portland.

Maryland—g01,300 to Sinal Hospital of
Baltimore, Dr. Leon Gordls, for services in
Baltimore-Sinai Hospital; 8419,800 to Balti-
more Clty Department of Health, Pr, Kath-
leen A. Swallow, for setvices In .Baltimors
City; $165,287 to Maryland Department of
Health, Dr..J, King B, E. Seegar, Jr., for
services in Prince Georges County.

Michlgan—$175,000 to Flanned Parent-
hood League, Inc., Frances Levine, for serv-
ices In Defroit; $48,000 to Michigan State
Department of Public Health, Dr. B. Gerald
Rice, for services in Flint; £50,000 to Michi-
gan State Department of Public Health, Dr,
R. Gerald Rice, for services in Grand Rapids;
387,000 to Michigan State Department of
Public Health, Dr. R. Gerald Rice, for. services
in Saginaw; $25,000 to Berrien County Health,
Department, Dr. Robert P, Locey, for serv-
fces in St, Joseph.

Minnesota—$65,000 to Minneapolls Health
Department, Dr, Evelyn E. Hartman, for serve-
ices In Minneapolis; $55,800 to St, Paul Bu-
reawl of Health, Dr. Erick ¥, Hakanson, for
gservices in St. Poul; 850,110 to Dulitth De-
partment of Health, Dr. A. J, Houglum, for
services in Duluth.

Misslssippl—§100,000 to Unlversity Missis-
sippl Medical Center, Dr. George Huggins,
for services In Mississippi-Delta Counties;
$66,000 to Mississippi State Board of Health,
Dr. Willlam E. Riecken, for services in Jack-
Son.

Missouri—$112.000 to City of St. Louis De-
partment of Health and Hospitals, Dr. Wil
liam Smiley, for services in St. Louis; $169,058
to Kansss City Department of Health, Dr,
Edwin O, Wicks, for services In Kansas City;
855,000 to St. Louis County Department of
Health, Dr. Lawrence E. Maze, for services in
St. Louis Couniy.

Nebraska—8150800 to Omsha-Douglas
County Board of Health, Dr. Matilda S. Mo~
Intire, for services in Omaha.

Nevada—$26,641 {0 Reno-Washoe District
Health Department, Dr, W. E. Winikow, for
services In Reno.

New Hampshire—$10,400 to Planned Par-
enthood Associatlon of the Upper Valley,
Lindn L. Van Wyk, for services in Lebanon;
$45,000 to State Department of Health and
Welfare, Dr, Selma R, Deitch, for services
in Concord.

New Jersey—$270,400 to New Jersey Col-
lege of Medicine and Dentistry, Dr, Harold A.
Eaminetzky, for services In Newark.

New York—$1,583,000 to New York City
Health Department, Dr. David Harrls, for
services in New York City; 892,800 to Onan-
daga- County Health Department, Dr. Vir-
ginla Harrls, for services In Syracuse.

North Carolina—$141,700 to State Board
of Health, Dr, John T, King, for services in
Nash-Edgecomb; $03,143 to Mecklenburg
County Department of Health, Betty Kezlah,
for services in Charlotte.

Ohio—$116,000 to Board of Health—Toledo
Distriet, Dr. Effie O. Ellis, for services in
Toledo; $94,000 to Dayton Division of Health,
Dr. Albert Hirsheimer, for services in Day-
ton; $152,700 to Ohio State Department of
Health, Dr. Effie O. Ellis, for services In
Columbus,; $202,074 to Cincinnati College of
Medlelne, Dr, Richard Stander, for services
in Cincinnati,

Oklahoma—$138,000 to Tulsa City-County
Health Department, Dr. George W, Prothro,
for services In Tulsa; $51,300 to Oklahoma
State Department of Health, Dr. Charles E.
Green, for services in Lawton.

Oregon—§133,000 to Oregon State Board
of Health, Dr, Cerl G. Ashley, for services in
Partland,

Pennsylvania—$216,667 to Better Family
Planning, Inc., Herbert J. Hutton, for services
In Philadelphia.

Puerto Rlco—$225.702 to Unlversity of
Puerto Rico Medical School, Dr. Antonio 8.

Medina, for services in San Juan; $260,000 to
Puerto Rico Department of Health, Juan J,
Hernadez-Olbes, for services in North East
District,

| Rhode Island—$60,000 to State Department
of|Health, Dr. John F. Hogzn, for services in
Propidence.

i South Carolina—8$57,000 to South Carolina

- State Board of Health, Dr. J. C, Hedden, for

services in Spartansburg.

{ Tennessee—§481,000 to State Department
ofiPublic Health, Dr, R. H. Hutcheson, Jr.,
for services In Memphis.
| Texas—$248,500 to Clty of Houston Health
Department, Dr, C. A. Calhoun, for services
ih|Houston; $236.000 to University of Texas
Southwestern Medteal School at Dallas, Dr.
Jack A. Pritchard, for services in Dallas:
$115,000 to Texas State Health Department,
Dy, John R, Copenhaver, for services In
Starr-Hidalgo and Cameron Counties.

i Virginla—$260,000 to Virginia State Health
Department, Dr. James J. Dunne, for serv-
ices in Richmond.

! Washington—§171.000 to Washington State
Department of Healtk, Dr. Jess B, Splelholz,
for services in Seattle.

y West Virginia-—$100.000 to West Virginia
Department of Health, Dr. Frederick H.
Dobbs, for services in Ohio County.

| The Secretary of HEW has executed a re-
organization within his Department. The
reorganization:

| () *Moved the Children’s Bureau from
the Soclal and Rehabilitation Serviee to the
Office of the Secretary.

{ (b} Transferred the health programs ad-
ministered by the Children's Bureau to the
Health Services and Mental Health Adminis-
tretion where they will comprise 2 new orga-
nizational unit,

| (¢) Established a separate unit for family
planning within HSHMA,

| The coordination of HEW and OEO family
planning programs will require testing sev-
eral approaches before a final arrangement is
effected.

1The Assistant to the President for Urban
Affairs and the Department of Labor have
mounted a study of manpower needs and
tr'a!nlng programs for domestic and Interna-
tional population activities. This report is
expected to be completed very soon.

'The National Institute of Child Health and
Hutnan Development awarded 66 new con-
tracts this year in contraceptive development,

"The contracts are with universities, non-
profit organizations, and pharmaeeutical
companies In 2¢ states and Canada, Approxi-
mately $2.75 million in fiscal year 1969 funds
have been allocated to these contracts.

‘The new contraceptive development con-
traéts deal with research In four basic areas:

1. Maturation and jertilizing cepacity of
spermatozca.—The goal is the development
of. modern contraceptlves administered to
men or women which alter normal sperm
deéveiopment In the reproductive tract of the
male or female.

2! Owviduet function and gamete trans-
port —These studles could result in develop-
ment of a means through which interference
with the normsdl functions of the ductal mus-
culla_.t:ure. clliz, or secretory cells would pre-
vent fertilization,

3. Corpus luteum function.—If the corpus
luteum is found to be essential to the con-
tinuation of the reproductive process follow-
ing ovulation In humans, interruption of itg
function by means of normally oceurring
luteolytic or antl-progestational agents
should produce temporary sterility.

4..The biology of the pre-implantation
ovum.—The goal 15 the development of new
contraceptives which would prevent ovula-
tion} or interfere with the development or
tmplantation of the fertilized ovum.

As 8 vital sdjunct to the development’ of
'ne?v;contra.ceptive methods, the Genter js
&ls0 |launching a contract program In the
behavioral eclences to enable action programs
in 'family planning to be based on sound
research, to access the effects of population
trends on the future, and to Investigate the
factors influencing the use of cantraceptive
methods,

"Nihe new contracts in the social sclences

|
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|
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totalling approximately 18260,000 have been
let in the tfollowing areas:

1. Antecedents, prodesses, and conse-
quences of population structure, distribu-
tion, and change—SBpeclal Importance i5
attached to the interrelationships between
economic factors and population growth,
structure, and distributioen for this and other
natlons and for national subgroups.

2. Trends in fertilty and related vari-
dbles—Major concern focuses on such varl-
ables as marriage rates, age at marriage, the
incldence of abortion, trends In divoree, and
changes In attitudes toward childbearing,
family size, and methods of fertility control.
Emphasis i5 on developing a broader data
kase for more rapld, determination of trends
and the factors aftecting them, -

3. Family structure, sexual behauvior, and
the relationship between childbeartng pat-
terns and .child development.—Ultimately
the factors affecting trends in fertility will
edpress themselves mainly within the frame-
work of the famlly, Changes in family struc-
ture, sexual behavior In and outside of mar-
riage, gnd the progess of soelalizatlon for
marrlage and parenthood will all be investi-
gated as potential tnfluences on fertility.

4. Population  policies—Concern  with
problems of population growth leads ulti-
mately to questions of public policy.
Research 1s needed on the ways by which
population pgrowth or movement are influ-
enced by public policy and the effects upon
population of policies already adopted re-
garding famlily planning programs, welfare
payments, parity payments, tax exemptlons
end allowaneces, to name a few,

‘T'HE PRIVATE SECTOR

In recent years, &8 number of agencles—

private, governmental, international—have
committed -thelr resources to deal with the
“population problem”. It may suffice here to
mentlon only a few of the private organiza-
tlons which have ploneered in this field and
which have accumulated, over the years, wide
experlence and expertice. .
- Planned Parenthood-World Population, es-
tablished to ebsure that Individusls and
familles can freely determine the number
and spacing bt their children, was founded
in 1914 by Margaret Sanger.

Another organization -leng active in the
fleld of population is the Population Refer-
ence Bureau. For the past 40 years, the
Bureau has concentrated lts efforts in bring-

ing the dangers of rapidly acéelerating popu- .

lation growth to the forefrant of publlic
awareness. It contlnues to conduet a calm,
reasoned public education program which
examines the efiecis of population growth In
all thelr saclal, economlc, and environmental
contexts. .

The Population Councll has ploneered in
the area of population research, It wis estab-
lished in 1962 In order to “Stimulate, en-
courage, promote, conduet and support sig-
nificant activities in the broad feld of
population.”

The Population Crisls Commlitiee founded
In 18656 was organdzed to stimulate public
awareness and action in the face of the
world population explosion,

The work of these organizations, and
numerous other activities ln the population
field have been consistently supported by the
Rockefeller and Ford Fouhdations, by the
Scalfe Foundation, the Pathfinder Fund, the
Hugh Meore Fund and others. Even at this
date, the Ford Founditlon, the Rockefeller
Foundation and the Population Council
combined lnvestment in populatlon research
stlll exceeds that of all federal apgencies
combined, -

Universities respected for thelr activities in
the population field include:

University of North Carolina, Princeton
Unlversity, Untversity of Plttsburgh, Colum-
bia University, University of Chicago, Hervard
Unlversity, Tulane Unlversity, Cornell Uni-
versity, Unlversity of Michlgan, University of
Notre Dame, University of California at
Berkeley.

TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATIONS

The overriding concern of the Task Force
15 for realizatlon that the time for action is
now and that the need is urgent. Few prob-
lems have been so uvver studied as this one,
Few problems have recelved the attention of
so many national and International leaders
as this one, The splintered responsibility for
administering grants for family planning

- gervices in the Federal government and in

the State governments have crippled the fi-
naneing and the logistles to provide these
needed services. . :

There is 2 great need for leadership in
encouraging the involvement of independent
action in providing family plannthg services.
Facllitles for services, as well as materials
and personnel, Bre grossly inadequate at
present to meet the need.

Achievement of the objective artlculated
by Presldent Nixon of providing femily plan-
ning services, In the next five years, to all
low-income familles who want and need them
will depend upon the extent to which our
health resources, in both private and publie
sectors, participate in the national program.
To serve the population in need will requize a
very flexible delivery system which utilizes
and enhances the diverse health resources
present ln the community: voluntary hos-
pitals, public health agencies, Community
Agtion Agencles, and private physiclans. A
uniform delivery pattern applicable through-
out the country, even If it were feasible,
would not be desirable, It is clear that major
responsibillty for dellvery of services and for
encouragement ‘of community programs will
neeqd to be borne by private sector agencies.
The major Federsl support programs, there-
fore, shoyld be administered in such o way
that they can stimulate the partieipation of
a broed varlety of local health institutions in
this program.

At the same time, 1t is clear that the
planned diffusion of these services to the
population in need presents a challenge of
e kind whieh our health system has rarely
faced. A comprehensive research splanning/
development/sevaluation program will be
needed to nssist Federal, state and local serv-
ice agencies in carrying out thelr programs in
an efficient and effective way. Major Federal
support should be avallable to enable unlver-
slties and other centers to establish the
capacity to assist the national effort in such
aress a8 program planning, cperational re-
search, technical asslstance, systems develop-
ment, and tralpoing,

These organizations listed In our report
have performed admirably in carrylng the
ball, but much more is needed in the way
of dollars and people.

The average cost of 350 to $80. per patlent
per year should not ke totally funded by
Federal, 8tate, and local governments alone,
Nor con the requirements of meeded para-
medical personnel be met without the sup-
port of the private sector of our soclety.
Many organizations, foundations, and trust
funds are constantly searching for worth-
while social programs to support, Femily
planning activities must be recognized ns one
of the most important of these social func-

tions In need of this support, More public’

sensitivity for family planning programs is
needed, The Federal government cannot pro-
vide that aensitivity. Only through better
and mote public Informatioh on the subject
will the independent sector of our soclety
understand how to help, relying less and less
on the Federal government to solve the
problem.,

We need to make population and {amlily
plenning household words. We need to iake
the sensatlonallam out of this tople. If family
planning 18 anything, 1% iz a public health
meatter, Birth control, often misunderstood,
is also an answer to our increasingly impor-
tant poverty problem. -

* When the Tack Force began jts study of
population growth and family planning, it
was aware that the issue of the government
providing family planning assistance to those
who deslre such services on a completely
voluntary basls has stirred both religleus and
racial anxleties. We also recognlzed that some
persons in developing matlons mistakenly
view Unlted States support of famlily plan-
ning programs as a means of preventing the
development of these nations, .

Our hearlngs and research confirm,.how-
ever, the conclusilon of N, B, Ryder and
C. P, Westoft who found that 'clearly the
norm of fertllity control has become uni-
versal Ih contemporary Amerien."? At the
same tlme, our study has shown that develop-
ing countrles are also receptive to family
planning programs, especially if these pro-
grams are under such international auspices
as the Unlted Netions,

Thetefore, the Task Force recommends:

(1) .A national goal to provide adequate
famlly planning services within the next five
years to all those who want them, but cannot
aford them, es recormended by Presldent
Nixon.

(2) Increased appropriations for family
plenning grents and contracts administered
by the Center for Family Planning Services
within HEW in the amounts of $35 million
for F¥'71, &70 million for FT'I2, $100 million
for F¥'73, 8130 milllon for FY'v4, and §150
million for FY'"75. These grants and contracts
should include prejects for tralning profes-
slonalé and para-professlonals in family

1@, ¥, Westoff and N, B, Ryder, “"Recent
Trends in Attltdes Toward Fertility Contrel
and In the Practice of Contraception In the
U.S.” In 8. J, Behrman,'et al, Fertility ond
Fafnily Planning (Michigan, 1869), p. 394

planning services, projects for " eperationa.
and demonstration research as well es the
primary need to provide services through
public and non-profit agencies, institutions,
and organizations. !

{3} Amendment of Title V of the-Social
Hecurlty Act to postpone from 1972 to 1976
the conversion of federal family planning
project to state formula grants thus allow-
ing the States more time to develop adequate
dellvery systems of services with the assist-
ance of independent orgrnizations,

(4) Increased eppropriations for family
planning services through the OEQ com-
munity action demonstration’ projects to the
amount of 835 millon for FYT1, Future
appropriations should be reviewed with re=-
speck to coordinating OEO and HEW family
planning activitles. .

(6) Incressed appropriations for contra-
ceptive researcn grants through ihe Center
for Population Research tc the amounts of
830 million for FY'71, 860 million for FY'72,
860 million for FY'73, $100 million for both
F¥'74 and *75.

{6} Establlshment of a free standing
Family Planning Institute within the next
three years that would encompass both HEW
and OEO projects to achieve the national
goal as stated lo recommendation No. 1.

(7) Bupport of the United Nations Trust
Fund for Population Aetivities by an amounst
not less than 6% of the total ATID approprie-
tions for famdly planning programs.

(8) Bupport of earmarking AID appropria-
tlone for Tamlily planning programs at not
less than $100 milllon per year in the imme-
diate future and provision that at least 6%
of the total econemic dollar grant and loan
tunds allocated to any county be avallable
only for population programs in that coun-
try, If & country could not utilize that 6%,
whatever portion remains would be diverted
to the United Nations Trust Fund for Popu-
lation Activities.

{0) Encouragement of massive action on
the part of the independent sector of so-

. clety—(toundations, trust funds, assocla-

tlons, Iraternities and community action
organizations)-—to participate and contrl-
bute money and people to improving family
planning health ‘centers and services.

(10) Oversight, (through volunteer parti-
cipation from Task Forca Members and avall-
able staff) of Iamily planming programs In
varlous loeations ln order to determine the
effectiveness of these programe and to ensure
that Federal government programs are being
coordinated to the best sdvantage of our
citizens in need and to learn how volunteer
services could be better encouraged and
utilized in the area of family "planning
programs.

TESTIMANY

The Task Force heard testimony from the
following persons relative to family planning
DPrOgrams: ’

6/6 Dr. Philander P. Claxton—3peclal As-
sistant t0 the Becretary of State for Popula-
tlon Matters, Dr, John Eeppel—Director of
Population Activities, United Natlons Devel-
opment Programs,

6/12 Dr. Gary London—Director of Health
Services, Office of Economic Opportunity.

6/1% Dr. R. T. Ravenholt—Directoy, Popu=-
latlon Service, Agency for International
Development.

68/24 Dr. James Cavanaugh--Deputy As-
plstant Secretary for Health and Sclentific
Affatrs, HEW, Dr, Carl Shulte—Acting Direc-
tor, Ofice of Population and Family Plan-
ning, HEW.

7/8 Mr. Arthur A. Cambell—Deputy Direc-
tor, Center for Population Research, NIH.
Dr, Norman A. Hilmar—Chlef, Program
Lialson Branch, Center for Population Re-
search, NIH. -

7/15 General Willlam H, Drmaper, Jr.—
National Chalrman, Population Crisls Cami-
mittee.

7/24 Dr. Willlatn Moran-——-President, Popu-
lation Reference Bureau.

7/28 Mr. Oscar Harkavy—Program Officer
Ih Charge, Populatlon Activittes, Ford
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