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"Jtui(oh_ Slales Henafe
June 9, 1971 i

Mr. George B. Vanschuaack
Lincoln Lane
I-‘lea, Illinois

‘Dear Mr. Vanschaack:

Wheri attempts were made to breathe new life into the 58T

& mere eight weeks after the Congress had clearly expressed

i‘ha will thet no more funds be allocated for this project,
as frustrated and perplexed. I suspect this reaction

d by many other citizens dcross this nation as well,

u know, the Senate again turned down the request
by an impressive vote — the widest margin yet.
'h n the past 1 worked hard for this result and wes pleased
by ‘the outcone.

The only respect in which the issue differed from previous
‘debates was that this time we had the advantage of cost
estinates provided by Boeing itself., When Mr. William Allen,
'Ohai}.wm of the Board of Boeing, indicated that the new re—

3 _of the 58T program would require half-a-billion to
ﬂlionmmin?ederalmneythmm needed before the
pro;]éct was terminated, hie made our case for us.

I'm enclosing a copy of the full statement I made at the time
‘of the most recent vote, Thanks for your letter.

Sincerely,
42-4. A

Charles H. Pexvcy/ec,
United States Senator

Enclosure
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WaAsHINGTON. D.C. 20510

Mr. George B. Vanschaack
4111 Lincoln Lane
Lisle, Illinois

Dear Mr, Vanschaack:
amendment.

areas, for me the SST strikes a negative note.

make no further attempt to revive the SST.

With best wishes,

Zic;rell’, /

Adlai E. Stevenson III

May 21, 1971

Thank you for your communication about the attempt to
revive Federal funding for the SST, which passed the
House some days ago. On May 19, the Senate passed the
Proxmire amendment to delete further funding by the
decisive margin of 58-37. My vote was cast for this

4 continued opposition to the project rests on three
major objections: serious doubt about the aircraft's
effect on the environment; doubt as to the wisdom of
Federal subsidies for commercial projects; and the crucial
issue of national priorities. In all three of these

I hope that the House of Representatives will accept the
Proxmire amendment in the Senate version of the bill and

wigitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation



Congressional Record

United States d
of America PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 92 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION
Veol. 117 WASHINGTON, MONDAY, MAY 17, 1971

No., 72

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
Saxee). The Senator from Illinols s
fecognized for 10 minutes,

Mr. PERCY. Mr. President, 8 wecks
ago, when the Senate and the House
voted to refuse further Federal funds for
the SST. the declsion was widely ac-
claimed as a victory for economic com-
monsense, a step forward (n the journey
to right cur national priorities, and a
long official
that we must have answers to environ-
mental questions before we proceed to &
point of irreversible ecological degrada-
tion. I find it very difficult to believe that
we are fighting this same battle again.

The part I nssumed in that battle some
weeks back was based almost entirely on
the sconomic problems that I saw ahead
if we continued with the development
and production of an 88T,

In the brief span of these 8 weeks, the
Issues surrounding the SST have not
changed. There have been no new an-
EWErs pl ded to envir |
questions. Nothing has happened to re-
duce the enormous finaneial risk inherent

in SST development. No new private fi-
nancial backers have arrived on the scene
indicating their faith in the program
and their willingness to invest in it. The
airlines have shown no new capability to
buy the SST once it is produced. And
there is no new evidence indicating that
the cost estimates are accurate.

The only respect in which the issue
we are now debating differs from that
decided {n March is that the specific
request for funds is smaller. In March,
we were debating the wisdom of eppro-
priating $280 million; now we are debat-
ing the wisdom of appropriating $85.3
million. On the surface, it may appear as
though $85 million would be more easily
justified than $200 million, but on closer

tion it must 1 that just
the opposite is true. &

The fact that Boeing has dispersed
many of its people and terminated sub-
contracts since the March vote is no
secret. Regul news broad have
kept America posted on the readjust-
ment process that zuu n?ummy has had
to make, Many of us Ci n
both sides of the alsle and unwgmu
of the SST issue—have sought to make
& legislative response equal to the need,

ly with respect to the unem-
ployment problem

The winding down of the 88T project
which followed the jonal re
tion of continued appropriations 8 wecks
ago will create new problems and new

costs if the project s revived. Willinm
Allen, chairman of the board of Boeing
Co., indleated just last week that revival
of the SST program would require half
a billlon to one billlon dollars more in
Pederal money than was needed before
the project was terminated. In the speech
I made on the SBenate floor just prior to
the March vote, 1 expressed serious
doubt as to the reliability of the cost
estimates offered by SST proponents. At
that time I said:

‘We have been told thst prototype develop-
ment will cost #1.3 billion. . | . But the
nature of developmantal research makes this
promise Llusory.

Mr. Allen’s newost cost projections are
stark confirmation of my suspicions.

As grim as the prospect of an addi-
tional half-billion to one billlon dollars
iz, it is made worse by the absense of
any financial plan for production of the
SS8T. In March, I reiterated my refusal
to vote to fund a project on which there
had never been & financlal plan prepared
and on which there had, thersfore, never
been any substantiated cost estimates nor
cost limitations established,

We had been told that Federal partie-
{pation, in any case, would be limited to
development of the EST prototypes.
Now, Mr. Allen indicates that, if the 88T
{s revived, the Government will have to
advance funds to start production.

All of the things we have said over the
course of the past several months con-
cerning the inappropriateness and the
foolhardiness of investing Federal dol-
lars in the protolype program are even
more pertinant when applied to Federal
support of production of the SST. If this
country has any faith in the private
enterprise system, if we belleve at all that
products should have to stand the mar-

ket test of supply and demand, if we
conceive of Government’s role as pri-
marily regulatory and not developmental
with respect to its relationship with in-
dustry, and if we nre commited to apply-
ing the limited Federal resources to pro-
grams which serve the best interests of
all Amerjcans, I simply cannot find a
Justifieation for our putting another cent
in the SST program.

Mr. President, when Mr. Allen made
his statements concerning the prospect
of another $85.3 million being appropri-
ated for 55T development, he in effect
confirmed what many of us have been
saying for many months: That the costs
could not possibly be limited to the §1.3
billion amount originally estimated and
that Federal involvement would not end
after the prototype stage, This really is

the only advantage I see in having to
debate agnin the SST question: We
finally have on public record the state-
ments of the head of the major contrac=-
tor company conflrming our worst fears.
it is both significant and helpful that
one of America’s most prominent and
respected industrialists has made our
case for us.

In addition, General Electric has is-
sued statements in which they indicate
that it is their view that the project can
no longer be continued with 90 percent
Federal funds and 10 percent private;
instead, it will require 100 percent Fed-
eral funds.

I will speak tomorrow on the situation
regarding the airlines, but I felt it was
extremely interesting to have fully re-
vealed to us the circumstances under
which the airlines voluniarily contrib-
uted $58 million toward the production
of the S8T.

The voluntarism exercised reminds me
of the “hot box" in a fraternity house
where tactics fall a little short of rubber
hoses. When the airlines were called in
to the Department of Transportation
and told that they were expected to con-
tribute $1 million toward every plane, as
regulated companies standing before
those who have the responsibility not
only for regulating them but who can
also set life and death sentences over
the i how v are the
contributions of $58 million made by the
airlines toward this 88T project?

Sp this whole exercise that has inter-
vened during the 8-week period has at
least revealed that everything we have
said has been confirmed by the Boeing
Co, and by General Electric, the major

tractor. We have ked out what
really happened when the airlines, pre-
bly, voluntarily made contributi
toward the SST in their desire to see it
go into production,

There is no need to rehash all the
arguments for and against the SST,
Every Senator has studied all the factors
and made a decision. The issue we must
decide now is whether the expenditure
of $85.3 million at this time to revive the
85T is going to do more harm than good;
will the investment actually be worth it?

What will we sccomplish if we make
this t t, Mr. President? First.
we will breathe just enough life into the
program to cause it to pulsate for &
moment, but not enough to insure new

S 7073
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Put SST on the back burner

They landed the Concorde, the
British supersonic airliner, at Heath-
row Airport outside London in a test
the other day.
The noise and smoke were apparent-
Iy mot to he believed, 30 houses lost
slates ofi their roofs and residents
moved immediately to petition the
| government to ban the monster. We
hope they succeed, just as we hope the
United States suspends the building of
the supersonic transport in this coun-
try. If there is one thing that exceeds
the speed of an SST, it is the headlong
rate at which the government, pow-
. ered by a greedy Congress and in-
. dustry, rushes into technological Ter-
0 ra Incognita.
Twenty years ago, the aircraft In-
- dustry screamed to Washington that
" the British had stolen a march on the
 U.S. In the development of com-
- mercial jets.
“The industry got no help because the
* nirlines, suffering from the shorts,
~ were In np great rush to convert from
: er craft.
m l_'Hﬂlt ‘was, according to a
i eton economist named George

S G e———

Eads, that a better and cheaper Jet
was developed by taking it slow.

Similarly, he and a lot of other good
minds say the state of the SST art is
such that it is highly questionable
whether the proposed two prototype
$5Ts should be built without further
research.

There are reasons for this which go
beyond economy. For one thing, the
plane is a fantastic polluter — of ears
and water and air.

For another, we frankly do not buy
the assurance that it will never be
flown at supersonic speed over land.
These things change — always, of
course, in the name of “progress.”

And just for the record, don't people
at sea have any rights?

When he announced the plans to
build the prototype, President Nixon
said that “national prestige” would
suffer if we let other counh‘!es get
ahead of us.

‘Excuse us, Mr. Nixon, but thls argu-
mentmaybemtforthemln;
workers, but not for most of us, We
watched this country put - ‘men on the
moon, and we n.rﬁlt worried about
our/prestige in .

Covimen Sun-Tmes  Sepbip, 7¢
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Dear Senator:
I strongly urge you to STOP THE SS5Ts =- because they would:
Inflioct jolting sonic boome on a large fraction of the earth, night and day,.
Startle as many as 20,000,000 people per transcontinental flight,

(Note: the FAA still has not banned SS5T supersonic flight over land,)

Convert the oceans into sonic boom dumping grounds,

Create intolerable noise at airports and in nearby suburbs,

Expose passengers to dangers from lightning, flagh-fire, sudden loss of
cabin pressure, czone, coemic rays.

Require multi-billion=-dollar subsidy by the taxpayers,.

Become a gigantic financial failure -- because it would be far outclassed
by the 747 Jumbo Jet, (The 747 has 50% greater capacity, 50% greater
range, is much roomier and safer, costs 50% less, has much lower fares,
requires no subsidy by the taxpayers, and has no sonic boom.)

Why spend billions of dollars to develop an 55T that is already doomed? = That
nobody needs? = That the airlinea cannot afford? = That creates vast problems
for the environment while solving none for transportation?

PLEASE STOP THE S8Ts.

Address

Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical Document:
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THE SST, THE ENVI
AND THE CREDIBILITY CGAP

It now appears that the government of this country. has dedicated itself to the
production of a muchine called the supersonic transport (SST), Apparenily it has
done 5o because (1) & lew American Lravelers may save perhaps an hour or two ona
(ranscontinental (light or crossing an ocean: (2 the Depariment of Transportation
SST Development Chicl believes that the country might lose an estimuted $22-50
billion if Eurepean manufactirers “eorner the market,” and (3) the ATA President
believes that “it is in the national interest that our flug airlines continue to be
strong and effective petitors in inten 4| air transportation.”

The SST Environmental Advisory Couneil has concluded’ that projected SST
operations are unlikely 1o cause significant climatic changes, but that there are
uhicertainsies (emphases mine). The recent MIT-sponsored Study of Critical En-
vironniental Problems concluded thatl €Oy produced by the SST may ciuse no
problem but that water vapor may increase 10% globally and up 10 60% locally.
Particles from SOu, NO, hydrocarbons, and sool may double global averages
existing prior 1o the ML Agung eruption in 1963 and peak ut |0 times those levels
where there is dense traific, Elfects of these changes on climate could include in-
creased clouds from water vapor and increased temperatures in the stratosphere
with possible increases in surface lemperatures. Alter the Mt. Agung eruption, the
temperature of the cquatorial stratosphere i d 6-7 C and ined a1 2-3 C
above pre-Agung levels for seversl years, Neussle and Holeomb (Science, 168:
1562) stuted that most meteoralogists agree thal gascous products other than water
will present no special problems, although not enough is known about gas exchange
in the stratosphere for certain prediction. They state that the water produced could
directly change the radiation balance of the carth, Finger and Melnturil (Seience.
167:1616) state, “*a prominent guestion is whether we have suificient knowledge of
the higher atmospheric layers and sufficient instrumental sccuracy to provide the
needed operational support {of the SST)." The First Annual Report of the Council
on Environmental Quality stated concern over man's ability to modily climate
generally, including increasing the water vapor conient of the stratosphere, and
recommended that further study is necessary 10 better determine the effects of the
SST before mass production begins.

Nonetheless, we blunder on, The present Administration has stated that it is com-
mitted 1o preventing degradation of the enviranment. Why, then, does the regula-
tion of naise produced by the SST remuin the responsibility of the Department of
Transportation? Why is it that less than 15 of federal research money for weather
modification studies is going lo programs concerning inadvertent changes in cli-
mate? Why hns rescarch on the effects of the SST been made the respansibility of
the Department of Transportation? The estimated rotals of federal funding for
pollution control and abalement. Programs in the fiscal years 1969, 1970, and 1971
were $763 million, $886 million, and $1.38 hillion, respectively. Nonetheless, a sum
of $290 million has just been approved by the House of Representatives for the
development of a prototype SST, 4 sum equal to a fifth of the Fiscal 1971 funding
for poliution abatement and control. Estimates of the ultimaie cost of the SST
program go as high as $6 billion. There is presently no airpori designed for the
operation of such 3 plane, The costs for develapment could easily equil 5 or 6 years
of total federal funding for pollution control. There is indeed @ credibility gap
when we embark ‘upon @ program that is & potential global threat, allow it 10 be
regulited by those whose interest t in favorable trade balance and aur “leadership”
in aviation; and simultansousiy e that poliution of the air is aur most serious
environmental problem, The development of the SST thus conflicts with the basic
philosophy behind ihe cstablishment of the Environmental Protection Agency:
i.e., the prevention of environmental degradaiion, even belore that sgency actually
exisis,

Francis S L. WiLLiamsox

y the Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation %3




Dear Member of Citizens League Againat the Sonic Boom: November 18, 1972

The threat of the Anglo-French Concorde 55T continues, Sixteen production=type Concordes, bigger
:nd "bdomier" than the prototyyes, are being built, The first is nearly ready for testing., BOAC has
srdered 5, Air France 4, Actual service could start in 1975, 1if the program is not halted,

Soniec Boom The plane's boom is worse than had been predicted, The typical overpressure ias 2,0 to
243 psf, with occasional booms of 4 to 8 psf, Flights over Cornwall, Wales, ete,, produced a flood
of protests & damage claims, Damage payments totaled £ 35,622(885,000)==5100. per mile of flightpath,

Noige at Takeoff & Landing The Concorde prototype is "the noipiest eivil aireraft in the world®
ser Electronics Today of Sept, '72, Its "perceived noise” (PN) im 125 to 135 PNdB, The (modified)
production plane will produce 120 to 125 PNdB —-more than 20 PNdB nolsier than the subsonic (boomless)
=10, L=1011, A=300B, One Concorde is equivalent to a hundred L=1011's taking off simult neous

Pollution of Stratosphere The threat that a fleet of Concordes would pose to stratospheric ozone
ooks increasingly grim. See recent reports by Nat'l,Acad.Sci. and by Dept, of Transportation,
Opposition to Concorde The opposition, led by B, Lundberg in Sweden, the Anti-Concorde Project in
ungland, and CLASE in America, is thriving, Only two airlines have placed firm orders: BOAC and Air
france, Three airlines (United,Air Canada,Sabena) have canceled their options, Pan Am and TWA may
cancel too =-because of the environmental nuisances and also the whopping price of the plane: about
$59,000,000 with apare parts etc, (This is more than twice the cost of a DC=10=-30,which holds twice
as many people, fliea 50% farther,and uses only 1/3 as much fuel per passenger-mile,) CLASE has been
sending to airline heads, gov't officials, etc., a steady stream of factual reports & pamphleta on
Concorde's offending features, CLASE's leadership in opposing 55Ts is given top billing in a major
article "Public Interest Sclunce" in the Sept,29 Science, Note: We are keeping a wary eye on White
flouse spokesmen who predict that a new,more costly (85 billion) US SST program will be undertaken,

CLASB MOW NEEDS MONEY, Pleaee make out checks to: w \mu:qmaguw — y
CLASE, 19 Appleton St,, Cambridge, Mass, 02138 A 7 o
»

William A. Shurclif

10N
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WASHINGTON REPORT

New information on the environmental impact of
supersonic transport planes, coupled with revelations
of a “sweetheart” contract between government and
aircraft manufacturers for its production, has stoked
up efforts to block a 5290 million federal subsidy for
the next phase of the project.

The new developments brought together some 30
conservation, consumer, labor and other organiza-
tions in a renewed drive to stop Congress from in-
creasing the 5630 million already expended for an
aircraft judged by economists as non-competitive in
the world transportation scheme. The coalition has
been telling members of the Senate that the $290
million allocation for fiscal 1971 work on the SST
should be eliminated.

The coalition formed to oppose the SST has based
its disapproval on grounds in addition to the evidence
presented by the scientific community that SST
operations have potential environmental hazards
beyond those previously encountered by mankind,
Hearings before Congressional committees have raised
major questions of public policy. -

The House Appropriations Committee held hear-
ings on the contract between the Federal Aviation
Administration and the Boeing Aircraft Company. It
found that after the two prototype planes had been
built under the current contract, the U.S. government,
having spent $1.3 billion, would not receive one
penny in return. The contract only provides that
when production of the SSTs moves into high gear,
the U.S. Treasury will receive a royalty on produc-
tion. For example, when Boeing has sold 139 of the
boom-creating aircraft, the U.S. government will be
in the hole by $1.183 billion, while Boeing will have

_ had a profit of 5150 million.

In recent memory, this contract between the FAA
and Boeing is the first where a $1 billion interest-free
loan has been made available to a corporation so that
it can gain a monopoly on production. The FAA
Boeing contract provides that the government put up
90 per cent of the cost of two SST prototypes, with-
out interest. The interest will be paid only as the air-
craft are sold over the break-even figure.

These facts were brought out at length in a paper
presented by Wheaton College Professor John Wal-
green, an economist who assisted former Department
of Defense Secretary Robert McNamara in a review
of the SST program.

Dr. Walgreen said: “The SST subsidy will be
drawn from general tax revenues and granted to
highly skilled workers in the aircraft industry, stock-
holders of the SST manufacturers and their suppliers,

and air travelers who can afford faster transportation
at prices that do not reflect all the costs involved.. ..

If flight paths are restricted, the program will lose -

about a billion dollars.”

Another strange facet of the contract between the
manufacturer and the U.S. government is that the
agency representing the taxpayers—~the FAA—is also

the promoter of the product. The FAA is supposed to -

establish standards and certificate aircraft for safe
operations. In the case of the SST it has taken on the
role of developer and creator. The Congress has
never authorized the construction of the SST, but an
obscure section of an appropriation bill gives it the
leeway to develop advanced aircraft types. This is the
basis for the go-ahead by the FAA for pouring public
funds into SST commitments.

Arguments have been made that the SST will pro-
vide employment in a distressed aircraft industry.
However, on April 30, 1970, the Assistant Secretary
for Manpower in the Department of Labor told the
Joint Economic Committee that the net employment
increase from the SST would be negligible and that
SST production would do little to benefit those lower
skilled workers hardest hit by the current downturn,

The same committce heard testimony from a re-
known economist, Mary Goldring of the London
Economist, that the high-priced SSTs will have to be
subsidized by airfares paid by those who ride in tour-
ist class on regular airlines.

The dollar drain on the Treasury, as described by
leading economists, does not take into account the
environmental cost of the SST. Dr. Richard L. Gar-
win, a physicist who headed a panel of President
Nixon’s Science Advisory Committee on the SST,
said the airport noise from the plane would be
“equivalent to the simultaneous takeoff of 50 of the
loudest aircraft allowed under FAA certification re-
quirements.”

At Senate hearings, Dr. Gordon J, F. McDonald,
the scientist member of President Nixon’s Council on
Environmental Quality, said that supersonic trans-
port injections of water vapor into the upper atmos-
phere decreases ozone protection from ultra-violet
rays.

“This is potentially such a significant problem that
we really must understand it before proceeding in
any way to alter the water vapor content of this part
of the atmosphere,” Dr. McDonald said.

The $290 million for the SST program will be a
large factor in the $1.3 billion deficit for the end of
fiscal 1971 predicted by the Administration.

= W, Lioyd Tupling
23
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Wlnifed Diales Denale

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

March 10, 1971

Mr. George B. Vanshaack
Morton Arboretum
Lisle, Illinois

Dear Mr. Vanshaack:

I appreciated your telling me of your oFEusiticn to
further funding for the SS5T. Last December, when the
matter was before the Senate, I was one of the 52
Senators who voted against further appropriations for
the SST. Unfortunately, the liouse-Senate conference
committee restored some of these funds, but the authori-
zation is due to expire March 31, and the matter will
again come before the Congress.

I will continue my orpcsition to this project. The SST
poses unacceptable threats to our environment and diverts
scarce tax dollars from urgent domestic needs. Because
supporters of the SST are going all out to secure more
Federal funds, it is vitally important that you continue
your efforts.

With best wishes,

AP

Adlai E. Stevenson III

W DigTtiZed By the Mt Tnstitute for Botanical Documentation
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March 14, 1497
BO LUNDBERG +
HOLBERGSGATAN 120
181 57 BEROMMA
SWEDEMN
TEL, O8/87 8108

STATEMENT ON THE OPERATION ECONOMICS OF

CONCORDE AND THE BOEING SST PROJECT 2707
by

Bo Lundberg

x)

My recently concluded BL Report 145, "The Ecoenomics of Supersonié
Transport Operation" describes a method for comparing the prelation
between the operation economics of S5STs and competing SubSODiCa,
and appllcailon on Concorde and the Boeing 2707. The report is in
my opinien conclusive proof that these SST projects will be gress-
1y uneconomical in operation because of their exceptionally high
seat-mile cost. This will for the Boeing 2707 be 60 to 80 percent
higher thar for Boeing 747, and the seat-mile cost of Concorde will
be at least 100 percent higher.

These results cannoi be refuted by the SST proponents because my
computations are based on information from Boeing and the manu-
facturers of Concorde about purchase price, payload, fuel consump-
tion, and all other essential characteristics.

In view of this the following main conclusions of my report are
also indisputable:

1. The S58Ts can take over practically nothing of the - dominantly
large - economy (tourist) class subsonic market, unless the
airlines are to suffer ruinous losses by applying economy-class
fares.

2. The 8STs can take over only a limited part of the small first
class market (at close to first-class fares),

3. Such operation will yield returns on investment much less
than for the subsonics, and this will result in either increase
of subsonic fares or requirements of subsidies.

4, My report and these conclusions apply for the case of no sonic
boom restrictions., If the SSTs are not allowed to fly at super-
sonic speed over inhabited land - which now seems practically
certain - their operation economy will be gven more inferior
to that of the subsonics.

5. The computations in my report are based on the purchase prices
that are estimated by the manufacturers on the assumption of
many hundreds of SSTs being built (of the order $ 50 million
for the Boeing 2707 and $ 25 to 30 million for Concorde). The
diminutive market for the S5STs - only a part of the small first-
class, over-ocean market - requires merely a few dozen Concordes
or Boeing 85Ts. These small series will result in production
costs per aircraft at least twice as high as those assumed by
the manufacturers for their estimates to the airlines of pur-
chase prices. As the airlines most certainly will not pay much
more for the SSTs than the price indicated by the manufacturers,
the production will incur tremendous losses which must be cove-
red by subsidies.

) — : .
;:, *? Aviation Consultant, former Director General of the Aeronauti-
cal Research Institute of Sweden. Memher of the ICAC Sonic Eoom
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A European View of the Supersonic Transport

Servan-Schreiber, former editor of

‘Express and author of *The American
Challenge,” is a deputy to the French
National Assembly from Lorraine. The
following is excerpted from a statement
he submitted to Senator Prozmire, chair-
man of the hearings on the SST.

THE DEBATE in the Congress of the
United States on supersonic transport may
remain in the history of the industrial state
as the first truly universal debate, The prob-
lem is the same in each modern democracy
—man and technology. Decisions of govern
ment and parliaments in each of our na-
tions has immediale consequences on all
others. In view of the S5T debate there is
no such thing any more as “national in-

3 . {

The mult

national industrial complex. . . . France and
Great Britain now have nine years' expe-
rience with supersonic transport and that
experience can, perhaps, shed some light on
this vital debate,

Every single cost analysis from the be.
ginning has proved to be wrong. The cost
of the [French-British] SST has multiplied
here, as it will everywhere, four times since
the initial evaluations. By all normal de-
cision-maling systems, it should have been
canceled long ago, but the debate and the
cost have for years heen kept {rom the
public. The facts have not been available
until the most recent months when they
could no longer be hidden.

Now the public eye is on the project and
what it sees is bankruptcy. The Rolls Royce
disaster of last month already looks small

i to the i ire of the
SST.

or

NOT ONLY those who had doubts about
the project, but more and more former sup-
porters of supersonic transport are now
frightened by the project. Mr. Charles de
Chambrun, &8 major political figure of the
ruling party in France, making a special re-
port for his parliamentary committee de-
clared; “Even a superficial analysis now
reveals to us a terrifying truth, on purely
prestige projects (like the supersonic air-
craft) we are throwing away billions with
no hope whatsoever of any future commer-
clal returns. So much so that we should
urgently face these problems and if pos-
sible, before they become public scandals”
Former Conservative Prime Minister An-
toine Pinay, a cautious and respected man,

who seldom speaks out in publie, decided
last week that he could no longer remain
silent and came out flatly against it as an
immensely costly gadget on taxpayers
money designed for an incredibly few rich
people, mostly North Americans. The im-
pact of his unprecedented and violent at-
tack is shaki the blish and
prefaces more defeclions from the pro-SST
ranks among public figures,

P 1 political |
decision at long last, confronts the multi- '

1f the number of persons in America that
could profit by SST flights is evaluated,
officially, at 0.5 per cent of the popula-
tion, that figure in France Is only 03 per
cent—thus an unavoidable political assault,
in a eountry like ours where housing,
schools, hospitals, roads, telephones, urban
problems are in such dramatic need of im-
mediate attention. . . . In Paris, for instance,
it has been revealed that over 70 per cent
of housing dates back to 1920, and only less
than 10 per cent has been rebuilt in the
last 20 years. Also, Paris, considered the
most advanced city in France, 52 per cent
of housing is without central heating and
45 per cent has no Internal sanitary fa-
cilities. Again in Paris, there is, today, only
one child care center for 2000 working
women with children.

For the first time since General de
Gaulle left the public scene these truths are
rising to the surface. A fundamental re-
appraisal of the whole range of public
appropriations is the inevitable result. In
face of these social scandals the SST has
now few defenders, Only those directly
concerned by the contracting industries are
still openly in favor of the project

Even if there were no problem at all
of public opinion of urgent social needs,
there are now even more pressing problems
confronting the S5T builders and their
clients. We shall note here the latest devel-
opments in the first two months of this year.

The mini transport ¢ of the
European SST was considered to be, as
of last year, for any competitive use, 134
passengers per plane. After the first flight
tests this capacily is now being reduced to
110, or less. At that level, the plane can be
bought by Air France and BOAC only if
it flies at full capacily on every flight. An

impossible assumption, &s any airling ex-.

ecutive knows

The flight distance of the European SST
has also been drastically decreased. It s
still considered able to fly from Paris and
London to New York, but it is now of-
fictally admitted that it will not be able

to fly from Berlin to New York and not
even from Rome, Hamburg or Frankfurt.
The use of the SST for European airlines is
shrinking, Practically, the British and French
clients are, at this point, left alone.

Maintenance costs for the SST climbed
from the first estimated 30 per cent margin
{for present jet planes to 60 per cent at least,
in the latest accounting. The initial and basie
idea that the fare for an SST passenger
would not be more than the first-class seat
today on mormal jet aircraft is abandoned.
The SST passenger will have to pay at least
30 per cent more than the firstclass fare.
At that price level, company executlves, not
paying for their own travel expenses, whl
be the only routine passengers taking ad-
vantage of the new plane.

Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical
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Finally, the Jatest requirements from air-
lines to add qualitative changes in order to
lower the noise level and to make luxury
flight more comfortable have been flatly
refused by the builders as impossible within
the present budget, already 300 per cent
over the initial estimations.

o

SOME major leaders of the pro-SST cru-
sade have now decided In my country to ex-
press in public their unwillingness to con-
tinue the project under present conditions.
Among them the Chief Executive of the
SST program in Toulouse has considered it
to be his duty to release, last month, some
new facts and figures in an unprecedented
press conference.

Since its first lest flight in 1969, the SST
prototype has flown less than 10 per cent
of the number of hours of test flight thm
were planned as a minimum for testing
the project. Also, he revealed, in anger, that
the budgeted investments planned for the
middle of last year had still not been al-
located by the government.

He made public that, on the basis of the
latest devel a new post
of test flights is unavoidable. What was
planned to be achieved in 1973 will not be
accomplished before the second half of
1074. Finally, he concluded, that all of this
will cost an eventual loss of 50 SST com-
merclal options per year and that one
more delay. after the deadline of 1994,
would simply see the European SST cancel
itself out of any possible market

The conclusion in France today, after a
few weeks of publicly airing the facts, is
that the project is, at a minimum, a com-
mercial and fi jal di . Technologi
cally it has lost most of its significance for
two reasons. First, because the engineers
and scientisis are not permitted to con-
tinue their research due to budget limi-

|tations. Second, the only remaining tech-

nological fallout (supersonic flight expe-
rience) has lost its meaning since this air-
craft will not be the first of its genera-
tion of planes, but the last. To create a
new generation of aircraft a varied geom-
etry wing system and new metal alloys
were, and are, needed, but they have been
abandoned.

It is a common belief among responsible
politicians in this country that the concrete
social problems of daily life in the cities of
France and the dramatic problems of hal-
ance of payments in Great Britain are now
converging to move public opinion in Eu-
rope against projects that contradict the ele-
mentary needs of the mass of the people.
Ninety seven per cent of the populatlon of
France is not, In the leasl, concerned hy
the luxury of supersonic {lying, but In
anguish with the deterioration of urban life,
the bankruptey of public service In every
city.

The European 55T looks Lo us, on ihis
side of the Atlantic, like an industrial
letnam.

ocumentation
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STATEMENT ON THE QPERATION :.COI‘U”"ICc OF

CONCORDE "AND THE BOEING SST PROJECT 2707
by

Bo Lundberg

x)

My recently concluded BL Report 145, "The Ecenomics of Supersonié
Transport Operation describes a methed for comparlng the relation
between the operation economiecs of SSTs and competing SubSOﬂlCu,
and appllcatlon on Concorde and the Boeing 2707. The report is in
my opinion conclusive proof that these SST projects will be gress-
ly uneconomical in operation because of their exceptionally high
seat-mile cost. This will for the Beezng 2707 be 60 to 80 percent
higher thar for Boeing 747, and the seat-mile cost of Concorde will
be at least 100 percent higher. =

These results cannot be refuted by the SST proponents because my
computations are based on information from Boeing and the manu-
facturers of Concorde about purchase price, payload, fuel consump-
tion, and all other essential characteristics.

In view of this the following main conclusions of my report are
also indisputable:

1. The S8Ts can take over practically nothing of the - dominantly

: large - economy (tourist) class subsonic market, unless the
airlines are to suffer ruinous losses by applying economy-class
fares,

2. The S8Ts can take over only a limited part of the small first
class market (at close to first-class fares).

3. Such operation will yield returns on investment much less
than for the sibsonics, and this will result in either increase
of subsonic fares or reguirements of subsidies.

4. My report and these conclusions apply for the case of no sonic
boom restrictions. If the SSTs are not allowed to fly at super-
sonic speed over inhanlted land - which now seems practically
certain - their operation economy will be even more inferior
to that of the subsonies.

5. The computations in my report are based on the purchase prices
that are estimated by the manufacturers on the assumption of
many hundreds of SSTs being built (of the order $ 50 million
for the Boeing 2707 and $ 25 to 30 million for Concorde). The
diminutive mavket for the SSTs - only a part of the small first-
class, over-ocean market - requires merely a few dozen Concordes
or Boeing SSTs. These small series will result in production
eosts per aireraft at least twice as high as those assumed by
the manufacturers for their estimates to the airlines of pur-
chase prices. As the airlines most certainly will not pay much
more for the SSTs than the price indicated by the manufacturers, |
the production will incur tremendous losses which must be cove- !
red by subsidies. :

x) A 9 : = ; |
= Aviation Consultant, former Director General of the Aeronauti-
cal Research Institute of Sweden. Member of the ICAQ Sonic Eoom
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Both houses of Congress gave a final, emphatic *no” to gover t develog t of
the SST in late March. Subsequent gover t attempts to sell the idea to private

bankers or abroad apparently have failed.

The House vote was 215 yes, 205 no. A “yes” vote was in favor of an amendment
eliminating funds for the SST. The senate vote was 46 yes, 51 no. A “yes” vote in the
senate was in favor of continuing the program.

For the first time members of the House were recorded by name as they voted on an
amendment. Here's how both Houses voted:
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Senate foes on SST
predict close vote

| By William MeGaffin
|| Of Our Washington Bureau

WASHINGTON — “‘Prox™
and “Chuck." the bipartisan
team. that produced w 52-to-41
defeat of the supecsonic trans-
port project in the Senate Dec.
3, are backinaction.

The tyo senators — Demo-
crat William Proxmire of Wis-

H; Percy of Illincis — are
eriux hard to defeat the 55T
assln when the issue is put 1o a
| vote in Lhe Senate late Wad:m

LY.

But it's a much wugher op-
eration this time because of
the votes they lost with the
shift of personnel in the new
session of the Senate, and be-
cause of the intensified cam-
‘paign by the Nixon adminis-
tration, organized labor and
contractors.

BOTH SENATORS said in
interviews that the outcome
| will be “1oo close to predict.’

Percy exhibited a tally sheet
that showed 45 votes in favor
of voting down the §134 million
apprnprla.l]un far  continuing
construction of two protolypes
of the 1,800-mile<an-hour air-
liner.

' Forty-three other ‘votes on

his sheet were lis| uumihak'
lh‘lysuppurtl gtﬁeappm»

. Two' Senators . were
mmud as being absent be-

«cansin and Republican Charles |

House's 215-to-204 vote last

Instead. the conferees will

Thursday to cut off funds will | agree that there is a dis-

help the 55T opponents in the
Senate.

the Senate, however, they still |

agreement on the S5T and will

' report back to both bodies for
If the 55T opponents lose in |

another vote. The SST issue
will be kept separate from the

will hsve another chance be- | rest of the Transportation De- |
cause of an agreement Prox- | partment appropriation so that
mire has with the Senate lead- | an SST opponent can vote
ership and the senior members l lslum it without. also voting

of the Senate Appropriations |'. ‘against money for airports,

Committes,

Under this agreement, there | other vital,

airport traffic controliers and
noncontroversial

will be no attempt in a House- | projects.

Senaie conference (o com-

| promise the issue if the Senate

A leading SST backer, Sen.
Henry M. Jackson (D-Wash.),

voles for SST. Nor will the 85T | said Tuesday that if the Sanm

appropriation be lumped with

also votes a

the rest of the money for the | funding of the :np;mnic

Tranisportation Department.

! transport: “It's dead,”

Equal SST time

NEW YORK (UPI) —
Nixon administration, u'gﬂlnx
‘that the Dick Cavett Show

‘helped defeat the

supersonic
transport bill in the Houss by

‘having SST opponents appear |
as guests, has sent jts SST ex- | said
pert toNeuf's'otktﬂ pr_ssem its

viewpoint on the air.

A spokesman for the Cavett
show said executive producer
John Gilroy received a tele-

.phomcnl.lirmnanaiuem

White House communicati
director. Kerhert_G .'Kleln Pi‘&

Telt the Cavett show was partly
responsible for defeat of the

"'l’hcy sumeﬁ — and
il
gesu t's more a sug-

— that we boak (SST
project manager wuuam:.

-Magmaemmnm'

Ma on the

m:mMnnduynlgm. Sem
William Proxmire (D-Wis.), a
leading prt of mu ssr
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: CHICAGO * FINAL
5= ) Sun-limes %
Dmll.! on Page IS! 160 Pages-10 Cents

Thursday, March 25, 1971

Wil du We o8 IR e Pl Entimslass ot

The! Boeing supersonic transport plane at Seattle. (AP)

ate rejects SST

| 51-46 vote bars
B ore federal aid

h thipe send-
ted apiinst the
n hax bees prochi-

The sncommitted

aminje (R-Colo.), who was Hst-
an opponent but did no vote when the
ds 52 1041 last De-

v uncommitted senator b
g began. The u'..'u-r sznalors
f (R-Wyo.), Jack Miller
{R-lowa} and H - Byrd Jr. rrnd Val).

) handfi [o! '-znzro 3 appearsd on the
[ the day's debate.
before the sesaion be-
could get their lay-
y"" with thousands more
later if the project were killad.
G. Magnuson {D-Wash.), wha

ons rus oot March
p spent $568 mil-
help Bosing
prolp‘\*pcs

. solder indicate. Both have been refieved temporarily. The Yan
| ber of an armored unit thal was trying 1o bresk through to beveged LS. ar
Vistnamese Woops near the Lacs border. The exhauted South Viemamese spent wix
3 fighting imide Lacs, (AP and UFI)

South Viets leave Laos
under hot pursuit by Reds

‘War s 2 weary businen, m !hn- picturcs of an American 1ok d-cz [left] and & South
Vietnamesa

]? Sfcrres picture on Pag? 2
Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical D



ML-‘MH-I‘M‘T:"- I:ml.mh.w_
WARSELN O, MAGMUSON. AN WANL £. MUNDT, &,
Siome o s
oy iy Alnifed Hiafes Henafe
MIRE MAMSFIELD, MONT . AR L PTG, MAWAL
WELLLARM PRCOOM L, WIS J. CALER BOGGS, DEL. COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
JOREFW M. MONTOTA, M. MEX, CHARLES W. PERCY, i
m‘;m:: EDWARD W. BRCOKE, MASS. WasHINGTON, D.C. 20510
i'i:-:n:,wrr.nmm
March 18, 1971

Mr. George B. Van Schaack

L 5 111 Lincoln Lane

Lisle, Tllinois 60532

Dear Mr. Van Schaack:

This will acknowledge and thank you for your
letter of March 16, which was also signed by many of
your friends, stating your opposition to the full
appropriation request for the supersoniec transport.

I appreciate having the benefit of your ob-
servations and assure you they will receive every
consideration., In addition, I am forwarding your
letter to the Subcommittee on the Department of Trans-
portation and Related Agencies, under whose jurisdietion
this appropriation request falls, for the information
and consideration of its members. "

With kindest regards and best

Sincerely,
ALLEN J/ ELLENDER
Chag rman
S AJE: Bk
e
= 3 b
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Dear Senator:

I strongly urge you to STOP THE SSTg == because they would:

Inflict jolting sonic booms on a large fraction of the earth, night and day,

Startle as zany as 20,000,000 people per transcontinental flight.

(N¥ote: the FAA still has not banned 55T supersonic flight over land,)

Convert the oceans into sonic boom dumping grounds,

Create intolerable noise at airports and in nearby suburbs,

Expose passongers to dangers from lightning, flasch-fire, sudden loss of
cabin pressure, ozone, cosmic rays.

Reguire multi-billion=-dollar subsidy by the taxpayers,.

Become a gigantic financial failure -- because it would be far outclassed
by the 747 Jumbo Jet. (The 747 has 50% greater capacity, 50% greater
range, is ouch roomier and safer, costs 50% less, has much lower fares,
requires no subsidy by the taxpayers, and has no sonic bogm.)

Why spend billions of dollars to develop an SS5T that is already doomed? = That

nobody nesds?

= That the airlines cannot afford? = That creates vast problems

for the environment while solving none for transportation?
PLEASE STOP THE SSTs,

Signed

Address

Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation
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Monday, March 15, 1971

Fastest white elephant

7o build or not to build the SST: The

question requires an answer from Con-
gress by the end of the month, for the
funding of the supersonic transport
runs out then. Last year, Congress
grudgingly agreed to a three-month
extension into 1971, and then only be-
cause the issue had become so hot it
interfered with adjournment.
“1's still hot, and the vote is likely to
be close. But as more evidence piles
up in Senate hearings, it reinforces our
opinion that no more public money
should be spent on the SST.

It isn’t good enough to say that we
might as well go ahead and build two
prototypes of the plane in order to
find out how much they would pollute
the air with gas and noise, and wheth-
er they could operate economically.
Even if the pollution factors are min-
imized — and the administration has
gone to great lengths to minimize
tiem — the odds against economic
siiccess for this venture are mounting.

Actually, there's no separating the
environmental and economic aspects,
for it's the sonic boom — only one of
the environmental drawbacks —that
rules out the prospect that the SST can
be a money maker. If it can't fly fas-
ter than sound except over water and
frozen wastes, then it loses its chiel
reason for being, which is superspeed.
The time saved in transoceanic flights
would be too little to justify the
enormous extra cost.

_The aircrait industry has of course
led the fight to build the SST, but the
hard-pressed airlines themselves: con-
cede they can't see the day when they
could afford to buy and operate them.
Their problem now is an oversupply of
space for passengers in their new gen-
eration of jumbo subsonic jets. Air tra-
val will doubtless resume its growth
in the future, but it could be a long,
long time before there is any demand
for a plane that carries fewer passen-
gers at a much higher cost. And by
that time, perhaps the air transport
industry can finance its own devel-
opment instead of depending on the
public todo it.
shortage

may clinch argument

against the SST as the least efficient
form of mass transportation known to
man. Recent studies have shown that
in terms of people or cargo hauled per
mile per gallon of fuel, the 55T isina
wasteful league all its own. It would
carry only 13.6 passengers per mile
per gallon, compared with 22 for the
jumbo Boeing 747 (and compared
with 200 for a double-deck passenger
train).

. So enormous is the SST's appetite
for fuel that if the government's
dream is realized and 500 of them are
in the air by 1980, the fleet would con-
sume 40 billion gallons a year. A little
more than a decade ago, all forms of
transportation in the United States put
together used not much more than
that in a year.

The more that is learned about the
SST, the less attractive it becomes
from any angle. The thing to do, it
seems to us, is to put it on the shelf
and study it, at least for a while, rath-
er than sink more money into what
could be the fastest white elephant in
the world.

Citizen Lee

Virginia's Sen. Harry F. Byrd Jr.
has discovered that the Union never
did restore citizen-
ship to Gen. Rob-
ert E. Lee, com-
mander of the Con-
federate forces,
and he thinks it's
time justice was
done. Byrd says
Lee signed a re-
quired oath of al-

Strictly personal

Questions key

By Sydney J. Harris

Recently, T received a letter from George
Gallup, head of the American Institute of
Public Opinion, advising that he is at work on
a book that “will try to describe and explain
polling methods.” He asked me to write down
any questions I might have about any aspect
of polling.

Well, whenever 1 hear the results of some
public opinion poll, I am always more inter-
ested in how the questions
were framed than in how the
answers turmed out. Any
question can be framed —
consciously or unconsciously
— 1o elicit the kind of an-
swer it wants or expects.

1 could easily devise two
political polis of five gues
tions each, one designed 1o
glicit the answer that the
country is drifting right-
ward, and the other to elicit an equally left-
ward drift. Mo trouble at all.

At a college, not long @50, & professor of
logic submitted a list ol 10 questions to his
classes; a large majorily answered affirma-

o
a3,

7 : ja
Lm 5
Ha

rris

legiance after the
Civil Warended,
but somehow it never reached Presi-
dent Andrew Jchnson.

1t shouldn’t be hard to get the two-
thirds vote needed in Senate and
House to pass Byrd’s resolution. Re-

. sentment against the gentlemanly in-

surgent should have vanished long
ago, And alas for Lee, citizenship
won't have much practical advantage.

ey hili gitize e bytivg Hunt] i et Botatieal §(Q§%l

tively to eight of them — which happened 10
be the 10 propositions in Marx’s “Communist
Manifesto.” Then he rephrased the questions,
and just as'm apposed them. Both times,
they were responding 1@ words more than to
ideas.

TWO WORDS MAY denote the same thing,
but connote different things. Most people do

not §

ear-old
?ntathn

and consid-
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Mr. George B. Vanshaack
Morton Arboretum
Lisle, Illinois
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LINDBERGH AND THE S5T

Congressman Sidney R. Yates of lllinois has made public a letter he received from
aviator Charles A. Lindbergh in which Lindbergh says the SST should not be built.

Lindbergh, who is a member of the Board of Directors of Pan American World Air-
ways which holds an option to buy 15 of the supersonic transports, speaks out in the
face of an otherwise united industry front that says the SST must be built.

The Lindbergh letter comes just as the Nixon Administration and other pro-55T forces
are gearing up for a lobbying blitz to ramrod the supersonic transport through the
Congress once again. By the terms of a compromise with Senator William Proxmire of
Wisconsin in December, the SST must come up for a vote by the end of March 1971.

There are also reports that labor unions, neutral on the national level, are working be-
hind the scenes at home to pressure pro-SST votes from their Senators and Representa-
tives. Locals of the International Association of Machinists are apparently leading the
pro-SST activity. National unions opposing the S5T to date are the International Long-
shoremen's and Warehousemen’s Union, the National Federation of Social Service Em-
ployees and the Oil, Chemical and Atomic Workers' International Union.

The text of Lindbergh's letter follows:

Darien, Connecticut |
e February 3, 1971

Dear Congressman Yates:

Replying to your letter of fanuary 20th, my impression is that the supersonic trans-
port s within the state of the art technically but not economically or environmentally.
Seat-mile costs are too high, and the pollution of the upper atmosphere too dangerous
on the basis of present knowledge. | believe it would be a mistake to become com-
mitted to a multi-billion dollar supersonic transport program without reasonable cer-
tainty that SST's will be practical economically and acceptable environmentally.

| do not now see any practical way to avoid the disturbance that would be caused by
regular sonic booms. As a citizen, | feel we are already subjected to more than enough !
technological noises, and my vote will be against adding to the present noise level in

any unnecessary way. | do not accept as practical or lasting the idea that supersonic

transports would be flown at supersonic speeds only over water, . . .

Sincerely,
[s/ Charles A, Lindbergh
Hon. Sidney R. Yates

House of Representatives
Washington, D.C.

CN 2-15-71 seven
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Lisle, Illinois 60532
March 16, 1971

United States Senate Committee on Appropriations
Senate Office Building
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sirs:

We urge you to disapprove United States Government funding of SST proto-
types, now under your consideration. We must believe you have heard all the
reasons advanced for the support of each side, and we do believe that your
decision ought to be based on relevant facts. We submit that relevant facts
are of a non-political nature, on the one hand, and selfless as to economic
advantage on the other.

You have recently been assailed by a new lobby, National Committee for an
American SST, whose full-page advertisements of last week ask approval of
the SST prototypes on the basis of very questionably sound principles: nation-
alism (irrelevant), less pollution than the Russian model (all very high en-
ergy transportation pollutes, essentially by definition of the word), 12 years
of past effort (only the unwise throw good money after bad), establishment of
a revenue tax base of §7 billion (pulling oneself up by one's bootstraps is
yet to be demonstrated as feasible, and, in addition, loss of property values
from SST pollution would greatly exceed §7 billion), enormous export sales
(in pure economics every exported item contributes to a depletion of re-
sources).

Moreover, the membership of this lobby would seem to be exclusively air-
plane manufacturers, airlines, and some thirty national unions. The more
powerful of the airplane-connected members are bidding for large money gains;
some, at least, of the less powerful unions, such as the Retail Clerks of
America, can only have followed suit after the lead of the wolves.

Let Russia launch its planes, and so too England and France, and let the
loss be theirs, rather than that of the enormously large percentage of all
Americans who would never have even the fare to pay to ride one of the pro-
posed monster polluters.
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& On October 23,

| 1971, commercial SST
| service will begin, The
. | Supersonic Transport
J || shown above will initi-
1 ate flights between Cal-
| cutta and Moscow. The

the colors of The Soviet Union.
- 'This announcement by the Soviets

comes at a time when both the British
and French are well along on their . .

SST programs, too. The British and
French have flown their prototype
SSTs.

Here in The Umted States, we -

have an American SST under devel-
opment. It’s not flying yet. And if it
were up to some people, it never will.

But it’s a better airplane than either

" SSTsinvolved will carry

the Russian Tu-144 or the Brit

French Concorde.

It’s faster. It’s higger. It’s
efficient. And it’s more pollution-f
- Government and industry t
already invested 12 years of b
work and many dollars in the Axr
can SST. We’re ready to build
test two prototypes—to make
airplane as effective as permittec

. the capabilities of American t

nology. Scientific studies indic
that our SSTs will not be harnr
In fact, they will establish new
vironmental standards which
foreign SSTs would have to ma
What’s more, the American SST
provide jobs for 150,000 Amer:
workers. All over the country.

It will establish a revenue
base worth. up to $7 billion. Eno

Dmericon Lobor ond Industry fi

MEMBER: NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR AN AMERICAN S8T

1156 15th STREET, N.W, SUITE 600, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005, TELEPHONE: (202) 223-8000. FLOYD E. SMITH, LABOR CHAIRMAN.DO
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1ssian Tu-144 or the British-
| Concorde.

s faster. It’s higger. It’s more
t. And it’s more pollution-free.

v invested 12 years of hard
nd many dollars in the Ameri-

vo prototypes—to make this
e as effective as permitted by
pabilities of American tech-
. Scientific studies indicate
i SST's will not be harmful.
;, they will establish new en-
nental standards which the

2’ jobs for 150,000 American
s. All over the country.

forth up to $7 billion. Enough

e —————

pbvernment and industry have -

5T. We're ready to build and ' *

L SST's would have to match. =
more, the American SST will

will establish 'a revenue tax

Industry for the S5T

FLOYD E. SMITH, LABOR CHAIRMAN. DONALD J. STRAIT, INDUSTRY CHAIRMAN.

- to help fund many of our high-priority

social and urban programs, It will
produce export sales to foreign air-

lines of up to $10 billion, to help our -

balance of payments.
Perhaps more important, the

American SST will keep world avia-
. tion leadership here in America. Plus
. provide a base for technological
“advancements in many fields of ap- =

plied science. |
America needs to build those two

prototypes. Now.

If you believe that American
dollars can compete with Soviet

rubles, write or wire your Con~
gressman today. Urge support for

.Amenca’s SST.
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THE MORTON ARBORETUM

Joy Morton, founder

LISLE, ILLINOIS 60532 Phone: WOODLAND 5.0074

March 23, 1971

Dr. William A. Shrucliff
Cambridge Electron Accelerator
Harvard University

Cambridge, Mass. 02138

Dear Dr. Shurcliff,

There are so many who should receive congratulations
I scarcely know to whom to send mine. I select you as
outstanding in your effort and, I blush to say, in my
own belief that the thing could be stopped.

I rejoice with you, even thougll can't believe the °*
'battle' is won. For the SST was (or still is?) only
one of its thousands of battlefields, as you well know.

This victory can be a turning point in history, but
only if we go forward to attack the enemy in many of

his other strongholds.
Sincerely your
(::fj ijéiﬂéﬁﬁ{iq»yd(
< B. Van Schaack

Bibliographer
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