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Creek fil] application. N

6. The O’onyressmeng again protest.—-Assisrtant Secr‘etary Cain, despite the
record of the Dbrotest by Congressmen Moss, Saylor, ang Reuss, against the Aill,
did nothing to inform the Congressmen of hig October 10, 19867, change of heart,
This, ‘incident’ally, is one of the many thingg we hope thig subcommittee will ask

ssistant Secretary Cain to explain, He was invited to be present and testify
at the hearingg today, but We understand he told the stafr investigator he would
be out of the country in Japan, We urge that he be;promptiy called to testify,

man Moss: S

“This responds to your letter of November 16 concerning the Wwithdrawai of
this Department’s objectiong to the Droposed fil] and fb'ulkhead in the mouth
of Hunting Creek in the city of Alexandria, Va. :

“While it is true that thig Department interposed objectiong to both the

Opposition hag been withdrawn and it seemg to us to pe the Sensible courge of
-action to Wwithdraw oy Oobjection to the revigeq applicationg, since it wag made
Primarily in Support of those who, -in part at least, have now changeqd their
minds,*» § ‘

This letter of Assistant Secretary Cain’s go Shocked Congressman Moss that
Congressman Moss wrote Assistant 'Secretary Cain back on January 3, 1968

“In all candor, sir, 1 must confess that 1 find youpr letter totally uuresponsive
to the questions containeqd in my Ccommuniecation’ ¢, you, Lo

assume the original action of opposition was based on eare«fulhstudies of

“In reply to your letter of J. anuary 8, I ean tell yon that I dig make g Jjudgment
- Without any additiona] studies of the fish ang wildlife values at the Site.” '

Congressman "Reuss, who heard of the reversal by My, Cain in early December
67, wrote to the ecretary of Interior on December 8, 1967, Reuss’ letter

“Three days ago 1 was called by an officer of the Corps of Engineerg who
informeq me that the Interior Department’s objectiong had been withdrawn
and the COTpS wag consiﬁeﬁng issuance of the Permit sought py Howarg P. Hoft-
man As‘s'ociates, Ine,, Possibly without any publie hearings, I wag Surpriseq,
since T hag hearg nothing from the Department about g change of Dosition, ang
increduloyg since the reasons for ODDosing the fij] are ‘as valid oW ag ever,

“Sﬁwbsequently I obtained g copy of a November 24, 1967, letter to Gongreseman
John Mosg from Assistant Secretary of Fish ang Wildlife and Parks, Stanley A,
Cain, who Stated that ¢ understang that ( Interiop Department) objectiong on
conservation grounds were filed * * in support of opposition to the DProposed
development from other governments] Sources, Ho:wever, much of the Opposition




