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draw our objection to the revised applications, gince it was made primarily in
gupport of those who, inpartat least, have nOW changed their minds.’ ’
«This surely is one of the lamest justiﬁcva‘tions for gioVernm«enbal getion 1 have
encountered. ‘Ag Congressman Moss and 1 observed in a joint &tatement‘yes;terday,
it is ‘a virtual admission by the Department that it took & position involving its
statutory duties without independen[tly determining the validity and soundness
of this position. This is-an abdication of agency responsibility.’ ,

«1t i difficult to see how your Agsistant Secretary for Fish, wildlife, and Parks
could permit 2 project which is 80 destructive of both wildlife and park values.
 «J hope you will study this matter and affirny the position which has given the
Deparbment of the Interior such distinction under your adminixstrat’iaon that no
private inberes“t—awhether the rapacious would-be “developers of the Merrywood
; Tostate, the fastbuck operators geeking apartments on the Glen Tcho tract, oF
those ready to fill in the Ppotomae for prr'ovﬁtsf—~shou1d be permitted to trample the
public interest by ‘de»stro-yirng'nvatura‘l agsets along the Potomac.” ‘ :

On December 22,1967, Assistant Secretary Cain replied to Congressman Reuss:

«phe Secretary has asked me t0 reply to your letter to him of December g, which
1 am pleased to do. ;

«My letter to Colonel Rhea, District Engineer COrps, Baltimore, 'on October 10
gaid, * * * we have reconsidered our interests in this matter [the Hunting Creek
fill 'a;pplic'a)tiaons] , inthe light of existing conditions in the area. We have concluded
that the granting of the applications would not sni\giniﬁdan\tly affect recreation O
conservation values in the Hunting Creek area. Accordingly, We withdrew the
objections interposed to the granting of the permits in accordance with the revised
applications.’ ‘ . ' s

“In this matter I made & judgment, endeavoring to reach 2 palance among

numerous interr-:ebated values. In guch situations there seems to be no action with-

out consequences that are unsatisfactory to per‘sons'wiﬁh pﬂa!ﬁti\C‘\l’LaI‘ values in-

Meanwhile, on December 12, 1967, Congressmen Moss and Reuss requested
Algsistant Secretary Cain and other represenﬂﬁative.s of the Depaftment of In-
~terior and Corps of Engineers to meet with themny in Congressman Mosy office
at 2353 Rayburn Houge Office Building. Assistant Secretary Cain was not present,

but sent as his representative Mr. Travis Roberts of the Department of Interior.

and other contacts he.oT other Interior officials, to his xnowledge, had had with
represenﬁatives of the applicants for the fill pe 1its. Since Asrs‘isma;nt Secretary
Cain had obviously 1not listened to Congressmen Moss’ ‘and ‘Reuss’ objection to
the fill, the Congressmen were interested in knowing to whom he was talking
on the other side. To this date Agsistant gecretary Oain has not seen fit to
disclose this information. Thisg is another reason why we hope that Assistant
Yecretary Cain will beeo«mpelled to testify pefore this gubcommittee. S

7. The career men told not 10 testify.—On January 17, the Corps of
TEngineers get down the fill application for hearings at Alexandria City Hall on
February o1, 1968. Congressman Reuss requested the U.S. Fish and wildlife
Service to send representatives to testify against the fill permit, and the pro-
fessionals of the Fish and wildlife Service appeared anxious to do 8O- Assistant
Secretary Cain, however, instructed Fish and wildlife gervice and National Park
Service. personnel not to attend the hearings. On January 30, 1968, Assistant
Secretary Cain wrote District Fngineer Colonel Frank W. Rbhea: -

“1 have talked with the people in the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and wildlife
and we believe that we do pot need to present testimony at the hearing (your
notice of J anuary 17, 1968) on the application of Howard P. Hoffman ‘Associates,
Ine., for a pulkhead and flling permit in Hunting Creek at Alexandria, va.”

To have allowed the Fish and wildlife Service and National Park Service 0
tell the truth at the February 21 hearing would obviously have undermined
Agsistant Secretary Cain’s position, and he thus ordered them not to appear. :

8. The February 21, 1968, hearing.—AL the Alexandria hearing before Colonel
Rhea on Tebruary 21, 1968, no:one appeared for the Fish and wildlife Service
or the National Park Service. Congressman Reuss presente-d testimony on pehalf
~ of himself and Congressman Moss vigorously opposing the proposed §11, on both
Fish and wildlife and National park Service grounds. O’ongressman Reuss in-
cluded in his testimony personal reports of his inspection of the Hunting Creek
estuary, both in 1964 and again on December 9, 1967, His testimony included
eyewitness -evidence that many hundreds of diving ducks and waterfowl were




