Dr. Gorrscrar g Yes;hewas, o 2L e :
r. Revss., In your judgment thoge findings and reportg did, in
fact, rely on factya] evidence and did not yse subjective judgmentcon-,
. siderations, is that not so ¢ - SN T
L. JOTTSCHALKR, That i correct,
r. REUss. Thank you.

- Mr. Reuss. T now call your attention to the memorav.ndum of Ap’x:il

8, 1968, b Assistant Secretary Cain, which is part of the record, in

which Secretary Cain says: )‘ B

I 'would 1ike ¢ clarify my role, which hag not been gan enviable one. I was
~ told by BSFW_. B o , - o

tion to the bermit and that the fish ang wildlife values claimeq for the area
~ Were “upgradeq” here in Wa'shing:ton. ) S R
Did you tel Assistant Secretary Cain that the original field report
- Was in weak opposition to the permit and that it had been upgraded
~ in’WashingtOn? R AR L : g
- Dr. GOTTSGHALK.ANO;Ididnot. k 3 ‘
1. REUSS.», That Statement, in Secretary Cain’s memorandum is not
- inaceord with the facts, is ity S
- Dr.Gorrscrarg, No;itisnot, i P '
r. Reuss, Ang you don’t know whe told them that? , s
Dr., Gorrsonarg. T do not know whe told him that, but I think
what _Se’cretary Cain wag actually told wag that the areg, was of so

referred to, There Wwas not any upgrading of valyes gq far as I
and T have made extensive inquirieg among my staff on this point. ,
- Mr. Rrugg, In your memorandum of April 9, as Chief of the
‘Bureay of Sport Fisheries anq Wildlife, to Secretary Cain, you saiq

this:

would be altered by the project and itg resultant deVelopmen-t» to the detriment

of waterfow] and other aquatic birds, ‘ : ~
Do you stang by that statement ? S R o)

VT FoTTScmark, T stand by that statement, T think T shoulq com-

ment about Dyke Marsh. We had early apprehensiOnsthatthe place-

ment of the fill itself might resylt In increaseq s"edimentation ‘in the




