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request of the gentleman from
issippi?
. McCLOSKEY, Mr. Speaker, rec-
ag the right to object, might I in-
if this extension of the committee
thout any additional cost beyond
already authorized by the House?
. MONTGOMERY. If the gentle-
will yield, that is correct. There
{ be no additional cost to the Con-
We have enough funds to operate
ommittee until the end of this year.
was the feeling of the committee
‘e can write a better report if we
¢ given until December. Under the
-tion we are operating under now,
ynmittec would have to go out of
nce September 11. :
%, we are in contacti with the North
amese in Paris and hope we can
with the Vietnamese another time
sing the MIA situation. I might
his committee had something to
n the relcase of American civilians
Jday from Sairon. It is the feeling
committee this is not the right
0 close onut the committee, and 1
urge unanimous adoption of this
.ion. -
GILMAN. Mr. Speaker,’ will the
‘nan yvield?
McCLOSKEY. 1 yield to the gen-
. from New York. )
SILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I commend
tinguished chairman of the com-
for this resolution. So much has
scomplished but so much is stilt
.ccomplished, and so much more
done if we puss this resolution.
McCLOSKEY. Mr. Speaker, Y
W my reservation of objection.
SPEAKER. Is there objection to
uest of the gentleman from Mis-
s X

tHODES. Mr. Speaker, reserving
1t to object. I congratulate the
«an {rom Mississippi and the com-
n the fine work that this select
tee has accomplished thus far.
Speaker, 1 ceriainly favor the
n of the committee’s life until
»{ January. There is work yet to
I am sure the gentleman and his
:mittee can eddress themselves to
s still remaining and perhaps
» with some answers that we are
of getting in the future. I cer-
m in strong support of this ex-

RINKLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the
an yield?

HODES. I vield to the gentle-
‘n Georgia.

RINKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
distinguished minority Jeader in
tent support for this resolution.
aport it.

yeaker, there is, as one of the
2ntlemen said, much to be done.
# is unhfinished. This will enable
aguished subcommittee chair-
i his commitlee members to go'
with it. I commend them and
» them my support.

TTINGER. Mr. Speaker, will the
n vield? )

{ODES. I vield to tHe gentieman
*York.
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1e SPEAKER. Is there objection to

(Mr. OTTINGER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. OTTINGER. Mr. Speaker, I also
join with and congratulate the chairman
for this action.

I Mr. OTTINGER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw
my reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the request of the gentle-
man from Mississippi? ’ .

There was 1o objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
rezolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table. ‘

PERMISSION FOR SUBCOMMITTEE
ON ENERGY RESEARCH, DEVEL-
OPMENT, AND DEMONSTRATION

- OF COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY TO MEET WEDNES-~
DAY MORNING, AUGUST 4, 1976,
DU]}ING THE 5-MINUTE RULE
Mr. McCORMAGCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unsnimous consent that the Subcom-

mittee on Energy Research, Develop-

BN BNE BN L
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A ..
TrarPortation appropriations, fiscal

year 1977.

HR. 11809, Indian Claims Commission,
under an open rule with 1 hour of debate.

HR. 12944, Federal Insecticide, Fun-
gicide, and Rodenticide Act extensio;
under an open rule with 1 hour of debate.
‘The rule has already been adopted.

H.R. 4634, Workweck.of Federal Fire-
fighters, under an open rule with { hour
of debate.

‘H.R. 10498, Clean Air Act amendments,
with 3 hours of debate, with general de-
bate only on that bill, c

Mr. Speaker, I trust this meetls with
the approval of the minority leader.

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Speaker, if the dis-
tinguished majority leader, the gentle-
man from Massachusetls (Mr. O'NEILL)
will yield, it does meet with the approval
of the minority. .

Mr. Speaker, I would like to further ask

‘the distinguished majority leader if this
possibly means there will be no session on
Friday? .

Mr. O'NEILL. I regret that I am not
able to answer that at the present time.
We have scheduled the bill (H.R. 13372),
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act amend-~
ment: (New River). If the North Caro-
lina delegation were willing to cooperate
with the great bulk of the Membership,
there is a remote possibility that we could

ment, and Demonstration of the Cqmsrgetthrough on Thursday.

mittee on Science and Technology may
be permitted to meet Wednesday morn-
ing to receive testimony only during the
5-minute rule. 1

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Washington? :

NMr. ROUSSELOT. Mr. Speaker, re-
serving the right to object, can the gen-
tleman assure us that the minority mem-
ber of the committee has agreed to this
hearing? .

Mr. McCORMACK. Yes. Mr, Speaker,
if the gentleman will yield, the minority
has been informed and agrees.

Mr. ROUSSELOT. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentl¢fnan for his comment,
and I withdraw my reservation of
obiection. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Washington? : -

There was no objection.

FURTHER LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. O'NEILL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.). . .

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I take this
time o announce that the postcard reg-
istration bill, due for tomorrow, will be
taken from the calendar because of ab-
sentees due to four primaries and will be
rescheduled the first thing on Thursday.

Tomorrow we will be doing a bill left
over from today, the Indian Claims Com-
mission bill in its place and begin the
Clean Air Act bill,

Mr. Speaker, the program for tomor-
row will be as follows:

The House will meet at noon and will
first consider the Private Calendar, and
then consider the following bills:

'The conference report on H.R. 14234,

MICROWAVE RADIATION, TO BOR- -

ROW A PHRASE, IS NOT HEAIL THY
FOR CHILDREN AND OTHER LIV-
ING THINGS, INCLUDING STATE
DEPARTMENT EMPLOYEES IN
MOsSCow

(Mr. KOCH asked and was given per-
‘mission to address- the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. KOCH. Mr. Speaker, an article
appeared in July 27 New York Times
confirming the existence of tests con-
ducted for 18 months during 1967-63
“to detect genetic damage” on State De-
partment employees who worked in Mos-
cow during the 1860's. The reason for
the tests, kept secret from the employees,
was to delermine the effects of micro-
wave radiation beamed at the U.S. Em-
bassy in Moscow. Dr. Cecil B. Jackson,
who oversaw the analysis of the State
Department test samples by a Jaboratory
at George Washinglon University, said
of the results: “Things were never really
conclusive,” -

That bothers me. It bothers me that
this radiation, which has been going on
in excess of 15 years, continues in the
absence of conclusive evidence. Statistics
show that radiation is harmful to one’s
health, yet the State Department does
not care enough ahout its staff, about
the health of its employees, to call for
an immediate halt of such radiation. Yam
calling for that halt.

Adding to the outrage is the fact that
the State Department allows the radia-
tion to continue while testing is being
done—certainly the fact of testing re-
veals a real doubt as to the effecls of
radiation. As a-member of the Foreign
Operations Appropriations Subcommit-
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tee, I have seen a lack of concern by the .
State Department for human rights
around the world——Chile and Uruguay
are good examples—and while I deplors
that, I am more distressed and angry
that we would permit the same lack of
concern to be evidenced toward American
citizens who happen to be our employees. -

What has the State Department done?
Indeed, very little. Time magazine re-
ported in March that radiation had de-
creased in recent months from previous
highs, but that it was not halted. A mem-
ber of my staff called the State Depart-
ment yesterday to cleck on the current
situation. The officer he spoke to stated
that ‘extensive discussions have taken
place over the past months with Russian-
authorities,” and radiation has been re- -
duced to an ‘insignificant level.” That
does not satisfy me. Having introduced-
two bils. dealing with excessive X-ray
exposure, I am familiar with this sub-
Ject; experts have conceded that there
is no established threshhold below which.
radiation exposure is not harmful. Radi-
ation is a very Inexact fleld of science—
there is little definitive knowledge about
its effect on human beings. What we do
know is that there have been illnesses,
some serious, among employees of the
American Embassy. The March 22 issue-
of Time, from which I will quote, dis=
cusses several of the rumored illnesses:

In the wake of the microwave disclosures,
former embassy employees and their fTamilles
have recalled suffering strange allments dur-
ing their tenure In Moscow, ranging from
eye tics and headaches to heavy menstrual
flows. Some point out that former Ambas-
sadors to Moscow Charles Bohlen and Llewel-
lyn Thompeon both dled of cancer, within
the last two years one other Moscow diplo-
matic died of cancer, and five women who
lived there bhave undergone cancer-related
mastectomies~—although no medical authort..
ties attribute t.hese duths and illnesses. to_
radiation. !

Only in recent weeks has Ambssador
Walter Stoessel (who is sald to be suffering
from snemia and eye hemorrhaging) been
briefing embassy staffers on the situatfon.
Rumors that the waves can cause leukemia, "

sterility in males or birth defects are circu-..

. lating u-ound the embassy. .
As the “article states. the sxcknesses

may not have been due to exposure to

radiation, but they may have also—we
do not know. But as long as doubt re-
mains, State Department employees must’
not be subjected to ‘possibly harmful
rays. It is also. tmpormht to remember
that we are talki gabout children as well
as adults, It bot “feq me to learn that
this past June; as reported in thé Wa.sh-
ington Posf:—‘
Two t
in the t?éa f Been Buﬁ-
teeted w tﬂiﬁFﬁ“ Q 88, have m

% 1 e Hnived Biates with unusual
blood problems

Again, no "conclusive" evidence as to
what caused the blood problems. But
American citizens should® not be sub-
jected to such potentially harmful radi-
ation-——the United States must makescer-
tain that the microwaves be stopped im-'
mediately.

Since the Soviet officials have released
.0 statemsnt on the subject, there has
qnly been conjectire ts to why this ra-,
giation has been beamed at PUr Tmbass
Pdpulu‘ opmloh helds Hmt it is mmem ;

edf BiH :Eexlcan girls ilving
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to ja.m sopmstlcated electronic monitor- Dcpartment as to the safey of workl.ng

ing devices which are being used by
American authorities in Moscow. First
of all, I do not believe that monitoring
devices, if they exist, violate Interna-
tlonal law. Certainly, the Soviet Union
has made no charges-of illegality. But if
the Russians do deem our actions illegal,
they should say so, demand that. we
cease them and if they are correct under-
international law, then we should. But
they hdve not made such & demand and
apparently the United States is not vio-
lating international law in this regard.
And in any event, they.cannot take ac-*
tion which threatens the safety and well-
being of our Embassy staff. - .
Many in this country have been calling

for action. In fact, the New York Times, _
.in a February “editorial, suggested that

the alternative to demanding an imme-

‘dlate cease of microwave bombardment

might be “Either total evacuation from
Moscow of the- American Embassy  stafl
or the institution of retaliatory micro-
wave bombardment of Soviet diplomatlc
installations in this country.” -

T—was surprised that the New York
Times would be so direct, dramatic, and
lethal in the response it advocated. And
I am not saying that we will not ulti-
mately do that, but X have some other
suggestions that should be considered.
First; we should put the Soviet Union on

notice that, unless all microwave radia-

tion ceases within 10 days, we will forth-
with withdraw our consulate in Lenin-
grad and require that the Russian con-

. sulate in San Francisco be likewise with-

drawn. And, if the microwave radiation .
continues thereafter, notwithstanding.
our withdrawal, we will be compelled to

. close our Embassy in Moscow, and require
- a corresponding reduction of staff of the

Soviet Embassy in Washington. .
It"is important to make it clear thaf.

" this would not-constitute a rupture of-

-diplomatic relations. We should state at

" that time that we are prepared to reopen

the Embassy within 24 hours after the
radiation stops. But health standards and
simple concern will not permit U.S. em-
ployees to be irradiated on the job..This.
is simply & question of American lives
and health, things which must be placed

- Mr. Speaker, before I concllide I wou]d

. like to comment on two areas that have

troubled me in ‘my investigation of this
radiation matter: secrecy and standards.
The secrecy I refer to has largely been
the fault of the State Department, and X
do not understand why the entire situa-
tion has had to be 80 ¢overt. A recent
State Department paper admits long- .
standing Rhiowledge of the radiation:
Between November 1962 and August 1063
the existence of thess highly directional,

. focussed microwave transmissions heamed at

our Embassy in Moscow was found and veri-
fled for the first time, and not {n 1953 as may
have been implied. Ca e

“This brings up several d!sturbmg facts. .
First of all, the State Department was
fully cognizant of radiation as early as
1962; and yet they did not let employees
know of the danger. The testing was con-
ducted several years later under a false

-pretext, and still the lrradiated em- :

ployess were kept uninformed about the
situatiii. The fact of the testing indi-
eales that doubt exis bed wit.hin the State

. feel that too much is being
--a3 to the extent of a health risk which.

" ment is the negligent employer, and we.

August 2 1976

hil the presence of microwave b'ansmls-
sions.

Furthermore, the 1953 date hich the |
State Department first gave as the time
the radiation was recognized, may be
closer to the truth—indeed, the review of
medical records made to study the effects
of the radiation includes flles of em-
ployees dating back to 1953. A cloak of
'secrecy has enshrouded this issue since _
its beginning, snd the fact that U.S. em- ~ 3"
ployees have been allowed to work under ;
such uncertain end poscibly hazardous
circumstances for so many years, with- _,
out any State Department interdiction.:
is unconscionable. The entire handung
of the situation has been faulty. =~

A Pentagon-funded study of radjat.ion
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code name “Operation Pandora,” wenton <
from 1966 to 1969. Several scientists who %

Y
,i‘)

X2V

. e AN a

took part in the project now say they be-
lleve it was terminated prematurely. One .
such sciantist, Dr. Milton Zaret, main-.,
tained that experimental data was dis-
carded; data which suggested potential .
radiation hazards. The State Depart-
“ment has been active verbally, has had . &7
discussions with Russian authorities, and . .
there was even a letter from President
Ford to Soviet General Secretary Brezli-
ncv. But all this talk has been incfective,
for the radiation continues even as I -
speak. Information has been withheld .3
from those employees subject to the -
radlat'on-certainly they have a rlght to-
know.

The other matber that troubled me in
looking into this issue was the low Ameri-
can standards for radiation use: Accord- °
ing to the Associated Press, the current”
published Soviet standard for industrial .»
exposure to microwaves Is 10 microwatts.
per centimeter—1,000 times lower than -«
the U.S. standard. This tremendous dif-’
ference indicates a greater concern on
‘the part of the Soviet Union for their
citizens than we have for ours. In any
‘event, it points up a’serlous need to re-
vise -our deﬁnition ot safe’ radxat)on
Jevels.

" One last point bears repeatmg. Tlus is
a health issue, not a political one. Many.-
made of a few
microwaves. However, while facts are few

i

microwaves pose, there is one fact we do.
-know: No amount of radiation is good. I~
would urge Americans to personsalize this
situation, and thereby empathize: Would
anyoune like to work in an office which
faces dally radiation, especially if the
employer were negligent in not informs-
ing the employee of the radiation threat?
I think not. Inx this case, the U.S. Govern--

must reassume our responsibility to our
State Department workers. We must Te~p
move this threat once and for all. v*‘

I am appending an article by Barton -
Reppert of the Associated Press which,
points out some scientific reaction to
microwave radiation and Operation Pan- .
dora. The article follows: .-

EXCERFTS FROM “EMBASSY RADIATION,™. %

© BY. BARTON REPPERT, MAY. 3, 1976 -

The only US. research project known 162
have been pursued speclfically in response to’
the Moscow radiation problem was a secret !
Pentegon-funded study code-named “Opera-':
tion Pandora™ from 1868 to 1969. Several.

sclenusts who took part fn that project now:‘;;i,:
2 |
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& 3, 1978 ;
qey believe it was termiuatled prema-

ever, one sclentist associated with
»>ra” sald be would not discount the
ity that the radistion may be calcu-
L0 cause a "suppressive effect” on Em-
yersonnel.

1ssified Stute Depariment summary of
sscow situstion admits thet some ex-
uts have ldnked microwaves to '‘a
- of nonspeciic complainis—such s
ty to concentrate, fatigue, headaches—
her functional and reportedly reversi-
aibges ncluding shifts in the retos of
at blood cells.™

rding 10 Moscow sources, abnormally
hite dlood eell counts have been {ound
/ATds Of 50 percexnt of Xmbassy persons
ed.

officisl surnmary noted that the Gov-
ni{ has paid a claim in connectlon with
ucer death of & woman xwwhé had worked
acretary at the Embassy in the 1960'.
the claim was paid on grounds of in-
ate medical care, the woman's husband
114 he belleves her fatz]l disease was
. to the xpicrowaves.
- Department documert contended that
use and effect relstionship has been es-
16ed Detween disorders comtracted by
in Moscow snd their exposure to the
magoetic field.”
ther sclentist wLo took part in the
ora* study, Dr. Milton Zaret, satd he
-eenn assigned the job of preparing an

sis of pertinent Soviet and Eastern Eu-

1 sclentific literature.

anslysis, he said, reported that accord-
3y Soviet scientists, pulsed mlcrowave
jon of certain frequencies could pro-
\ “Sechenov inhibition eJect™ on nerve
eventually causing fatigue und poorer
‘mance of mental tasks. -

in interview st his oftice in Scarsdale,
Tork, Zaret =aid the Sovict researchers
1ty beljeced that *the electromagnetic
nduced by the microwave environment
5 the cell membrane and this results In
crease of excitabllity of nerve cells.™
th repeated or continued exposure, the
sed excitabllity leads to & stage of ex-
ionn of the cells of the cerebral cortex,”
d in explaining the Soviet theory.
‘e recent Soviet and Esstern Europewn
.3, he acded, have shown Turther evi-
¢! euch 2 “neurnsxilumic syndrome™ at
Jon Tevels 83 1ow ns 30 20 80 microwatts.
et, an opthamologist who hes studted
between microwave exposure and eye
cts. said he believes senfor Pentagon
is deliberately short-circuited “Opera-
’andora’ and disregarded experimental
that suggested potential radiastion
ds.

said wbere was Zesr that 4f the experi-
; were pursued nore vwigorously, “what
found ocvuld lead 10 unwanted resiric-
on our own military establishment’s
of its electronic equipment.” including
and other installations.
iere’s no question in'my mind that thts
part of a cover-up,”™ Zuret asserted.

JN CONTROL AND PERSONAL
LIBERTY

2 SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
ious order of the House, the gentle-
{rom Texas (Mr. Pavi) is recognized
40 ninutes. N
s, PAUL. Mr. 8Speaker, the issue of
control is intimsately linked to the
of personal liberty. From the days
:r Founding Fathers and the debates
erning the necessity of s Bill of
s in the U.S. Constitution, the ques-
of the right {0 keep and bear arms
yeen seéf1 by a majority of Americans
entral 0 American freedom. The

94

issue of gun control is a divisive one to-
day, and it is not going to go away un 11
the advocates of gun control succeed
wrecking the Bill of Rights, or until they
become convinced of the necessity of
preserving the origihal meaning of the
second amendment and, therefore, aban-
don a1l attempts to register or confiscate
guns used by sporismen. Until gun con-
trol advocates shift their attention and
efforts to control the use of guns by
criminals in the commission of a crime,
rather than the control af law-ablding
citizens who are trying to defend them-
selves, those of us who defend the rights
of private property are not going to be
impressed.

The inability of police departments to
defend us from criminals {s increasingly

obvious. This has been admitted freely.

by one of America’s leading police chiefs,
Edward M. Davis of Los Angeles, wro
hesds up one of the finest police depart-
ments in any major, American city. H
has put our plight very well: s

I can tell you that today's iaw enforcement
cannot protect. When you call, do the police
immediately eppear? ... So, 1f -the law
enforcement agencies can’s insure your pro-
tection and the protection of your family
trom hoodlums, it becomes ‘your respon-
stbility. . D

Gun control advocates are trying to make
it tmpossible to defend ourselves,

I call to your attention Chief Davis’
important speech of Aprit 22, 1975, de-
livered in San Diego, Calif. It was re-
printed in “The Journsl of Christlan
Reconstruction,” in the winter, 1975-76
issue: - .

Liseaty, TYRANNY, AND THE SECOND
AMENDMENT .
. (By Edward M. Davis)
" Lat me preface my remarks by saying that
if you came here to hear Ed Davis spesk
about gun control, you may be extremely
disappointed. My comments will be directed
toward two rather basic and endearing con-
cepts—liberty and freedom and the tyrants
who would trample them. :

Todey, we stand at the threshold of cele-
brating the two hundredth enniversary of
this government. If that celebration is to be
mede complete, it should, continue until
1991. For the dirth and foundation of this
goverament {nvolved move than the develop-
ment of a Declaration of Independence. Our
government was sired in a revolution which
began on April 19, 1775, when a British ex-
pedition marched on Concord {n an effort to
selze colonial srms. So you see that gun
control way back then started the American
Revolution. The maturation and growth of

ning with the Revolutionary War and con<’

tinfting even today. You have heard the
volbes of those who desire to limit your
Ehts and instill government control over
your life. That concept has been the sub-
ject of debate since there was government.
One of the very bssic. liberties that seems
to ralse serious confilct with some critics is
the Second Amendment to the Bill of Rights.
Let's dlgress for a momeant and briefly
trace the development of our Bill of Rights,
During the Constitutional Convention be-
tween 1787-89, our founding fathers sought
to modify the articles of Confederation. The
convention was composed of two camps of
- political thinkers. One group, in favor of a
strong centralized government, became
known as the Federalists. The other group,
adesirous of state’s rights and a loosely knit
central government, became known as the
Antifederalists, L. .

-

4

About mid-way through the convention, a
repressntative from the state of Virginia—a

truly outstanding patriot—George Mason,

that the Constitution was defi~

cient in providing for the rights of the peo-
ple. He expressed a desire 1o preface the
Coustitution with a Bill of Rights. He sald,
“It would give great quiet to the people;
and, with the ald of state declarations, a
Bill might be prepared in a few hours.” T%.5
was later developed as a motion and it was
soundly defeated. As the convention pro-
gressed, Mason and others expressed serlous
ooncern -and redection over the power this
new central government might exert on the
states and on the people. In fact, it wns
through the urging of such men as Mason
that the Fifth Article, providing for amend-
ments to the Constitution, was finally adopt-
ed. Governor Randolph, of Virginia, George
Mason of Virginia and Elbridge Gerry of
Massackusetts refused to sign the Constitu-
ilon because of .its serlous deficiencies in
freedom. They feared that the Constitution’s
deficiencies in personal liberty would soon
Jead this nation to monaithy or tyranny.
This great concern for liberty coupled with
a desire for a Bill of Rights was nothing new
10 these-men. Each state bad its own Constl~
tution and & majority of the states had thelr
own Bill of Rights. ’
The first Bill of Rights, after considering
the Magna Carta, was probably the English
Bill of rights of 1689. Xt was codified after the
English Revolution of 1688, end after James
II filed bis kingdom., Among the many provi-
sions of. this Blil was the right of the people
to keep and bear arms that’s back in the
British Bill of Rights. Now, with the develop-

ment of Colonial Charters and Laws in this -

country, many of these liberties became &
part of our law. These liberties were further
defined and included in meany revolutionary
declarations and constitutions. The seven-
feenth Amendment to the Massachusetts
Declaration of Rights, for example, includes
a right to keep and bear arms. So, when
George Mason asked the Constitutional Con-
vention to consider a Bill of Rights, his re-
quest was made as a result of long-standing
practice for the {nsurance of freedom. He

was the author of Virginia's Declaratlon of -

Rights and he had a profound love for these
basic ljberties. )
However, as I taid, his motion was defeated
unanimously. The Federalists, Jike Hamlilton,
could not see a need for a Bill of Rights,
When the work of the convention had con-
cluded and the representatives left for thelr
home states for the purpose of seeking rat!-
flcation of this document, the fate of the
Constitution was in serlous jeopardy. Many
of the delegates, like Hamilton, Washington,
Jefferson, and Medison, voiced concern for the
abilify of the Constitution to extricate itselt
from the deep divisions of the Convention.. .
““The first state to ratify the Constitution
was Delawsare, The vote was unanimous. How-
ever, in the second state, Pennsylvania, Rob-
ert Whitehill successfully argued for a Blll
of Rights, The next atates ratifying the Con-

stitution were New Jersey and Georgla. Thelr

rsiification did not include a Bill of Right3.
Messachusetts was next and because of the
efforts of Samuel Adams and other Antifed-
eralists, & Bill of Rights was developed by
John Hancock, a president of that state’s
convention, Maryland and New Hampshire
also included a Bill of Rights in their ratifica-
tion of the Constitution. The most cruclal
state In the ratification contest was Virginia.
It was, at that time in our history, the largest
and most important state. The debates in
Virginia‘’s State Convention are well recorded.
The ratification devates lasted a month. Tho
most profound and most glorious oratory de-
livered for indivridusal rights was delivered by
Patrick Henry and supported by such men as
George Mason. Mason expressed a fear that
the new government’s standing army, liko
the Britich Regulars, might invade the state

.
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