
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

DIRECTOR

January 13, 1971

To: Capt. Babcock
From: Eva

Steve asked that this paragraph be transmitted to
Colorado Springs, Colorado, for Mr. Whitehead's
attention — by whatever means available.

The President's Commission solicits your early
reaction to the following proposed submission to the
President's Commission on Consumer Interests for
inclusion in the President's Annual Report on Consumer
Affairs:

The Office of Telecommunications Policy is
actively studying the problem of cable television

and the future of the "wired city." Among the
studies which have been undertaken are those
which are designed to reveal the most appropriate
regulatory environment for this new communications
medium, and to determine that set of policies which
will lead to the most creative utilization of the new

technology at low cost to the consumer. In this
delicate area, it is important to balance the goals of
economic and technical efficiency against the freedoms
put forth in the First Amendment to the Constitution
when weighing alternative regulatory policies.

January 13
Eva -

The above was dictated to General James' secretary at 11:45 a.m.

this date. General James assured me it would be delivered to

Yr. Whitehead this evening.



Mk. Jack Pearce

Room 6026, FOB 7

Ext. 3305
Pres. Comm. on Consumer • • •
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QUESTIONS

o Mr. Whitehead, in reference to your charges of

"ideological plugola" and your refusal to give

specific instances of such "plugola," is this

what you mean by the so-called "regulation by

policy" viz., proposing broad changes and deliberately

refusing to be specific?

o What does the President think about this?

o Have you consulted with the President about this?

o You talk about partnership with the FCC, the Congress,

and so on -- and that's what your Executive Order says

you're supposed to do. Yet you consulted with no one

in drawing up your license renewal bill, as is obvious

from the FCC comments on it. Is that your conception

of partnership?

o One person (Mr. Price (D-Illinois)) has pointed out

that between 1934 and 1969 only 48 broadcast licensees

were denied renewal. Now there are about 8,000 broad-

cast licensees and this nonrenewal rate seems very low.

Do we really need legislation in this area as you

propose?

o Your speech about plugola and elitist gossip didn't

seem to get approval by other people in the White

House, like Klein. Who speaks for the President, then,

you or him?

o Did the President approve of your speech or are you

out in front of him on that?

o We've heard about this shakeup after the election and

a change in the White House and Executive Office staff.

Presumably, you submitted your resignation. Was it

acted on officially?

-o In New York NATAS Press Conference, you said something

to the effect that the White House would not hesitate to

influence the FCC! Is that what you're doing now with

this license renewal bill and rerun study?

o Under your bill, what claims or complaints can a

community legitimately make that the FCC will consider

at license renewal time?
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o Isn't there an inconsistency between OTP bill and IRTS
speech where Mr. Whitehead stated the availability of
a petition for revocation?

o President stated in meeting with broadcasters he would
do something with tax-exempt groups challenging licenses
at renewal time. What action has been done?

o A year ago you said public television does not need to
do news and public affairs because the commercial networks
are doing it very well. Now you are saying that commercial
network pews programs are plagued by ideological plugola
and elft gossip.



• Questions 

OTP mandate to criticize?

- Participated in CPB member selection?

Meet with President?

- Oppose HR13918 with so much money?

Role between commercial and public broadcasting?

Cancellation of public affairs show part of Administration

plot?

- Promised long-range financing plan?

- FCC jurisdiction over balanced programming?

- CPB solary limitation?

- Non-support of HR 13918 which provided for increased

facilities grants, a key ingredient for local initiative?

Proper for public broadcasting to advertise?

- Recent CPB centralization contradicts CTW call for local

responsibility?

- Force Macy to resign?

- Minorities in employment and programming?

- Reduced rates for interconnection from DOMSATS?

Acquisition of overseas programming despite Hollywood

unemployment?

- More programs like "Sesame Street"?

Adequate funding for public radio?



- Provide alternative to commercial programming without
adequate funds?

- Mentioning of industry program gratis a form of commercial?



S
Value Added Networks

OTP Attitude:

e/Ryt, Lv.'1A,N,

A possible solution to overcome difficulties in the capabilities

of the facilities available and the requirement of the data customer.

(ICCC Speech 10/24/72)

Definition:

Value Added Networks (VAN) = Special data networks that use

existing common-carrier networks for transmission while providing

data service features (like switching, restoral, error control, and

testing) by added equipment.
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1972 FALL JOINT COMPUTER CONFERENCE, Anaheim,

California, December 5-7, 1972

Abstract of Panel Member's Position

Panel: "SERVICE ASPECTS OF COMMUNICATIONS FOR

REMOTE -COMPUTING"

DATA COMMUNICATIONS A FACILITY OR A SERVICE 

by Philip H. Enslow Jr.

Lieutenant Colonel, U.S. Army

Senior Staff Assistant

Office of Telecommunications Policy

Executive Office of the President

Washington, D. C. 20504

Anytime that the operators of teleprocessing systems gather, at

one point or another, the conversation invariably turns to a

discussion of the problems that each is having with his data com-

munications. The general theme is that "We need data communications

that are more reliable, have a lower error rate, are faster, more

flexible, offer a wider choice of transmission rates, and most

importantly, are cheaper! ! !" These are certainly desirable goals

and are usually reasonable. What the customer may not realize is

that he is saying that he wants a true "data communications service.

There are now two very specific questions: How should this service

be provided and who should do it?

If a telephone instrument was merely connected to another instrument

in another location over a dedicated linef all the user would have is a

basic communications facility of limited usefulness. These instruments

and lines connecting various locations have been converted into a voice

communications service by the provision of switching, directory

information service, testing, maintenance, automatic alternate routing

and restoral, and assistance operators. However, when the data user

appliques his modem onto this service, the nature of his usage, operations,

and demands on the system greatly reduce the value added by the features

listed above and he ends up with a very basic data communications

facility.
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One method that might be used to provide the data user the  service 

he desires is the establishment of one or more totally separate

special systems dedicated to data communications. Another approach

possible is the establishment of special data networks that utilize

the existing common-carrier networks for transmission while pro-

viding the data service features by added equipment. Such a network

I refer to as a "VAN" (a Value Added Network). The future will

undoubtedly see the requirement for numerous VAN's each providing

different services specialized for a specific type or community of

users. The basic concept of the VAN is deceptively simple, however,

and provides little insight into the questions that must then be answered.

Should the primary approach to providing data communication

services be separate systems or VAN's?

Should present common-carriers be required to establish VAN's

or is the specialized nature of the VAN too much of a diffusion

of the carrier's basic function?

Must the operator of a VAN be a regulated common-carrier?

If so, regulated on what basis?

What will be the, interface or dividing lincl-! between the VAN and

the general transmission system?.-.. • •
• • .

What will he the functions and responsibilities of the operators

of each with respect to each other and to the user?

What about the additional capital required to construct the

facilities being "resold" by the VAN if it is not operated by the

common-carrier?

These are just a few of the questions that must be answered before

VAN's can become a viable concept.



Wired City Concept

Trouble Spots

-- How are you providing for privacy with all these
advances in technology?



Cable Demonstration

Trouble Spots

Cable penetration grows by 22% per year. At this rate,
won't there already be substantial systems in place
before anyone can derive any lessons from your
demonstration?

-- When will you start? When operational? What will it cost?

- Isn't this a case of the Federal Government getting in
bed with big business, taking their risks for them?
If it's so promising, why don't private entrepreneurs get
moving on their own?

- Since Administration is proposing a cancellation of the
Hill-Burton and REA programs, impact aid, REAP,
model cities, how do you account for ear-marking money
for this effort?

-- How were the cities selected for the wired city demonstration
project? Aren't cities already wired?

-- Since so much of HEW program is being phased out, why
is this program being maintained?

-- Will this project risk "Big Brotherism" and a greater
possibility of surveillance or intrusion?



S Domestic Satellites

Trouble Spots

-- OTP/White House intrusion into FCC

-- Adverse impact on INTELSAT: won't DOMSATS affect

U.S. role in INTELSAT, which Pastore considers our

birthright



Land Mobile

Trouble Spots

InAugust 1970, you said you would devote considerable

attention to one of your "most important problems,"

the scarcity of land mobile frequencies. In the ensuing

2-1/2 years, what have you done about this important

problem?

-- Why is OTP making proposals after the Docket has

closed?

••••

Can the government give up any more spectrum? What are

you doing to relieve spectrum congestion?

Is there really a problem of congestion?

When release study? Why?

What about Pilot programs?

Why is FCC holding up Docket? Are you going to tell
them what to do?



Cable Structure

Trouble Spots

- In Anaheim in November, you implied strongly that the third

option • would be one which separates the

transmission function from the programming function.

Is this the position of the Cabinet committee? Is it the

Administration's position? Is it yours?

- Rate regulation required?

- Last November, and at other times, you stated that the public

should beware about dedicated channels on cable TV. Why?

What's wrong with making public or educational uses available

to the public for free over cable, just as we have them now

with over-the-air broadcasting?

- You've come out against cable operators having programming

too. Isn't this unviable, and doesn't it make for an

insufficient capital base for cable growth?

- Do you see any inconsistency between your position that

government control is unnecessary and the fact that this

Administration was the first to try to enjoin publication of

the New York Times and other newspapers; placed one

reporter under FBI surveillance; and threatened to revoke

licenses of affiliates carrying network news?

(NOTE: § 398 of CPB Act)

- What is vertical integration? Where else in the media has

it been achieved?

-- Doesn't the separation of transmission facilities from

programming eliminate the transmitters' responsibility

to make sure transmission doesn't break the law?

-- Are you proposing CATV system could transmit pornography

with impunity?



Assistance to Rural Areas

Trouble Spots

Small broadcasters' criticism of cable consensus. In
regard to assistance to those rural areas hurt by CATV

incursions, can you tell me the number of households

at present that only have 1, 2, or 3 broadcast signals

available?

TV may be important, but it would seem telephone is

even more so; yet President Nixon has impounded the

Rural Telephone Bank monies; are you proposing, or

would you favor releasing those funds for rural CATV?

-- What is committee doing about the problem?

An economist named Besen who used to work at OTP

has found that your compromise has hurt rural viewers

the most. Is he correct?



Minority Participation in Cable

Trouble Spots/Questions 

- What steps have you taken to involve minority groups
in the Cabinet committee deliberations?

- How many minorities are on your staff?

-- Is your unwillingness to encourage minority participation
in this new media not just another result of this
Administration's "benigh neglect? "

You seem to be totally oblivious to the suffering and
hardship of the rural poor and the minorities of this
country. How many times have you sat down and
talked to this community? What are you doing to get
the benefits of new technology, such as cable, out
to them? Concretely?

- Do you approve of the Cox/ATC agreement with the
Black Panthers?

NOTE: Pastore and Hart very active in minority issues.



Role of States and Localities

Trouble Spots/Questions 

-- Aren't the State PUC's "captives of the phone companies,"
as some CATV people say?

- In regard to the role of States and localities in the
regulation of CATV, which franchise provisions do you
consider most pernicious?

-- If a State regulates,. should it be through established
entities (PUC's) or new bodies as in New York?



S
Status of Copyright Problem

Trouble Spots/Questions 

- Aren't you welshing on consensus by not getting legislation?

__ What about compulsory licensing? You're on record as

opposing a sports-CATV bill on ground it was tantamount

to compulsory licensing of product and U.S. traditionally

has required that only in case of vital drugs, or to cure
a monopoly situation. Applicable here?

- NCTA President David Foster says that your saying the

cable industry doesn't think copyright should apply to

CATV is "not just grazing the truth, it is driving a wagon

train around it." Now, why would he say such a thing?



_

Trouble Spots - Contradiction between position against FCC
or Questions rulemaking in this area (vis-a-vis case-by-

case approach) and license renewal policy --
your Miami interview lends impetus to such
case-by-case approach; yet present license
renewal bill prohibits a case-by-case approach.

j,,,, #4...J,./444r-sti 1;., 
0,Agt rt. texia ,,,,;.,„,..,•,,
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Trouble Spots and Questions 

- Isn't the effect of proposal to pit community
groups against wealthy drug manufacturers?

- What have you done about this since proposing it?

- What input from minority groups?

- Is your proposal consistent with the Republican
policy statement?

- Some time ago you proposed the right of paid
access to the media--a right which obviously
only the poor can exercise. How about the poor?
And won't this enable the very concentration of
control on the part of the rich that you and that
fuzzy headed economist are always criticizing?



•
Direct Broadcast Satellites

Trouble Spots

This is a promising technology of great potential value.

Shouldn't we be developing it with all deliberate speed?

How can you support a Federal cable demonstration

program, and yet not support direct broadcast satellites?

• In October 1972, you said "government policy-making
in communications must be anticipatory." What do you

anticipate will be the policy toward direct broadcast

satellites?



4 Trouble Spots and Questions 

0 Why attack reruns and prime-time rule, but not
TV violence?



-- Bell earnings about $470 million (excludes
Western Electric defense contracts of about
$900 M)



Jan 13 - 1:00 p.m.
Eva -

The underlined portions of the following were transmitted by phone to'
LTC Sexton, Deputy j-6, CINCAL this date.

CTB

CLAY THOMAS WHITEHEAD

Clay Whiteh,ad was born on November 13, 1938, in Neodesha, Kansas,
and graduate:1 from ...,1-lerokee County Community High School in Columbus,
Kansas. He received his .13 S. and M.S. degrees in electrical engineering
from the  Massachusetts Institute of Technology, majoring in systems
engineering. He later received his Ph. D. in management, also from_
M. I. T., with concentration On policy analysis and economics. While at
M. I. T., he taught courses m electronics and political science and was
elected to the engineering and science honorary societies of Tau Beta Pi,

Sigma Xi, and Eta Kappa Nu.

Mr. Whitehead served in the U.S. Army for two years, attaining the rank
of Captain, where he worked on Army chemical defenses and the threat to„..
the U. S. from biological warfare.

Mr. Whitehead was at the Bell Telephone Laboratories for about a year

during his undergraduate studies as a part of the M.I. T. -Bell Laboratories

cooperative program. Prior to obtaining his doctorate, he was a consul-
tant at the kind Corporaiion, wh-e-r-e fiTe-NkO'rked on studies and arms control,
Ti defense—,—a.nd the sPace-pio ̂r-am—After completing his Ph D heg

joined Rand full-time to plan and organize a policy research program on
health services and other domestic policy areas. He has also served as
a consultant to the Bureau of the Budget.

Following the election in 1968, Mr. Whitehead served on the President-, _
elect's task force on budget policies and assisted on transition matters.
i-icTO-G.""e-d- theWhite House staff m January 1969. As Special Assistant ,to
ire- President, his responsibilities included space, atomic energy, man-
time affairs, communications, liaison with regulatory agencies, and

. .
several specific economic and organizational matters. Mr. Whitehead
was nominated, by the President to be the first Director of the Office of
Telecommunications Policy and, following confirmation by the Senate,
'Cook office on September 22, 1970.



COMMUNICATIONS SATELLITE CORPORATION

Date

To:

3/29/71

From: Jacqueline A. Wakeling SA

EVA:

Just in case you don't

get the Anchorage Daily News.

Attachment

Jackie
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ANCHORAGE DAILY NEWS
(Alaska)

February 12, 1971

He Tells the
President About
Communications

An Exclusive Daily News Interview With
The Director of Telecommunications

By ALLAN FRANK
Daily News Staff Writer

© 1971, Allan Frank

Q: What exactly is your- role in
advising the President?

A. The director of my office, which
is the office of Telecommunications
Policy, is designated as the President's
principal advisor on all telecommuni-
cations matters. We also have the same
kinds of responsibilities that the head
of any agency in the federal govern-
ment has with respect to the policy and
operation: In this case, all communica-
tions.

Q. Have you been doing any work,
particularly with computers, about pri-
vacy? Will you be setting any policies
of that nature?

A. We'll be looking into that area
and it is an area that we have respon-
sibility for. It's a particularly complex
area because many of the standards of
privacy we have in this society really
depend on the fact that it's very hard
to pull together information or at least
it's so hard it's not worth it. The com-
puter, combined with communications,
makes it possible to pull together very
simply all kinds of information. In
'addition, there is the simple problem
that the average citizen is less inform:-
ed about the problems of maintaining
privacy on computers and over tele-
phone lines. It's a particularly sensi-
tive area. We will be looking into it,
but we don't have an' particular
thoughts at this time as to how big the
problem is or what kinds of problems
there will be.

Q. What are the potential dangers
of data communication collection: the
complete information retrival systems
as you see them?

A. There are two kinds of danger.
One is the privacy problem we dis-
cussed. The other is the copyright
problem because when we have very
rapid access to all kinds of information,
it becomes very difficult to protect
that information; to control it, to see
that the people who originally conceiv-
ed the information, are adequately
compensated. That's a problem that's
going to be more and more worrisome.
We've got to find some way to com-
pensate people who put together new
information, conceive new informa-
tion.

Q. How involved will you be with
the FCC determinations about multi-
media ownership?

A. We'll be very much concerned.
Q. What's your feeling about con-

glomerate media corporations?
A. Well, I think we don't see. tre-

mendous problems there as yet. The'
Justice Department, in its anti-trust
division, has been very much aware of
the problems of limitation of competi-
tion in the advertising function that
the broadcast media perform. The big-
gest problem we see at this point in•
time is really the control of access to
radio and television.

This goes back to an earlier day
vvhen the concept was that the radio
station or the television station was
'much like a• newspaper — the owner
controlled completely what went out
over the -airwaves. That is still pretty
much the policy but I think the chang-
ing nature of our society where we de-
pend so much on television, particu-
larly for broadcast — for information
transfer — is such that the people who
are on the other end suddenly -have
thoughts of their own, ideas of their

Page 13.

own and want to be able to express
those. They want access to other kinds
of thoughts besides those that the
broadcaster chooses to put out. This
causes increasing government regula-
tion in terms of the FCC's "Fairness
Doctrine," in terms of certain statutes.

We're concerned that this concern
that the people have about access and
the ability to see information coming
from a wide range of sources is going
to continue to grow and the number
of television stations is not likely to
grow. Therefore, we see more and
more pressures for government regu-
lation of content in addition to econo-
mic regulation and that is very both-
ersome.

Q. Do you think the Vice Presi-
dent has accentuated those pressures
for government regulation?

A. No, I think the Vice President
was saying what I'm just now saying
— which is that the media owners have
a real responsibility and that they
should be very carefully• attuned to
that responsibility or there are going
to be public pressures for more regu-
lation.

Q. How does avresidential advisor
deal fairly with the question of access
to the media from — let's say — the
(political) party out of power?

A. Well, you try to be as objective
about it as you can. Our concern in
my office is not so' muoh the day-to-
day ..or month-to-mooth problems of
access by people other than the Presi-
dettt or by the President himself. We're
concerned that the regulatory system
that's being set up is putting the gov-
ernment in the role of being the arbiter
of access. That worries me.
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Q. Do you think that communica-

tions would best be served by at least
some redistribution of media control,
mainly ownership?

A. I'm not at all sure. I don't think
we know enough yet. There's not any
strong evidence that suggests that the
conglomerate ownership or any other
concentration of ownership really pro-
duces anything very bad in .the way.of
programming. In fact, I think that
there is more evidence that suggests to
the contrary. When you start breaking
up television, radio, newspaper joint
ownership in a city, frequently the
thing that suffers is the news and the
reporting function so I'm not at all
convinced that any kind of changes of
that order would be beneficial.

Q. What would you say was the
key factor in President Nixon's veto of
the last campbign spending bill?

A. The key factor there was that
it was pretty poor public policy. And
that it singled out one particular medi-
um and put very strong limitations on
that. Whereas the problem that every-
one is concerned with is campaign
spending as a whole. And another as-
pect of the bill was that it mixed up
the question Of campaign spending
with' the question of equal time and I
think most people feel those could be
best treated separately.

Q. Do you think the Federal Gov-
ernment should increase its participa-
tion in public broadcasting?

A. Yes. Participation in the sense
of increased funding certainly.

Q. What kind of development do
you foresee for domestic satellites, par-
ticularly with regard to Alaska?

A. I am very hopeful that we will
have a decision from the FCC as soon
as possible on that question. The mat-
ter has had a very, very sad record
before the FCC, having been nearly
five years now since the first applica-
tion.

Q. Would you elaborate a little
more?

A. Well, the commission has found
it very difficult for various reasons to
make a decision about how they should
proceed. It is a rather complicated sub-
jet. Certainly it seems that the time
has come now for them#to make some
kind of decision and get on with the
Matter.

Q. Do you think that some kind
of special federkil legislation tying
Alaska and Hawaii into the rest of the
United States in terms of instant com-
munications would be in order or is
likely in the near future?

A. Well, I think that it's probably
unnecessary. Both Hawaii and Alaska
are now tied in terms of instant com-
munications. Theoretically, well in
fact the problem is that it is rather
expensive to provide that kind of
circuit. I think that most of the car-
riers involved recognize the responsi-
bility to serve all of the United States.
They recognize the importance of hay-

mg Alaska and Hawaii particularly tied
in. So I think that any kind of domes-
tic system that is seriously contem-
plated or finally approved by the FCC
will almost certainly make provisions
for coverage in Alaska and Hawaii.

Q. What would you say the com-
munications needs of Alaska would be
in time?

A. Well, that's very hard to fore-
see. You have to understand that we
have only been in business for four
months now, and are having some
trouble getting a feel for the communi-
cations policy needs of the next five
or 10 years for the country as a whole,
so that we haven't really focused on
Alaska's problems in any great detail.
However, I have been aware of
Alaska's communications needs and
the uniqueness of the situation here for
some time, since I was on the White
House staff and was involved in the
President's approval of the ACS sale.
And I was involved in the arrange-
ments for the people of Alaska to see
the Apollo 11 mission. I think Alaska
shows very starkly how important com-
munications can be to society and the
economy.

I think probably the most important
thing is to give the people a sense of
community both within Alaska and
With the rest of the United States. To
some extent, that will imply more and
more live television and it will cer-
tainly imply a lower cost of telephone
— long distance telephone rates — so
that the barriers to frequent calling
will be reduced.

Q. With the recent disclosures that
the federal government had in effect
subsidized Comsat to the tune of $6
million, what steps do you think your
office will be taking to rebalance that
ledger? Could that come in the form
of reduced satellite Asage payments say
for Alktska

A. You're referring to the (rocket
shot) launch costs. I don't think that
particular question will have much
bearing on the communications cost
to Alaska or anyone. It's essentially
just an accounting, a difference in ac-
counting. To be sure, it's a large dif-
ference, but or. the scales it's not going
to affect the rates significantly. It sim-
ply#is a matter of establishing the prin-
ciple of whoever uses the space launch
facilities at the Cape pays an equitable
share.

Q. How do you anticipate pipeline
development will affect Albska com-
munications?

A. Well, I'm certainly not an ex-
pert on that but it's clear that it will
speed' the extension of micro-wave
communications to the northern part
of Alaska and will make possible lower
cost communications in the vicinity
of the pipeline. It's not going to have
a radical effect, I don't think, for the
rest of the state, unless the volume of
traffic makes it feasible to install satel-
lite earth stations.

-

Q. What are the United States'
plans for world wide satellites? . . .
When do you think the United States
will put satellites over the African kind
South American continents?

A. Well, the United States will not
be doing that. For tying them into the
worldwide system, that would be
through Intels'at and we already have
satellites serving those, areas. Attnost
monthly or sometimes twice a month,
you find a new small nation joining.
the Intelsat system. More and more of
these countries are building their own
earth stations. Of course, once they
have their earth station,#20they can
transmit through the nearest satellite
and tie themselves into the whole
worldwide system.

Q.' Whig do you think is the politi-
cal explosiveness quotient of satellites
and how will their political importance
change in the next 20 years?

A. Well, 20 years is a very long
time; technology is changing so rapid-
ly it's hard to say. I think for the
shorter run, you will see satellites be-
coming more and more important for
worldwide communications.

In local communications, such as
United States domestic application,
satellites I think will prove useful by
and large only for specialized com-
munication services, such as the distri-
bution of television signals from# the
network studios to the individual sta-
tion onto the individual cable distribu-
tion system. You're not likely to see
satellites play a large role in direct
broadcasting to the home. I say that
both in the United States and abroad.

The political problem I think has
by and large reached a peak right now
where people are anticipating the pos-
sibility that satellites will have a much
more direct influence on them, where
as the technology develops that that is
in fact not the case and I think that it
will be about as politically explosive as
microwaves.

Q. How explosive are microwaves?
A. Not very explosive.
Q. It would seem to me once these

countries have earth stations, the Unit-
ed States and Russia will be waging
wars for the minds of the people who
are on the receiving end.

A. Well, no more than we're wag-
ing that same war through the media
of magazines, newspapers . . .

Q. Radio Free Europe type media?
A. That's right.
Q. And radio Peking type media?
A. That's right, but, as I said satel-

lites are not likely to be used for
broadcasting directly into the homes
such as Radio Free Europe or Radio
Peking.

Q. Why is that not likely?
A. That is simply a matter of eco-

nomics. It is going to be very, very
costly to do that . . .

44
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Q. How would you say the changes

in telecommunications in the near fu-
ture or in a longer run will change
the average American's sense of com-
munity or how will they alter his pic-
ture of himself?

A. Well, that's very hard to pre-
dict because it's so complicated a phe-
nomenon that the superficial or seem-
ingly rational and logical explanation
turns out to be wrong. For example, I
think if you look at the impact of tele-
vision on the United States over the
last 10 years I think you would prob-
ably conclude that it's had a destabiliz-
ing effect rather than a stabilizing
effect.

Much of the unrest and uncertainty
I think we feel in this country today
stems from the fact that the sense of
local community is being broken down.
It's being broken down because the
citizen daily, through the news and
through other types of programming is
exposed to society's viewpoints, really
radically different from his own. Be-
ing exposed to those kinds of things is
upsetting to a large number of people.
The predictions that might have made
sense, that widespread television pro-
gramming across the United States
would give us a sense of community, I
don't think has been borne out.

Now that's not to say that when
we as a society get more and more
used to this kind of information inter-
change, that it might ultimately in the
long run build a sense of community.
But it's very hard to predict that.

An alternative may well, be the
phenomenon of cable television which
makes possible local programming in a
way that over-the-air broadcasting can-
not make possible. I'm now talking
about local programming to the indivi-
dual precinct or the individual area of
the town, local programming to an
individual small community that's geo-
graphically separated from other com-
munities.

That kind of thing will make pos-
sible programming originated by, and
of interest to, people in a very small
community. It may contribute to_build-
ing a greater sense of community.

I don't want to give the impres-
sion that television is the only aspect
that impacts on that. For instance, the
telephone, with the rapid reduction in
long distance telephone rates, has made
it possible for the people in America
to be very mobile, to move from city
to city, state to state, all over the
country and still keep in touch with
their family and their friends. There is
an aspect where I think it is very clear
that telecommunications has been con-
structive in building a sense of com-
munity or a sense of belonging to a
family or a group of friends.

Q. Do you think that the Yippies
and other self declared radical groups
pose tiny threat to media freedom?

A. No.

Q. For instance, the invasion of
television shows from the audience...

A. Oh, to the extent that they do
things like that, I think it's a very clear
obstruction of the spirit of the free
exchange of ideas. We certainly can't
allow that kind of thing.

Q. How important do you think it
Is for the President to limit his usage
of television?

A. I'm not sure I have any views
on that, in terms of my office, that
would be appropriate. My personal
views are that the President has to
make the decision about the frequency
of his appearance in terms of the im-
pact of his office, the impart of what
he has to say. I think that's his judg-
ment and no one else's.

Q. What kinds of precedents do
you think John Banzhaf and the anti-
smoking commercials have set for fu-
ture environmental - political access
questions?

A. Well, I'm not sure. It depends
on which way we go. If we follow the
FCC's Fairness Doctrine concept with
any great amount of detail, then I think
it's very clear that the logic of that
doctrine impells you to more and more
of the kinds of things that Banzhaf
did. If you back off from the Fairness
Doctrine and try to address the ques-
tion in a different way, then I'm not
sure that there is any precedent value
in what happened there.

Q. How do you think telecommu-
nications hkive altered Americans' con-
ception of the war in Vietnam?

A. It certainly has made it much
more graphic to the people at home. I
think it's made them aware of it in a
way that they would not otherwise
have been aware. Whether it's made
people as a whole more concerned
about war generally, I'm just not sure.

Q. I just can't imagine a world
without television. I can't imagine a
war in Vietnam without television.

A. Yeah, well I'm kind of a bor-
derline because I grew up in a small
town where we didn't have television
until I was in high school in Kansas.
I have vague memories of the Korean
War. I guess I was about 13 Or 14
when the Korean War broke out. I
remember when it ended. The Korean
war is not really comparable to the
Vietnam War.

But the world was different before
television. I think it's very hard for
younger people to recognize that; I
think it's pretty hard for older people
to have the same view of the world
that younger people have.

I kind of sit on the fence. I can
see both sides; I don't have quite the
same attitudes and thought processes
that younger people have -- my
younger sisters for instance, who have
known television since they were in
grade school. Certainly, Sesame Street
doesn't make much sense to the aver-

age adult because it's based on the abil-
ity to absorb information in a way
that only television makes possible.

Q. Would you say that's television's
great promise kind danger?

A. Yes, because, television is such a
powerful,. medium, such a different
medium, that it. affects how we think.
I think that the, people with younger
children who have grown up with tele-
vision'. think differently. Their thought
processes are different; that's bound to
have a tremendous effect.

Q. Could you elaborate thiat a tittle?

A. I'm not sure I can. It's hr ci to
be very explicit about something. as
complicated and poorly understopd as
television. The ability to concentrate
for long periods of time on particular
subjects, I think, is encouraged through
reading. It's difficult for visual mpdia
to do that. Visual media, on the,peher
hand, make it possible to explore yery
complicated interrelationships, to, pre-
sent large quantities of informatics in
a very short period of time thatihe
print media just can't do.

Q. Could we backpedal to teleVision
and its impact on children — say aage
5?

A. It's very clear that television
fascinates children. They enjoy watch-
ing and they watch all manner of
things on television. The medium fasci-
nates them. They are exposed to •ideas,
drama, entertainment, at a much earlier
age than they ever could have: been
in the past with only printed media be-
cause kids never learned to read, be-
fore they were six or seven years old.
They certainly didn't learn to read. any-
thing very significant until they ,were
much older than that.

Suddenly you have a generation
that at age three or four is witehing
and drawing inferences from all sorts
of things they're watching: news Shows,
they watch movies that deal with rime,
they watch movies that deal with adult
relationships, they watch doctimen-
aries on what's going on in the world
. . . They just watch a fantastically
broad range of programming.

As a result of that they are 'very
aware of many things that people of
the older generation were not aware
of at that age. It's inevitable then, that
these children approach the world dif-
ferently than their parents did. I think
there's a tendency for their parents
to view children the way theY rerrem-
her being children. It's just na,t the
same any more.

. 15
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Q. From my reading, I gather that
our informhtion system gets greater
and greater every day, which _means
that the average citizen potentia4 ,can
be bombarded by telecommuniciidons.
Alvin Toffler has vvritten a book called
"Future Shock." Do you think tbat's a
real fear for our society?

A. Yes, I think it's a problem, The
average person is very competent at
tuning out information when he doesn't
want to be exposed to it. But, on) the
other hand, just tuning it out hattft big
impact because you're made very"Oain-
fully aware that there's a wholes'biSnch
of information out there --- a whole
bunch of things going on, that you've
decided that you can't cope with or it's
not worth coping with. That's just ly
bound to have a big impact on people.

The President's Men:

"I'm kind of borderline because
I grew tip in a small town where
we didn't have television Until
I was in high school."

"Telecommunications is becoming
a social force of the first
magnitude, changing life styies,
influencing opinion, and creating
public attitudes of a dimension
heretofore unknown."

Who's Doctor 'Whitehead?
Telecommunications hammer our

brains subtly, with little , physical
pressure but tremendous psychologi-
cal clout. We hardly understand the
electronic impressions indelibly im-
printed on our memory tracks.
Every day, nearly every waking

minute, the science of telecommuni-
cations sweeps sight and sound im-
ages over us. Clock radios, muzak,
telephones and television affect us
in ways we but vaguely realize.
THE PRESENT state of the

communications art: the electronic
assemblage and transmission of in-
formation (raw ideas) has acceler-
ated almost to the speed of light.

In slightly more than one and a
half seconds, a telephone message
can be transmitted to the moon and
back.

One exaggerates only, slightly by
believing that future wars will be
won and lost on television terrain.

Satellites and mass production
techniques now enable us to plant
television programming and tele-
vision sets in undeveloped nations:
the so-called Third World.
COMMUNICATIONS will fight

the Third World cold war on a
universal front — the battleground
of the television screen.
We quote Col. Robert Button,

director of government and founda-
tion relations for Comsat:  "A com-
munication satellite hovers motion-
less relaying 'messages . . . a new
kind of ammunition is passing
through it at the speed of light. . .
its target will in the future be. mili-
tary, guerilla, civilian and govern-
ment alike."

President Nixon understands. Last
fall, he established The White
House Office of Telecommunica-
tions Policy and appointed Dr. Clay
T. Whitehead the first director.

Whitehead's influence on the fu-
ture is at least comparable to the

Dr. Tom Whitehead

sway presidential advisor Henry
Kissinger exerts on present Vietnam
policy.

Middle America produced Dr.
Clay T. "Tom" Whitehead.
"PM KIND of borderline because

I grew up in a small town where
we didn't have television until I was
in high school."
Clay Whitehead is a modestly

combed, silky sideburned 32.
Columbus, Kan. — "not exactly

a metropolitan area," Whitehead
says —is'his hometown and Chero-
kee Connty Community his High
Sch6ol.
MASSACHUSETTS- Institute of

Technology harbored Whitehead

for eight years and three degrees —
a. bachelors and masters in electri-
cal engineering and a doctorate In
management, the M.I.T. equivalent
of a Ph. D. in business.
ON JAN. 21, 1969, the day'

Nixon. was inaugurated, Whitehead
officially' joined the White Hodie
staff. In the fall of 1970 he Was'.
tapped as the first director for th4..,
newly created Office of Telecommu-
nications Policy.
The job is a serious one. He is

the President's spokesman on virtu-
ally all telecommunications matters„
He commands a staff of 40 and va
$2 million-$3 million budget."

The White House - Whitehead
aegis includes policy decisions on:
international communications, com-
munications satellit es, televisio-n;
cable television, radio, telephonW
microwave, computers, radio fre'- ,
quency allotment, federal commutil 4
cations ,management and emergency
preparedness. 

0 0

THE EARS of Congress and the
Federal Communications Commis-
sion (Fac) hear President Nixotil"
thoughts on communicationo
through a Clay Whitehead relay.

Whitehead wrote in February's
Signal Magazine: "Telecommunica-
tions is becoming a social force of
the first magnitude, changing lif4
styles, influencing opinion, and
creating public attitudes of a dimen-
sion heretofore unknown."

Alaska's recent communications
management switch from the mili-
tary to RCA Alascom was facili-
tated by Clay Whitehtead's behind-
the-scenes work.

Daily News staff writer Allan,
Frank interviewed Dr. Whitehead ,
when he visited Anchorage Jan. 17
for the forMal dedication and trans-
fer. of RCA's Alaska Commuruica-
dons System. On this page is a
partial transcript of that interview.

•
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Telegram

Honorable Tom Whitehead
Director,Office of Telecommunications Policy
c/o The Anchorage Westward Hotel

Anchorage, Alaska

January 15, 1971

0110 The official transfer of the ownership and operation of the Alaska

Communication System from the Department of the Air Force to RCA

Alaska Communications, is in the finest tradition of American free

enterprise.
I welcome the opportunity publicly to acknowledge on this occasion the

• assistance and advice which I received in the summer of 1969 from;•
former Governor Miller, Senators Ted Stevens, and Mike Gravel, and

Congressman Howard Pollock when I approved this transfer.

I share their pride and that of their fellow Alaskans in this major

landmark in the building of efficient, modern communication services

fully integrated with, and comparable to, those in the "Lower

14/ 
Forty-Eight" and Hawaii.
My congratulations to all the agencies, organizations and individuals

whose work has made possible this significant milestone in Alaska's

Communication history.

Richard Nixon

FORM L-0101-0
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Iionortaitd* Tom Whitehead
Director, Office
of Telecommunications Policy
do The Anchorage Westward Hotel
Anchorage, Alaska

The *Metal transfer of the ownership and operation of the Alaska Com-

nannicatkon System from the Department of the Air Fore. to RCA Alaska

Communications is in the finest tradition of American free enterprise.

I welcome the opportunity puhlicly to acknowledge on this occasion the

assistance and advice which I received in the summer of 1%9 from former

Governor MWer, Senators Ted Stevens and Mike Gravel, and Congressman

Howard Pollock when approved this transfer.

I share their pride rad that of their fellow Alaskans in this major landmark

in the building of efficient, modern communication ervices folly integrated

with, and comparable to, those in the "lower forty-eight" and

bity congratulation* to all the agencies, oritardiations and individuals whose

work has made possible this significust milestone in Alaska's

COMMUMV41.11 hietory.

RICHARD NIXON
RN:Ifissektek
cc R. ltd. Woeds(FTI)/M..A. Passman/M. White/M. Chotiner E. IlaseLf('
EVENT: JANUARY It, 1971
Re4psested by Torn Whitehead.
Approved by Pat Buchanan.
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STAND/MD FOM NO. 1012
7 GAO 5300
1012-10.6

TRAVEL VOUCHER

DEPARTMENT, BUREAU, OR ESTABLISHMENT Exec. Office of the President

Office of Telecommunications Policy

PAYEI'S NAME

&Se-Yr 

MAII ING ADDRESS

OEP, OTP

EOBA
Washington, D. C.  20504

i5TITTTLITiV:s7A-TioN

wp,s11.1-111.,gto C. 

FOR TRAVEL AND OTHER EXPENSES

ROM ( DATE) TO (DATE)

1/11/71 I 1/18/71

—APFLICABLIL IRAVEL AUTHORIZAPON(S)

I DATE

520 1/12/71

RESIDENCE

Washington. D. C.
TRAVEL ADVANCE

Outstanding

Amount to,be applied

Balance to remain
outstanding

. TRANSPORTATION Rt QUESTS ISSUED

VOUCHER NO.

PAID BY

CHECK NO.

CASH PAYMENT RECEIVED:

(DATE)

(SIGNATURE r`r: PAYEE)
OadaeSCeir•••••ON3,.

11.*••••••••••••••..... 

TRANSPORTATION
REQ1,1ST NUMBERO 

AGENirs
VAL NUATIO 

F TICKET

INITIALS OF
CARRIER
ISSUING

• TICKET

MODE, CLASS
OF SERVICE,
AND ACCOM-
MODATIONS*

DATE
ISSUED

POINTS OF TRAVEL

FROM- 10-

13-1,284,704

'

•

•

$622.16 TWA

not been received.

Mixed

•

1/8

4 0 4 - - - - •

,:-

Washington, D.C.

and return

Anchorag Alaska

. • Certified orrect. Payment or credit has

2/11/71

$'

— 
4. —..v...-

(---1..,,,,,

AMOUNT
CLAIMED

Dollars Cts
2

$ 1

,—
C V
91. 25• (Date)

_te
(Signature of Payee) '1"wa."

....
APPROVED (Supervisory and other approvals when required -_ ,.. ,

.)

• •

1

DIFFERENCES:

NEXT PREVIOUS VOUCHER PAID UNDER SAME TRAVEL AUTHORITY
VOUCHER NO. - - I D.0-. SYMBOL • I DATE (MONTH-YEAR)

Total verified correct for charge to appropriation(s)
-
Certified correct and proper for payment: .

A.' -..i. Applied to travel advance (appropriation symb)l)

NETTO ........4s...
- (Date) (Authorized Certifying Officer) TRAVELER

ACCOUNTING CLASSIFICATION (Appropriation symbol must be shown; other classification optional)

• Abbreviations for Pullman accommodations: MR, master room; DR, drawing room; CP, compartment; BR, bedroom; DSR, duplex single room; RM, roomette,
DRM, duplex roomette; SOS, single occupancy section; LB, lower berth; UB. upper berth; LB-UB, lower and upper berth; S, seat.

• * FRAUDULENT CLAIM-Falsification of an item in an expense account works a forfeiture of the claim (28 U.S.C. 2514) and may result in a fine of not more
than $10,000 or imprisonment for not more than 5 years or both (18 U.S.C. 287; id. 1001).



SCHEDULE OF EXPENSES AND AMOUNTS CLAIMED

PREVIOUS TEMPORARY DUTY ((ontplete these 
blocks only if in travel status immediately prior to period covered by this 

voucher and if ad, „i„.

istrattvely required)

DEPARTURE FROM OFFICIAL STATION

(DATE) I (HOUR)
I '
I
I

TEMPORARY DUTY STATION LAST DAY OF
(LOCATION)

PRECEDING VOUCHER PERIOD
(DATE OF ARRIVAL.)

, 

DATE

19-71—

-1/11 

NATURE OF EXPENSE

AUTHORIZED
MILEAGE

RATE 1
AMOUNT CLAIMED

SPEEDOMETER
READINGS

NO. OF
MILES

1VI
K (MEAGE SUBSISTENCE OILIF.R

Lv. Dulles Airport via TWA Fit. 811
5:00 p.ri-J, _

_._ 

1/14_

Arr. Denver, Colorado 6t49 p.m. .
OB - Denver --1
Lv. Denver via UA Fit. 167

6:00 p.m.  

Arr. Sk,aLtle, Wash. 7:26 p.m.

Lv. Seattle via Western 622

..eturned to Seattle_ bec_aus

of bad weather — arrived

9:13 p.m.

e _
1i15

4:00 a.m,

_L/1_5_ Lv. Seattle via Western Flt. 725
9:00 p.m. _

_  
_ Arr. Anchorage, Alaska 10:30 p.m.

(First availab .e flight)_

  OB - Anchorage
._,

---141-7 Lv. Ancnorage via Alaska Airlines 1.898
11:30 p.m.

4:25 a.m.
42 8:55  a.m.. 

4:25 p.m.

i

1/18 Arr. Seattle
Lv. Seattle via UA Fit.

Arr. Washington (Friendship)

,) ..
•

PER DIEM:._
1/11 5:00 p.m. to 1/15

____4=112_slays_ .@_.$2_5_.-00
1/16 12:01 a.m. to 1/17

12:00 M
$1-12-----50

60 00-.. 12:00 M

1/18 1 2:01 a m. to 4:25 p.m.
3/4 days @ $25.00 18 75

- ___ _

, .

'

, '

_ . 1.. • .

Grand total to face of voucher
(Subtotals, to N.:carried Int.:v.1rd if $19 TU 25 191 25

necessary) '''..

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1
962 0-62327.
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ECUTIVE (.1FF1'ZE OF THE PRESIDENT
i0 f,

OFFICE OF il:MEvtGENCY PREPAREDNESS

if !
ki

AUTHORIZILTItilv OF OFFICIAL TRAVEL

1. D7.te of request

.January 8 1971
2. Name and address of traveler

Dr. Clay T. Whitehead
Apt. D-1302
2440 Virginia Avenue, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20037

Submit original and 2 copies to Fiscal Section at
least 3 working days in advance of proposed travel

3. Title

Director
This document becomes an authorization of of-
ficial travel onlywhen the certificate of au-
thorizntion has been signed by the designated
authorizing official. Thistravel iisordered on
official business for the convenience of the
Government.

. Type of appointment

Presidential
. Orgn. unit (Division)

Office of Telecommunications Policy
6. Official station

Washington, D. C.7. Purpose of travel

[._

ications Sciences, Dept. of
iSit to the Institute of Telecommu-1
commerce; visit to NORAD; and
-iSit to CINCAL.

. 

Pe1r,o1d1ofltirv8e).71Es t.. No. of days of travel
status 8

10. Per diem rate

$25 and $30
11. Office number of traveler

749-1800 G Street
12. Mileage rate 13. Phone number of

traveler 5800
14. Itinerary

From Wash., D, C., to Boulder and Colorado Springs, Colrado; Anchorage,Alaska; and return to Washington, D. C.

15. Travel to be performed as indicated d. By privately-owned automobile:L ca Common carrier (1) II Reimbursable cost not to exceed common carrier cost orIncluding commercial airline (2) n Administratively determined to be more advantageous to theb. 0 Government-owned vehicle `-'-' Government—common carrier use impracticable (if checked,c. 0 Other (Specify) explain under item 20. 'Remarks'.)
16. Allotment number

81/0TP/210

17. Appropriation symbol

1110601

18. Travel authorization No.

19. Estimated cost of travel 20. Remarks

First class portions of travel authorized.

Transportation $625
Per Diem

$225

Other $ 50

Total
$900

21. Requested by

0/°°' 
•'"*.P..,,v,„

elll ::::)?7,-5::---- ----.000.t.,4.14,,t.otif.ig ,,:f- 7

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT BRANCH USE ONLY
—

22. Funds Obligated

Signature
Director Signature

Title
Title

23.
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION

You ore hereby authorized to travel at government expense, to be paid from available appropriations in accordancewith the regulations of the Office of Emergency Preparedness and the Standardized Government TravelRegulati „r9.7,_435,-oTr.F,F- -urvi r:xonditig.as noted on this authorization.
0004111.17. ‘,.,-.'°''''

altr""t10. ,44 ,..,,,,'' .0 Director4,70 tignature 
Title

IMPORTANT- Every voucher or message concerning this travel must refer to the travel authorization number.

Form OEP 9
April 1969
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BILL TO Mice of Emergency Prepuedness

2:9 Washikr,ton, D. G. 20504 

Ttstil  Airlines 
,...0.4.0..A.v,...  Washingto D C

.4"/"A°44:446,Rsr,cait:Nft-57,1„..„ C .1 IC A . L , A I R 11 tr E T C • 31:447444'46"4"1-

4P-44/9-4PSKTOPOlikE 01,:ata-7.4:14km-Sc-r-r-aturn--"'1514::AIE(RYI ;NR:". (TIP:4a D W.IF9 AIDED :C SS S 'RP. 0 fBE FOR:ISDN( ' ''S'' '

284,704

TPA. P AMOUNT ACCOVMOO Ak0UhT

n
0

—tA-,-o5g4;---SZT4--t-o—rmc-;—AS--t-f-/---- _  1:-‘nc .1.-8 
POINTS

LiA Ty ) --c• ,e,Ce. a to IVA.;t4-z!
of clay T. White-I-lead ,..-,z, — —  of.x.mi ...fez," 

(LOWER BERTH, PC SEAT, ETC.( 
1

OF ROUND TRIP SERVICE REQUIRED WRITE 'AND fil-rimm I 
ava awacW.)arelarfr. 0

r

1

/i  '0
ao

4, Aziwee/iet, wai naeo  A 0/ eurCedi 4,721 AVM-   iri,  0 I.

I CERTIFY THAT I HAVE orcriVf0 nye TRA "AT/ON SERVICE OR TICKETS REQUESTED 
PLACE OF

EXCEPT AS STATED ON RYE//SE 
ISSUE

SE SIDE. 
,r 

Wa.
u
:,- 7,-.. D. C. 1/3/ ./Y 71 I • Z

I cror rhAr rt TRANSPORTATION REOUESTED IS FON f IC OIAL BUSINESS.

TRAVELER'S
SIGNATURE

TITLE Director OTP

TRAVELER MUST ASCERTAIN COST OF TRANSPORTATION AND/OR

ACCOMMODATIONS AND RECORD IN SPACES BELOW

(:)IRA SPORTATION AMT. ACCOMMODATION AMT. TOTAL

TICKET AGENT WILL NOT ACCEPT THIS

ISSUING OFFICER'S.
unmerttot r

TITLE Adminiatrative Officer 
FISCAL DATA APPROPRIATION. AUTHORIZATION. ETC.)

1110601

81/°7P/210



you

st 72
y Cit.Y•

•••••

nce with

.•-• • •••-••

t.‘ostt Y
SOLE: S,EiJi.:CT TO CONDITIONS OF CONTRAC

T ON PASSENGER'S COUPON

WORLD AIRLINES INC TW
If the passenger's journey involves an ultimate destination

 or stop in a country

other than the country of departure, the Warsaw Convention moy be 
applicable

and the Convention governs and in most cavils limits the liabi
l:ty of carriers

for death or personal injury and in respect of loss of or damage 
to baggage.

PASSENGER

 _

NOT TRANSFERABLE

C WHITEHEAD 

J A NI 19724

PASSENGER TICKET
AND BAGGAGE CHECK

FLIGHT COUPON NO. 1
DATE OF ISSUE

11V5.H I NG TON
:Au ItORE

ORISINALET ISSUED A:AINST AGENTS NUMERIC CODE ON DATE

TICKET DESIGNATOR Et TOUR CODE THIS TICKET ISSUED IN EACMANGE FOR

FROM
TO

IA S
DEN
SEA
H C

3E A
3 AL UA

FARE
CALCULATIOt

1,13 IC) fASID MEN FnTS MINED 8) XL, FARF. BASIS ALLOW

ti NSHINGTON/DULx.._
f IDE N VER
,,..

.SE AT f
-;PAC; HORACiF;H.
KSE T

53 7.59
IC 34.5777 622.16

•••.

CY

'I- CS.
CHECKED

, UNCK'D.

cy T

I

CARR 1‘5 FLIGHT/CLASS DATE TIME STATUS

rr .1 3 1 1 Y! JANI 1 500, ,3K
6 0 0 PO K

ROUTE COD ENCODE

FARE

AIRLINE CODE

0158

!I

' • 

82B62694

DATE AND PLACE OF ISSUE5Q

a

- O LAR OLD
JAN

,97i
LI

" " 1E! rI.C. •
Ader); 1.1'.
CONJUNCTION TICKET ESE

  1 5 
FORM OF PAYMENT

FOR AND SERIAL NUM2ER

41/7° 7

862662694 5
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Itinerary for

Clay T. Whitehead

January 1148, 1971

Monday, Ja-Duary 11, 1971
3:20 p.m. Coyt will pick Dr. Mansur and Will Dean up

at the OTP building

3:30 p. m. Pick up Mf. Whitehead at his apartment
4:30 p.m. Arr. Dulles Airport

Tony Scalia will meet the group at the ticket window
5:00 p.m. Lv. Washington TWA Flt. 811 (coach)

6:49 p. m. Arr. Denver, Colorado
(Mr. Hinchman will rent a car and drive you to your hotel.

Reservations for 1/11 and 1/12 at
Holiday Inn
Boulder, Colorado

Tuesday, January 12

8:15 a.m. Mr. Hinchman will pick group up at the hotel
8:30 a.m. Commerce Labs

(If necessary to reach them during the day,
5:30 p.m. call Richard Kirby's office)
6:30 p.m. Dinner at the Greenbriar Restaurant

(Includes Kandoian and other Commerce officials)

Wednesday, January 13 

(303) 443-3322

(303) 447-1000

8:15 a.m. Mr. Hinchman will pick group up at the hotel
8:30 a.m. Commerce Labs
3:30 p.m. Lv. Boulder by car (Mr. Hinchman driving) -- approximately

half hour drive
4:00 p.m. ? Arr. Broadmoor Hotel (303) 634-7711

Colorado Springs, Colorado
(Mr. Scalia leaving at 12:15 p.m. to return to Washington)

Thursday, January 14 
8:00 a. m. Gen. Joyce James will pick group up

and proceed to Cheyenne Mountain
8:30 a. m. Briefing and tour of facilities
11:30 a. m. Depart Cheyenne Mountain
12 : 00 noon Lunch at Ent Air Force Base with Major General Bayer

and members of the staff
2:30 p. m. If desired, a tour of the United States Air Force Academy

will be arranged
4:00 p. m. Return to Broadmoor Hotel

Mr. Hinchrnan will drive group to Denver
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Thursday, January 14 (continued)

(Dr. Mansur flying to Texas; Mr. Dean returning to Washington Frida 

6:00 p.m. Lv. Denver United Fit. 167 (1st class)

7:26 p. m. Arr. Seattle

9:15 p.m. Lv. Seattle Western Fit. 622 (1st class)

10:30 p.m. Arr. Anchorage

Mr. WIlitehead will stay at
Anchorage WesL. ward Hotel (907) 272-7411

(RCA will pick Mr. Whitehead up at the airport and

is handling the hotel reservations)

Friday, January 15 

7:30 a.m. Depart hotel
(see attached itinerary)

Saturday, January 16 

7:30 a. m. Depart hotel

(see attached itinerary)

Sunday, January 17 

8:30 a.m.
11:30 a. m.

12:30 p.m.

View Super BowlGame live via satellite from Miami, Florida

Cocktail Reception
Ballroom - Luncheon commemorating transfer of the

Alaska Communication System (RCA Alaska Communications, Inc.)

Anchorage Westward Hotel .
Anchorage, Alaska
(Host: Howard Hawkins)

11:30 p. m. Lv. Anchorage Alaska, Airlines Fit. 1898 (1st class)

Monday, January 18 
4:25 a. m. Arr. Seattle
8:55 a.m. Lv. Seattle
4:25 p.m. Arr. Friendship

(Coyt will pick you up)

United Fit. 42 (coach--on 1st class waiting )




