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Fossibly I owe you, Valter Morton, and Monty, m, apologles for the troubles
I've caused you. Anyway I deeply sppreciate your letter of November 17 and several
from Walter in which you put me straight on the faets in the unity question.

I think the record is mow clear and true. Maybe Welter and I now need to get
@ clear and scourste understanding in eommon of the structure of the American Medical
Assoeiation to complete the faetusl background but this is only an ineidental matter.

My conclusions drewn from the facts stend es followss

1, The last pabualy anncunced setion of the Board wes the "Message"
by Elgin in the April 1954 issue of Electrical Engineering. This
has not been altered by Board action since. This set forth instructions
%o our representatives on EJC.

2. 1% stated M‘Miﬁﬂﬁw that the Board vanted a unity orgsnisation
"based on individual members rather than a council of sooleties, clother
vith power to aet, and sdequately financed.® It¢ reported that AIEE
members in 1950 voted for Plan C, & Merger Plan. It reported this as
a faet without comnecting it with the new statement of the Board. It
outlined & number of reascns why a eouneil of societies was not believed

to be adequate.

3. RNaturally I am confused when Mﬁmalrw still suggest a couneil of
societies even though mﬁm vith individuel members in a vague, un-
defined fashiocn.

4« The Board has seemed %o say that it wants EJC to form a new genseral
society of individual members (supposedly absorbing NSPE if NSPE will
join) or to accept NSPE as the desired socoiety.

S« I have seen no sign of the Board not wishing to partieipate in EJC a8 .
& meshanism for cooperation of the soeieties. The Board only said 1t
did not think EJC is satisfactory as the needed unity society.
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6. The Board said also that there was somg“tPReNey ¥bout the mattedy: -
7. 1 muet express my perscnal feeling that I can't help being influenoc-
ed by. This is that %o combine all socletles and all individual
engineers in one grend soeiety is too much unity for my blood. I
think freedom, independence, and decentralizetion is too essential
%o progress to accept such a scheme. I think & general society of
( individual engineers is vhat we should sim at, having at the same
time independent specialty socleties, vith & counell of societies
also as long ae we need 1%, The latter would be based on & spirit
of independent cooperation and would not be the baaie unity organiza-
tion.
-

Qan I represent AIEE before EJC accurately on the above basis wiwéug eonfliet
with our other representatives? If not, eould the Bozrd adopt & more explicit,
fresh statement for my guldance, or set me free to act individually?

\\//‘ I am not replying in writing to Walter Morton's letter of November 15 as he
and I heve arranged to have our chat over our scuttle of suds in New York this week.
Sincerely,
\~msa® T, M. Linville
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