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submitted the following resolution; whichwas R —

RESOLUTION

(Tnsert title of resolulion lLere)

Frsatydh/ |

A Senate Resolution urging the President to seek an immediate
internationa]imoritorium on the transfer to non-nuclear weapons
countries of nuclear enrichment and reprocessing equipment and

technology to permit time for the negotiation of more effective

safeguards against the proliferation of nuclear weapons capability.

Section 1

Whereas the Senate of the United States ratified the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) in recognition
of the devastation associated with a nuclear war and of the need
to make every effort to avert the danger of such a war;

Whereas the parties to the Treaty expressed a common belief
that the proliferation of nuclear weapons would seriously increase
the danger of nuclear war;

Whereas the United States and other parties to the Treaty
pledged to accept specified safeguards regarding the transfer to

non-nuclear weapon States:of special nuclear materials and facilities

for the processing, use, or production of such materials;



Whereas recent events, including the explosion of a nuclear
device by India in.1974, the development of a uranium:enrichment ..
facility by the Republic of South Africa, and the proposed sales
of nuclear enrichment and reprocessing plants to pon- nuclear weapon

SCope and Compre lemsiémis<0
States, cast serious doubts on the ades==cy of existing safeguards
over the proliferation of nuclear weapons capability;

Whereas the Senate of the United States is particularly concerned
about the consequences of transactions that could lead to the pro-
duction of plutonium and other special nuclear materials by non-nuclear
weapon States in Latin America, in the Middle East, and in Asia;

Whereas the Senate believes that improved safeguards are urgently

needed to prevent the theft or diversion of plutonium and other

special nuclear materials to weapons manufacture: Now, therefore,

be it =

Resolved that the Senate of the United States strongly requests
and urges th? President to seek through the highest level consul-
tations with‘other suppliers of nuclear equipment and technology
an immediate moratorium on .the transfer of nuclear enrichment and
reprocessing facilities and technology to permit time for the
negotiation of an agreement regarding more effective safeguards
to substantially reduce the risk of diversion or theft of plutonium
and other special nuclear matefiais to military or other uses

that would jeopardize world peace and security.

Section 2

The Secretary of the Senate is directed to transmit copies

of this resolution to the President of the United States and to

the Secretary of State.
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MONDALE URGES SENATE 7O CPPOSE SALE BY li. GERMANY AND
FRANCE OF PLANTS THAT WGULD ENABLE BUYING COUNTRIES TO
MAKE A-BGMB

WASHINGTOM, D.C., June 18--Senator Walter F. ilondale (D-Minn.) urged the
Senzte today to express its opposition to the sale by West Germany ard France cf
plants that would give buying countries the ability to produce nuclear weapons.

In introducing his sense of the Senate resolution, Mondale said the sale tc
non-nuclear weapons countries of complete nuclear fuel cycles -~ including piuton-
ium s emration equipment -- would represent "a grave danger to world peace.

"This danger is twofold," he said. "First that the purchasing country might
divert plutonium from such plants to develop nuclear bombs. And, second that
propar safequards never have been devised to prevent the theft of plutonium from
comnercial plants by tervorist or criminal elements.”

At present, !!ast Germany is negotiating with Brazil to seli that Latin Amer-
ican country such equipment. France is reportedly considering the transfer of
similar equipment <to Argentina,among other countries.

"T do not want to single out Brazil cr Argentina, but theiy cases provide
useful examples,” Mondale said. "If either country proceeds in this dirvection .
extraordinary pressures wculd be placed on the other not only to follow suit,
tut also to initiate a nuclear weapons pregram...

"In my judament, there is no question of grzater importance to the hope aof
international peace and security in the nuclear era than the consequences of thes
sales."

Mondale noted that loopheles exist in both the Nuclear Nonproliferation
Treaty and in safequards prescribed by the International Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA) that would enable countries to produce nuclear weapons.

“thile Brazil id this instance couid rot take piutoniam from the separation
plaent provided by West Germany to build a nuclear weapon without violating IAEA
safeqguards , there is nothing in the Nenproliferation Treaty or the current
IAEA program to prevent Brazil from duplicating the facility provided by Germany
and using the plutonium from the duplicate plant to build explosive deviges," he
3aid.

Mondale's resolution also asked the Senate to express its feeiing that
existing safeguards should be broadened and made more comprehensive, and that
Prasident Ford should consult with other government leaders in an eifort to obt::
aiv immediate moratorium on such sales until a more effective safequards program
c2n be developed.

"As a first step," the Minnesota Senator said,"I believe that the Nonproli:
aration Treaty should be amended to prevent the acquisition of plutonium separa-
tion facilities by non-nuclear states, or, at a minimum, to assure aay such faci.
ities, whether acquired directly or duplicated from equipment purchased from

& nuclear supplying nation, would be subject to IAEA inspecticn.”
ik
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Kzsm wger Bars B ﬁachmml’ on A Fuel

By Don Oberdorfer
N Washington Post Staff Writer

Seeretary of State Henry
A. Kissinger yesterday re-
jected proposals that the
United Stafes and the Soviet
Union cooperate to halt nu-
clear weapons proliferation
by threatening to shut off
atomic fuel to France and
West Germany.

Such superpower coopera:
tion, propesed by Chairman
Albraham A. Ribicoff (D-
Conn.) in a Senate Govern-
ment Operations Commitiee
hearing, would ™ amount to

" that

u.s. “ I)lammall-" with Soviet
concurrence against close
NATO allies and thus would
have “the gravest foreign
policy consequences,” Kis-
singer declared.

" The congressional concern

arose from f{ears that the
two European nations are
facilitating the spread of at-

omic bomb capabilities
throughout the world
through their commercial

deals. Over U.S. obhjections
Kissinger described

vesterday, France is selling

Pakistan a nuclear fuel re-

processing plant capab[e of
pn%ﬁ?fﬁ'ﬁomb material,
and Germany is selling, an
even more extensive plant
to Brazil. | !

The United States and the
Su{iet Union are the only
suppliers of enriched . ura-
nium, the fuel wused by

]

nearly all nuclear reactors
now in operation. This mo-
nopoly of fuel supplies will
continue at least until 1981,
according to experts, cn-
ahling the two superpowers

to cnforce their views on

. other nuclcar ploductlou na-

tions by threatening fo deny
essential fuel,

Kissinger and the lawmak-
ers agreed at yesterday's
hearing that the nuclear
proliferation problem could
dictate the fate of millions

. of people and ultimately of

mankind itself, and that
time is running out on im-
portant controls. However,
Kissinger called for prob-
lems to be solved through
the existing framework and
without rupturing U.S. mili-

See KISSINGER, A2, Col. 7




Kissinger Bars

U.S. ‘Blackmail’
On Atomic Fuel

KISSINGER, From Al

tary alliances, while sena-
tors argued for far stronger
measures.

“Why don’t we go to the
United Nations and world
opinion on this horrible
problem? Isn’t it time to go
over the heads of the lead-
ers to the people of France
and West Germany?” Ribi-
coff demanded. “I see no
reason for the U.S. to con-
tinue to be so timid ...

Kissinger virtually
confirmed reports  that
France and Germany
blocked a U.S. proposal—
made in recent sessions of a
secret nuclear “suppliers
conference’—that . would
ban export to individual na-
tions of reprocessing plants
usable for bomb production.

The United States will try
again for the export ban at

a suppliers meeting sched-

uled for June, Kissinger re-
vealed. Commending the So-
viet Union for exerting a
positive “moral and political
‘influence” in the seven-na-
tion suppliers meetings, Kis-
singer said he “wouldn't be
surprised” if the Russians
accept the U.S. proposal.

Others in the seven-nation
suppliers group are Britain,
Canada and Japan, Kis-
singer termed the-result of
the recent secret meetings
“a general ~understanding
about restraint” and said
the United States will seek
o Procede to “something

ore bLinding.”

In Lhe meantime
United States has 'made
“representations” to Ger-
many about its deal with
Brazil, which could be the
hasis for the first atomie
weapons in Latin America,
Kissinger zaid. He reported
that the United States is
making “the strongest repre-
sentations” to France about
the Pakistani plant and said
. the United States may con-
sider uncpecified “other
steps” if its protests are un-
heeded.

the

Kissinger was questioned
sharply about the continu-
ing exportation of nucléar
fuel to India despite the
May, 1974, atomic explosion
there which escalated world-
wide concern about weapans
spread. He defended contin-
ued U. S. shipments as jin
keeping with contractual
guarantees as a reliable fuel
supplier, and said the U.!G.
fuel was not to be used;to
make bombs, .

A few hours after Kissin-
ger’s appearance—his first
major presentation on nuc-
lear export issues—54 mem-
bers of Congress asked the
Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission to delay planned ex-
portation of 40,000 pounds
of enriched uranium fuel to
India, pending public_hear-
ings on the issue. The mem-
bers said the fuel would be
enough to make 10 Hwo-
shima-sized bombs. :

While senators called for
U.S.-Soviet collaboration jin
the nuclear exportation
field, Kissinger expressed
doubt that “detente”—whi¢h
at one point he called “the
forbidden word""—could sup-
port  far-reaching agree-
ments in the current state
of U.S.-Soviet strain,

Given Moscow's lead in
conventional weapens, Iis-
singer said, the United
States cannot rule out the
use of nuclear arms in re-
gional conflicts.
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The joint resoution (H.J. Res. 733)
was passed.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I
move to reconsider the vote by which
the joint resolution was passed.

Mr, YOUNG. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN
MEASURES ON THE CALENDAR

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, in
line with the previous agreement, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate turn
to consideration of Calendar Nos. 502,
503, 505, and 522.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

ADDITIONAL: LAW CLERES TFOR
JUDGES OF THE DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA COURT OF APPEALS

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (H.R. 4287) to provide for additional
law clerks for the judges of the District
of Columbia Court of Appeals, which
had been reported from the Committee
on the District of Columbia with an
amendment on page 2, beginning with
line 3, insert: . !

Sec. 2. That the District of Columbia Law
Revislon Commission Act, approved August

1, 1974, 1s amended as follows:

Section 2(1) of such Act (D.C. Code, sec.
40-401 (i)), is amended to read as follows:

“The Commission may appoint and fix the
compensation of such personnel as it deems
advisable. S8uch personnel shall be appointed
without regard to the provision of title 5
of the United States Code, governing ap-
pointments in the competitive service. The
Commission may appoint a Direetor. Such
appointment shall be made without regard
to the provisions of title 5 of the United
States Code, governing appolntments in the
competitive service. The Director shall serve
at the pleasure of the Commission and shall
be entitled to recelve compensation at the
maximum rate as may be established from
time to time for grade 16 of the General
Schedule in section 5332 of title 5 of the
United States Code. The Commission may
also appoint a General Counsel without re-
gard to the provisions of title 5 of the United
States Code governing appointments in the
competitive service, to serve at the pleasure
of the Commission. The General Counsel
shall be entitled to recelve compensation
al the same rate as the Director and shall
be responsible-solely to the Commission.

“Persons appointed to the staff of the
Commission shall be appointed solely on the
basis of their ability to perform the duties
of the Commission without regard to politi-
cal party afiliation. Employees of the Com-
mission shall be regarded as employees of the
District of Columbia government.”.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be en-
grossed and the bill to be read a third
time,

The bill was read the third time, and
passed.

JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMEBEIA

The Senate proceeded to consider the
bill (H.R. 10035) to establish the Judi-
cial Conference of the District of Colum-
bia, which had been reported from the
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Committee on the District of Columbia
with an amendment on page 2, beginning
with line 15, insert:

(¢) The portion of section 801 of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of
1965 which precedes subsection (a), is
amended by striking out “As used In titles
II, 11, V, VI, and VIL" and inserting in lieu
thereof, “As used in titles II, III, IV, V, VI,
and VII".

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be en-
grossed and the bill to be read a third
time.

The bill was read the third time, and
passed.

INTERNATIONAL SAFEGUARDS OF
NUCLEAR MATERIALS

The resolution (S. Res. 221) urging the
President of the United States to take
the leadership in seeking international
cooperation in strengthening safeguards
of nuclear materials, was considered and

agreed to.
The preamble was agreed to.
The resolution, with its preamble,

reads as follows:

Resolved, That the President seek the
immediate International consideration of
strengthening the effectiveness of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency’s safeguards
dn peaceful nuclear activities and seek
intensified cooperation with other nuclear
suppliers to insure that most stringent safe-
guard conditions are applied to the transfer
of nuclear equipment and technology to
prevent the proliferation of nuclear explo-
slve capability.

Whereas the Senate of the United States
ratified the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) in recognition
of the devastation assoclated with a nuclear
war and of the need to make every effort
to avert the danger of such a war;

Whereas the parties to the treaty ex-
pressed a common belief that the prolifera-
tion of nuclear weapons would seriously in-
crease the danger of nuclear war,;

Whereas the United States and other
parties to the treaty pledged to accept
specified safeguards regarding the transfer
to nonnuclear-weapon states of special
nuclear materials and facilities for the proc-
essing, use, or production of such materials;

Whereas recent events, including - the
explosion of nuclear devices, the develop-
ment of uranium enrichment facilities, and
the proposed transfer of nuclear enrichment
and reprocessing facilities to nonnuclear-
weapon states, emphasize the imperative
need to increase the scope, comprehensive-
ness, and effectiveness of international safe-
£Luards on peaceful nuclear activities so that
there will be no further proliferation of
nuclear weapons capability;

Whereas the Senate of the United States
is particularly concerned about the con-
sequences of transactions without eifective
safegunards that could lead to the production
of plutonium and other special nuclear
materials by nonnuclear-weapon states
throughout the world; and

Whereas the Senate ls particularly con-
cerned about the proliferation threat posed
by the possibility of the development in the
near future of a large number of independ-
ent national enrichment and reprocessing
facilities and therefore belleves that the
United States should take the lead in secur-
ing agreement for the development of re-
gional multinational, rather than national,
centers to undertake enrichment and re-
processing activities in order to minimize
the spread of technology which could be
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used to develop nuclear explosives: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate of the United
States strongly requests and urges the Presi-
dent to seek through the highest level of
consultation in the United Nations and with
the other leaders of the world community,
an intensive cooperative international ef-
fort to strengthen and improve both the
scope, comprehensiveness, and effectiveness
of the international safeguards on peaceful
nuclear activities so that there will be a sub-
stantial and immediate reduction in the risk
of diversion or theft of plutonium and other
special nuelear materials to military or other
uses that would jeopardize world peace and
security; be it further

Resolved, That the President seek, through
consultation with suppliers of nuclear
equipment and technology, their restraint
in the transfer of nuclear technology and
their cooperation in assuring that such
equipment and technology only is trans-
ferred to other nations under the most
rigorous, prudent, and safeguarded condi-
tions deslgned to assure that the technology
itself is not employed for the production of
nuclear explosives; and be it further

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate
is directed to transmit copies of this resolu-
tion to the President of the United States
and to the Secretary of State.

WAIVER UNDER SECTION 303(a) OI'
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET ACT
WITH RESPECT TO CONSIDERA-
TION OF 8. 2635

The resolution (S. Res. 322) waiving
section 303(a) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974 with respect to the
consideration of S. 2635 was considered
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That pursuant to section 303(a)
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, the
provisions of section 303(a) of such Act are
waived with respect to the consideration of
5. 2835. Such waiver is necessary because on
January 1, 1976, solely as a result of this
year's social security increases, one million
three hundred twenty-seven thousand one
hundred and thirty-six veterans and sur=
vivors will sustain pension reduections and
another forty-one thousand eight hundred
and forty will lose entitlement to pension
altogether unless amendments increasing
rates and the maximum annual income lim-
itations contained in titles II and IV of S.
2635, become law effective January 1, 1976.
As an integral part of the approach to this
problem, titles I and IIT of S. 2635 are de-
signed to restructure totally the ecurrent
need-based pension program for wartime vet-
erans and survivors effective October 1, 1978,
to achieve equitable program objectives mors
fully and to avold further problems occa-
sioned by subsequent periodic automatic so-
cial securlty increases. Congress should con-
sider the provisions effective January 1, and
October 1, 1976, together to assure uniform-
ity, continuity, and a coordinated effort with
respect to the Veterans' Administration pen-
sion program. The deferred October 1, 1976,
effective date for the mew pension program
is intended to permit the Veterans’ Admin-
istration adequate time to implement the
provisions of 8, 2635.

Such waiver is also necessary to provide
veterans, survivors and their families an op-
portunity for prudent fiscal planning in con-
sideration of the amount of pension they
will be entitled to receive during the entire
calendar year 1976,

Further, such waiver is necessary to allow
the Congress to complete in a timely and
logical manner the work regarding veterans
and survivors pension reform which the Com-
mittee on Veterans' Aifairs has carried on
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throughout the preceding past two years In
good faith and without any intent to cir-
cumvent the congressional budget process.

ANTITRUST ENFORCEMENT AU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 1975

Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate tum
to consideration of Calendar No. 485,
S. 1136, and that it be laid before the
Senate and made the pending business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be stated by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 1136) to authorize appropriations
for increased investigation and prosecution
by the Federal Trade Commission and the
Department of Justice of unfair methods of
competition, restraints of trade, and other
violations of the antitrust laws and for other
purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill which had
been reported from the Committees on
the Judiciary and Commerce, jointly,
with an amendment to strike out all
after the enacting clause and insert the
following:

That this Act may be cited as the “Anti-
frust Enforcement Authorization Aet of
19757, .

DECLARATION OF POLICY

Sec. 2. (&) The Congress finds and de-
clares that—

(1) This Nation is founded upon and com-
mitted to & private enterprise system and a
free market economy, in the belief that com-
petition spurs innovation, promotes produc-
tivity, prevents the undue concentration of
economie, social, and political power, and
preserves a free democratic society,

(2) The decline of competition In in-
dustries In which oligopeoly or monopoly
power exists, and the decline of competition
caused by State and Federal regulatory pol-
icies, have contributed significantly to un-
employment, inflation, inefficiency, under-
utilization of economic capacity, a reduction
in exports, and an adverse effect on the bal-
ance of payments,

(3) Diminished competition and increased
concentration in the marketplace have been
important factors in the ineffectiveness of
monetary and fiscal policies In reducing the
high rates of inflation and wunemployment.

(4) The near record rates of inflation and
unemployment have caused extreme hard-
ship and dislocation to the American econ-
sumer, worker, farmer, and businessman,

(5) Investigations by the Federal Trade
Commission, the Department of Justice, and
the National Commission on Food Market-

ing, as well as other independent studies,

have identified conditions of excessive con-
centration and other anticompetitive be-
havior in varlous Industries.

(6) Vigorous and effective enforcement of
the antitrust laws, and reduction of monop-
oly and oligopoly power in the economy,
can contribute significantly to reducing
prices, unemployment, and inflation, and
to preservation of our democratic nstitu-
tions and personal freedoms.

(7) The lack of adequate antitrust re-
sources has prevented vigorous and effective
enforcement of the antitrust laws,

‘(b) It is the purpose of the Congress In
this Act to authorize sufficient appropria-
tions to the Federal Trade Commission and
the Department of Justice to support and
invigorate effective and expeditious enforce-
ment of the antitrust laws, to facilitate the
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restoration and malntenance of competition
in the marketplace, to prevent and eliminate
monopoly and eligopoly power in the econ-
omy, and to improve the antifrust enforce-
ment capabillty of the States.

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

8Eec. 3. (a) Section 2 of the Federal Trade
Commission Act (156 U.S.C. 42) is amended
by Inserting between the second and third
paragraphs of such section the following
new paragraph:

“In addition to the other authority con-
fererd by this section, the Commission is
authorized to establish and fix the compen-
sation for not more than twenty-five at-
torney, economist, special expert, and out-
side counsel positions for its maintaining
competition responsibilities. Individuals may
be appointed to positions established under
this paragraph with out regard to the pro-
visions of title 5, United States Code, gov-
erning appointments in the competitive serv-
ice, and may be paid without regard to
the provisions of chapter 51 and subchapter
IIT of chapter 53 of such title relating to
classification and General Schedule pay rates
but at rates not in excess of the maximum
rate for GS-18, but not less than the mini-
mum rate for GS-16, of the General Sched-
ule under section 5332 of such title.”.

(b) Section 20 of the Federal Trade Com-
mission Act is amended by Inserting “(a)”
immediately before the first sentence, and
by adding at the end thereof the follow-
ing new subsecfion:

“(b) There are authorized to he appro-
priated to the Commission in addition to
such sums as are authorized by any other
provision of law, not to exceed $25,000,000
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 19%6; not
10 exceed $6,250,000 for the transition period
ending September 30, 1976; not to exceed
$35,000,000 for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 1977; and not to exceed $45,000,-
000 for the fiscal year ending September 30,
1978; such sums to remsain avallable until
expended for the purposes authorized by the
Antitrust Enforcement Authorization Act of
19756,

DEPARTMENT ©F JUSTICE

SEc. 4. (a) Chapter 31 of title 28, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the
end thereof the following new section:

"% 527, Authorization of appropriations for
antitrust enforcement

“(a) There are authcrized to be appro-
priated to the Department of Justice in
addition to such sums as are authorized by
any other provision of law, not to exceed
$25,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1976; not to exceed $6,250,000 for the transi-
tion period ending September 30, 1976; not
to exceed $35,000,000 for the fiscal year end-
ing Eeptember 30, 1977; and not to exceed
$£45,000,000 for the fiscal year ending Septem-
ber 30, 1978; such sums to remain available
until expended for the purposes authorized
by the Antitrust Enforcement Authoriza-
tion Act of 1975.

“(b) The Assiztant Attoerney General in
charge of the Antitrust Division is author-
ized to establish and fix the compensation
for not more than twenty-five attorney,
economist, special expert, and outside ecoun-
sel positions for the Antitrust Division. In-
dividuals may be appointed to positions
established under this subsection without re-
gard to the provisions of title 5, governing
appointments in the competitive serve,
and may be pald without regard to the pro-
vistons of chapter 51 and subchapter III of
chapter 53 of such title relating to cla:zsifi-
cation and General Schedule pay rates but
at rates not in excess of the maximum rate
for GS-18, but not less than the minimum
rate for GS-16, of the General Schedule
under section 5332 of such title.”.

(b) The analysis of chapter 31 of title 28,
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United States Code, is amended by adding
immediately below the item relating to sec-
tion 526 the following new item:

“627. Authorization of appropriations for
antitrust enforcement.”.

GRANTS TO STATES FOR ANTITRUST ENFORCEMENT

Sec. 5. (a) The Attorney General is author-
ized to provide assistance and make grants.
to States which have State plans approved
under subsectlon (c¢) of this section to im-
prove the antitrust enforcement capability
of such State.

(h) The attorney general of any State de-
siring to recelve assistance or a grant under
this section shall submit a plan consistent
with such basic eriteria as the Attorney Gen-
eral may establich under subsection (d) of
this section. Such plan shall—

(1)} provide for the administration of sucn
plan by the attorney general of such State;

(2) set forth a program for training of
State officers and employees to improve the
antitrust enforcement capability of such
State;

(3) establish such fiscal controls and fund
accounting procedures as may be necessary
to assure proper di-posal of and accounting|
of Federal funds paid to the State Includ-
ing such funds paid by the State to any
ageney of such State under this section; and

(4) provide for making such reasonable
reports in such form and containing such
information as the Attorney General may
reasonably require to carry out his funections
under this section, and for keeping such rec-
ords and affording such access thereto as the
Attorney General may find necessary to as-
sure the correctness and verification of such
reports, *

(c) The Attormey General shall approve
any State plan and any modification thereof
which complies with the provisions of sub-
sectlion (b) of this section. .

(d) As soon as practicable after the date
of enactment of this rection the  Attorney-
General shall, by regulation, prescribe basic
criteria for the purpose of establishing
equitable distrtbution of funds received
under this section among the States.

(e) Payments under this section shall be
made from the allotment to any State which
administers a plan approved under this sec-
tion. Payments to a State under this section
may be made in installments, in advance,
or by way of reimbursement, with necessary
adjustments on account of underpayment or
overpayment, and may be made directly to a
State or to one or more public agencies
designated for this purpose by the State, or
to both.

(f) The Comptroller General of the United
States or any of his authorized representa-
tives shall have access for the purpose of
audit and examination to any books, docu-
ments, paners, and records that are perfinent
to any prantee under this ssction.

(g) Whenever the Attorney General, after
giving reasonable notice and onportunity for
hearing to any State receiving a grant under
this section, inds—

(1) that the program for which such grant
was made has been so changed that it no
longer complies with the provisions of this
section; or

(2) that in the oreration of the program
there is faflure to comply substantially with|
any such provision; the Attorney General
shall notify such State of his findings and no
further payments may be made to such State
by the Attorney General until he is satisfied
that such noncompliance has been, or will
promptly be, corrected. However, the Attor-
ney General mav authorized the continuance
of payments with respect to any progam
pursuant to this Aet which is being carried
out by such State and which is not involved|
in the noncom-liancs, |

(h) Asused in this section the ferm—

(1) “State” includes each of the several
States of the United States, the District of
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By Robert Kleiman

WASHINGTON—At a Moscow con-
ference on nuclear proliferation last
summer, the scientist who built
Russia’s first A-bomb in 1949 turned
to an American visitor,

“Do you know Henry DeWolf
Smyth?” he asked, speaking of the
Princeton physicist who wrote the
official, declassified history that told
Americans in 1945 how the United
States had made the atomic bomb.
“At one international meeting,” the
Russian said, “I shocked Smyth badly.

““‘Henry,” I said, ‘you helped us very
much. Your book was always at my
side.””

*‘Impossible,” Smyth said. ‘Every-
thing was in the public domain.

“‘Henry, Henry,' I said, ‘everything
that had to be done might have been
done in several different ways. You
told us which path to take. When it
didn’t work, we knew we had simply
made some mistake and started again,
Public domain, indeed! "

This story was recalled here re-
cently after the disappointing dis-
closure that West Germany had de-
cided to open talks with Iran on the
sale of a multibillion-dollar nuclear
industry. Included is a pilot plutonium
reprocessing plant capable of making
atomic explosives. Ford Administra-
tion objections and strenuous Con-
aressional criticism of a $4 billiorr Ger-
man reactor sale to Brazil last year
—captured by offering plutonium tech-
nology that American companies are
forbidden to export—had been ex-
pected to deter an early repetition.

Instead, German spokesmen are
again advancing the rationalization
that the technology for extracting
weapons-quality plutonium from spent
power reactor fuel rods is in the
public domain.

“Public domain” indeed! Three dec-
ades after Hiroshima, apart from the
five great powers that are permanent
members of the U.N. Security Council,
only India has exploded a nuclear de-
vice. One reason is that the United
States and other advanced countries
have refused to export plutonium re-
processig plants, which have no com-
mercial use at present.

West Germany became the first to
break with this policy. France, which
negotiated similar sales to South
Korea and Pakistan, later acquiesced
in the successful American effort to
get South Korea to cancel out. But
the Pakistan deal is moving ahead;
Iranian officials say they will make a
bomb should Pakistan do so.

If this evolution continues, a dozen
or more third-world countries may
be extracting enough weapons-grade
~lutonium by the 1990's to make 3,000

‘oshima-size bombs annually. With

seizure and regional wars

i

ombs for Sale

possible, the world will be lucky to
get through the century without losing
a city.

West German and French refusal
has blocked American efforts to re-
store the plutonium embargo through
a seven-nation suppliers’ agreement.
Improved inspection and other safe-
guards have been achieved. But, as
Secretary Kissinger recenmtly warned,
there is no safeguard against unilateral
abrogation of a peaceful uses agree-
ment once the equipment and tech-
nology have been transferred.

The danger does not stem from the
export of giant nuclear power reactors,
costing as much as $1 billion each.
They are fueled by slightly-enriched
uranium, and weapons-grade fission-
able material is never present.

Small, pilot plutonium-reprocessing
plants, in contrast, sell for a few mil-
lion dollars and are of little economic
importance. But by helping countries
seeking the “effortless acquisition of
nuclear weapons technology,” as the
magazine Der Spiegel put it, West
Germany and France hope to break
heavily into the American-dominated
nuclear-reactor market.

Unless Washington comes to grips
with this issue, posed by powerful
political-industrial lobbies in West
Germany and France, the American
case for a renewed embargo on
plutonium-reprocessing and uranium-
enrichment technology is unlikely to
make any headway at next month's
suppliers’ ‘meeting,

There is study in Washington of
proposals” for a market-sharing ar-
rangement., Senator Ribicoff of Con-
necticut would “guarantee each sup-
plier country a minimum number of
reactor sales a year.” That would raise
complex problems, including waiver
of the antitrust laws. But there is a
long history of such waivers in fields
affecting national security.

Guaranteed deliveries to all of ade-
quate nuclear fuel supplies, preferably
through internationalized production
of slightly-enriched uramium, would be
essential to such a deal.

West Germany and France now de-
pend on American supplies of enriched
uranium fuel for their own nuclear
reactors and will remain dependent
until 1990 on American fuel for the
reactors they export. If, offered a fair
share of the reactor market, they still
reject a renewed plutonium embargo,
Senator Ribicoff would cut off their
nuclear fuel supplies.

This is a drastic and dangerous pro-
posal. But the question it raises is
whether it would not be more danger-
ous for the United States to go on
providing nuclear fuel for export re-
actors that are accompanied by plu-
tonium technology and a growing
threat to American and world security.

Robert Kleiman is a member of the
Editorial Board of The Times.
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‘Thomas von Randow

Germany’s Anti-Nuclear Movement

HAMBURG—Concern about the safety of nuclear
power is not confined to the United States. Here in
West Germany, which is striving to promote atomic
energy as an alternative to our uncertain reliance on
imported oil, the issue is approaching explosive pro-
portions.

A militant minority opposed to the construction of
nuclear reactors has been so effective that it is hob-
bling atomic energy programs—even though, accord-
ing to opinion surveys, most Germans favor them.

This suggests that we may eventually face energy
shortages that would compel the government to im-

Mr. Von Randow writes on science and technology
for Die Zeit, the West German weekly.

pose “brown-outs,” especially on private households.
Such a move would, of course, create serious political
liabilities for the country's official establishment.

. Should another Middle East conflict curtail our pe-
troleum supply, as it did during the Yom Kippur War
of 1873, the situation here could become even more
critical.

At the same time, trouble in the field of domestic
nuclear development would threaten the German re-
actor industry, prompting it to seek markets abroad
to compensate for a potential loss of outlets at home.

But, as we perceived when our recent negotiations

ik ¢ |6

to sell atomic plants to Iran and Brazil aroused Ameri-
can criticism, the export of nuclear installations
could strain our ties to the United States, which is
trying to curb the proliferation of atomic know-how.

Thus the nuclear controversy, though local in ori-
gin, already appears to be having broad conse-
quences.

West Germany's long-range atomic energy plan is
one of the most ambitious on earth. Eleven reactors—
including the world's largest located in the Rhine Val-
ley—now produce 5 per cent of the nation's needs. By
1985, if expectations are fulfilled, 50 reactors will be
meeting at least 30 per cent of our requirements, plac-
ing West Germany second to the United States in
peaceful nuclear usage.

Compared to the United States, where atomic
plants are dispersed over a large geographical area,
the proximity of reactors to people is far greater
here. The German government is currently spending
£35 million to assess the risk factor—taking into ac-
count as well the possibilities of war and terrorism.

A key question at the moment, however, is whether
the overall plan will ever be achieved—or whether it
will fall prey to a growing sensitivity known as the
“Whyl syndrome.”

Situated among the vineyards of Southwest Ger-
many, the town of Whyl was designated some years
ago to be the site of a new nuclear power plant. But

Gk

before work began, it became the focus for thousands
of hostile demonstrators chanting the slogan: “Be ac-
tive today rather than radioactive tomorrow.”

The demonstrators, among them left-wing activists,
consumer groups and neighborhood farmers, camped
near Whyl for months, resisting police attempts to
dislodge them. -

Last fall, confronted by the prospect of endless fer-
ment, the federal government sidestepped a decision
on the proposed plant by turning responsibility over
to the state authorities, which predictably chose to
postpone the project.

Since then the Whyl episode has become a symbol
of successful citizen action. And elsewhere in the
country, no sooner do bulldozers arrive to break
ground for new reactors than demonstrators also ar-
rive to prevent building.

The impact of these movements on public opinion
is significant. The polls show that 67 per cent of West
Germans want faster nuclear development. But in
places where plants are scheduled to go up, the oppo-
sition often runs to more than 50 per cent.

With all this, I would anticipate slow progress in ex-
tending nuclear energy here. It may be, though, that
another oil crisis will undermine the anti-atomic fac-
tions—which means that conditions might have to be-
come worzge before support for nuclear partisans be-
comes stronger.
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The Nuclear Threats

To the Editor:

Regipald Stuart's Ma news re-
port focuses on recent actions taken
by the nuclear industry to “turn the
tide of opposition.” In the industry’s
view, the villains are, of course, a rel-
atively few hard-working, dedicated
people and their underfunded, loosely
organized groups fragmented across
the country. However, I suggest that
the nuclear industry is confused as to
the real nature of its present crisis.

In brief, the nuclear industry, which
is responsible for the most hazardous
industrial operations known to man,
has now become a victim of its own
growth. It has become newsworthy,
and predictably a lot of the news it
generates is unfavorable.

While the nuclear industry attempts|
to minimize concern regarding the \
safety of its operations, it cannot deny
the vulnerability of its operations to |
that haunting specter of radioactive
disaster. For example, within the short
period of five months, over twenty
plants were twice officially ordered
to shut down for pipe inspections be-
cause of leaks discovered in a critical
portion of the emergency core cooling
system of one plant. These plants ac-
counted then for roughly 50 per cent
of our nuclear generating capacity.

If the nuclear industry is successful
in achieving its goals, the public and
the Congress should recognize that a
serious malfunction of a single nuclear
plant, anywhere, could promptly and
permanently shut down as much as 251
per cent of this country's electrical |

per cent in the year 2000.

Finally, according to Stuart’s report,
the nuclear industry will argue that
“the nation must embrace nuclear
power in its program to lessen de-
pendence on foreign fuels.” If this ar-
gument prevails, our national security
and way of life will be compromised
—to be held hostage to the nonnegoti-
able threats of nuclear energy’s in-
exorable and malignant partners.

GEORGE L. WEIL
Washington, June 2, 1975

generating capacity in 1985, and 50 \
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U.S. Protests

‘Called Too Soft

On Brazil Nuclear A cquisitio

By Murrey Marder
Washington Post Staff Writer
The United States spoke too
softly and ineffectually in op-
posing West Germany’s recent
contract to sell Brazil the
most advanced nuclear tech-
nology, a Senate subcommit-
tee complained yesterday.
Brazil will end up with “a
complete nuclear fuel cycle —
in other words, the capacity to
make nuclear weapons,” said
Sen. Stuart Symington (D-
Mo.), chairman of the Senate
Foreign Relations Subcommit-
tee on Arms Control and Secu-
rity Agreements.
Ford administration wit-

West Germany, the United
States “argued against a sale
of this nature.” The subject
was pursued as recently as
last month when West Ger-
man President Walter Scheel
and Foreign Minister Hans-
Dietrich  Genscher visited
Washington, a State Depart-
ment official testified.

Nevertheless, Symington
said, “the West German gov-
ernment continues to deny
that any protests were lodged,”
and Chancellor Helmut
Schmidt has said “there were
no protests of any kind.”

“I think the central question
is whether or not we really
made strong protestations,”
said Sen. Hubert H. Hum-

nesses said that starting in
February, in discussions with

phrey (D-Minn,). The issue,

said Humphrey, is whether t|
United States “really weighy
in” against the West Germa
Brazilian deal, or only “sort |
blinked [its] eyes.”

The recent West Germa
contract would supply Braz
with the most elaborate m
clear technology, including
uranium enrichment plant an
a reprocessing plant that ca
separate  plutonium  fror
spent fuel. The Westinghous
Electric Corp., Symingto:
said, was prevented by U.S
policy from making the sale
which he said means that thi;

country “lost between $4 to $¢
billion dollars” and “‘also some
20,000 jobs as well.” _
George S. Vest, director of
the State Department's Bu-
reau of Politico-Military Af-
fairs, said the United States
began questioning the pro

I Disarmament
later,

|

|express

-

posed West German contract
in February.

Fred C. Tkle, director of
the U.S. Arms Control and
Agency, and,
Deputy Secretary of
State Robert S. Ingersoll met

with West German Ambassa-

dor Berndt Von Staden, said
Vest, and told him the pro-
posed contract with Brazil
“was against our policy.” An
American technical team went
to West Germany in April to
U.S. concern, said
Vest, and West Germany
“agreed to delay for a while—

{but that is all.”

|

{

Abraham S. Friedman, di-
rector of the international

division of the. U.S. Energy
|Research and Development

| Administration, said the U.S.
|technical team had two ob-
\jectives: to express ‘very
|serious concern” about supply-
ling nuclear enrichment and
!reprocessing capacity to Bra-
\zil, and to assure that “what

|ever was being done be done
under the most strigent safe-
guards that West Germany
could apply.” In the latter
|appeal, . said Friedman, “the

| group was successful.” |



LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

—2/38/38 Yest

Pe-mlizing’ Those Who Spread Nuclear Weapons

In a recent editorial on “first use” of
nuclear weapons, you pointed out that
the United States is not selling ura-
nium enrichment or nuclear fuel re-
processing technology to any nations.

You have overlooked, however, the
fact that the U.S. is supplying 86% of
the nuclear fuel used by West Ger-
many and 60% of that used by France,
those two prime offenders in nuclear
weapons proliferation,

For the next five years, the U.S. will
be in a position to penalize those who
foster the spread of nuclear weapons.
This country, pre-eminent supplier of
reactor fuel, can withhold its fuel from
those nations which persist in selling
what is in essence nuclear weapon ca-
pability to other nations which have

f

consistently refused to sign the Non-
proliferation Treaty.

Moreover, we can withhold nuclear
technology from those nations which,
like India, develop the atom bomb on
their own but refuse comprehensive in-
ternational safeguards while demand-
ing international handouts.

1 have introduced legislation to do
this, and am pleased to report that 39
members of Congress have sponsored it
with me.

My legislation would permit the
President to waive the bans imposed
by the act, if he deems it in the na-
tional interest to do so and to report
60 days in advance to both Houses of
Congress. The President’s hands would
not, therefore, be tied.

1 agree with your editorial com-

ments about the perils of renunciation

of “first use,” but I am sure you will
agree that “non-use” of nuclear weap-
ons is infinitely to be preferred, and
that the fewer nations which have nu-
clear weapons capabhility, the. more

likely it is that these weapons will not
be used either by small nations or su-

=
!
&

perpowers. I hope that the Joint Com- :

mittee on Atomic Energy will act on

my measure in the near future, so that
the U.S. can exercise promptly the le-

verage it still has to refrain the prolif-

eration of nuclear weapons.

Clarence D, Long, . . ‘

. Member of Congress (D-Md.)
Washington.

Byyx




French Nuclear Spread

By deciding to sell South Korea equipment and tech-
nology to produce weapons-grade plutonium, the explo-
sive material for atomic bombs, France has taken man-
kind a long step toward worldwide spread of nuclear
weapons—and ultimate disaster.

For thirty years, the United States and other advanced
nuclear countries have refused to sell such equipment.
Then West Germany broke ranks in June by agreeing to
sell Brazil a similar pilot reprocessing plant,

Apart from the threat to non-proliferation policy—and
violation of the spirit of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty, which both West Germany and France have
pledged to honor—the Korean deal poses special
dangers.

Divided Korea is the tinder box of Asia, with massive
armies of the Communist North and the American-backed
South facing each other across the 38th Parallel. North
Korean ambitions to reunify the country by force, as
was attempted in the ,1950-53 war, have been re-
awakened by American withdrawal from Indochina. The
South Korean nuclear move could provide a pretext for
a Northern attack—or lead to the even more dangerous
nuclear arming of North Korea, stimulating dormant
pressure for nuclear weapons in Japan.

The prolonged efforts of American officials to dis-
courage France and West Germany from their nuclear
deals undoubtedly would have had a far better chance
of success if Secretary Kissinger and President Ford -
had not over-pessimistically refused to engage their own
personal prestige, and the full influence of the United
States, for fear of a profitless crisis with major
allies.

After an overly cautious approach to the issue,
Secretary of State Kissinger has belatedly underscored
the awesome risks involved, when he told the United
Nations General Assembly last month: “The greatest
single danger of unrestrained nuclear proliferation resides
in the spread under national control of reprocessing
facilities for the atomic materials in nuclear power

plants.”
* * *

One urgent need is so step up American efforts to
establish multi-national regional nuclear fuel centers.
Spent but still radioactitve fuel rods could thus be
securely stored for possible future use, if reprocessing
ever becomes safe and commercially feasible. -

More important would be a genuine effort to provide
the world with an assured supply of enriched uranium,
a far cheaper fuel than plutonium would be even if the
breeder reactor proved safe and commercially feasible .
by the 1990’s. Neither this country nor the world can
afford further delays in expanding uranium ennchment
capacity.

Finally, it is essential that the United States hold firm
in its thirty-year policy of refusing to spread nuclear
weapons capability around the world, whatever the
French and Germans do now. The pressures undoubtedly
will be intense. A $7-billion reactor order from Iran is
hung up right now on Washington’s insistence that the
site and form of plutonium reprocessing, if ever eco-
nomic, be subject to joint agreement. To hold firm on
this position and the American refusal to sell power
reactors to Egypt—unless there is a guarantee that the
spent fuel rods will be processed abroad—will be diffi-
cult unless a more vigorous effort is made to reverse
French and West German policy or, at the very least,
to obtain assurances that no further such -sales will
be made.

The alternative is a world of a dozen or more states
brandishing their nuclear arsenals within the next
decade; in such a circumstance, the threat of nuclear
holocaust would be immeasurable.
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Nixon ndmlnistratmns but al-
ways ran into'opposition from
the Joint 'Committee” on “At-
omic Energy. The most heated
opposition came from two Cal-
ifornia congressmen no longer
in the House, Democrat  Chet |-
Holifield*+ and - Republlean
Cralg Hosmer‘ ?“* et iy

peatedly raised, concerns that
the uranium secrets would be
leaked” :outside: -the i"United
States; thatj’ urapium iprices
|would soarpnne private indus-
try got into’the -business and

ownership* of ener
b ew hands. fit
xﬂ/Hohfleld in 'pnrtie}llar offeﬁ
criticized the lan to " allow
1 privategindustry into the busl-
Iness rhaspu=s 4" would ' bring
the same companies into ura-
nfdm énrichment“that already
dominated oil, natural gas e@d
coal supplies.| ‘M

“What Mr. - I~"t:ard"l proposed
vesterday ‘was to* retaln gov-
ernment ' ownership * n,t the
three existing uranivm enrich-
ment plants but to let private
industry build and operate all
future enrichment plants in
the United States.' o=

At the moment, two such en-
richment plants are contem-
plated, one in Alabama™ with
the gas diffusion technology
used -in’- the.. government's
three plarts and “another at
some unspecified location that
would use a relatively untried
.technology knowu as gas cen-
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di,ffusion '- pla
wau]d be bullt first;"at a cost
of $3.5 billion and timed “to be-
gin“operating by -1983."‘The|’
plant would be. built, owned
and operated by a consortium
called Uramum ngjlchment
;The UEA cnnsortmm is . ‘a
joint concern of Bechtel Corp,
and Goodyear Tire & Rubber

good part of the $3.5 hillion. to
construct - the, gas diffusion|}
plant. The goverpments.of Ja-
pan, Iran and. West Germany |?
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turn “over “its:- gas diffusion
technology {0 - UEA' to: ‘help-it
build the plant; It would also
stpply: thesecret “barriers”
that allow gasified uranium to

riched with the fissionable iso- |,

would receive a royalty of 3
per cent of the gross business
that UEA does. One estimate
of the royalty take is $20 mil-
lion a year, based on the
plant’s producing and selling
$660 million worth of enrmhed
uranium every year :-'.”*' oLy
.The UEA has a]ready sald it
would- haye _to raise uranium
prices to operate at a profit
and stay in business. It has es-
timated it would sell a urani-
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propriations to the National S(:ience

Foundation for fiscal year 1976, having

been signed previously by the Speaker of
the House of Representatives, was signed
by the Acting President pro tempore (Mr.
MeTrcaLr) on August 2, 1975.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to the
Senate by Mr. Heiting, one of his secre-
taries.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session, the Vice Presi-
dent laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the United States
submitting sundry nominations which
were referred to the appropriate com-
mittees.

(The nominafions received today are
printed at the end of the Senate proceed-
ings.)

CAPITALIZATION OF THE RURAL
TELEPHONE BANK—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from the President of
the United States transmitting a report
on the status of capitalization of' the
Rural Telephone Bank, which, with the
accompanying report, was referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.
The message is as follows:

To the Congress of the United States:
Pursuant to Section 406 of the Rural
Electrification Act of 1936, as amended,
the Secretary of Agriculture is required
to make a report, on or before July 1,
1975, to the President for transmittal to
the Congress on the status of capitaliza-
tion of the Rural Telephone Bank by the
United States.
The report of the Secretary is enclosed.
GERALD R. FORbp.
T}m Wurte House, September 3, 1975.

JQPORT ON THE PREVENTION OF
UNAUTHORIZED DISSEMINATION
OR USE OF NUCLEAR MATERI-
AILS—MESSAGE FROM THE PRESI-
DENT

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from the President of
the United States transmitting a report
coricerning actions to be taken by the
United States to prevent the unauthor-
ized dissemination or use of nuclear
materials, which, with the accompany-
ing report, was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. The mes-
sage is as follows:

To the Congress of the United States:

As required by the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1974, I am submitting the fol-
lowing report concerning actions to be
taken by the United States to strengthen
international procedures'of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
to prevent the unauthorized dissemina-
tion or use of nuclear materials.

; requires that a reasonable
] the funds authorized for the

200 000 program outlined in this re-
port in conjunction with other U.S. pro-
grams, will support the task of assess-
ing, influencing and strengthening these

preventive procedures.

GERALD R. FORD,
TI{E WHiTE HOUSE, September 3, 1975.

APPROVAL OF BILLS AND JOINT
- RESOLUTIONS

A message from the President of the
United States stated that he had ap-
proved and signed the following bills and
Jjoint resolutions, as follows:

On July 31, 1975:

S.J. Res. 41, A joint resolution to provide
for the appointment of Thomas J. Watson,
Jr., as citizen regent of the Board of Regents
of the Smithsonian Institution.

S.J. Res. 42, A joint resolution to provide
for the reappointment of Dr. John Nicholas
Brown as citizen regent of the Board of Re-
gents of the Smithsonian Institution.

On August b, 1975:

S. 5565. A act to amend the Consolidated
Farm and Rural Development Act.

S.J. Res. 23. A joint resolution to restore
posthumously full rights of citizenship to
Gen. R. E. Lee.

On August 9, 1975:

5. 409, An act to increase the authorization
for the Council on Wage and Price Stability,
and to extend the duration of such Council.

S. 1531. An act to designate the Mountain
Park Reservoir, Oklahoma, as the Tom Steed
Reservoir.

5. 1716. An act to authorize appropriations
to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission in ac-
cordance with section 261 of the Atomic En-
ergy Act of 1954, as amended, and section 305
of the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, and
for other purposes.

5. 2073. An act to authorize the American
Indian Policy Review Commission to accept
voluntary ocntributions of services, and for
other purposes.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

At 1:03 p.m., a message from the House
of Representatives delivered by Mr,
Hackney, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House disagrees to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill
(H.R. 6674) to authorize appropriations
during the fiscal year 1976, and the pe-
riod of July 1, 1976, through Septem-
ber 30, 1976, for procurement of aircraft,
missiles, naval vessels, tracked combat
vehicles, torpedoes, and other weapons,
and research, development, test, and
evaluation for the Armed Forces, and to
prescribe the authorized personnel
strength for each active duty component
and the Selected Reserve of each Re=-
serve component of the Armed Forces
and of civilian personnel of the Depart-
ment of Defense, and to authorize the
military training student loans, and for
other purposes; requests a further con-
ference with the Senate on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses thereon; and
that Mr. Price, Mr. HEBerT, Mr. BEN-
NETT, Mr. STRATTON, Mr. ICHORD, MTr,
Nepz1, Mr. RANDALL, Mr. CHARLES H, WiL-
soN of California, Mr. Bos WiLson, Mr.,
DrckinsoN, Mr. WHITEHURST, and Mr,
SPENCE were appointed managers of the
conference on the part of the House.

ORD — SENATE

September 3, 1975

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate repor’
that on August 2, 1975, he presentec
the President of the United States
following envolled bills:

S. 409. An act to increase the author
tion for the Council on Wage and Price {
bility, to extend the duration of such Cov
eil}

S, 1531. A act to designate the Mount
Park Reservoir, Okla., as the Tom St
Reservoir;

- 8. 1716. An act to authorize appropr.
tions to the Nuclear Regulatory Commissi
in accordance with section 261 of the Atom
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and sectic
305 of the Energy Reorganization Act |
1974, and for other purposes; and

5. 2073. An act to authorize the America
Indlan Policy Review Commission to accep
voluntary contributions of services, and fo
other purposes.

On August 28, 1975, he presented tc
the President of the United States the
enrolled bill (S. 1849) an act to extend
the Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act,

COMMUNICATIONS FROM EXECU-
TIVE DEPARTMENTS, ETC.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following letters, which were
referred as indicated:

REPORT OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE
‘At FORCE

A letter from the Secretary of the Air
Force transmitting, pursuant to law, the Air
Force Report on experimental, developmental
and research contracts of $50,000 or more, by
company, covering the period January 1,
1975 through June 30, 1975 (with an accom-
panying report); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION BY THE
AR FORCE RESERVE

A letter from the Deputy Assistant Secre-
tary of Defense notifying the Congress, pur-
suant to law, of a proposed construction
project to be undertaken for the Air Force
Reserve; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

A letter from the Acting Assistant Secre-
tary of Defense transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of Department of Defense
Procurement from Small and Other Busi-
ness Firms for July 1974-May 1975 (with
an accompanying report); to the Committee
on Banking, Housing and Urban Affairs,

REPORT OF THE GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

A letter from the Acting Assistant Adminis-
trator of General Services transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report concerning borrowing
authority covering the period July 1, 1974
through September 30, 1974 (with an accom=-
panying report); to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing and Urban Affairs.

REPORT OF THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION /

A letter from the Chairman of the Inte
state Commerce Commission transmittin
pursuant to law, a report on the evaluati
of the United States Railway Assoclatio
Final System Plan (with an accompanyl
report); to the Committee on Commerce
REPORT OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECT

AGENCY

A letter frum the Administrator of
Environmental Protection Agency trans
ting, pursuant to law, a report on the ¢
dumping permit program (with an =
panying report); to the Committee r
merce.

ST,

adly,

A



1

MINNESOTA HISTORICAL SOCIETY

Copyright in the Walter F. Mondale Papers belongs to the
Minnesota Historical Society and its content may not be
copied without the copyright holder’s express written
permission. Users may print, download, link to, or email
content, however, for individual use.

To request permission for commercial or educational use,
please contact the Minnesota Historical Society.

14 www.mnhs.org



	00697-00047-4.pdf
	Copyright01



