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position he would have had to occupy 
for the next 6 months while fighting im­
peachment. We would also have a. part­
time Congress. The Nation's economy 
and many external problems are a~ 
stake. The slow but deadly paralysis of 
Watergate and impeachment already 
have taken too much from America. 

Now this terrible period is behind us. 
America can ·breathe again, live again, 
work again. We have a new administra­
tion which, hopefully, will bring new 
drive for a better America and new so­
lutions for America's economic ills. 

Gerald Ford is a man of ability and 
character. I have confidence in him. I 
sincerely believe that he will seek earn­
estly to restore harmony, to rebuild 
America's faith in its Government, and 
that he will do everything in his power 
to insure a sound working relationship 
with Congress. He will need the help and 
the prayers of the American people in 
this most difficult task. 

Perhaps most of all there is a need to 
put the bitterness of Watergate and im­
peachment behind us and to learn agaip 
the essentiality of building up, not tear­
ing down, a country. America needs to 
look ahead, not backward. 

THE RESIGNATION OF PRESIDENT 
NIXON AND THE SWEARING IN OF 
PRESIDENT FORD 
<Mr. BRADEMAS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for l 
minute, to revise and extend his re­
marks, and include extraneous matter.> 

Mr. BRADEMAS. Mr. Speaker, the 
resignation of Richard M. Nixon is an 
event W,ithout precedent in our history. 

ThirtY-seven Presidents have served 
our Naition with varying degrees of dis­
tinction, but until now no Chief Execu­
tive has ·been forced to relinquish his 
office prior to the end of his term. 

For nearly 26 months we have wit­
nessed an unfolding tale of conspiraey, 
perjury, misuse of Government agencies, 
and obstruction of justice. 

And we have seen a President of the 
United States approve and participate .in 
such illegal aetivities while directing a 
complex plan to conceal his wrongdoing. 

We should not forget, nor should we 
minimize, the tragic pattern of events 
which led to Mr. Nixon's announcement. 

But our Nation will survive this ordeal, 
as we have survived more violent up­
heavals in the past. 

We now have a new President, a new 
custodian of the national trust. 

I have known Gerald Ford throughout 
my 16 years in Congress. He is an honor­
able man. 

President Ford faces the difficult task 
of reuniting the country, and in this 
endeavor I join all Americans in wish­
ing him well. 

I know that in the future President 
Ford and I may disagree on some ques­
tions of public policy as in the past we 
sometime disagreed when we served to­
gether in the House. 

But on one matter I know we do not 
disagree. 

It is that the public interest now re­
quires that both Congress and the Presi­
dent act together, in a spirit of mutual 

cooperation, to seek solutions to the 
problems that beset our Nation in a. 
troubled world. 

As a. Member of Congress I look for­
ward to working with President Ford 
for the best interests of the people of 
our country. 

STATEMENT OF HON. JOSEPH P. 
VIGORITO ON THE RESIGNA'l'ION 
OF THE PRESIDENT 
<Mr. VIGORITO asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.> 

Mr. VIGORITO. Mr. Speaker, it is 
regrettable that this Nation has to wit­
ness the resignation of a President. Since 
we are a Nation governed by laws and 
not ruled by men, we are left with no 
other choice. 

I am sure that we will come out of this 
stronger than ever. and our democratic 
institutions will survive. 

My best wishes and support go to Presi­
dent Ford in these trying times. 

AMERICA NEEDS MENDING 
<Mr. STARK asked and was given per­

mission to address the House for 1 min­
ute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) · 

Mr. STARK. Mr. f;lpeaker, the worst is 
over. The American people and their 
representatives in Congress must now 
concentrate on the larger problems that 
confront our Nation-infiation, poverty, 
unemployment, health care, education, 
and peaee. 

Our country needs mending. It can 
only be done with a Chief Executive 
willing to share his assignment with the 
leadership of both major parties. A 
strong bipartisan ei!ort is needed to re­
store people's faith .in Government and 
tend to matters that have been neglected 
for too long because of the Nixon diver­
sion. 

THE PRESIDENT RESIGNS 
<Mr. GAYDOS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re­
marks.) 

Mr. GAYDOS. Mr. Speaker, President 
Nixon's admission that he withheld im­
portant evidence from Congress, the 
courts, and the American people virtu­
ally assured his impeaehment by the 
House and a strong probability of con­
viction in the Senate. 

Previous to this admission, the matter 
was so grave that in my opinion, every 
precaution had to be taken to see that 
full justice was done, not only to Presi­
dent Nixon, but to the Nation at large. 

I have spent many hours reading both 
the White House and the Judiciary Com­
mittee transcripts and personally lis­
tened to the actual tapes in an effort to 
be as objective as possible in the event 
I would be called upon to cast my vote 
for or against impeachment. 

The President's decision to resign has 
now put that all behind us. As a nation, 
we have encountered and survived many 
crises in the course of history: a civil war, 
several international conflicts, agonized 

through a major depression, and suf­
fered through Presidential assassina­
tions. We ha.Ve emerged stronger as we 
met these crises head on. We will also 
survive the tragedy of Watergate. 

We must now devote our efforts toward 
providing an orderly transition in Gov­
ernment and begin healing the wounds 
left by Watergate. It is incumbent upon 
us to clearly demonstrate to the other 
nations of the world that our form of 
government which gnarantees freedom 
and justice to all, has survived another 
major crisis. 

THE PRESIDENT'S RESIGNATION 
(Mr. WOLFF asked and was given per­

mission to address the House for 1 min­
ute and to revise and extend hls re­
marks.) 

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, I am sad­
dened by the events that have led to the 
resignation of our President, but I also 
feel that we as a. nation can take heart 
that our constitutional processes and sys­
tem of government have withstood the 
trauma. The President.'s resignation is 
in the national interest; we have pro­
vided for the orderly transition of power 
to a new administration; there will be 
no lack of continuity in our domestic or 
international policies nor any weakening 
of our position in the world community. 

We m.ust come together as a nation, 
healing the wounds of the past so that we 
can meet the very pressing problems that 
face us and the world. Let us as well put 
on notice those throughout the world 
who would view what has happened as 
a sign of weakness. To the contrary, this 
Nation has shown its strength in the face 
of unprecedented strain. 

G1LITARY CONSTRUCTI0;--1 
AUTHORIZATION, 1975 

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 1297 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution as fol­
lows: 

H. RES. 1297 
Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 

resolution lt shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the Union 
for the consideration of the b!ll (H.R. 16136) 
to authorize certain construction at military 
installations, and for other purposes, and 
all points of order against said bill for failure 
to comply with the provisions of clause 3, 
rule XIII are hereby waived. After general 
debate, which shall be confined to the bill 
and shall continue not to exceed one hour, 
to be equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Armed Services, the b111 
shall be read for amendment under the five­
minute rule by titles Instead of by sections. 
At the conclusion of the consideration of the 
bill for amendment, the Committee shall rise 
and report the bill to the House with such 
amendments as may have been adopted, and 
the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommlt. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. YoUNG) is recognized for 1 
hour. 
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House of Representatives 
The House met at 11 o'eloek a.zn. H.R. 7218. An act to in'·.prove the lawn re· White Ho~ om. ce ... and .. E.·.·.· . .xecu~tive. lt~s1.· ·· 
Rev. Jack P... Lowndes, l\iemorial B~ lating to the regulation of insurance com- deneepersomel, and for other p :isel'." 

tfat Church, Ai<linat.nn. va. .. , o:ll'e.recl the panies in the otstrtct of Columbia; requests a further confi!renc. With tJw 
--~·- .. H.R. lll08. An act·to extend for-8 yea.ni the ,..__ ,.,,,_ •- f ~h 

following prayer: ' ' District ot Columbia Ml!dical and DeataJ House on ......, disa.g.r.,_._ -"0 """' 0 " e 
If any Qf 'I/OU laOks wftlllom, 'tet hi.a Manpower Act.of l970; ILil(I two Houses thereon. a.nit appoint:; Mr. 

ask of God.-and it uitq be fiven him."- H.R. 12832. An act to create a La.w Revi,!iOn l>J:cOlEr, Mr. RANDOLPH/U!d Mr. F'oN1; to 
James 1: 5. Commission for the District of Columbia. e.nd be the conferees on JJie pa.rt of the Sen-· 

We are irateful, our Fllther, for the to esta.blisb a munic.tpal code for tbe District ate. . / · 
Founding Fathers of oUl", Nation Who of Columbia. The message ,tdso, announced that the 
sought a.nd found wisdonl from The.e The message also announced that the Senate insl.S~'upon its Ji,m.endments 1;o 
and gave us the fonn ol go~nment thlllt Senate agrees to ~ amendments of the the bill ca:~. 15581> e:atitled "An act 
keeps us now. House to a bill of the senate of the fol- making 2fJpropriations fer the go•tern-

Today we continue to ~d ~at wia- lowing title: ment ;,(.the District of Columbia and 
dom beyond ·oUJ: own. We pray for ThY s. 3782. An act to ~nd the Putillc H~~th oth~activittes chargeable in whole 01· in 
wisdom. We pray for the PJ!esiclen:b-leav- .Service Act to extend for :: year the autl:tor· Pfl,l'1; against the revenues~of said Dh;trict 
ing omce and the Presidentassumil:l&ot- tzatlon at a.p.propriations for Fed~! capltal j6r the fiscal year ending June 30, l!l'71i. 
fice today. They both need:1I'hY wis~ -~ontrtbutions into the student loan fumfa of/ a.nd for other purP01es,»msa~eed 1~ by 
strength, and the a.ssuranciof Thy lov~ health professions educat1,)n schools. .. the HoUBe; agr~ to ~e confei·e11ce 
Help our new President make the de- The message also announce.- that~-fue a.sked by the House on tbe c:Hsag~:eillK 
cisions that. will bring reclmclliatlon te ~enate ha.cl passed with amendments. in yotes of the two Hottses thereon, and up .. 
our Nation and help bring ,peace to our wtl.Jch th·e· concun-ence of the }!(. ou.se· is pointa Mr. BAYH: Mr •. INotTYE, , :Mr. 
world. reqtJ.csted.. b.Uls Of the Beuse gL the fol- CHILBS, Mr. McCLELLAN, 'Mr. E.\.GLJ-TON. 

For the Speaker of thi9' House and Jowirig_ ~itles: / Mr. MATHIAs,and Mr. B:itt.l.MoN to be 1.he 
those who serve with him -we pray. A$ H.R. )~s. An act ·to &:~ 11311e Atoinie conferees on the })11irt al:cthe Senace. 
they work ~ther for the good of our l~nergy Acl,.ot 1954, as~· e tlied, torevlse •;he 
Nation helQ.. them to have that divine method of .:Providing for. t>Uc remunera.t;.on conn"'CTION OF RECORD 
wisdom needed. 1u the event 'ct a nu ar inctdenf, and tor """""-"' 

We pray for the news media who have other P'Qrposes; . : Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
the resoonsibillty of reJ)Ort;Jilg to us the H.R. 15581. An a.-rt making appropriaticms imous ctinsenC that ·1ny riemarlts l.n the 
actions of our Governmenii Give them f-:ir the govern t 0~ th•l DLstrict or (lo- CoNGRESSIONAJi. RECORD ef Augusj, 6. 

· Iumbia and o er ~tivities Cha.qeable in 
wisdom to report fairly and impartially whole or In P. against tho revenues of snid 1974, be corremtcd. 'nley were imprQJ:•erly 
the news \lPOll Which we al depend to Dlatrict !or tiscal y~ ending June 30, transcribed and printed. 
n1ake our Judgments and dik:isions. · 1975, and other purpo~1; and The first sentence.In the second pi:tra-

Lord, help all of us to have mercy and H.R. 91. An act to ame~d section 204{g) graph of the ~rd cotumn on page R'1706 
sympathy toward one another and to be or the istrict of Columbia SIU!-Governmen1 ot the Ri:coma:·should read as follow,;: 
good stewards of our national heritage. and overnmentaJ. Reorganlz~lon Act, a.:a.d "It is not always wisely spent, bnt- it 

"Grant us wisdom grant us courage :ro~ther purposes. · must be admitted that mOfleY is the Jife-
f or th facing· of this h'our" ,. The message also anncrunceq that the ........ ..,.d of the Oovernmen•" 

e · · /fs· enate insists U""'n its iime·n,.,\.... ents to invu , ..... 

In Jesus' name. Amen. the bill <H.R. 15322) entitled~ An act The SPEAKER. Ia theff objection to 
the request of the 'geritleman f:,·orn 

/ to amend the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, Texas? 
/ a.s amended, to revise the method of pri)- There ws.s no objection. THE JOURNAL 

' viding for public remwieration in the 
The SPEAKER. The C1*r ){as ex-· ev-ent of a nuclear incident, and fi:>r oth·er 

amined the J<Jumal of the Iaat..da.v's pro- purposes," requests a conference with the 
ceedings a.nd announces tqYthe House House on the disagreeing votel!I of the. 
his approval thereof. • . · . two Houses thereon, and a.ppo!nts Mr.· 

Without objection, t¥Journal stands PASTORE, Mr. JACKSON, Mr. SYlllINGTO:!r, 
approved. Mr. BIBLE, Mr. MONTOYA, Ml'. AntEN, Mr. 

There wa.s no obj tion. BENNETT, Mr. DoMINI<:K, a.nd Mr. BAK!:R 
to be conferees on the par:; of the Senate. 

MESSAGE 

A messa from the Sent.t" by Mr.~ 
Arringto e of its clerks, 'announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of. the House: of the fol­
lowing titles: 

The mess.age also anno·.mced 'Chat tl:£ 
Senate had tabled the conference reoort 
on the b111 CH.R. 1471~> and ilfurthu· 
announced that the Seru,te further in­
sfots upon . its amendlner.its to the bi'll 
Uf.R. 14715) entitled "An Act to clarify 
existing authority for employment of 

A NEW SEAD AT THE HELM 

<Mr. SIKEScaskedand 'l\Ull,s given per­
mll!sion to addi-ess the House for 1 m.in­
ltte and to revise and extend his remarks 
and Include extraneous ma'it.er.) 

Mr. SIKES. Mr. SPealii!tr. President 
Nixon's farewela message was monumen­
tal in eonterit and de.liv~ne of hi.s 
most impre9.sive speedles. $ it there wa.s 
sadness, an obvious ~et 1lt not ftnilsh­
tng the task he had andertaken, but no 
bitterness. It was spoken like a patr::ot. 

·He stated well that America cannot :.11-
ford to have a part-tfme Pi"es!dent-the 
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• <Mr. YOUNG of Texas asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 30 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. LAT'IA), pend­
ing which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 1297 
provides for an open rule with 1 hour of 
general debate on H.R. 16136, the mili­
tary construction authorization bill for 
the fiscal year 1975. , 

House Resolution 1297 provides that 
the bill shall be read for amendment by 
titles instead of by sections. House 
Resolution 1297 a.Isa provides that all 
points of order against the bill for failure 
to comply with the provisions of clause 3, 
rUle XIII of the Rules of the House of 

Representatives-the Ramseyer rule-
are waived. _ 

The purpose of H.A. 16136 is to provide 
military construction authorization and 
related authority in support of the mili­
tary departments during the fiscal year 
1975. The total authorization in the bill 
is $2,983,821,000 and provides construc­
tion in support of the active forces and 
Reserve components, defense agencies 
and military family housing. Of this 
total, · $152,267,000 represents construc­
tion for the Reserve components. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of 
House Resolution 1297 in order that we 
may discuss, debate, and pass H.R. 16136. 

<Mr. LATTA asked and was given per­
mission to revise and extend his re­
marks.) 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker"House Reso­
lution 1297 provides for the consideration 

of H.R. 16136, the military construction 
authorization for fiscal year 1975. The 
rule has several provisions. It provides 
for 1 hour of general debate. The bill is 
open to amendments, and points of order 
are waived for failure to comply with the 
provisions of clause 3, rUle XIII. This 
waiver is needed because the committee 
report does not include a complete Ram­
seyer of the bill. The rule also provides 
that the bill be read for amendment by 
title instead of by sections. 

The purpose of this legislation is to 
authorize $2.9 billian for military con­
struction for fiscal year 1975. This figure 
'represents a reduction of $347,957,000 be­
low the, amount requested by the Depart­
ment of Defense. The following chart 
shows how the funds will be allocat~d 
within the Department of Defense: 

ORIGINAL DEPARTMENTAL REQUEST AS CONTAINED JN H.R. 14126 TOGETHER WITH THE COMMITTEE ACTION AS REFLECTED IN H.R. 16136 

Title Service 

Changes in RR. 16136 
H.R. 14126 amounts adjusted totals 

department authorized for Percent authorized for 
request appropriations change appropriations 

$696, 815, 000 -$85, 162, 000 -12.2 $611, 653, 000 
567, 674, 000 -21, 801, 000 -3.8 

I ... ·----·--- Army_ ••••••• ·-·--·-o ••••• c. --- --- -•--------~--. ---- ----------------- -• _. -------·- -- --- -• -
I: i: :::::: ::: ~rrvtorce::::: ::::: ::::: ::::::: ::::::::::::: :::::::: ::: :: ::: : : : : : : :::::::::::::::::::::::: 468, 276, 000 

47, 400, 000 
-67, 049, 000 -14.3 

545, 873, 000 
401, 227, 000 

-19, 000, 000 -40.1 28, 400, 000 
1, 347, 283, 000 -161, 402, OOQ -12.0 I, 185, 881, 000 

42, 898, 000 +5, 122,000 +11.9 48,020, 000 
150;932, 000 +I,335,000 +.9, 152, 267, 000 :;;:::::::::: iif E~;~Iil~:~!~!~~~~~~~~;~~~~~a;n;c~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

-----
Total. ----·---·-. --"· ---·-·-·- •• -• ·--~----·. -- .••.•• --···-·---- _ •••.•• -•••••••••• - 3, 321, 278, 000 -347, 957, 000 -10.4 2, 973, 321, 000 

Mr. Speaker, I have no requests for 
time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I move the previous question on the reso­
lution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAR:ER. The question is on the 

resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker announced that the ayes ap­
peared to have it. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. Mr. Speaker, I ob­
ject to the vote· on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
paint of order that a quorum is not pres­
ent. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is 
not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab­
sent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic de­
vice, and there were-yeas 327, nays 1, 
not voting 106, as follows: 

Abdnor 
Abzug 
Adams 
Anderson, 

Cal1t. 
Andrews, 

N.Dak. 
Annunzlo 
Archer 
Arends 
Ashbrook 
Bafalls 
Barrett 
Bauman 
Beard 
Bell 

·Bergland 
Bevlll 
Biester 
Bingham 
Boggs 
Boland 
Brademas 
Bray 
Breckinridge 

!l'toll No.· 471] 
YEAS-327 

Brinkley Clark 
Brooks Clausen, 
Broomfield Don H. 
Brotzman Clay 
Brown, Calif. Cleveland 
Brown, Mich. Cochran 

_Brown, Ohio Cohen 
Broyhill, N.C. Collier 
Broyhlll, Va. Collins, Ill. 
Buchanan Collins, Tex. 
Burgener Conlan 
Burke, Fla. Conte 
Burke, Mass. Corman 
B-urleson, Tex. Cotter 
Burlison, Mo. Coughlin 
Burton, John crane 
Burton, :Phillip Cronin 
Butler Daniel, Dan 
Byron Daniel. Robert 
Camp W.,Jr. 
Carney, Ohio Daniels, 
Carter Dominick v. 
Cederberg Danielson 
Chappell Davis, s.c. 
Clancy Davis, Wis. 

Delaney Heinz Meeds 
Dellen back Helstosk! Melcher 

g;~~f;m ~~~k~erso~ ~~~~~~:ky 
Dent Hillis Miller 
Derw!nski Hinshaw Minish 
Dickinson Holt Mink 
Dingell Holtzman Minshall. Ohio 
Dorn Horton Mitchell, N,Y. 
Downing Hosmer Mizell 
Drlnan Howard Moakley 
du :Pont Huber Montgomery 
Eckhardt Hudnut Moorhead, 
Edwards, Cali!. Hungate Calif. 
Eilberg Hunt Moorhead, Pa. 
Erlenborn Ichord Morgan 
Eshleman Johnson, Call!. Mosher 
Evans, Colo. Johnson, Colo. Moss 
Evins, Tenn. Johnson, Pa. Murtha 
Fascell Jones, Ala. MYers 
Findley Jones, N.C. Natcher 
Fish Jones, Okla. Nedzi 
Fisher Jones, Tenn. Nelsen 
Flood Jordan Nichols 
Flowers Karth Nix 
Foley Kastenmeler Obey 
Ford Kaz en O'Hara 
Forsythe Kemp O"Neill 
Fountain B:etchum Parris 
Fraser Kluczynskl Passman 
Frelinghuysen Kooh Patman 
l"renzel Kuykendall Patten 
Froehlich Lagomarsino Pepper 
Fulton Landgrebe :Perkins 
FUqua Latta Pettis 
Gaydos Leggett Peyser 
Gettys Lehman Pike 
Giaimo I.ltton Poage 
Gilman Long, La. :Preyer 
Ginn Long, Md. Price, I11. 
Goldwater Lujan :Pri_ce. Tex. 
Gonzalez Luken :Pritchard 
Green, Oreg. Mcclory Qu11len 
Green, :Pa. Mccloskey Railsback 
Grover Mc Collister Randall 
Gude McCormack Rangel 
Gunter McEwen Rees 
Guyer MeFall Regula 
Haley McKinney Reuss 
Hamilton Madden Riegle 
Hammer- Madigan Rlmildo 

schm!dt Mahon Roberts 
Hanley Mann Robinson, Va. 
Hanrahan Martin, N.C. Robison, N.Y. 
Hastings Mathias, Call!. Roe 
Hawkins Mathis, Ga. Rogers 
Hebert Mayne Roncalio, Wyo, 
Hechler, W. Va. Mazzol1 Roncallo, N.Y. 

Rooney, Pa. 
Rose 
Rosenthal 
Rostenkowski 
Roush 
Rousselot 
Roy 
Roybal 
Runnels 
Ruth 
Ryan 
St Germain 
Sandman 
Sarasin 
Sarbanes 
Satterfield 
Scher le 
Schroeder 
Se bell us 
Seiber!lng 
Shipley 
Shoup 
Shriver 
Shuster 
Sikes 
Sisk 
Skubitz 
Slack 
Smith, Iowa 
Smith,N.Y. 

Spence Veysey 
Stanton, Vigorito 

J. W1lllarn Waggonner 
Stanton, Waldie 

James v. Walsh 
Stark Wampler 
Steele Whalen 
Steelman White 
Steiger, Ariz. Whitehurst 
Steiger, Wis. Whitten 
Stokes Wilson, 
Stratton Charles H,, 
Stubblefield Calif. 
Studds Winn 
Sullivan Wolff 
Symington Wright 
Symms Wydler 
Talcott Wylie 
Taylor, J!l?!t. Yates 
Taylor, N.O. Yatron 
Teague Young, Alaska 
Thompson, N.J. Young, Fla. 
Thomson, Wis. Young, On. 
Thornton Young, Ill. 
Tiernan Young, s,c. 
Towell, Nev. Young, Tex. 
Traxler Zabloekl 
"Ullman Zkln 
Van Dearlln Zwach 
Vanik 

NAYS-1 
Harrington 

NOT VOTING-106 
Addabbo 
Alexander 
Anderson, Ill. 
Andrews, N.C. 
Armstrong 
Ashley 
Asp in 
Badillo 
Baker 
Bennett 
Biaggi 
Blackburn 
Blatnik 
Bolling 
Bowen 
Bras co 
Breaux 
Burke, Calif. 
Carey, N.Y. 
Casey, Tex. 
Chamber!&ln 
Chisholm 
Clawson, Del 

Conable 
Conyers 
Culver 
Davis, Ga. 
de la Garza 
Dellums 
Devine 
Diggs 
Donohue 
Dul ski 
Duncan 
Edwards, Ala. 
Esch 
Flynt 
Frey 
Gibbons 
Goodling 
Grasso 
Gray 
Griffiths 
Gross 
Gubser 
Hanna 

Hansen, Idaho 
Hansen, Wash, 
Harsha 
Hays 
Heckler, Mass. 
Hogan 
Holifield 
Huteli!nson 
Jarman 
King 
Kyros 
Landrum 
Lent 
Lott 
Mc Dade 
McKay 
Mcspadden 
Macdonald 
Mallary 
Maraziti 
Martin, Nebr. 
Matsunaga 
Michel 
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Milford 
Mi-ls 
Mitchell. Md. 
Mollohan 
Murphy, I!L 
Mnrphy, N.Y. 
O'Brien 
Owens 
Pickle 
I'ndell 
Powell, Ohio 
Quie 
U.arick 

Reid 
Rhodes 
ROd!no 
Rooney, N.Y. 
Ruppe 
Schneebel1 
Snyder 
staggers 
Steed 
Stephens 
Stuckey 
Thone 
Treen 

Uda.11 
VMtderJagt 
Vallder Veen 
Wire 
wtanall 
Wiggins 
W\lltams 
Wllson,Bob 
Wllson, 

Chat'les, Tex. 
~tt 
Wyman 

so the resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
Mr. Addabbo with Mr. Andi!ws of North 

Carolina. 
Mrs. Grasso with Mr. Diggs. 
Mr. Rodino with Mrs. Grtflitl:ll. 
Mr. Murphy of New York w!,'th Mr. Owens. 
Mr. Mitchell of Maryland with Mr. Milford. 
Mr. Carey or New York With~. Mills. 
Mr. Blagg! with Mr. McSpad4en. 
Mr. Matsunaga with l.Vfr. O'Brien. . 
Mr. Staggers with Mr. Anda.non .of Illino!AI. 
Mr. Badillo with Mr. Hanna. 

·Mr. steed with Mr. Martin ·ot Nebraska. 
Mr. Pickle with Mr. Michel. 0 

Mr. Mollohan with Mr. Man11lt1. 
Mr. Murpphy of Illinois with :Mr. Powell of 

qp.10. 
Mr. Hays with Mr. McDade. 
Mr. Jarman with Mr. Baker. 
Mr. Kyros with Mr. Lott. 
Mr. Macdonald with Mr. Del Clawson. 
Mrs. Ch!Sholm with Mr. Culver. 
Mr. Donohue with Mr. Dunean. 
Mr. Dulski with Mr. Oona.bl&. 
Mr. Dellums with Mr. Blatnik. 
Mr. Breaux with Mr. Edwal'ds of Alabama. 
Mr. Ashley with Mr. F,rey. 
Mr. Alexander with Mr. Devine. 
Mr. Casey of Texas with Mr. Goodling. 
Mr. de la Garza with Mr. Eich. 
Mr. Davis of Georgia with .Mr. Gross. 
Mr. Landrum with Mr. HMlSen of Idaho. 
Mr. Flynt with Mr. Hutchblson. 
Mr. Gibbons with Mr. Lent. 
Mr. Conyers wlth Mr. Gray. 
Mr. Rarick with Mr. Mallary. 
Mr. Reid with Mrs. Heckler of Massachu~ 

ret~. _ 
Mr. Stephens with Mr. G'IIbser. 
Mr. Stuckey with Mr, Kint. 
Mr. Podell with Mr. Cha.riiberlaln. 
Mr. Bowen with Mr. Ble.c).'.burn. 
Mrs. Burke of Ca.litornia with Mr. Va.nder 

Veen. 
Mr. McKay with Mrs. Hansen of Washing-

ton. · 
Mr. Udall with Mr. Harsha. 
Mr. Charles Wilson of Texas wit.h Mr. Holl• 

field. -
Mr. Aspin with Mr. Hogan. 
Mr. Bennett with Mr. Quie. 
Mr. R<Joney of New York with Mr. Ruppe. 
Mr. Schneebeli with Mr."'Thone. 
Mr. Vs.nder Ja.gt with Mr. Snyder. 
Mr. Widnall with Mr. W_sman. 
Mr.Wiggins wlth Mr. Wyatt. 
Mr. Bob Wilson with Mr. Ware. 
Mr. Treen with Mr. WUllams. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Speaker, I move t:nat 
the House resolve itself 1nto the Com­
mittee of the Whole Bouse on the State 
of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 16136) to authorize certain 
construction at milltazy installations, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the 
motion offered by the gentleman from 
New York <Mr. PIKE). 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Cb.air designate~ 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Ml'. 
STEED) as Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole, and requents the gentle­
man from Pennsylvania. (Mr. DENT) to 
assume 'the chair temporarily. 

IN 'l'HE COMMITTEE OP :x".lm waoLE 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the coi1-
sideratton of the bill H.R. 16136, with 
Mr. DENT (Chairman p1:0 tempore) in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent., the first rea.d­

ing of .the bill was disponsed with. 
The CHAffiMAN pro tempore. Under 

the -rule, the gentleman from New Yt:irk 
(Mr. PIKE) will be recognized for 30 
minutes, and the gen.tlaman from V.l.r­
ginla (Mr. 'WHITEHURST) will be recog­
nized for 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognize; the gentleman 
from New York-CMr. Prn:). 

<Mr. PIKE rusked and was given Jler­
mission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr; PIKE. Mr. Chailman, I yield my­
self such time as I· m1w consume. 

Mr. Chairman, toda:r we are present­
ing H.R. 16136, the r.!lilitary construc­
tion a.uthorlzation bill for fiscal 1975. 
The purpose of this bill ls to provide ::nili­
tary construction authorization and re­
lated authority in support of the mll1tary 
departments, which is necessary for 
ena-Otment before appropriations can be 
proVl.ded to finance th•~se activities of the 
military departments during fiscal year 
1975. . 

Mr. Chairman, I want to than·11: the 
ranking member, my •Xllleague froni New 
York (Mr. KING) and all the members of 
the subcommittee fm: their faithfulness 
and attendance to the subcommittee 
sessions. 

The new authoril1ation request was 
$3,278,380,000. This was almost $3M mn­
lion over the request for fiscal 1974. l!'he 
increase requested hl fiscal 1975 is due 
primarily to additional emphasis on 
people related projeds such as bachelor 
and family housing· construction and 
medical facility replacement and mod­
erruzation; facllitieE for the NaV!r's Tri­
dent weapon systmn, the Afr Force 
shelter program 1n Ehrrope as w;ell as con­
tinued emphasis on the ReservEt forces 
and the pollution abatement program. 

The construction propasals contained 
in the fiscal year 1975 request are located 
at · approximately 300 named insta!la­
tions and there arn almost 700 aeparate 
construction projects. 

After extensive hearings in 25 3eparate 
sessions, and review of each project re­
quested by the Dfipartment of Defense 
the committee waE successful ill. search­
ing out those proposals that in our View 
could be deferred without impairing the 
operational effectiveness of the anned 
services. In addition, our committee ls 
convinced that t1'.ese reductions will in 
no way jeopardize our national security. 

The committee unanimously voted for · 
a new total in the amount of $2,973,321,-
000 in new authorizations and deficiency 
authorizations. 'rhat amount is for 
specific projects authorized for construe-

tion. This is a reduction in the total re·· • 
quested authorization in the a.mount of 
$347,957,000 or a reduction of 10.4 P•~r· 
cent. 

I would like to discuss each project in 
H.R. 16136 with you, but I am afraid I 
would unnecessarily try the patience of 
this House. However, there a.re sevE:rnl 
significant items co:i+tained in this bill 
which I do feel you would be interf*,ted 
in. 

In the family housing aection of the 
bill, 10,462 units of new housing were 
requested, at an average unit cos·G of 
$30,000, an increase of $:l,500 from last 
year's average. The committee voted to 
increase from $27,500 to $30,000 the 
average unit cost for housing within the 
United States-except Alaska. and 
Hawaii; but limit the number of un!ts to 
be constructed to 5,552. 

One of the reasons for cuttil1l!: the 
number of housing units to 5,552 was 
the Defense Department requesi; for 
3,000 units which would be assigned t.o 
the E--l's, 2's and S's which heretofore 
were ineligible for famUy housing. 'The 
committee voted to eliminate these units 
because it was felt that we just cannot 
build housing units for all members of 
the military. In fact when I questioned 
the Defense' witness regarding the :reduc­
tion in criteria he confirmed my observa­
tion that U the criteria had no·~ beel'.I 
reduced there would be no deficiency in 
family housing for the military in ap· 
proximately two years, given the r,u:mbe:r 
of units requested. Further, the cmnmit­
tee deleted 422 units of Navy housing in 
the Norfolk, Va., area because of objec­
tions from the Members representing 
that area and the local governing bodies. 
We believe the housing program rncom· 
mended w111 be sufficient for the ccm1ing 
year. 

In title VI, most of the general provi­
sions contained 1n this year's bill are 
identical to those in prior years. Some of 
the genera.I provisions, howeve1-, intro­
duced departures from prior legislation 
and will be pointed out to the committee. 

In section 303 the Defense Department 
sought to add a subsection providing au­
thority to exceed the limitations con­
tained in sub.sections (a). (b). aad (c) of 
section 603 up to a maximum of an addi­
tional 10 percent if it was determined 
that such increase was required in order 
to encoqrage change in design or con­
struction estimated to affect substantial 
energy savings consumption or to meet 
unusual cost increases attributable to 
difficUlties arising out of the energy cri­
sis. The committee deleted the requested 
section since there were no guidelines on 
which to really base whether eir not this 
extra expenditure was justified. 

In section 606, Which pres~ribes the 
cost limitation for permanen1; 'barracks 
and bachelor officers quarter:;, the De­
partment requested an increase of $2.50 
per square foot for permanent barracks 
and $3.50 per square foot for bachelor 
officers quarters, which amounts would · 
also be retroactive to projects previously 
approved but not put under contract as 
of the time of enactment of thl.s legisla­
tion. The committee voted tt:> leave the 
square-foot costs lbnitations as they now 
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· exist, which is $28.50 for barracks and 
$30.50 for bachelor officers quarters. 

The committee added several sections 
to title VI, the general provisions, one 
of which would make the proceeds from 
the sale of recyclable material available 
to the serviees for the cost of collection, 
handling and sale of the material in­
cluding purchasing equipment to be used 
for recycling purposes. Also, the funds 
could be used for projects for environ­
mental improvement and energy con­
servation a-t military facilities. 

I would like to bring to your atten­
tion two major additions which were 
made to the bill. In the fiscal year 1974 
supplemental request, $29 million was re­
quested for facilities on the Island of 
Diego Garcia in the Indian Ocean. As 
a result of the conference between the 
House and Senate on the supplemental, 
it was agreed that this item, which was 
approved by tbe House in the supple­
mental, would be carried over to the fis­
cal year 1975 military construction au­
thorization bill. The committee voted to 
approve this Navy request. 

The. bill as submitted by the Depart­
ment of Defense contained no request 
for the Uniformed Services University of 
Health Sciences. However, under date of 
July 9, 1974, the committee received a 
communication from the Department of 
Defense which stated that the Deputy 
Secretary of Defense had approved a 
plan to provide an initial increment of 
construction funding in . the fiscal year 
1975 military construction program for 
the initial facilities required for the Uni­
formed Services University of Health 
Sciences. The committee voted to ap­
prove the Department's request for an 
addition to the bill of $15 million in order 
that the schedule as stated in Public Law 
92-426, which requfres 100 medical grad­
uates by 1982, could be met. 

That, in a nutshell, is the committee's 
recommendation to you. There are many 
details relating to the bill which I did 
not discuss, but we a.re ready to answer 
any Member's questions regarding the 
committee action and our recommenda­
tions. We believe our recommendation to 
you is a good one, and I recommend the 
approval of the bill before you, H.R .. 
16136. 

Mr. WHITEHURST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time .as I may con­
sume. 

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

Mr. WHITEHURST. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of H.R. 16136, the mili­
tary construction authorization bill for 
fiscal year 1975. This is a sound bill. I 
urge its immediate enactment. 

Mr. Chairman, my distinguished col­
league from New York pointed out to the 
House the fact that our subcommittee 
met on 25 separate occasions and ex­
amined almost 700 separate construction 
projects, so this bill is not something 
that has not been seriously worked on. I 
do not think I have ever been on a sub­
committee during my years in Congress 
where all the members worked as hard 
as the members worked on -this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to empha­
size that on the final day of the subcom-

H7987 
mittee markup every member of the sub- STRATEGIC FORCES 
committee was present and the bill was Under strategic forces, the committee 
reported to the full committee unani- approved $95 million or approximately 
mously. During the full committee con- 17.4 percent of the amount authorized 
sideration 34 members were present and under title II for facilities construction 
on the final rollcall, 34 members voted for the Trident support site, Bangor, 
in favor of the bill and none against it. wash. The approved facilities will pro­
r· think these facts deserve emphasis. vide a practical construction schedule for 

Mr. Chairman, this is the second of the meeting the initial operational capability 
major authorization bills that the Armed date of late calendar year 1978 for this 
Services Committee presents to the House weapons sy;stem which will be one of the 
eaeh year. Earlier, we presented the mm- most survivable weapons system of the 
tary procurement authorization bill. You Nation's strategic deterrence arsenal. 
will remember we adopted the confer- The approved project includes con-
ence report last week. struction or modification to a number of 

I would like to express my full support missile production and missile support 
of H.R. 16136 because it recognizes twin buildings, the initial increment of the 
goals. It provides construction which bachelor enlisted quarters, enlisted mess, 
our committee believes to be necessary, Marine Corps berthing and associated 
and at the same time it recognizes the administration building, fire station, re­
call for economy and a reduction of de· location of the quality engineering and 
fense expenditures whenever possible. evaluation laboratory, and the second 

I will not take the time of the House to phase of site improvemt>nt and utilities 
go into extensive detail, because I do not and training facility. The Trident facili.­
think it ls necessary to repeat what most ties represent only 5 percent of the total 
of you have read in our report and heard cost of the system, but they a.re vital to 
the chairman of the subcommittee de- deployment and· economic life-cycle 
tall in his statement. maintenance of the weapons system. 

The reductions made by the Armed ALL-VOLUNTEER FORCE 
Services Committee were not based on a In this year's authorization bill, the 
judgment that the items were no·t de- committee has approved $180.9 million 
sirable or important, but because the to support the Navy's efforts to attract 
committee felt they could be safely de- 1 1 
ferred without 3·eopardizing the security and retain personnel under an al -vo un-

teer force. The Navy believes that bache­
of the Nation or reducing the effective- lor housing and community support facil-
ness of our military services. ' ities, medical facilities and cold iron 

I know that there are Members who facilities directly impact on the Navy's 
feel that there are justifiable programs enlistment and retention of personneL 
in their districts which deserve to be au- Community support facilities are clubs, 
thorized. I can only say that, looking at exchanges, libraries, theaters, and other 
one project alone, I would probably agree morale, welfare, and recreational facil­
with them. However, we are obliged to 1tles. Cold iron facilities are the provision 
evaluate each project on its merits rela- of utilities on a pier that will permit a 
tive to other proposed projects: This bill ship in port to shut down its ooiler plant 
is limited to what we deem essential. We and electrical generation equipment. 
look upon a stable economy as a second This allows the crews of the ships to 
line of defense and I believe our commit- have increased amounts of liberty when 
tee has conducted itself accordingly, in port and enjoy a work routine that is 

Mr. Chairman, there are many other comparable to their civilian contempo­
things I could say about this legislation, raries. Projects approved in the all-vol­
but I wlll not take the time of the House unteer category amount to 33 percent of 
to do so now. The committee report fully title II of the authorization bill. 
spells out the programs approved, and Approved for bachelor housing and 
we are prepared to answer any questions messing was $74.1 million or 14 percent 
that the Members may have. _ of title II. This will provide spaces for 

I hope the Members of the House will 5,781 E2-E4, 1,135 E5-E6, and 107 E7-E9 
support this bill unanimously. personnel. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I yield such The ..NaVY'S emphasis on bachelor 
time as he may consume to the gentle- housing and particularly the lower rated 
man from California (Mr. CHARLES H. personnel should pay dividends in tomor-
WILSON). row's Navy. 

<Mr. CHARLES H. WILSON of Cali- The amount approved for community 
fornia asked and was roiven permission support facilities of $20.8 million is a 
to revise and extend his remarks.) significant increase-1.7 times greater-

Mr. CHARLES H. WJ.LSON of Cali- over the amount authorized in fiscal 
fornia. Mr. Chairman, I am most pleased. year 1974. 
to be able to address my colleagues on the This is the second year of the Navy's 
military construction bill for fiscal year efforts to accelerate the modernization 
1975. The Committee on Armed Services, of medical facilities. This bill will pro­
under the competent leadership of the vide for a long overdue start on mod­
distinguished gentleman from Louisiana ernization of the National Naval Med­
and New York, have achieved a well-bal- ical Center in Bethesda. 
anced facilities l.Jnstruction program for Approved for upgrading and modern­
each of the military services. I appreci- ization of hospitals, dispensaries, and 
ate the opportunity to speak in support dental clinics was $82.3 mil.lion or 15 
of enactment of this military construe- percent of the total authorized under 
tion authorization bill. I will address my title II. Another $17.4 million was ap­
remark to title II of the bill, the Navy's proved for upgrading bachelor enlisted 
program, which totals $545,873,000. quarters, public work shops, roads, 
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H7988 
parking, and utilities at medical installa­
tions. The total a.pproveci under the 
Navy's medical mstallation. moderniza­
tion program was $99.8 millon. 

For cold iron facilities, the NaV)" re­
quested $24 million which was 4.3 per­
cent of the authorization request. 

The committee approved $24 mllllon 
for eight projects a.t six insfltllation.s. Ill 
addition, two amendments 1otallng $7 .I 
million were approved to provide a capa­
bility for converting boilers to burn coal. 
These amendments a.re re®Jred 1n ac­
cordance with national pollcies to con­
serve scarce petroleum resources. 

MAJOB Wll:APONS SYS!SMS 

For major weapons systems the com­
mittee approved $8.7 mil.114n for proj­
ects that will directly slippOft: the S-34 
anti-submarine warfare a.trcraft, class 
688 nuclear attack su.bmarlile; light air­
borne multiPllrPOSe ~-LAMPS.­
helicopters which increase the capa.bili.; 
ties of destroyer class ships to detect and 
kill submarines at long :ca.nge; P-30 
anti-submarine warfare patrol airera.ft; 
captor weaipons system, which is a re­
mote unattended a.nti-subl:aa.rlne war­
fare system. that uses the MK-46 torpedo 
as its weapon; A-6E and. A-7E attack 
aircraft, and the EA-SB eledtronic coun­
tenneasure aircraft. In acti:tlt1on., $16.9 
million WM approved for projects tha' 
will be utilized for ex1stm&' as well wi 
new major weapons systems;: These proj­
ects will support the S-3A ahd S-2 anti­
submarine warfare aircraft, EA-SB elec­
tronic countermeasure a.ircra.ft, and A.....f 
attack aircraft; and P'-14; and P'-4J 
:fighter a.iroraft. Facilities are included 
to house modern :fllght · simW.ator equi~ 
ment that will lead to savings 1n a.v1a­
tion fuel and in the cost-t0-tra.1n ntglU 
crews. 

·POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

The sum of $59 million or a.pproxi­
ma.telY 11 percent of the totaa,l authorized 
for the Navy lJ,a., been &pprQVed to a.bat.a 
air and water pollutiofi, with a brea.It:­
down between air and water of $10.9 and 
$48.3 milllQn respectively. 1;'h1s author­
ity will prov1de facilities tO reduce the 
risk of oil pollutioo. and w·recla.im oiIY 
wastes, improve or develop ~werage sys­
tems, provide pier sewers to. serve shipe 
in port, and construct the third :Incre­
ment of the demilitarlzatioib facility a.$ 
naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, 
Nev. Air pollution control facilites in­
clude a propellant disposal fiwility, solid 
waste facilities, fuel vapor collection and 
recovery systems and air emission con­
trols for various industrial and power 
facilities. 

I have covered some of the categoriea 
the Navy stressed in this yea.r's bill, bui 
I should make it clear that the NaVY's 
authorization request is not unbalanced 
for the categories of faciliti.!s discussed. 
The NaVY also had approved $53 mil­
lion which 1s ·10 percent of title II, for 
operational facilities which prov1des air­
field runways, parking apmns, a POL 
pipeline, communications bUlld1ngs, ra­
dar facilities, runway nav1g&.tional a.ids. 
berthing piers, and dredgDig. Another 
category with a sign.iftcan.t amount ap­
proved was training facllitils with $35.~ 
million. The Navy considers.that tm1ned 
personnel are one of it.s greatest assetS 

therefore, the Navy has allocated a rr.a.­
jor amount of it;; authorlZa.tioti requi:!st 
to tra.1.ning facilities a.s oll.e of several E~­
tions being taken to strengthen, mcd­
e.mize, .e.nd v1talize 1tS trs.1ning prograz:tlL 

Under the Navy's mult1Year prograln­
ing system, the Navy nquests facilitles 
in the various categories on the basis of 
a.chievtng a generally balanced rate of 
ClOl"rection in relation to the backlog of 
deficiencies, while of necessity pressing 
forward annua.liy with I>rojects for new 
weapons sYstems and new mis.stons. l"'­
eordinglY, fe.cillties .categories such a1 
research and developm£mit, supply, a.d­
ministrative and utilities have fevl'E!l' 
projects approved but a.re in general 1n 
ha.Ia.nee with deficiencies. The commit­
tees reduction generally mainta.ined the 
balance with the one exct!J)t1on of admJn­
Jstrative facllities which was one ca1:.e­
~rory of facJlities tha.t could be defen"ed 
with a minimum of impact on the Nav:r's 
operationa. 

I believe the projects authorized under 
t.be Navy title fulflil 1.he committee's 
goaJ. of approving only those proje:rt.11 
that are essential to the Nation's ria-
1.ional defense interests. I recommend 
t.he bill be enacted as reported, 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman., I yield 6 
minutes to the gentleman from Callfor­
rlia (Mr. STARK). 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the distinguished chairman of the sub­
committee for prov1d1ng this time j'.or 
me. Also I would like to thank him j'.or 
investigating what I thlnk is an ovi!r­
sight going on all through the mllits.ry 
construction field, an oversight which 
may be concurrentiy gl)ing on in our 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. 

It came to my attention at the Oak­
land Naval Hospital in Oakland, Calif., 
that the Navy was bulleting 35 houstng 
units in the middle of my district at' a 
cost of $650,000. They are nice units and 
I think they a.re well worth that amou:crt, 
but it. turned out that \\1th1n 12 bloc:u, 
which would be considered an easy coin­
muting distance even in nn energy sho1:t­
age. and shortage of gasoline, that H'(JD 
and FHA owned and had boarded up· 60 
units. 

It also came to our attention that those 
how;es would be available for lease to 
the Navy. Some of the 60 houses may not 
be as nice as the ones being built and 
some af them are much nicer, and they 
would have provided at far less cost acle­
ciuate housing for qur military personnel. 

Further that would ha'7e had the effoct 
of providing residents in my district who 
had good, high-paying jobs and it would 
have helped to bring these people into 
the neighborhood. 

I would like to a&k: the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee if he 
would not join with me ir:. the term ahead 
to see that we investigate this problom 
and see that where one branch of the 
Government owns good housing unJtS, 
that we find out, through cooperation 
and more effl.cient use of Government re­
sources, about it so we might save the 
Government resources in the future. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, will the gen­
t.leman yield? 

Mr. STARK. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Cba1rman, first of all I "~ 
would like to COIDDlend t.be gentleman 
not only for raising the 1Uue and bring­
ing it to our ittentiOn bui also.tor pro­
v1ding us with dOCUD).ellta?J" evidence and 
with photogra.pbs of the housing tha.t 
was be1ng bufit at f;he same ttine tb.ere 
was other holising a.Vailable in the Eu-ea. 

The gentleman waa absolut.ely correct. 
The gentleman knows I do not a.lwaya 
agree with him. On th:ls partl.cula.r Jssue 
he was absolutelY ~ect. There was no 
Justification what.OOever !or the llaVY 
building what they built atthe time tohe:re 
wa.s the housing available which was .a.de­
quate in the area.. The lf!Iltleman '1;'a3 
correct. 

At the time however tha.t the housing 
was built, whfie there 1s n0 logic&l rui:pla-· 
nation for what happened, as a.lli>a:Vs, 
there was a legal explanation for lVl:lat 
happened. The leaa.I explanation for 
what happened was that while this other 
housing had been a.ba.ndoned it was stJll 
not wholly av.a:!lable for the FHA t.o use .. 

The redemption time, or whatever it; 1s 
called in the Stat.e of a&lliornia., !;hey 
said made it impossible for them tc• get 
their hands on it. I happen to thklk they 
did not try hard enough. I happe:ri to 
think they really did not take a look at 
what else was available. 

I can only say w~ presented them ..... 1.th 
this ev1dence. We dl.d our vezy bef;t to 
hold their feet to the fire. If additional 
legislation is required In 1:be correla.tion 
between the Departments Qf Defense a:nd. 
the Federal Housing.Authority as to Gov­
ernment-owned hoUSing, 1f the gentle .. 
man will introduce the lejislation, I will 
help get it passed. 

Mr. STARK. Mr .. chairman, I a.ppre-· 
ciate the kind offer of the distingufahed 
chairman of the subcommittee. I a.m sure 
we will have many more o.f.our colleagues 
Jo1ning with us to see where this lack of 
communication and cooperation between 
two Government agencies exists, that we 
can indeed find legislatian that will cross 
over the boundaries of more than one 
committee. I am sure we will find. bi­
partisan sup:port to be more em.c1ei1t in 
this question of the lack cl/. housing. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I yield :mch 
time as he may consume \o the gentle­
man from Georgia <Mr. BRINKLEY). 

Mr. BRINKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to. speak on behalf of tlli11 
yea.r's budget .reque.i for MCA funding 
of Army bachelor hQusing. 

To achieve the goal of an all-volunteer 
force, the Army has vigorously pur:med 
several tracks to im,prove the lot of the 
soldier. Troop housing is. one of these 
and, as we all know, has needed consid­
erable improvement. World War II 'ba.r­
racks will no longer meet the require­
ment. 

Since fiscal year 1972, the Con1rress 
has approved the expenditure of :p695 
million to conlitruct or mridernize nearly 
151,000 spaces in the Army's troop hou1S­
tng program. After completion of thl'l 
fiscal year 1975 MCA., proifum the Arrny 
will have atta.1ned over 75 percent of it;; 
stated goal of providing adequate quar­
ters for its bachelor personnel. Re'~ent 
upward enlistments and r.etention sta­
tistics are begfnning~to show the validity 
of Army efforts to improve the att.rac­
tiveness of m1Iitary life with housing 
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playing a· major part. For example, 
through mid-June this year the Army 
enlisted over 180,000 volunteer men and 
women. In May the Army ac;hleved over 
103 percent of its recruiting objectives 
and through mid-June nearly 107 per­
cent of its objectives. Reenlistment, a 
better barometer of Army improvement, 
shows that the Army achieved nearly 108 
percent of its reenlistment goals through 
May. . , 

Much progress }las ))eeri made in prop­
erly housing our Soldiers. There is still 
much to be done and this year's MCA 
program will continue the momentum. 
Secretary Callaway and the Army should 
be highly commended for the vigor with 
which they have pursued this most 
worthy program. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge approval of the 
Army troop housing contained fn the bill 
before you. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I yield such 
time a8 he may consume to the gentle­
man from Texas <Mr. WHITE). 

<Mr. WHITE asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to comment briefly in support of that 
portion of the J\rmy's construction pro­
gram which pertains to medical facilities. 
The fiscal year 1975 program represents 
a substantial increase over previous 
years-and for good reason-for it com­
prises the first major increment of the 
Army's accelerated health facilities mod­
ernization program. The modernization 
program ls designed to replace inefficient 
and deteriorated facilities built during 
and prior to World War n, modernize 
and expand outmoded and overtaxed fa­
clllties of more recent origin, and con­
struct new facilities where there are 
unsatisfied requirements. 

'l'he present request marks an admir­
able beginning to this ambitious pro­
gram, directed toward providing modern, 
adequate health care facilities in support 
of the All-Volunteer. Army. While the 
present request includes but one com­
paratively small replacement _ hospital, 
two major clinic additions are included, 
reflecting the Army's increasing need 
for outpatient treatment facilities. Not 
unlike the civilian sector, the Army has 
experienced a change in the relationship 
between inpatient and outpatient care 
in recent years. There ls an increasing 

-trend. to treat patients in an outpatient 
status, thus increasing clinic require­
ments and reducing the need for addi­
tional bed space in many cases. 

Also included in the request is a major 
item for electrical/mechanical upgrade 
of a number of existing hospitals. This is 
a requirement generated by the stand~ 
ards applied under the Occupational 
Safety and Health Act, more advanced 
standards for life safety now included in 
the most recent edition of National Fire 
Protection Association codes, technologi­
cal advances, more stringent require­
ments of the Joint Commission on 
Accreditation of Hospitals, increased 
electrical requirements of hospitals, and 
increased seismic protection required as 
a result of scientific reassessment of 
seismic zones in the· United States and 

the degree of protection required for 
hospital structures. 

For many years, military dentists have 
been operating in conditions and under 
constraints imposed by their physical 
plant environment which are considered 
unacceptable and inefficient 1n the civil­
ian community. Th.e present program 
includes a number of dental clinics to re­
place the old World War II wooden clinic 
structures with modern efficient designs. 
Both military and civilian dentists have 
long recognized the need for more than 
one dental chair per dentist to make the 
most efficient use of each dentist's time. 
The design of these new clinics will allow 
the dentist to operate 1n a multiple chair 
configuration, thereby increasing . the 
numbers of dental procedures which can 
be performed. Upon completion of clinics 
in the program this year, a substantial 
deficit remains, Army-wide, to be ac­
complished during tiie remainJng 4 years 
of the health facilities modernization 
program. 

I believe this program constitutes a sig­
nificant and desirable contribution to an 
essential element of the military con­
struction program and commend 1t to 
you for your support. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
min ew~om Colo-

o <Mrs. ScHJtoEI>iR) ..... _ ,J 
Mrs. SCH:a,OEDER. My Chairman, 

o t_wa.nt to"ttlank the com­
mittee for the hard work it has done 
on this bill. I think_ the. subject matter 
of this ·bill 1s one of the most thankless 
tasks the committee has. It is so la­
borious to take the time to go through 
each item. 

Mr. Chairman when we get to title II 
Iw ee 

ego Garcia , w c n 
em ers ave no ear:d of before. 

I Just wanted to take this time to put 
the Members on notice that this will be 
coming up. 

Some Members ask whether Diego 
Garcia is a private bill. No, it is an island 
in the middle of the Indian Ocean. We 
have $32 million in the bill for expanding 

·and building up the naval communica­
tion facilities which are already on 
Diego Garcia. 

Therefore, I will be offering an amend­
ment when we get to title II of the bill 
to eliminate this. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I yield such 
time as he may consume to the chair­
man of the full committee, the gentle­
man from Louisiana <Mr. HEBERT). 

<Mr. HEBERT asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.> 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. Chairman, I merely 
rise to pay tribute to and compliment 
the subcommittee headed by the gentle-· 
man from New York <Mr. PIKE), and the 
members of his subcommittee. It is the 
action of such subcommittees as this 
headed by the Senator from New York 
<Mr. PIKE), and the diligence which the· 
committee showed 1n bringing this bill 
before the House in record time, which 
makes the chairman of the full com-
mittee rest a little easier. · 

Mr. Chairman, I think 1t is also very 
significant that this is the only bill, since -

I have been chairman of the committee, 
that was reported out of the committee 
without a dissenting vote. The vote was 
34 to o. No Member objected to the bill, 
all voted for it. I think this is a high 
compliment to those who served on that 
committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I arise to address a few 
remarks to a special area of this year's 
military construction bill that is of par­
ticular interest to me and I believe will 
be to the whole body of the House. 

Before proceeding with my remarks I 
wish to commend the distinguished gen­
tleman from New York, Congressman 
OTIS PIKE, for the thorough, expeditious, 
and effective manner in which hearings 
were conducted this year. 

My remarks will be related to the Tri­
dent weapons system facilities author­
ized under the Navy's portion of the bill. 
In fiscal year 1973, appropriations were 
provided for initiating planning and de­
sign and last year's authorization act 
provided $118.3 million for initiating con­
struction at the Trident support com­
plex, Bangor, Wash., and the Air Force 
eastern test range, Cape Canaveral, Fla. 

In the fiscal year 1975 program for 
Trident Support Site, Bangor, Wash., the 
committee approved $95 million for fa­
cilities construction. The Trident project 
will provide construction or modification 
to a number of missile production and 
missile support buildings; the initial in­
crement of the bachelor enlisted quar­
ters; enlisted mess; Marine Corps berth­
ing and associated administration build­
ings; fire station; facilities relocation­
the Quality Engineering and Evaluation 
Laboratory-and the second phase of 
site . improvement and utilities, and 
trainJng facility. 

The Trident system is planned a.c; this 
country's sea based deterrent in future 
years to prevent a nuclear war or at­
tempted nuclear blackmail. The system 
is being developed, in a highly defined 
and orderly manner to be available to 
supplant our present strategic forces as 
they become more vulnerable and tech­
nically obsolete. The Trident system will 
include a new submarine; quieter and 
more survivable than its predecessors, a 
new missile, of longer range than the 
Poseidon, and a shore support facility 
for both to be located at Bangor, Wash. 

Our present fleet ballistic missile sub­
marine fleet is supported from submarine 
tenders pooitioned at various locations 
overseas to eliminate the long transit 
time from U.S. bases that would be nec­
essary with the current relatively short 
range missiles. The increased range of 
the Trident missile, in addition to pro­
viding a greater operating area for the 
Trident submarine and thus greater sur­
vivability, allows us to support the Tri­
dent submarine from a shore facility lo­
cated within the continental United 
States. 

The shore facility will provide main­
tenance for the Trident submarine dur­
ing off-patrol wriods, production and 
maintenance capability for the Trident 
missile, and initial and refresher train­
ing for the crews of the Trident subma­
rine. The availability and cost effective­
ness of the Trident submarine is 
optimized by this dedicated shore facility 

Approved For Release 2005/0G/09 : CIA-RDP75800380R000700050011-2 



H7990 
which will allow a reduction in time 
spent in port between patl"Ols as wen as 
'.tp to 10 years of opera.tkms between 
shipyard overhauls. The atafiabllity at 
the Trident subma.rtne force will be 
about 15 percent greater 1ihan tha.t ot 
the present FBM force. '!'his greater 
availability, coupled with ib.e fa.ct that 
each subma:r1ne will carry Jl'J,ore m.1sslles, 
means that the cost of keeJ»ng a m!ssile 
at sea on Trident is approximately half Qt 
the cost per missile at sea for Pola.I1ll 
and Poseidon, even includtng all devel­
opment and acquisition costs. 

Last year, $118,320,000 )Vas provided 
for a new wharf and turntng basin •and 
related facilities at Cape C'anaveral for 
the development and :fllghl<clest program 
of the Trident mis.slle and !or the facill­
ties required earliest at thEfBangor sup­
port site. The facillties ~ Bangor in­
cluded a submarine lllAintenance pier, an 
explosive handling wharf, 1tte first-phase 
of the training building, lilite improve­
ments, and utilities. 

At Cape Canaveral, work on the wharf 
and dredging project commenced in 
March of this year with the start of 
dredging for the new turning basin. Con­
struction of the wharf itself will sta.rt 1n 
September. Contracts were awarded 1n 
.June for the work on moduYing the Po­
seidon guidance/telemetry building am! 
the missile assembly and checkout area to 
configurations to support Trident. The 
start of construction for mooifications to 
launch complex has been delayed from 
July to September by a change in ex:ple>­
sive safety criteria; }U)wever, thlB 
2-month delay does not idl.pact on the 
required availability date. 

·"rhe Nayy is continuing lbe planning 
for the Trident support silie at Be.ngQ1', 
Wash. The preliminary master plan has 
been develaped which, based on analysis 
of several alternatives, idel!ltifies a land 
use plan with general situm for all on­
ba..se and waterfront facilities. Design 1s 
underway for selected faclities; design 
criteria and detailed cost estimates are 
being developed for other }>rojects. The 
preparation of the :fl.nal muter plan h8,s 
begun. Concurrently a dmft environ­
mental tinpact statemed!lt-EIS-has 
been prepared addressing ihe construc­
tion and operation of the base. Public 
comments from individual• and organi­
zations have been receivedl during the 
public hearing held April 24 and 25, 1974, 
and during the public review period 
which ended on May 31, 1974. Thelie 
comments were incorporated into the 
final environmental impact stat,ement 
which was filed with the Clflllncil on en­
vironmental quality on July 23, 19.74. The 
Navy supported by the Oflcli! of Economic 
Adjustment within the Defense Depart­
ment and other Federal agencies includ­
ing the Oflce of Management and 
Budget are working closely with Wash­
ington State and county o1!icials to ad­
dress and mitigate the social-economic 
impacts identified in the Trident emrii­
onmental impact statemea.t. Necessaey 
Federal assistance as identified 1s ex­
pected to be provided thrc>ugh the ap­
propria te Federal agencies. The subcom­
mittee added section 610 uader the gen­
eral provisions to authorize the Secreta.ry 
of Defense to assist counlies and com-

munities located near the Trident sup­
port Site in Bangor, Wash., in mE;et­
ing the cost of providin11: increased mun­
icipal services and facillties to the r1$l­
dents of such areas if It is detenni11ed 
there is subStantial need for sUCh servl.cea 
as a direct result of the Trident facility. 

Industrial engineering analyses 11.nd 
engineering studies of Individual faG:lli­
ties and 1'tl'nCtions at tl:.e site have con­
tinued. Additional revitiws of exploaive 
safety.requirements have confirmed thail 
existing naval ship repair installations 
cannot be used for Trident refits unless 
all missiles are offloaded. The time to 
o::ffload and reload all missiles between 
patrol$ would reduce th1l percent of t:me 
at-sea-on-alert and therefore would re­
duce the cost effectiveness of the Trident 
system; the additional missile handling 
would also create sa.:fety hazards and de­
grade missile reliabi11ty. 

Plans for the Trident support site will 
provide indqstrial facill~ies to-re:fl.t sub­
marines whlle missiles remain on bonrd. 
This will reduce the off -pe.troltime 11.nd 
keep more missiles at sea. The capability 
to refit whlle carrying nlissile& could not 
be developed at existing naval .ship re11a.1J.' 
activities. 

Even though the Trident shore fadll­
ties represent only 5 percent of. the tC>tal 
cost of the gystem, the facillties are vltal 
to deployment and econolllic life cycle 
maintenance of the wee.Pon sYJ!tem. '.rhe 
provision of this dedi-~ated .and iJ:tte­
grated Trident supPort at a Bingle site 
provides the most C06t effective life c:rcle 
for the weaPon system. 

I strongly support this project :md 
urge approval of the bill as n=Porteel so 
that eonstruction may continue in an 
o;derlY manner to meet the inltial oper­
ation.al capabflity date of late calenda.r· 
year 1978. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I yield such 
time as he may consunie to the gentle­
man from Illinois <Mr. PRiclV .• 

(Mr. PRICE of mino::s asked and ·;vas 
given permission to revise a.ild extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. PRICE of ffiinoiH. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in support of the Air Force request 
to provide addition.a.I aircra!t sheHers 
and associated hardened support racm­
ties on various European bases. This t;em 
is a. continuation of the thea~ a.ir base 
vulnerability reduction progmm-'I'AB 
VEE-that the Air Force initiated :md 
Congress approved in fiscal 7.eaJ:' rn68. 

The quickest and where I>QEEible, the 
most effective way of f:aining air supe­
rlori ty is to destroy the enemy's aircraft 
on the ground. In this regard, conge1:ted 
air bases, when unprot.~cted by antiair­
craft defenses, dispersal and camoufiage, 
are highly vulnerable to low-ftymg emgny 
aircraft and insurgent attacks. Unshel­
tered aircraft on the ground can be de­
stroyed by bombing, strafing, or nap:~lm 
even 1n the face Of henvy ground a.::iti­
aircra.ft and surface-to-air missile l'il'e. 
In addition to direct hits, near misses, 
blast, shrapnel, fire, and sympathetic det­
onation ca.ti all cause unsheltered :ur­
cra.ft to be damaged or destroYed. De1;er­
mined insurgents or a few aircraft. in 
bombing or strafing passes can in:liict 
widespread destruction to aircraft wtdeh 
are not dispersed and sh~ltered. The mer-

its of aircraft protective shelters, coupled 
with aggressive ground-based amiair­
cra.ft defense. has been shown in the dra­
matic difference in the survivalrates of 
the Egyptia:n Air Force in the 196'i' war 
when its aircraft were destroyed on ·the 
ground, and the 19'13 wa.r when only a.'1 
insignificant number of ·· F.gyptian ~i.nd 
Arabian airCl'aft were destroyed on the 
ground. A maJor factor 1n this reversal 
of destruction was that 1n the 1973 Cl:>n­
fllct the Arabian aircraft were prot9cted 
on the ground by hardened shelters that 
were surrounded by effecUve surface-to­
a.ir missiles and other e.nttaircraft weap­
ons. In light of this and our experience, 
it 1s Pl"Udent lo look to the.survival cJ ihe 
U.S. aircraft we ha\>'e COlllmitted t.::i the 
NATO mission. The $92.3 million of i·unds 
provided in earlier programs by the con­
gress have sheltered every U.S. aircraft 
permanently based on the continent of 
Europe. 

However, we do have commitments to 
send additianal aircraft squadrons to 
NA TO in the event of force moblliZE1tlon. 
Should the Warsaw Pact nations ini­
tiate &n attack on Western Europe us1ng 
conventional weapans, aa OPPosed to:> a 
surprise attack with nuclear armed mis­
siles, there will be Bllmclent warning: to 
NATO by troop movements, materiel 
stockage, and other unusual actions to 
a.How a .reactive NATO mobllizntllon. 
U.S. aircraft that we are commttt3d to 
deploy to NATO dUring a mobllizaUon 
would have no shelters at their assigned 
bases, and would be extremely vulner­
able to destruction b7 conventional 
weapons even wi1h dispersal, camou­
flage, and vigorous anti-aircraft de1e!lse. 

The aircraft shelter, when co1Jpled. 
with a strong antiaircraft deferu;e,. is 
probably the most effective measme for 
improving aircraft survivability. It forces 
the attacker to coill!ider each shelter as 
a target whether or not it houses an air­
craft. This strategy requires a conm1it-· 
ment of one sortie for each shelter 1md. 
eXJ>oses bis aircraft to heavy attr1Uon. 
from defensive firepower while reducing: 
our risk to a minimum. 

To keep the momentum that the 
United states has gener&ted in the shel-· 
ter program, to provide a visible d.eter­
rent to Potential enemies, and to pro-· 
tect our aircraft should hostilities c·ccur, 
the shelter program should prc•cl~L 
The merits of shelters ;)Jave been recog­
nized in NATO and the other li'ATO 
countries have in being, and under con-· 
struction, protective aircraft shelters 
that provide for the major Portion o1' 
their forces. The shelters in thlB request 
will protect a portion ot the rapid re­
action aircraft and are designed tJ ac­
commodate the full gamut of U.S. tac­
tical fighters including the new F-15, 
A-10, and F-111. 

Construction of these shelters by di­
rect NATO funding wot(ld delay tllelr 
completion for at least 15 months. '!'he 
Defense Department will take the neces­
sary action to secure ~the maximum 
possible recoupmefit from NATO fo:r this 
$62 million prefinanced program. 

In conclusion, it .ahould be IlO'ted that 
the net U.S. outlay to shelter those com­
bat fighter aircraft which would be de­
ployed under various coot1ngency situa-
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tioos. is approximately 1 percent of the 
value of the aircraft ,protected. I feel this 
is a sow:id investment to pay for increas­
ing the survivability of our tactical air-
craft. . 

Mr. WHITEHURST. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from New York <Mr. GIL­
MAN), 

<Mr. GILMAN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re­
marks.) 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from Vi:r;ginia for yield­
ing and request permission to revise and 
extend my remarks. . 

Mr. Chairman, in oonsidering the mil­
itary construction authorization, H:R. 
1'6137, now before us, the Armed Services 
Committee has authorized $7.l million 
for renovation and an addition to the 
gymnasium at the U.S. Military Acad­
emy at West Point. 

The initial request for. this worthy 
project was .$9.1 m1llion, the committee 
having reduced that request by $2.1 mil­
lion. While improving the antiquated 
gymnasium facilities at West Point war­
rants the full requested funding, the $'i.1 
million authorized by the .committee, if 
it is not further reduced by the Appro­
priations Committee, should be sufficient 
to make most of the changes necessary 
for modernizing the existing structure. 

Having personaily visited the present 
gymnasimn facilities at the Academy, I 
am convinced. that it is inadequate, anti­
quated, and a .health hazard. It wa.s orig­
inally built to accommodate 2, 700 cadets 
but is now utilized by almost twice that 
number. 

Recognizing that the physical fitness 
of our cadets is of great importance to 
the training of our Nation's future mili­
tary leaders, we have always encouraged 
our military academies to foster rigor­
ous physical education programs. Since 
the major portion of the West Point gym­
nasium was constructed almost 65 .years 
ago, with only minor alterations and ad­
ditions completed in 1935, 1947, and 
1970, this facility ls totally inadequate 
for the needs of the growing West Point 
community. 

A priority project antici,pated by the 
Academy is the renovation of the ven­
tilation system in the gym. An appraisal 
of the existing ventilation &Ystem reveals 
that in the boxing and wrestling areas, 
there is no provision for fresh air. Ad­
ditionally, the present system is only ca­
pable of recirculating the stale air, creat­
ing an unpleasant and unhealthy at-
mosphere. · 

Mr. Chairman, in addition to the ur­
gent need for improving the fadlity at 
West Point, there is another, equallY 
important reason for early fw:iding of 
this project. The depressed economic 
climate of the region surrounding West 
Point, particularly in the building and 
construction trades, stresses the need for 
increased activity in that industry. With 
several thoui:;and building and construc­
tion workers currentlY unemployed in 
the greater West Point area, the deteri­
orating status of the economy in that 
region is threatening. Accordingly, ear}y 
approval of the renovation and addition 
to the existing gymnasium facilities at 

West Point will not only provide needed 
physical expansion for the U.S.M.A. but 
will also be a boon to our sorely a.ifected 
construction industry! 

Mr. Chairman, while the full $9.1 mil­
lion funding would have been a more 
adequate response to the needs of the 
Academy's physical fitness program, I 
reco.gnize the necessity of tightening the 
reins on our Nation's pursestrings dur­
ing this . critical economic period, and 
willingly accept the Committee's au­
thorization of $7 .1 million, provided it is 
not further reduced. · 

Accordingly, Mr. Chairman, 1n the in­
terests of enhancing the physical fitness 
program at the U.S. Military Academy, I 
urge my colleagues to support this pro­
posal authorizing an early funding of the 
West Point gymnasimn project. 

Ur. STARK. Mr. Chairman, will gen­
tleman yield? 

Mr. GILMAN. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I notice 
that in addition to the gymnasium 'at 
West Point, there are already 839 mili­
tary swimming po0Is in the United 
States. I wonder if any of those are in 
the gentleman's district. 

Mr. GILMAN. Not that I know of. I 
am not requesting any swimming pool. I 
am concerned about an antiquated gym­
nasiur:i at West Point. West Point has 
recently doubled its cadet personnel. The 
existing 65-year-old gymnasium was 
built to serve one-half the size of the 
academys' present personnel. The Acad­
emy has outgrown this facility. 

Mr. STARK. Would the addition of 
that gymnasium accommodate female 
cadets at WestPoint? 

Mr. GILMAN. I would hope that It 
woUld, for I favor admission of women 
to our service academies. 

Mr. STARK. I thank the gentleman 
for that, and ask him to yield for just 
a moment more. 

I note that the bill also contains 
289 maintenance funds for golf courses 
in the United States. I wonder if the 
gentleman knows whether or not those 
golf courses are sufficiently severe to 
challenge the members of our Armed 
Forces to sharpen their eyes for the very 
difficult job they may have of defend­
ing us. 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Chairman, While I 
am not aware of any of those golf courses 
being provided for any military installa­
tion in my own region, I am certain that 
the Armed Services Committee has 
given appropriate attention to the con­
cern expressed by the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if 
the gentleman from Virginia will yield a 
couple of minutes to the gentleman from 
New York. , 

Mr. WHITEHURST. I will be glad to. 
Mr. PIKE. First of all, I cannot let 

stand on the record the statement that 
there are 839 swimming pools 1n this 
bill, because there a.re not 83Q swimming 
pools in this bill. 

I think there are only 700 line items, in 
total, in this bill. Therefore, somewhere 
along the line the gentleman from Cali­
fornia got some very bad statistics. I 

just hate to have very bad statistics 
spread on.the record. 

Orie just cannot have more swimming 
pools 1n the bill th.arr there are line 
items. We are buildtng a:l.rftelds and 
shelters and barracks, and we are build­
ing all kinds of things all over the United 
States of America and all over the rest 
of the world. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time. as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Missouri <Mr. RANDALL.) 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding the time. 

<Mr. RANDALL asked and was·given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.> · 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairn1an, I rise 
1n supp0rt of H.R. 16136, the .military 
construction authorization. I think the 
chairman of the subcommittee hit the 
nail -On the head when he said in the 
well a moment ago that the best meas­
ure of the worth and merit of this bill is 
that he has received complaints frem 
both sides, first, from those who felt they 

· had not received enough, authori3.ation 
and also complaints from some who be­
lieved these complaints had received too 
much. 

Now let me answer the gentleman :from 
California <Mr. STARK) who is worried 
about 'swimming pools and golf courses. 
First there was no request for a single 
golf course, and there never has ever 
been a single request or authorization. 
These are all built with nonappropriated 
funds. Next about the swimming pools­
one was requested-note, only one and 
no more than that and it was rejected. 
.These are the facts and that should put 
to sleep . these false reports or rumors. 

All of the line items in this bill, are 
necessary and essential and many are 
oorely needed. True, there is not enough 
housing provided, but this is a time for 
austerty because of inflation. 

If I may be pardoned for being pro­
vincial I can attest to the need for a 
:flight control facility at Richards-Ge­
baur Air Force Base in our district which 
ls needed as a safety measure. Then 
throughout the bill are numerous hos­
pitals much like the one at Whiteman 
Air Force Base in our district. 

The subcommittee approved a project 
that will replace three obselete buildings. 

In this bill there is a $6 million project 
for a composite medical facility at White­
man Air Force Base. · There ts nothing 
extravagant about this. This is only a 30-
bed facility and it is not only too small 
even before it is built. It does contain 
some very badly needed outpatient clinic 
space and 18 dental treatment rooms. 
This facility is needed most because it is 
required to satisfy the medical needs 
around this Air Force base where re­
tirees have chosen to make this their 
permanent home. At present medical and 
dental requirements exceed the spa.ce of 
the facilities. As it is now there are only 
three buildings. They are all obsolete. In­
patient care space is needed. It 1s too 
crowded at present and out-patient space 
is even more crowded. It has been noted 
that the preseot facilities are approxi­
mately only one half of the area that 
should be a!lotted. Surely, the time has 
come to provide this necessary medical 
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care for our airmen and their depend­
ents. 

Before I sit down, Mr. Cha.irman. I 
wish to say a word 1n support of the 
funds for the Navy base at Diego Garcia 
in the Indian Ocean. I am opposed to 
deletion of any of these funds. This is an 
item of construction of utmost strategic 
importance. One has only tO look at the 
map to prove that if we do not proceed 
to work on this base we n;jight just as 
well turn over the Indian Ocean, to the 
ships and the submarines that carry the 
insignia of the Red Star. 

Mr. Chairman, the hour. is late. Any 
one of us who doubts that the Soviets 
control this area, had better revise theb" 
thinking. We need Diego Qp.rcia now. 

Finally let me commend the chair­
man and all the members ofthe commit­
tee. They have worked Qiany, many 
hours. There is no reason why this mili­
tary construction bill should not be. re­
garded as one of the very best that has 
ever been presented t.o the House. It 
should just be adopted without amend­
ment. 

Mr. CARTER, Mr. Chairman, will the 
distinguished gentleman from Missouri 
yield? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will be gbl,d to yield. 
Mr CARTER. I rise in support of what 

the gentleman fi:om Missouri has said, 
and I want to as8ociate myself with his 
remarks. 

I realize and we all should realize that 
if we visit the military hosPitals outside 
of this country and in this country. they 
are not in the state that they should be 
in. They should be improved. 

The armed forces of our country de­
serve the very best that the country can 
give them. During wartime we do not 
hesitate to demand much, l)'ut this is the 
time when we are really putting them on 
the back burner, so to speak. 

They deserve our support, and I want 
to compliment the distingujshed gentle­
man from Missouri for his remarks. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for his contrilmtion. 

Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Chaiiman, I shall 
vote against this military construction 
authorization, H.R. 16136, jg.st as I voted 
against the military appropriation, the 
agricultural appropriation, the legisla­
tive appropriation, the Stat.e, Commerce, 
and Justice appropriations, and other 
bills which represent huge increases 
every year without sigii1ficant new 
programs. 

Inflation is raging. We .ought t.o be 
holding it back. Instead we spend as if 
money were going out of style. My vote 
will be a lonely one, and it. is no reflec­
tion on the fine committee that handled 
th elieve it is an important 

e. 
Ms. ABZU i;. Chairman, I support 

m nt t.o strike funds for Diego 
Garcia. We are asked to approve a mere 
$29 million to tum a communications fa­
cility into a naval base. But. the implica- , 
tion of this mild request U! staggering. 
It is nothing less than a redirection of 
our foreign policy, by the Pentagon. 

Shapers of foreign policy in both ex­
ecutive and legislative branches have al­
ways regarded the Indian Ocean as low 

priority 1n terms of national security, by Mr. WHITEHURST. Mr. ChaJrmu.n, I ' 
contrast with the Atlantic, Pacific, and have no further requests for time. 
Mediterranean oceans. We have kepi; a Mr. PIKE. Mr. Oha.irma.n. I have no 
low profl.le there and SC• has the Soviet further request.s for time. 
Union. The states bordering on the Indi:an The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Pl;.n;u-· 
Ocean have the long-tErm objective: of ant to the rule, the Clerk will reacl. the 
making it a zone of peace, freedom, and bill by titles. 
neutrality. The Cl.erk read aa follows: 

Last May our Assistant, Secretary of Be It enacted by th.e senate ana House o/ 
State, Joseph Sisco, observed that "<>11r Representativ~ of the Un!tea States of 
interests there are marginal." In 1972, as America in Congress Q./lsembZed, 
Secretary of Defense, Melvin Laird de- TITLE I 
fined our strength there as "not so much . SEc. 101. The Secretary ot the Army may 
in maintaining · a l.arge stand;ing establish or develop military insta.llatiom• 
force • • • but rather in our a.bility to a.nd fllCllities . by a.aquir1ng, oonstruc,ting, 
move freely in and out c•f the ocean."· converting, rehabllita.ting, ar installing per .. 

On A~t 1 William ~lb~ the di- me.nent or temporary publ.1c works, in°,l11d .. 
rec~i~~~ ·~!~ ;;;ea at e SO\~g land acqulsitionr Sit.e p. repe.ra.tion,, ·~p·· ---· .. -' --· t'l.tiiY purtene.nces, utilittes, and equipment fc·r '~e 
)J ..... 11 • . Jlj .u.u~ llo. Illlll ~ following a.cquJ.sition and Cl)Jl,Struction: 

mi INSIDE THE UNITED STATES mee ma an~:e.n 
e Wfi§, ~~ UNITED STATES ARMY FORCES COMMANI> 

, es er with messia:nic fervor to re- Fort Bragg, North Carolina, $26,170.coo. 
swne the role of world. policeman tlP- Fort Campbell, Ke!ltucky, $9,742,000. 
holds the Navy's request to start build- Fort Carson.,. Colol"Qdo, $2'1', 731,000. Fort Hood, Texas, $40,214,000. 
ing a major base. Fort Sam Houston, Texas, $4,286,000. 

ActuaMy, the Nayy ap:i:ears to have had Fort Lewis, WllBhinSton, $10,270,000. 
this ambition for some time. A secret Fort Riley, ~ 124,478,ooo. 
search for new bases resulted in ·l;he Fort stewa.rt/Hunt.er Army Airfte~d. Cleor·· 
choice of Diego Garcia, because it co·uid gla, $42,197,000. · 
be expanded into a major service base UNITl!D sT.1.TEs ARMY TRAINING AND 
for submarines and B-t·2's. In 1966 t.he nocTRINJr- coMllllND 
Island waa made ava.llable to the Uni'l;ed Fort Belvolr, Virgl.rila, $9,031,000. 
States through the cooperation of Brit- Fort Benning, Georgl.a., $36,827,000. 
ain. Periodic patrols of Polaris and Poeei- Fort BUBB, Texas, $13,704,000. 
don submarines were po.ssible "'AcausE· of Fort Eustis, VirgtW., $9,288,000. """ Fort Gordon, Georgla., $9,625,000. 
the communications facility established Hunt.er-Liggett Milita.ry ~atlon, c1ui· 
there. fornia., $1,108,000. 

According to retired Hear Adm. Gcme Fort Jackson, South caronna., $19,07,3,000. 
LaRocque, the next step· in the creat:lon Fort Knox, ltentuclty, $2,a&l,ooo. 
of an infrastructure for increased naval Fort Leavenworth, B:ansa.s, $9,911,00C•. 

deployment is the development of a stIP- = ~1!~~~f~C:1°7,344,ooo. 
ply and rt;!pair base 1n the Indian Ocean. Presidio of Monterey, California, $3,107,000. 
That is what we are now being asked to Forit Ord, Ce.lifornia, $3,660,000. 
approve. Fort Polk, Louisiana $7,30'1,000. 

The Navy has already received $6 mil- Fort Rucker,.Alaba.z4a, $4,l)]s,ooo. 
lion for dredging the harbor to acccimnio- Fort Sill, Oklahoma; $15,58'1',ooo. 
date submarines· and a.ircraft carricn-s. Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, $3,360,ooo. 
Reconnaisance aircraft and a submarine UNITED STATES ARMY MILITARY DISTRICT OF 

tender for servicing nuclear submarines wAsHINGToN 
:may soon be sent there. Fort Myer, Virginia, $2,497.000. 

And at that point W·e begin a naval UNITED STATES ARMY MATERIEL COMMAND 
race with the Soviet Union. The sur- Aeronautical Maintenance center, 'l'eiras, 
rounding countries am alarmed. New $541,000. • 
Zealand and Indonesia have alren.dy Anniston Army Depot, Alabama, $7,64B,OOO. 
:raised questions about our fntentic•ns, Letterkenny Army Depot, Pennsyl1ianla. 
and Australia has called on the Sovlets '4·726•000· 
and the United states 1.o "exercise nm- Lexington/Blue Grass Army Depot, Ken-
tual restraint." tucky, $6l 6,000. Pica.tinny Arsenal, New Jersey, $2,820,000. 

According to expert t~stimony, we al- Red River Army Depot, Te~s. $269,ooc .. 
ready have overall nava:l superiority. We Redstone ArS&na.I, Alabama, $10.322,ooo. 
can quickly move sizabl•~ forces into the Rock Island Arsenal, IllinOls. $2,731,000. 
:region if some emergncy should arise. Sacramento Army l:>epot California, ll2,-
'That is highly unlikely, however. A .re-

59~~~~~a Army Depot, New York, $815,000. 
opened Suez Canal could .as quickly be Sierra Army Depot, California, $71'7,000. 
closed again, leaving the Soviets vulner- Watervliet Arsenal, New York, $3,256,000. 
able without support facilities. Them is White Sands Missile Range, New Mexico 
no im;Ucation, either. that t}1e Sovtets $1,542,000. 
intend to interfere with the shipmen1; of Yuma Provlt!g Grouhd, Arizona., $1,85g,ooo. 
oil from the Persian Gulf. Oil could more UNITED STATES ARlliY COMMUNICATION 
easily be "turned off at the wellhead'' in coMMAND 
the Middle East before being shipped. Fort Huachuca, AriZona, $8,399,000. 

What then is the purpose of this Fort Ritchie, Maryl&nd, $2,023,000. 
planned expansion? Some suggest ttiat UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 
it is to keep the Navy at present strength United States M!lltary Academy, West; 
and growing, to fill the gap left by the Point, New York, $7,72Q,ooo. 
pull-out from Asia. If this is the real in- HEALTH SERVICES COMMAND 
tent, it is a very dangerous gamble, nnd Fort Detrick, Maryu.nd, $486,ooo. 
one which the House shoulq not approve. Various Locations, $16,600,000. 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
Cold. Regions Laboratories, New Ham,p­

shire, $2,515,000. 
VNrrED STATES ARJ;11!y, ALASKA 

Fort .Greely, Ale.ska, $251,000. 
Fort Rfohard.son, Ala.ska, $1,782,000. 
Fort Wainwright, Ala.ska, $11,473,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY; HAWAII 
Schofield Barracks, Hawaii, $15,824,000. 
Tripler General Hospital, Hawa.11, $1,205,· 

000. 
POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

Various Locations, Air Pollution Abate­
ment, $1,356,000. 

Various Locations, Water Pollution Abate­
ment, $1&,358,000. 

DINmG FACILITms MODERNIZATION 
Various Locations, $10,723,000. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
UNITED STATES AR.MY FORCES, SOUTHERN 

'COMMAND 
Canal Zone, Vartous Locations, $824,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY, PACIFIC 
Korea, Various Locations, $1,663,000. 

.:S:WAJALEIN MISSn.E RANGE 
National Missile Range, $1,272,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY SECURITY AGENCY 
Various Locations, $148,000. 

\ 
UNITED STATES ARMY COMMUNICATION 

COMMAND 
Fort Buckner, Okinawa, $582,000. 

UNITED 'STATES ARMY, EUROPE 
Germany, Various Locations, $25,000,000. 
Camp Darby, Italy, $4,159,000. 
Various Locations: For the United. States 

share of the cost of multilateral programs 
for the acquisition or construction of mill· 
tary facilities and installations, including in­
ternational mllltacy headquarters, for the 
collective defense of the North Atlantic 
Treaty Area, $88,000,000: Provided, That, 
within. thirty days after the end of each 
quarter, the Secretary of the Army shall 
furnish to the Committee on Armed Services 
and on Appropriations or the Senate and the 
House of Representatives a description of ob­
llgations incurred as the United States share 
of such multilateral programs. 

SEC. 102. The Secretary of the Army may 
establish or develop Army installations and 
facilities by proceeding wtth construction 
made necessary by changes in Army missions 
and responsibilities which have been occa­
sioned by: ( l) 1llliforeseen security considera· 
tions, (2) new we1q>ons developments, (3) 
new and unforeseen research and develop· 
ment.requirements, or (4) improved produc­
tion schedules if the Secretary of Defense 
determines that deferral of such construction 
for inclusion. in the next Military Construc­
tion Authorization Act would be inconsistent 
with interests of national security, and in 
connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or Install permanent or 
temporary public works, including land ac­
quisition, site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, and equipment; in the total amount 
of $10,000,000; Provided, That the Secretary 
of the Army, or his designee, shall notify the 
Committees on ·Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, immediately 
upon reaching a final decision to implement, 
of the cost of construction. of any publ!c 
work undertaken under .this section, includ· 
ing those real estate actions pertaining there­
to. This authorization will expire upon enact­
ment of the fiscal yoo.r 1976 Military Con-· 
struction Authorization Act except for those 
public works projects concerning Which the 
Committees on- Armed S.ervices of the Senate 
and House of Representatives have been noti• 
:lied pursuant to this section prior to that 
date. 

SEC. 103. (a) Public Law 93-166 is amend­
. ed. under the heading "OUTSIDE THE UNITBD 

STATES-UNITED STATES ARMY EUROPE," in 
section 101 as follows: 

With respect to "Germany, Various Loca· 
tions" strike out "$12,517,000" and insert In 
place thereof "$16,360,0.00.". 

(b) Public Law 93-166 1a amended by 
strikir1g out 1n clause (1) of section 602 
"107,257,000" and "$596,084,000' and lnsert­

. ing in place thereof "$111,100,000" and 
"$599,927,000," respectively. 

SEc. 104. (a) Publ!c Law_ 92-545, as amend· 
ed, ls amended under the heading "INsmE 
THE UNITED STATES," in section 101 as fol­
lows: 

With respect to "Fort Myer, Virginia,• 
strike out "$1,815,000' &nd insert in place 
thereof "$3,615,000.". 

With respect to "Fort Still, Oklahoma," 
strike out "$14,958,000" and insert in place 
thereat "$16,159,000.". 

(b) Public Law 92-545, &S amended, is 
amended under the heading "OUTSIDE THiii 
UNITED STATE!)-UNITED STA'i'ES ARMY FORCES, 
SOUTHERN COMMAND" in section 101 as fol­
lows: 

With respect to "Canal Zone, Various lD· 
cations" stirke out "$8,129,000" and insert 
111 place thereof "$9,238,000.". 

(c) Public Law 92-545, as amended, ls 
amended by striking out In clause ( 1) of 
section 702 "$444,767,000;" "$117,811,000;" 
and "$562,078,000" and inserting in place 
thereof "$447,768,000;" "$118,420,000;" and 
"<$566,188,000" respectively. 

SEC. 105. (a) Public Law 91-511, as amend­
ed, is amended under the heading "INSIDB 
THE UNITED STATES," in section 101 as fol­
lows: 

With respect to "Rock Island Arsenal, ni.1-
nois," strike out "$2,750,000" and insert 1n 
place thereof "$8,650,000.". 

(b) Public Law 91-511, .as amended, 1s 
amended by striking out In clause (1) ot 
section 602 "$181,834,000" and "$267,031,· 
000" and inserting in place thereof "$182,• 
734,000" and "267,831,000," respectively. 

SEC. 106. PubMc Law \ll8-166 :ls amended 1n 
section 105 as follows: 

Public Law 93-166, section 105 (b), ND.end­
ing Public Law 92-145, section 702, clause 
(1) as amended, having inseorted. erroneous 
figures, is amended by striking out "$404,• 
500,000" and "$405,107,000" and. inserting in 
place thereof "$405,000,000" and "t40S,eo7,. 
000," respectively. 

Mr. PIKE <during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
title I be considered as read, printed in 
the RECQRD, and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request· of the gentle­
man from New York? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 

Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read i;t.s follows: 

TITLE II 
SEc. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may 

establish or develop m!litary installations and 
fac!lities by acquiring, constructing, oon­
verttng, rehab!litating, or tnstalllng per­
manent or temporary public works, including 
land acquisition, site preparation, appurten­
ances, utilities and equipment for the fol­
lowing acquisition and construction: 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
FJ:RST NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine, $261,-
000. 
. Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery, 
Maine, $2,332,000. 

Naval Security Group Activity, Winter 
Harbor, Maine, $255,000. 

Naval Education and Training Center, 
Newport, Rhode Island, $2,682,000. 

tt 7993 
TH.mo NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Con­
necticut, $2,854,000. 

FOURTH NAVAJ, DISTRICT 
Naval Air Test Facllity, Lakehurst, New 

Jersey, $7,350,000. 
Naval Hospital, Philadelphia, Pennsyl­

vania, $296,000 • 
NAVAL DIS,TRICT, WASHINGTON 

Naval District Commandant, Washington. 
District of Columbia, $2,883,000. 

Naval Research Laboratory, Washington. 
District of Columbia, $205,000. 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland, $1,· 
256,000. 

National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, 
Maryland, $14,943,000. 

Uniformed Services University of the 
Health Sciences, Bethesda, Maryland, $15,• 
000,000. . 

FIFTH NAVAL DISTRICT 
Naval Regional Medical Center, Camp Le­

jeune, North Carolina, $290,000. 
Naval Air Rework Fac111ty, Cherry Point, 

North Carolina, $252,000. 
Fleet Combat Direction Systems Training 

Center, Atlantic, Dam Neck, Vil:ginla, $2,-
034,000. 

Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek, Vir· 
ginia, $896,000. 

Atlantic Command Operations Control 
Center, Norfolk, Virginia, $683,000. 

Naval Air Station, Norfolk, Virginia., $2,• 
900,000. 

Naval Station, .Norfolk, Virginia, $8,364,000. 
Naval Supply Center, Norfolk, Virginia., $4,• 

990,000. 
N11.val Afr Station, Oceana, Virginia, $1,• 

047,000. 
Norfolk Naval Regional Medical Oenter, 

Portsmouth, Virginia, $15,801,000. · 
.Norfolk Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, Vir­

ginia., $5,602,000. 
Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown, Vir­

ginia, $3,4'38,000. 
SIXTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida, 
$6,893,000. 

Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida, 
$446,000. 

Naval Regional Medical Center, Ja.ckson­
vme, Florida, $12,418,000. 

Na.val Station, Mayport, Florida., $3,239,000. 
Naval Training Center, Orlando, Florida, 

$4,569,000. 
Naval Coastal Systems Laboratory, Panama 

City, Florida, $620,000. 
Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida, $20,· 

948,000. 
Naval Technical Training Center, Pensa­

cola, Florida, $4,478,000. 
Naval Air Station, Whtting Field, Florida, 

$1,561,000. 
Naval Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi, 

$1,485,000. 
Naval Hospital, Beaufort, South Carolina, 

$7,112,000. 
Charleston Naval Shipyard, Charleston, 

South Carolina, $200,000. 
Naval Station, Charleston, South Carolina, 

$16,352,0-00. 

Naval Supply Center, Charleston, South 
Carolina, $3,750,000. 

Naval Weapons Station, Charleston, South 
Carolina, $2,564,000. 

Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tennessee, 
$4,284,000. 

EIGHTH NAVAL DISTRICT 
Naval Support Activity, New Orelans, Lou­

isiana, $3,080,000. 
Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Texas, 

$1,830,000. 
Naval Air Station, Kingsvllle, Texa.s, $1,-

428,000. 
NINTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, 111!­
nols, $10,164,000. 

Approved For Release 2005/06/09 CIA-RDP75800380R000700050011-2 



H 7994 
ELEVENTH NAVAL DIS'l11ICT 

Naval Regional Medical Center, Ca.mp Pen. 
dleton, California, $10,021,0000. 

Naval Weapons Center, China Lafe, Ca.11· 
fornia., $8,371,000. 

Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, 
California., $6,011,000. 

Na.val Air Station, Mirama.r, California, 
$11,354,000. 

Nava.I Air Station, North Isla:ild, California.. 
$12,050,000. 

Naval Construction Battal!ol1 Center, Port 
Hueneme, California., $1,048,000. 

Naval Electronics LaboratorJ: Center, San 
Diego, California, $3,238,000. 

Na.val Regional Medical Center, San J;>iego, 
Cal!fornla., $26,375,000. 

Navy Submarine Support ·Facility, San 
Diego, Cal!fornia, $4,234,000. 

Naval Weapons Station, Seal Beach, 
California., $:2,147,000. 

TWELFTH NAVAL DIS'l'KICT 
Naval Air Rework Facll1ty, 4l.ameda, Cali· 

· fornia., $1,638,000. ·" 
Naval Hospital, Lemoore, Callfornia, $333,· 

000. 
Naval. Air Station,, Moffett Pield, Ca.lifor· 

nia.; $77,000. 
THmTEENTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Station, Adak, Alaska.; $4,605,000. 
'IltIDENT Support Site, Bangor, washing· 

ton, $95,000,000. . 1 
Puget Sound Naval Shipyard Bremerton, 

Washington, $393,000. 
Na.val Air Station, Whidbey Island, Wash­

ington, $2,201,000. 
FOURTEENTH NAVAL DIS'l'RICT 

Na.val Ammunition Depot, Oahu, Hawaii, 
$795,000. 

Na.val Station, Pearl Harbor, Ha.wail, $1,· 
505,000. 

Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard, Pearl Harbor, 
Hawaii, $3,356,000. 

MARINE CORPS 
Marine Barracks, Washington, District of 

Columbia., $1,874,000. 
Marine Corps Development and Education 

command, Quantico, Virginia, $2,803,000. 
Marine Corpa Base, Qamp Lejeune, North 

Caroline., $13,864,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, cherry Point, 

North Carolina, $1,260,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station;· New River, 

North Carol!na, $499,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma., Arizona. 

$3,203,000. 
Marine Corps Sui:>ply Center, Barstow, 

Ce.lifornia, $1,463,000. 
Marine Corps Base, camp P..,ndleton, CaU· 

fornia, $7,271,00. 
Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, 

California, $3,076,600. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, 

Ha.wail, $5,497.000. 
POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

Various Locations, Air Pollution Abate-
ment, $9,849,000. . 

Various Locations, Water Pollution Abate~ 
ment, $44,251,000. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
TENTH NAVAL DISTRXCT 

Na.val Telecommunications Center, Roose­
velt Roads, Puerto Rico, $3,18',000. 

Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto 
Rlco, $947,000. 

Naval Security Group Activity, Sabana. 
Seca, Puerto Rico, $1,026,000. · 

FIFTEENTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Support Activity, Ca.mil Zone, $80!r,'-
OOO. . 

ATLANTIC OCEAN AREA 
Naval Air Station, Bermuda, $1,866,000. 
Naval Sation, Kefla.vik, Iceland, $2,317,000. 

EUROPEAN AREA 
Naval Security Group Activity, Edzell, 

Scotland, $571,000. 

Naval Activities Detachment, Roly Lo3h, 
Scotland, $1,188,000. 

INDIAN OCEAN AREA 

Naval Communications Facility, Diego G:~r· 
cia, Chagos Archipelago, $29,000,000, 

PACIFIC OCEAN AREA 
Naval Communication st.atlon, Plnegay.m, 

Guam, Mariana Islands, $355,000. · 
Navy Public Works center, Guam, Marill.na . 

Islands, $907,000. 
Naval• Air Station, Cubl Point, Republic of 

the Philippines, $4,052,000. 
Naval Hospital, Sublc Ba:r. Republic of 1;he 

Philippines, $278,000. 
Naval Station, Sublc Bal» Republic of ·;he 

Philippines, $3, 741,000. 
POLLUTION ABATJ<MENT 

Various Locations, Air Pollution Abate­
ment, $1,059,000. 

Various Locations, Wate1 Pollution Abate­
ment, 1114,038,000. 

SEc. 202. The Secretary of the Navy may 
establish or develop Navy installa.tlons i.nd 
facl!ltiea by proceeding with constructlon 
made necessary by changes In Navy' missi•>ns 
and responsibilities which have been occa­
sioned by (1) unforeseen Meurity considera­
tions, (2) new weapons developments, (3) 
new and unforeseen research and devel-Jp• 
ment requirements, or (4) improved produc­
tion schedules, 1! the Secretary of Defense 
determines that deferral of such constructlon 
for inclusion in the next Military Construc· 
tion Authorization Act wovld be inconsistent 
wlth interests of national security, and in 
connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or lmtall permanent; or 
temporary public works, i:1clud1ng land ac· 
qulsitlon, site preparation, app1:ll'tenan,:ies, 
utilltie;S, a~d equipment, ID. the total amount 
of $10,000,000; Provided, '!hat the Secretary 
o:t the :t"avy, or his designee, shall notify the 
Committees on Armed Seryices of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, 1mmedia1;ely 
upon reaching a. decision to Implement, of 
the cost of construction oJ any public work 
undertaken under this f:ection, including 
those real estate actions pertainfug ther,~to. 
This authorization wUl ei:pire upon enMt· 
ment of the fiscal year H76 MiUtary Con­
struction Authorization Act, excep.t for tt.ose 
public .works projects concierning.which the 
Committees on Armed Services of .the Sei.ate 
and House of Representati~·es hav& been wlti­
:fied pursuant to this secUon prior to that 
date. 

SEc .. 203. (a) Public Law 00--408, as 
amended, is amended under the heading 
"INSIDE THE UNITED STATES", in section 201 as 
follows: 

With resi>ect to "Na.val Acade~y, Anna­
polis, Maryland," strike out "$2,000,000" 1md 
insert in place thereof "$4,391,000.". 

(b) Public Law 90-408, as e.tnended', is 
a.mended by striking out in ela.Use (2): of 
section 802 "$241,668,000" and "$248,533,C•OO" 
and inserting in place the:reof "$244,059,C•OO" 
and "$250,924,000," respec1;ively. 

SEc. 204. (a) Publlc Law 91-511, as amend­
ed, ls amended under tho heading "IN!3IDE 
THE UNrrED STATES," in secUon 201 as follows: 

With respect to "Naval Air Rework Fa­
c111ty, Jacksonville, Florida,'' strike out 
"$3,869,000" &nd insert in place the:reot 
"$4,534,000.". 

(b) Public Law 91-511, as amended, ls 
amended by striking out in clause (2) of 
section, 602 "$247,204,000" and "$~74,342,CIOO" 
and inserting in place thereof "$247,869,000" 
and "$275,007,000," respectlvely. · 

Si;:c. 205. (a) Public Law 92-545, as amend­
ed, is amended under th·a heading "ImimE 
THE UNITED STATES," in seci;ion 201 as follcws: 

With respect to "Navy Public Works (!en­
ter, Norfolk, Virginia," strike out .. $3,319,000" 
and Insert in place thereof "$7,019,000.", 

With respect to "Naval Hospital, New Or­
leans, ·Louisiana,'' strike out "$11,680,llOO" . 
and insert in place thereof "$14,609,000.". 

(b) Publlc Law 92-54[i, as amended, la 

amended by striking out In clause (2) of 
section 702 "$477,664,0PO" an4 "$518,881.000" 
and inserting in place thereof "$484,293 000" 
and "$525,510,000," respectively. 

SEC. 206. (a) Public Law 93-166 ls amend­
ed under the heading "INsIDE THE UNITED 
STATES,'' in section 201 as follows: 

With respect to "N&val Home, Gulfport, 
MlssiS'Sippi," strike out "$9,444,000" and l!n-
sert in place thereof "$14,1113,000.". . 

With respect to "Naval Hospital, New Or­
leans, Louisiana," strike out "$3,386.000" 
and insert in place thereof "$4,157,000'.'. 

With respect to "Naval A.fr Station, Ala­
meda, California," strike out "$3,827,000" and 
insert in place thereof "$7,756,000.'~. 

With respect to "Marine CorI>S Supply 
Center, Barstow, California.," strike out 
"$3,802,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$6,210,000.". 

(b) Public Law 9!1:-166 Is amended by 
striking out 1n clause (2) ··of seetlon 1'102 
"$511,606,000" and "$570,439,J;IOO" and insert­
ing in place thereof "$623,433,000" a.ndl 
"$582,266,000," respectively. 

Mr. PIKE (during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
title II of the bill be considered as i·ead, 
printed in the Rmcoan, and open to 
amendment at any point. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is th1~re 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENTS OFFERlllD BY MltS. SCHROEDER; 
Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Chairnrn.n., I 

offer two amendments, one amendment 
to title II and one amendment to title III, 
and·I ask unanimous consent that they 
may be considered en bloc since they 
concern the same subject matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendments offered by Mrs. ScHROEDER: 

Page lli,.strlke lines 2~ and :25. 
Page 26, line 6, strike ,._8,100,000." and 

insert in lieu thereof the following: "$4.· 
800,000, provided that no funds authe>rized 
under this section shall be expended for 
construction of facilities at Diego Carel;~ 
Na.val Installation, Icliian Obean." 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Is 1;here 
objection. to the request of the gentle­
woman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
(Mrs. SClmOED.ER asked and was 

given permission to revise.-and extend her 
remarks.) 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Chairman, 
basically these two amendments co:nsid­
ered together would delete $32,300,000 
that is to be used to improve and expand 
the .naval communication facilities and 
aircraft accommodations located at 
Diego Garcia, which is a British protec­
torate in the Indian Ocean. 

I am 9..skihg at this time that the 
committee consider delet1j;lg these fonds, 
for severa.I differerit reasq_ns, and I would 
like to list them: 

First of all, as I understand it, Great 
Britain has not yet finally agrefd to 
the improvements and expansion. 

Second, these plans are not new. The 
NaVY has had these plans on hand siltlce 
the early 1960's. 

Third, we have no known military 
commitments that have been explained 
to us as to why we require the expansion 
right now. 

Fourth, our military al11es in the area 
have not really been pushing us very 
hard to come in there, and. in fact, they 
are a little bit que!1.$Y about our moving 
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in in any greater numbers or force. Some 
of our NATO allies such as France have 
also expressed concern. They wish we 
would hold back a while and consider 
this a little longer. 

Some of the nonalined nations have 
been showing a little concern about what 
we would be doing with the air base on 
the island. They have some fears that 
we might use it as a B-52 base and ex­
pand the aircraft servicing facilities and 
Vietnam haunts them. 

Mr. Chairman, I think one of the main 
reasons I brought this matter up again 
today, is.in the Senate the Committee on 
Armed Services has new testimony deal­
ing with this subject. As the Mem­
bers probably know, the CIA chief, Mr. 
Colby, appeared before the Committee 
on Armed Services in the Senate on the 
matter of Diego Garcia. He was the first 
person to appear counter to the Navy 
position. Much of his testimony was 
classified but the sanitized version was 
put in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD by 
Senator SYMINGTON on August 1. ~ 
sanitized version it came across · ver 

r 

e prece ens 
M~-.Mftl!i~fti"~e~r1!e"'ff~e Pakistani war, 
where the Russians sent in no additional 
naval forces until ·the British had first 
sent in a carrier, and the Israeli or Medi­
terranean flare-up we had recently, 
where the Soviets did not send in any 
additional naval forces until we had first 
dispatched the carrier Enterprise into 
the area. 

Mr. Chairman, what are we talking 
about? The Members have all seen the 
Defense Department map out in the hall­
way, and it makes it look as though the 
Russians have us in their Jaws, but let 
us really talk about what we are con­
sidering, What do the Soviets have in 
the Indian Ocean? 

What is this great Soviet threat that 
we are being asked to spend $33 million 
to prepare a defense against? 
. In 1973 they had five surface ships, one 
diesel submarine, and six auxiliary sup-

. port ships in .the Indian Ocean. Today 
they have increased their surface ships 
by one. They now' have six surface ships. 
These are small, none of them are large. 
They still have one diesel submarine. 
The only major increase has been in 
mine sweepers. They have increased the 
number of mine sweepers in the area to 
nine, because they have been trying to 
clean out the Suez Canal. 

Mr. Colby, from the CIA, stated that 
he feels that the Soviet presence in the 
India Ocean will increase only by one to 
two surface combatant ships per year at 
the present level, and based upon CIA 
observations of what has gone on before. 

Further, 25 percent of the Soviet ships 
in that area tend to be just cruising from 
the Pacific territory over into the west­
ern ocean. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

<By uanimous consent, Mrs. SCHROEDER 
was allowed to proceed for one addi­
tional minute.) 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Chairman, in 
summary, I think what Mr. Colby 
presented-and I wish all of the Mem­
bers would read it because the CIA ex­
plains a very serious situation coupled 
with Admiral Zumwalt's testimony, that 
we are now no longer the No. 1 ocean 
power; one wonders whether we should 
spread ourselves any thinner and extend 
our lines even further, when there ap­
pears to be no imminent Soviet threat 
according to the CIA. Further, the CIA 
says if we go. ahead with Diego Garcia 
plans we might trigger the escalation of 
the Soviet threat in that area. 

I think a lot of the people think that 
the sun never sets on an American com­
mitment. Especially since this expansion 
has not been fully authorized by the 
British, this would be a good thing 
to hold back on, and study more thor­
oughly. I really do not believe that one 
Russian diesel submarine, six surface 
combatant ships, and a few minesweepers 
are any threat to the American people 
in this country. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Chairman, I rise 1n 
opposition to the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Colorado <Mrs: 
SCHROEDER), 

<Mr. SIKES asked and was given per-
mi · vise and extend his re-

rks.) 
Mr. SIKES. r. Chairman, I congratu­

the di · uished gentlewoman from· 
Co or her discussion of Diego 
Garcia. But I disagree. 

I am amazed that so many have ex­
pressed concern that a refueling station 
of limited capacity-which obviously is 
needed by the U.S. NaVY in the Indian 
Ocean-would trigger a U.S. arms race 
with the Soviets. 

First of all, I should think we should 
be concerned with our own requirements. 
I cannot comprehend this tender regard 
for the sensibilities of the Soviets. They 
look after their interests; we should look 
after ours. The proposal to drop Diego 
Garcia would not affect Russia's plans. 
They already are in the Indian Ocean in 
force. Does not Congress know the facts? 
Everyone else does. The Soviets have 
constructed a major naval base in So­
malia-on the horn of Africa. It com­
mands the approaches to the Red Sea 
and the Suez. They are in South Yemen. 
They have a base in Iraq. They still are 
operating out of Bangladesh. 

The Russians have over four times as 
many combatant and support naval 
ships as we have in the Indian Ocean. 
We maintain. a token force in Behran, 

but we have been told to get out because 
we are too friendly to Israel. There are 
but few places in all the Indian Ocean 
where we are allowed to buy fuel. 

Perhaps you would like some compari­
sons. In 1968 the U.S. forces had 1,786 
ship days in the Indian Ocean. The So­
viets had 1,765. In 1973 the United States 
had 1,550 ship days in that area; the So­
viets 8,544. Ours went down. Theirs ex­
panded nearly five times. That should 
tell you all you need to know about 
Soviet intentions in the Indian Ocean. 

I have seen a "Dear Colleague" letter 
which indicates the CIA does not feel 
concern about Soviet naval activities in 
the Indian Ocean. It just h 
have ac 

we ail to develop this capability 
now we run the risk of being unable to 
respond to threats to our national in­
terest because of our inability to support 
deployed forces there. We had serious 
problems providing support during the 
October war. We had to transport fuel 
all the way from the Philippines-4,000 
miles away. ' 

The Suez Canal soon will be reopened. 
It will not benefit U.S. naval forces but it 
will provide the Soviets with a far shorter 
route from the Indian Ocean to the 
Black Sea, and will enhance considerably 
their surge capability. to position naval 
forces in the vital Arabian Sea/Persian 
Gulf area. 

Do you want to see our ships stand idle 
and helpless because they run out of fuel 
during a crisis in the Indian Ocean? It 
could happen. 

There are American interests through­
out that part of the world: millions and 
million in investments. Arab oil which is 
essential to our friends in Europe and 
badly needed by us. 

You are being told that strong objec­
tions have been raised by other nations. 
I have seen no authentication for these 
statements. 

We have a 50-year agreement with 
Britain for the use of Diego Garcia with 
the option for renewal. There is nothing 
to indicate serious concern by the new 
government in Britain. They want spe­
cific ~formation on our plans. They have 
said that they will review all their mili­
tary commitments. All new governments 
do this. No serious concern. 

I have been infqrmed in recent days 
by highest U.S. authority that some for­
eign governments say they have to object 
publicly to some extent to military build­
ups in order to appease the more liberal 
elements in their country, but in reality 
they expect the United States to go ahead 
on Diego Garcia. There are just as many 
who want us to go ahead. And that is 
what we should do without further de·­
lay. 

The funds in the bill are virtually all 
that are considered to be required in the 
foreseeable future for our forces in Diego 
Garcia. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIKES. I am happy to yield to the 
gentleman froni Alabama. 
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Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I just 

wanted to a.nounce to the lentleman in 
the well and the Members . present tlWI 
we have a new Commander jii Chief as of 
1·ight now, and a new President. · 

,Mr. SIKES. Mr. Cha.irtn.8*, I would say 
the new Commander in chief picked a 
significant time to be swol'll in-while I 
have the floor and whlle t.lle House de­
bates the Nation defense. We all wish 
him well in his monumental.task and our 
prayers are with him. 

Mr. PRICE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike the reqllislte number Of 
words, and I rise in opPQlition to the 
amendments. 

(Mr. PRICE of Texas a$ked and was 
given permtssion to revise and extend hill 
remarks.> • ' 

Mr. PRICE of Texas. Mr •. Cha.1rma.n, I 
take this time to rise in opp(i,sitlon t.o t1Uis 
amendment to bring my thbughta to t.b.e 
Members on this matter. As a member 
of the Committee on Armed Services we 
discussed this issue quite thciroughly. 

We discussed this quite thoroughlJ', 
and it is my belief, from the information 
I have had that the Soviet Union began 
continuous naval operatioqs in the In;., 
dia.'n Ocean in 1968. It &.s bases on 
Socotra Island in the ocean and at 
nearby Aden, as well as e&sy access to 
port facilities in India a.Dd elsewhere. 
The Russians have no aetive combat 
troops in the ocean, but their force there 
1s believed t.o include 1 la.ige destroyer, 
1 escort, 2 mine sweepers, 1 submarine, 
and 10 support ships, aloD.J with 4 or i 
mine sweepers and support ships based 
in Chittagong, Bangladesh. 

By contra.st, the United States is now 
represented by a single amphibious com­
mand ship and two destrQJers, supple­

. mented from time to time with carrier 
task forces from other are!UJ. 

I believe the United State& must estab­
lish a genuinely couiiterbal9.ncing naval 
force in an area that controls the sea 
lanes to Middle Eastern ol.. Without a 
presence in the Indian ocean, without 
fuel and repair facllities, wi~out logistic 
support in the third largest ocean in the 
world, the United States w()uld forfeit a 
large share of its nava.l ~ition to the 
Russians. There is continltlng concern 
that the British and AmerlCan presence 
in Asia as a whole 1s leavfiig a vacuum 
that the Russians are intenl upon filling. 

In recent conversation with some of 
the Iranian military people; they tell me 
West Afghanistan and Afg~nistan Itself 
ls bristling · now with SoYiet mfiltary 
hardware. They have.had a.coup in their 
government which is nothiI)g but a pup­
pet government for the Soviets. So there 
is no sense in hiding the 1dea, as the 
Iranian milttary people have said, that 
the Russians are wanting ·a corridor t.o 
the Indian Ocean through these two 
countries whenever they wish to do so 1il 
the near future. 

Admiral Zumwalt, the U.S. Naval Chief 
of Operations recently testified that.-

Events such as the Arab-Israeli war, the 
oil embargo and ensuing pr~ r1ses show 
that our interests in the Indian Ocean are 
directly linked with our intel'l!IBts in Europe 
a.nd Asia and, more broadly, wtth our funda­
mental interest in ma.l.ilta.ining a. stable, 
worldwide balance of power. 

The implication is tha.t a Diego Garcia 
base would make a specific difference 
to U.S. defense capabllltles. 

More impartantly, th•~ base would re­
duce U.S. dependence on Subic Ba31 in 
the Phillppines, 5,000 miles away, for 
any action in the Indian Ocea.n. DW:ing 
the Bangladesh war it took th& U.S. 11.l.r­
craft carrier Enterpris(~ 7 days to .sail 
.from the Pacific to enter the ocean. Fl'Om 
Diego Garcia, a ship collid reach any port 
in the area within 48 h•mrs. 

More generally, experience has shown 
that a heavy U.S. presence has a temper­
ing effect on nations locked Jn con1llct 
and makes easier the big power task: of 
containing local conflicts. 

For this reason, Mr. Chairman, I would 
hope thl.s amendment would be voted 
down. 

. ~JOL Mr. Cha.trma.n,, I 
move '8~ the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise ln supPort of the 
amendment offered by the gentlewoman 
from Colorado to strike. these funds for 
Diego Garcia. 1 

The significance of this money 1s far 
m excess of the $30 some mllllon 
that a.re involved. The iact ls that 1f we 
vote for these funds we will be establish­
ing fOf the flrst time a major U.S. mili­
tary presence in a.n area of the WC•rld 
where we have hereto.fore ha.d a :low 
military PQSture and profile. An expan­
sion ot this base would give us a new ca­
pability in a region of t.he world where 
every significant Soviet military movu in 
:recent years has been in response t.o 
something that we have done originally. 

I am persuaded that 1;here are sev,~ral 
good reasons for deferring action on t.his 
request at this time and. tor keeping the 
expansion of the faciliti·"s at Diego Gar­
cia under review. 

We have had comments today about 
the extent of the base11 of the Sovtet.s 
in the Indian Ocean arna. Two that are 
mentioned most frequently are Socotra 
and Berbera In Somalla. Mr. Colby in his 
report says this about S•:>eotra: 

The barren !Bland has no port fa.cilHl.ee 
or :tuel storage a.nd ita a.lrst11p la a SJJiall 

World Waz, II gravel. runw11.y.E~ 
With regard to the base · alia 

says that there are no re ·r facill1"' 
ashore. They do have a sma -
cations fa.cillty there. 

One of the reasons we ought to opppse 
the money for Diego Ga.rcia ia that we 
should seek to avoid a i1aval arms m.ce 
competition in this part of theworld It 
is the assessment of many of the experts. 
including the CIA, that Diego Garcia a.nd 
the expansion of that baue could have 1;he 
effect of escalating naval competition in 
that part of the world. 

In response to questions asked on 1;he 
Benate side, Mr. Colby testified: 

I think our assessment 13 that the Sovleta 
would match any increase :ln our presencE· In 
the area.. 

The implication of tl:.at remark sim­
ply is that if we go in here and expand 
our facilities, then the Soviet.s will · do 
likewise and we will be la.unched upon an 
arms race in a part of the world tllat 
has heretofore been free of military cmn­
petition between the super powers. C1ur 

expansion in Diego Garcia 1s going to 
attract like a magnet the Soviet presence 
in that area of the world. 

The second reason we can support the 
amendment or the gentlewoma.n from 
Colorado is because deferr1ng actic•n on 
this w1ll have no adverse impact 011 the' 
position of the United States in th·e In­
dian Ocean. We are able today, and we 
can continue to be able, to protect our 
national interest in that area with occa­
sional visits from the 7th Fleet stat:oned 
in the Pacific Ocean. 

We have naval supertority in th·e In­
dian Ocean today and there is no indica­
tion that we are going to lose it. 

The gentleman from Florida in hl.s ex­
cellent statement Cited 1he numb:n" ot 
ship days in the !ndian Ocean, but it 
makes all the difference in the world 
what kind of ships we are talking about 
and the fact is that today naval superi­
ority resta with the United States 1n the 
Indian Ocean area. 

There is another reason we ought. to 
defer on this money, too. We should be 
testtmr Soviet intentions rather than 
testing Soviet capia,billties to react to 
what we might do In Diego Garcia 11:'he 
most important testing ot Soviet 'Inten­
tions will come when the Suez Caria.I Is 
open. I think we all agree that opening 
up that canal w1ll add ~bility ti> the 
Soviet Fleet, but it~ does not neees~;airily 
follow that the Soviet Union can or wm 
automatically as a result ot that, inC'.rease 
significantly its Indian Ocean presence. 

It is the opinion of Mr. Colby from 
CIA, that.-

If there is no su bsta.n tia.1 increase in u .S. 
nava.1 :forces ln the a.rea, we believu the 
Soviet Increase wm be gradual, llllf' one to 
two Stirfa.oe combatants per year. Should the 
United States make & substa.ntla.l incrt:•a.se 
l.n its naval presence in th:e Indian C>cea.n, 
a Soviet buildup faster a.nd larger than .I 
ha.ve just described '1'1',QUld be likely, ·· 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen­
tleman has expired, 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. Hlu1uL­
TON was allowed to proceed for 1 addi­
tional minute.) 

Mr. HAMll.TON. To continue the quo­
tation from Mr. Colby: 

If the oa.ne.l were open and ava.ila.t>le to 
Russian ships, the task of responding 1110ulcl 
be easier. 

In a.ny event, the Soviets would proba,bly 
not be able to sustain an Indian Oces.n force 
significantly larger tlMm ~1; presently de­
ployed there without reordering their pri­
orities and shifting naval :forces from other 
a.re as. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, as the gentle­
woman from ColM"ado observed. we 
should support her amendment, simply 
because the new British Government, 
the owners of the isl&nd, has not decided 
whether to support or not support. the 
American request for expansion of facili­
ties. 

I think in light of these observations 
and several others that have been made 
this morning, the prudent course would 
be t.o hold back, to defer action for :;oms 
time yet to see what happens so far a.a 
the Soviets are concerned. 

Mr. BRAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words, and 
I rise 1n opposition to the amendment. 
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<Mr. BRAY asked and was given per­
mission to revise and extend his 
remarks). 

Mr. BRAY. Mr. Chairman, since last 
October, the United States has been 
maintaining naval forces Jn the Indian 
Ocean on a more frequent and more reg­
ular basis than In the past. These forces, 
which have Included aircraft carriers 
and surface combatant units, have de­
ployed on an intermittent basis from the 
Pacific Fleet to augment the three ships 
of the U.S. Middle East Force which 
have operated 1n the Persian Gulf and 
Indian Ocean for a quarter of a century. 

To date, these forces have had to de­
pend on a logistical support chain which 
extends more than 4,000 miles to estab­
lished U.S. bases in the Philippines. As 
a result, in the event of an emergency or 
cctsis In the Indian Ocean area, these 
units could find themselves at the ex­
PoSed end of a lengthy line of supply in 
circumstances which would require a 
massive commitment of tankers and 
other supPQrt units . from the Pacific 
Fleet. thus seriously degrading our ca• 
pabilities In the western Pacific. 

The expansion of the support facil­
ities available to our forces on the tinY 
island of Diego Garcia would sig­
nificantly improve both the emciency 
and effectiveness of the forces deployed 
to the Indian Ocean. Diego Garcia is a 
small atoll directly in the center of the 
Indian Ocean. It has not native popula­
tion, and it is the sovereign territory of 
Great Britain. At the present time we 
already have a commwications station 
on the island, with an airstrip and very 
limited Port facil1ties. 

The present bill proPQSes the authori­
zation of $32.3 million to lengthen the 
runway, improve the harbor by dredging 
a larger anchorage and lengthening the 
pier. construct fuel storage tanks. en­
large the quarters for. personnel sta­
tioned on the island, and otherwise to 
equip the island with the necessary fa­
cilities to permit support of units de­
ployed to the Indian Ocean. 

The construction of additional facili­
ties on Diego Garcia does not imply a 
larger U.S. military presence in the area. 
No operational forces will be based there. 
No ships will be homeported there. No 
U.S. dependents wlll live there. On the 
contrary, the effect of this construotion 
will be to permit more efficient support 
of units which operate in that area from 
time to time. It will shorten the length 
of the supply chain and reduce the 
chances that such operations will place 
sudden and unexpected demands on our 
limited support resources in the Pacific. 

We are all aware of the growing im­
portance of this area to the United S.tates 
and its allies. The Indian Ocean is the 
third largest ocean of the world, and 
over its surface each day passes 50 per-

- cent of all the oil transported by sea. The 
st.ability of thls vast region is inextrica­
bly linked to broader issues of intema­
tional security. 

The Soviet Union has maintained a 
permanent naval force in the Indian 
Ocean since 1968, and that presence has 
been growing steadily over the years. At 
the present time, the U.S.S.R. has al­
most 30 ships in the area, including 7 

oonibatant units. For the most part, 
these units operate in the north­
westem ·corner of the Indian Ocean, 
where they have established regular ac­
cess tO Port facilities in the harbor of 
Berbera in Somalia. There they have a 
communications station, fuel storage, 
personnel quarters for the Soviet techni­
cians and their dependents, and floating 
repair fac1lities, In addition to a run­
way which is under construction. To 
date, the soviet Fleet has been supported 
from the Soviet Pacific Fleet, but this 
lengthy supply line will be cut sharply 
when the Suez Canal opens and the dis­
tance from the Black Sea to the Indian 
Ocean is cut by more than 70 percent. 

There is no way to predict the course 
of events In this area where the United 
States and its allies have a significant 
investment both In the pollticaJ and the 
commercial sense. In the absence of cer­
tainty, it would appear both prudent and 
reasonable to insure that we can make 
our own presence known from time to 
time. Such capability would be facili­
tated and rendered more economical by 
the development of support Installations 
on Diego Garcia, as authorized in this 
legislation. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman. I rise In 
.support of the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I do somewhat regret 
the fact that an issue such as this-and 
1t is certainly no one's error, it Just has 
happened-but I do regret that an issue 
like this has to be discussed on this day 
of all days, simply because I think we all 
recognize when we look around this floor 
that so many Members of this House are 
occupied with other momentous mo­
ments In this country's history. I think 
we know what wm happen to this amend­
ment because this issue has not yet re­
ceived much publicity. 

Mr. Chairman, I do want to rise, never­
theless, in support of the amendment, be­
cause I think it is important to state my 
doubts about it. I had opPQSed very 
strongly the inclusion of this amendment 
in the supplemental request for last fis­
ool year. I was somewhat ambivalent 
about it in this bill, but I thought long 
and hard about it, and I questioned the 
Navy in our hearings in the Militar.y Con­
struction Subcommittee of the Appropri­
ations Committee, and I have come to 
the conclusion, as the gentleman from· 
Indiana hM indicated, that prudence 
would dictate that for now 'We lay this 
matter aside. 

I say this, not because I have any 
great worry about the fact that the Navy 
wants to use this refueling station, as it 
has been termed, as the foot 1n the door, 
the camel's nose under the tent, to go on 
to bigger and bettei: th~ngs, but rather 
because I do think it could elicit an irra­
tional overresponse from the Russians. 

If one has studied Russian history, I 
think the one thing that becomes ap­
parent is that because of their history, 
they really in a sense have almost a para­
noid outlook on any action which takes 
place around the world which is any­
where nea'l' the Russian sphere of In­
fluence. 

I think that the gentleman from 
Indiana 1s correct that while our inten­
tions may be harmless and above board, 

certain segments within ·the Russian 
power structure will not view it to be 
that way. I think tha.t Diego Garcia, if 
it is developed, could, in fact, act as a 
magnet in attracting Russian efforts 
and presence in the Indian Ocean In the 
future. · 

Mr. Chairman, let me just make a few 
comments. It was indicated, I think by 
the chairman of my subcommittee, the 
gentleman from Florida <Mr. SIKES), 
that the Russians have fuur times the 
amount of combatants and SuPPlY ships 
in that area, most of the time, than we 
have. That 1s true, if you look at the 
numbers; but as has been Pointed out 
several times previously, the impartant 
thing is not to look at the number of 
ships In that area, but to look at the kind 
of ships In that area. 

Of these questions, everybody has a 
tendency to toss a.round references t.o 
classified sheets and wave them before · 
the House. Well, we can all do that. If 
anyone wants to look, I can show him 
here what the character of those ships 
was in the Indian Ocean. should he want 
to take a look at those sheets. I can show 
other sheets provided me by the Navy. I 
can show the Members sheets indicating 
what the situation is as far as access to 
various ports within the Indian Ocean is 
concerned. 

We can all do that. But the point ls 
that the Navy will admit-under ques­
tlo:ajng, they have to me and they have 
to others-that any time we want, we 
can have greater fire power there-in­
deed, we have had greater fire Power in 
the Indian Ocean-than have the Rus­
sians. 

The statement was also made by some­
one-I have forgotten which speaker it 
was-that the reason some of the coun­
tries In the immediate area have pro­
tested to our Government about oUl' 
plans in Diego Garcia is because they 
merely have to do that to mollify the 
leftists within theli' own country. 

If that is true, then I would suggest 
that it could Indeed be a great mistake to 
follow through wilih Diego Garcia, be­
cause if one follows that same logic, he 
will recognize then that that wOuld put 
great pressure on the Indian Govern­
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. OBEY was 
allowed to proceed for 3 additional min­
utes.) 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, to continue 
what I was saying, that would put great 
pressure on the Indian Government to 
agree to Russian pressure for base right,s. 

We would have that same chain oc­
curring if we followed that logic, and I 
do Indeed believe that in this case the 
Indians could feel under.greater pressure 
to give in, not only to the leftist political 
groupg In their own area. but also to a 
Russian request as well, provided that we 
have a visible new presence different in 
character than we had before which can 
be Pointed to by those within the Soviet 
Union and In who are only too anxious to 
point to things of that nature. 

It was also said. by one speaker, if I 
heard him right, and I may not have, 
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but if I heard him right, 1t WIS indicated 
by one speaker that th1s would reall.7 be 
our only base from wb!eh fo strike at 
China antl the Soviet Unioo,. I do not 
think the NaVY looks at Wis 1n those 
terms. If it does, we would m~t certa.inlY 
be oontributlng to an escalation of mlli­
tary efforts cm both sides in '1.a.t area. 

Mr. Chairman. 1f that 1s lldeed whaii 
the gentleman from Texas e&ld, let me 
also point out that the NavY ft.self admit.a 
that there IS nothing which would be 
more VUlnerable to attract jlurlng time 
of war than would be Diego Gifa,rcia. 

This is not any base wblch we can 
use in time of all out war; 1tjs only good 
for us in time of relative »eace. If we 
have war, it can be wiped out in 10 min­
utes. r. do not think anyb®Y seriouslY 
doubt.a that. -

Mr. Chairman, I would 8Uggest 1n the 
interest of prudence. 1n tho interest of 
giving our new President ~e t.o con­
sider all the political ~cations olf 
thjs problem, that we lay 1i aside for a 
year and see whether or nOt there ca.n 
be achieved negotiations wlich will re­
sult in agreement that the ihcUan Ocean 
ought to be a hands-off area. for botJl 
the Russial).S and ourselves. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN .. Mr. Chair­
man, I move to strike the requisite num­
ber of words, and I rise in .. ppositfon to 
the amendµl.ents. · .-· 

<Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) · 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair­
man, it is easy enough to e•aggerate the 
significance of the facility which Sa to 
be expanded at Diego Garclp.. It wa.s saiji 
just now that should we proceed with 
prudence--'and I hope we df>-as we may 
elicit an irrational response from the So· 
viet Union. 

I think we exaggerate tb;e irrationally 
of the Soviets if we think fhere 1s gol.Jii 
t.o be some irrational resl>Onse. I do not 
know what an "irratio1'18.l response" 
would constitute. I doubt _'.Very much U 
1t sends any tremors UP Ind down the 
spines of the Soviet milifiry establish­
ment becaues we decide to)mprove a fa­
cllity in the middle of the Indian Oceail. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope we are going to 
reject the argument that aomehow pru­
dence dictates that we de( not move. In 
my opinion, prudence dictates that we do 
move. 

Obviously this is going to constitute a 
decided improvement in tbe a.vaila.blli:tY 
of facilities needed by our naval units. 

-I see, as a member of ~e Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, no far•reaching for­
eign policy consequences that would be 
adverse to our own interests. 

I happetied t.o be in New Delhi in Feb­
ruary when this issue was very much 
a matter Of headlines in the Indian news­
papers, and I heard no complaints from 
any Indian omcials. I did have time -to 
have some discussions With unlvers1ty 
students, ·who expressed eoncern about 
the develapmenit and the possible a.ggreg­
sive intentions of the United States be­
cause of our desire to hnprove Diego 
Garcia. 

I said I would doubt very much that 
a base over a thousand J;niles from the 
territorial lands of India could PQssibly 

bE~ considered a threat unc.er any circum­
stances. I think 1t is r1dicttlous to sugge:;t 
that the Indians are now gotng to feel 
compelled to succumb to the demands 
of the Soviet Union for a base on Indie.n 
territory because we improve this facility. 

So I hope we do not bu:; the a.rgume11t 
that something is t.o be gained by post­
poning a decision. I think it is a rea..'l-Oll· 
able suggestion that we gc, ahead and im­
prove this facility, and I, myself, see no 
adverse foreign policy consequences In 
connection with this. 

Mr. FRASER. Mr. Chairman, will t::ie 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would be 
glad to yield to the gentleman from Min· 
nesota. 

Mr. FRASER. Mr. Cha.lrman, what 
puzzles me is why we ru·e doin& this in 
the :first place. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Well. as I s!lld 
to the gentleman earlier, we held hem·-
1ngs in our subcommitHe, and we did 
have considerable discw:s1on then as· to 
why we were doing 1t. 'l'he testimony 1a 
available. 

Mr. FRASER. Mr. Chalrman, I am sure 
the gentleman acknowl.edges that 1;he 
testimony suggests thel'I~ is no need for 
this. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. ChsJr­
man, that certainly is not true. I suggest 
that the gentleman read. the testimony, 
both in our own subcornmtttee and be­
:rore the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FRASER. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield further, the gemle­
man is :familar with the testimony 1n the 
record which was given by the Cemral 
Intelligence Agency. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSJ!:N. Of cours''· I 
might say to the gentleman I have read 
the testimony, and I come down fir:n.ly 
on the side that there is nothing to be 
gained by a delay or a mulling over of 
the wisdom of doing thls. To me, all the 
cards· a.re stacked 1n favor of this m:>ve. 

I do not think it is agninst our national 
interest; I believe it is very m11-ch in our 
national interest. 

Mr. FRASER. Mr. Chairman, does the 
gentleman agree that H we increase the 
naval presence on the part of the United 
States in that area, that will incr,aase 
the naval presence of the Soviets. as the 
gentleman from Wisconsin <Mr. OE:EY) 
Pointed out? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYBEN. Mr. Chair­
man,. I think that is e, r1dicul-0us argu­
ment. I do not agree wl.th the gentle:ina.n 
that this is necessarily going to increase 
our naval presence. It certainly is going 
to make our operations in the Indian 
Ocean more economiceJ, because we will 
be able t.o do a lot more with a little im­
provement of our facilities. 

As the gentleman fr:>m Wisconsin has 
already pointed out, there is already a 
far greater naval prenence on the part 
of the Soviets in tha.I; area than there 
is on the part of the United States. I 
think it is ridiculous for us try tc• de­
velop some kind of a foar that we are go­
ing to develop a rivalry on the part of the 
Soviet Union because of this very 1nod­
est improvement made by the United 
States. It is an absurd argument that the 
national interests of the Soviet Union 
are involved, and tha1; they will develop 

a naval race or a possible military con­
frontation in the Indian Ocean, certainly 
we are not advocating that. 

Mr. FRASER. If the gentleman will 
yield further, whM interests of the 
United States a.re at stake in the micldle 
of the Indian Ocean? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. In my opin­
ion it is important that we maintatn a 
presence there. A question like that from 
a. member of the Cotnmlttee on ForE·ign 
Affairs who presumably 1a informed on 
this surprises me. I ·"Would assume that 
what has beea goinr on in the_ Middle 
East would surely be enough to indicate 
that we have a legitimate reason for a 
presence in that area. 

No one 1s sUggestlng, tb:at I knO'll' of, 
that we should move ol.& entirely for 
fear of adverse consenuences if we do not. 
I would think the gentleman from Min­
nesota would understand that we have a 
very major interest in the stability lD. the 
Middle East. 

The CHAIR:MAN. The tune of the gen­
tleman has e:xpired. 

!Mr. FRASER ad.Qresse.d the Commit­
tee. His remarks will appeir hereaft•;;r in 
the ExtenSions of Retnarkl. I 

Mr. FaELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair· 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRASER. I yield to-the gentlt:rnan 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I thanl!: the 
gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, unless the gentll~man 
p\1She8 that kind of argument, w by 
should anyone think th&tthis 1s wh:~t we 
are engaged in? What the gentlJ~man 
seems t.o be saying 18 that we should not 
improve a facility· that the genUeman 
recognizes 1s necesaary. To me there l.'1 
no logic in that, and unless the guntle·· 
man wants to make a mountain c.u·t o:r 
a mole hill, I do not find our pct;.~ntial 
adversaries, or those around the Indian 
Ocean, really pushing very bard if there 
is some_1nuntnent 'threat or a. change in 
the charact.er ·of their interest in the 
area by what we &re proposing. 

Mr. FRASER. 'l"he gentleman a.grees 
that the agents have asked the Indian 
Ocean be demilita;rtzed? Does he a1~ee 
with that faet? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think W•~ all 
would like t.o see demilitarization. 

Mr. FRASER. Does the gent:leman 
agree that they have asked foI that 
status? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ithinl~ it is 
a goal t.o be deslred, and I thil'.lk we 
would like to see 1!118 emphasis on a.rma.­
ments; but this is not an argument for 
us to sa.y we should not improve the 
facillty. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Mr. Chainn1rn, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

<Mr. HARRINGTON asked an_d was 
given permission to revise and ·~x.tend 
his rema.rks.) 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Mr. Chairm:a,n, I 
do not know that I can make an effective 
contribution to the factual side •:>f thi-; 
debate that has mt been made very elo­
quently already b'1 the speaker wllo pre­
ceded me, but let me offer some olbs1irv11.­
tions, if I can, on the state of mind 
attendant t.o the Diego Garcia proposal. 
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This debate has all the trappings of a 
hearing of Conunittee on Armed Services 
hearing. We are replete with maps ~ut­
side of the door showing the "threat in 
the now new-defined fashion. We have 
so many references to secrecy, and cer­
tain Members being privy to knowledge 
which no on:e else has, that I am sur­
prised we do not conclude this debate 
by stamping the whole thing "sec~et" 
and asking, once again, the American 
Congress to act as an article of faitJ;i and 
to take the word of those who claim to 
know mu-Oh more a;bout the threat than 
we do. 

I served briefly, and I am sure con­
troversially as far as substantive con­
tribution made, on the committee 
from which this proposal emanates. To 
say that there is a balanced approach in 
the committee 1.s, I think, to do a. dis­
service to reality, when it comes to an 
objective effort at hearing the other side 
of this argument. 

I am reminded, as recently as last 
night and as poignantly as this morning 
in the valedictory of the last holder of 
the Office of the Presidency, before Mr. 
Gerald R. Ford took office at noontime, 
that one of the hopes the previous oc­
cupant had for his administration, and 
that he remembered historically, was the 
contribution he made toward chan~ing 
foreign Policy perceptions which had 
been believed and adhered to for 25 
years. Those perceptions are the sort of 
things that I think are at stake in th.ts 
kind of debate. 

We can argue the reasons for and 
against Diego Garcia. We can question 
whether or not our knowledge is roughly 
equal to the knowledge offered by those 
who have thought they had expertise be­
cause of service on the committee, or ac­
cess to secret information. But when do 
we begin to take the step, to take the 
challenge to give something more than 
.tust promises, and give some substance 
to the questions of what we do, and when 
do we demonstrate we are not going to 
continue down that path which we so 
often find ourselves following? 

I sat through most of the debate on 
the Defense appropriations bill the other 
day. Ironically, it took only a day to get 
rid of $83 billion of our wealth over the 
course of the next :fisci:iJ year, and, the 
same kind . of circular reasoning-the 
closed circuitry which characterizes the 
kind of committee activity on these 
things-,-again reemerges on this Friday 
afternoon. 

Last Friday it was Radio Liberty and 
Radio Free Europe .. This Friday it 1s 
Diego Garcia and the m111tary construc-
tion bill. · 

There has been testimony on Diego 
GarCia, which has been clearly contra­
dictory. The Navy's spokesman; Admiral 
Zumwalt, who has found popular sup­
port on the Republican side of the aisle 

. and with certain segments on my side of 
'the aisle, would like to have us believe 
that there is a Soviet threat that would 
justify a Diego Garcia base, while in 
separate testimony CIA Director Colby 
has cast severe doubt on the Navy esti­
mate. Despite these contradictions, we 
cannot bring ourselves t.o stand here and 
say we will renounce right now, in the 

face of least conflicting testimony, the 
dangerous course of unilateral expansion 
in the Indian Ocean. The question now is 
whether or not we trigger another arms 
race by giving the Navy all they want to 
spend over the next calendar year at 
Diego Garcia, and by giving the Navy one 
more ethic to justify its budget. 

It seems to me, without attempting to 
repeat the kind of factual groundwork 
which has been gone over and over, that 
the time has come for this country to 
take a chance, in the direction of show-

. Ing we can give something more than 
false expectations t.o that gallery as to 
what we are going to do with the re­
sources of this ·country, and foresake the 
Diego Garcia Naval Base. 

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not hold up the 
Committee unduly but I do think it is 
time we got a little factual information 
on this situation. Although many of the 
Members have had the opportunity to 
see the chart's that were in the corridor, 
I think it might be helpful to bring them 
1n and remind the Members once again 
what we are really talking about and 
what the situation is that actually con-
fronts us. . 

If these charts look familiar, Mr. 
Chairman, it is because we have been 
down this route once before. The gentle­
man from Wisconsin <Mr. OBEY) said 
he thought it was last year. It was not 
last year. It was last April. We had the 
whole question of Diego Garcia before us 
in April in the supplemental appropria­
tion bill, and on the fourth of . April, 
after these charts had been presented 
and after the issue had been debated in 
detail and after we had a chance to make 
up our minds, this House voted 255 to 
94 to go ahead with the construction at 
Diego Garcia. 

So we are not operating in a vacuum. 
This 1s something that we have consid­
ered carefully and we have voted on be­
fore. 

So why 1s it back here again in this 
Chamber? It is because the distinguished 
body at the other end of the Capitol de­
cided they would rather handle the mat­
ter in the military construction bill, and 
so very, very reluctantly the conferees 
on the part of the House had to give in. 
We have now come back with the same 
proposal in the construction bill for the 
consideration of Members of the House. 

A lreat deal has been made about the 

ie1*en ii tie %TIP f!!i$%ii:!!! 
that regardless of what we do, 1f we do 
not even put a sailboat in a bathtub in 
the Indian Ocean, the Russians are going 
to continue to increase their naval pres­
ence in the Indian Ocean steadily as they 
have been for the past 5 or 6 years. He 
also said that if we increase our naval 
presence they will probably increase their 
naval presence accordingly . 

OK. Now what we have presented in 
this bill is not an increase in naval "pres­
ence" at all. As a matter of fact we do 
not even have any naval presence in the 
Indian Ocean. We have to go into the 
Indian Ocean temporarily from Thailand 
or from the Philippines or from the Per­
sian Gulf or around . the Cape of Good 

Hope. We do not have a single base in 
the Indian Ocean. We have only a com­
munications station. 

Those hammers and sickles that the 
Members see over there on that chart 
are real live Soviet naval bases. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STRATTON. I will be glad to yield 
after I have completed my remarks, but 
now let us get the facts. 

The one at the top for example is in 
Iraq. They have POL facilities there and 
they have got limited shore facilities. The 
one in Yemen has extensive British 
facilities which the Russians are now 
using. They also have dry docks and they 
have got storage and POL, which means 
petroleum, oil, and lubricants. Down in 
Berbera the Russians have a barracks 
and they have a repair ship and they 
have further POL storage. In Mogadiscio 
in the Somalia Republic the Soviets 
have been building, and I think by now 
have almost completed, a whole new 
military airfield. In addition to that they 
have the two anchorages at Socotra and 
one down in the Seychelles; and the 
Socotra anchorage also contains POL 
facilities, the kind of oil storage we seelt 
for Diego Garcia. 

But we have no "presence" in the In­
dian Ocean. All we want to do, all we are 
proposing in this bill, is to allow a fueling 
station for those U.S. ships that may 
occasionally, from time to time, come in. 
This is not going to increase the num­
ber of ships at all. 

We think that it makes some sense 
that we. should have at least one gas 
pump, 1f you like, in the middle of the 
Indian Ocean, a couple storage tanks 
with aviation gas and naval fuel, and 
that we ought to have a little pier, that 
we ought to have some dredging done, 
and that we ought to extend the runway 
by 4 000 feet. All 'those actions are not 
going to bring a single additional ship 
into the Indian Ocean. 

The CHAffiMAN pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

(By unanimous consent Mr. STRATTON 
was allowed to proceed for an additional 
5 minutes.) 

Mr. STRATTON. As I say, this con­
.struction is not going to bring a single 
additional ship into the Indian Ocean. 
It simply is going to mean that the ships 
that we have there from time to time 
will have an opportunity to pick up a 
little fuel. 

Somebody asked a moment ago, what 
kind of interest does the United State§"° 
have in the Indian Ocean? 

Well, I would think if we had a Navy 
it would certainly be in our interest to 
have fuel facilities available for that 
Navy in various places. Yet we do not 
have now a single fuel facility in the 
entire Indian Ocean for the Navy, in 
comparison to all that the Soviets have. 
That is all that is involved here. And all 
it includes is an expenditure of $29 
million. 

Now, the last time we went through 
this debate, we peard all this business 
about escalating the arms race and the 
naval competition in the Indian Ocean 
which was now an area of peace. 

Well, there are three things that have 
changed since we last debated this ques-
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tion in April. Point one ill Po:rtugal. We 
pointed out at that time tJi,at if we 
wanted to supply the Middle East in a 
new emergency, and somehow Portugal 
denied us the Azores, the only other way 
to get supplies to the Middle iast would 
be by staging our C-5's at Diego Garcia. 
We suggested then that perhaps there 
might be a revolution in Portugal. And 
now they have had one. 

Second, the Indians complained last 
spring that we were upsetting this beau­
tiful, peaceful area where evetybody was 
at peace. But what did they do shortly 
thereafter? They exploded_ an atom 
bomb since we last voted on Diego Gar­
cia. So the Indians cannot be too much 
concerned about threats to the peace. 

The third thing that happened, the 
Air Force at Utapao in Thailand has re­
cently been denied permission for any 
:fiigbts into the Indian Ocean for re­
supply or anything of that kill!:}; so there 
is even more reason why we should build 
thege facilities to supply fuel for the very 
limited presence that we have there now. 
What is the point of having a Navy and 
saying that we believe we ought to have 
access to all the world's sea lanes, and 
then say, however, we are not going to 
supply any fuel to our ships? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Chair­
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STRATTON. I yield to the gentle­
man from Colorado 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado Thank you 
for Yielding. The gentleman has always 
been fair on this point. It seems to me 
what the gentleman and Others are 
talkipg about, this thing of putting a 
$29 mlllion :fllling station is at odds with 
the report. Now, who is kiddlng whom? 

The last report I read th!S year said 
the chief advantage of Diego Garcia Hes 
in the ability to show the flag, to make a 
major show of force ..• 

The report this time says we may lose 
politcal and diplomatic injl.uenec by 
default. That is at odds with what the 
gentleman says. 

Mr. STRATTON. It is not Rt odds at 
all. During the Middle East war, for 
example, the carrier Enterprise sailed 
into the .Iridian Ocean. I sqppose that 
is what we mean by "showing the flag." 
But the Enterprise is a nuclear ship. If 
we do not have a nuclear ship avaliable 
then we must get oil for it from some­
where. It cannot operate vary long or 
over long distances without fuel. 

The only reason we want lihips in the 
ll'.).dian Ocean are the same· reason we 
send ships everywhere; i'.n other words, 
to protect the sea lanes and provide 
security. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STRATTON. I yield to the gentle­
man from California. 

Mr. RYAN. Let me see if I have this 
right. The gentleman is saying, if I can 
Hummarize · his argument in favor of 
Diego Garcia, we have been in effect then 
a communications facility in the past, or 
a kind of phone booth, and now we are 
going to be a petroleum depot or a kind 
of filling station. There are those wllo 
say it is going to be a Police station or 
a much larger permanent be.Se to be used 
for American national defelliie interests. 

I pres\ime from all the guntleman says, 
he would deny this is to b1~ used for amr 
further purpose than sim:tllY for petro" 
leum ancl fueling purposes. 

Mr. STRATTON. It would be used to 
supply those ships of oui~ Navy which 
from time to time we wou:td like to hav4~ 
op,erate in the Indian Ocean. By haviil!;r 
the fuel there, it means that they can 
cperate longer and faster in the Indian 
Ocean. 

Mr. RYAN. It would be primarily for 
fueling purposes, is that right? 

Mr. STRATTON. That is right. 
Mr. RYAN. Let me ask fue gentl~an 

this: Would he then opi;ose, since the 
argument seems to be not so much fuel­
ing as what it may become-would the 
gentleman oppose a Penta1~on request for 
that island to become mol'e than a fuel­
ing station? 

Mr. STRATTON. At this point, I do nc•t 
see any need for any such request. I think: 
what we ought ultimately i;o do should be 
based on what happens lVhen the Suez 
Canal is opened. If we see, as some people 
tell us we w111, that a great hegira of So· 
viet ships will come down l'.rom the Black: 
Sea into the Indian ocean, then the.t 
could conceivably create a new problern 
and we would have to reevs.luate that new 
situation. 

Mr. KJNG. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words, and 
I rise in opposition to thn amendments. 

<Mr. KING asked and was given per­
. mission to revise and extend his rE•­
marks.) 

Mr. ~ING. Mr. Chairman, the United 
States has maintained a military preE­
ence in the Indian Ocean area for more 
than 20 years, consisting primarily of the 
three ships of Middle East force operat;­
ing out of Bahrain Island in the Persian 
Gulf. During the past n months, tlle 
United States has been conducting m01·e 
frequent naval deploymen.ts into the In­
dian Ocean, including the periodic dE~­
ployment of a carrier task force. Such 
deployments provide tangible evidence of 
concern for security and stability in a 
region where significant U.S. interes1;s 
are located. 

At the same time, we should not igno!'e 
the economic costs associated with such 
deployments. The nearest U .S.-suppo:'1; 
facility to the cperating· areas of our 
forces in the Indian Oc:ean is in the 
Philippines, some 4,000 m':Ies away. Con­
sequently, the Department of Defense has 
requested the Congress to authorize the 
expansion of the present C•Jmmunicatio:ilS 
facility pn the island of Diego Garcia in1;o 
a limited support facility. The requestE>d 
$32.3 million appropriation would permit 
lengthening of the runway from 8,000 1;o 
12,000 feet, expansion of the anchorai:e 
area in the lagoon, extensi.on of the smaU 
pier to permit alongside berthing, and 
construction of POL storage faciliti1~s 
and adclitional personnel quarters. 

The island of Diego G1Lrcia is an un­
inhabited coral atoll in tbe center of the 
Indian Ocean. It is undel' British sove:t­
eignty as part of the British Indie.n 
Ocean Territory-BIO'I'-which was 
constituted in 1965. Sinc:e 1966 the 11;­
lands of the BIOT have been available for 
the joint defense use of Britain and the 
United States under the terms of a gov-

ernment-to-government agreement, and 
there has been a joint United Status·· 
United Kingdom communications station 
on the island s1n.ce 1973. The expansion 
of facilities on the island would facilitate 
the effective support gf perjodic deploy­
ments into the Indian Ocean area and 
would avoid many of the difficulties asw·· 
elated with a 4,000-mlle logistical "tail." 

Neither the deployments nor the prn­
posed support facilities at Diego Gard11. 
-represent a uniquely .American concern. 
Last fall, the French created a new J:n­
dian Ocean command which currently 
consists of nine combatant units; 1•he 
British also regularly ma.tntain up to 
five combatant naval units with mari­
time air support from seve.J11J, sites in 1•he 
Indian Ocean; the ·Soviet Union, of 
course, hM maintain® a permanent na­
val presence in the Indian Ocean since 
1968 which at time8 has exceeded 30 
ships, a.nd in recent years has developed 
its own communications and port facili­
ties at Ber!:>era in Somali&. Several ot 
the littoral sta.tes al!!O have sizable na­
vies, two of which-India $d Iran--are 
considerably larger in size than 1;he 
forces deplayed to the area by any of ·;he 
external powers. 

The Indian Ocean is no more a naval 
vacuum than it is a political or economic 
vacuum, and the periodic ptesence of ·the 
U.S. naval shlPs 1:n the third largest 
ocean of the world can be considered 
neither a rema.rkable event nor a threat 
to any nation ln the area. -on the con­
trary, a periodic U.$. presence in the 
Indian Ocean provides tangible evidence 
of our concern for security and sta.bHity 
in a region where significant U.S. inter­
ests are located. our capability to main.­
ta.in such a presence would be signifi­
cantly enhanced by the development of 
a limited support facility on the island of 
Diego Garcia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendments offered by the gen1,le• 
woman from Colorado <Mrs. ScHROE:­
DER). 

The question was taken; and on a dll­
vision (demanded by Mrs. SCHROEDER) 
there were-ayes 28; noes 58. 

So the amendments were rejected. 
COMMl'l'TEE AJllENDM'.lllNTS 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re­
port the first ci:>mmittee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment: on page- 11, :1.ne 

16, strike out the figure "$20.648,000" E1.nd 
BUbstltute the 1lgure "$20,948,000." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wm rE'­
port the next commit.tee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment: On page 11, :,1ne 

20, strike out the word "Feld" and substit.ut..e 
the word "Field." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
t.o. 

The CHAmMAN. The Clerk will re­
port the next committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment: On pe.ge 19, U.ne 

9, strike out the figure "$4,151,000" and sub­
stitute the tlgure "*4,157,000". 

The committee amendment wa.c; agreed 
to. 
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AMENDMENT OF1'ERED BY MR. ST GERMAIN 

Mr. ST GERMAIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. ST GERMAIN: 

Title II is amended by striking ou1; on line 
16 o! ·page 9 "$2,582,000" and inserting l.D. 
plaoe thereo! "$4,153,000"'. 

CMr. ST GERMAIN asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. ST GERMAIN. Mr. Chairman, 
yesterday, August 8, I sent a "Dear Col­
league" letter around to all of the Mem­
bers of the House. It set forth the justi­
fication for the amendment offered. 

On April 17, 1973, the Department of 
Defense announced a major realinement 
which involved the consolidation, reduc­
tion or closing of 274 military installa­
tions in the United States. Fifty percent 
of the impact fell on the State of Rhode 
Island with the closing of Quonset Point 
Naval Air Station and the transfer of the 
Newport Fleet, consisting of 39 destroy­
ers and cruisers, to southern ports. 

Revitalization of the economy of the 
Newport area from the outset has de­
pended upon a full utilization of the va­
cated destroyer piers. Extensive negotia­
tions have proceeded for over a year be­
tween the State of Rhode Island, GSA 
and the Nayy with the assistance of the 
Department of Defense Office of Eco­
nomic Adjustment. 

The Nayy has now sollcited leasing 
bids for utilization of the piers and adja­
cent warehousing facilities. 

The facilities involved were excessed 
last fall with the approval of the Com­
mittee on Atmed Services. 

Essential to this entire project 1s the 
relocation base public works adminis­
tration building, which was struck from 
the Nayy's request by the committee and 
placed in a deferred category. 

Under the bill before us today, my re­
view of the hearings reveals totally in­
complete - responses to questions, and 
legitimate questions, raised by the mem­
bers of the Committee on Armed Serv­
ices, by NaVY and Department of Defense 
witnesses. The Sims Hall alterations 
were described as a project for the sole 
use and benefit of the Naval War College. 

';['he facts are that the center serves the 
fleet worldwide and accommodates nu­
merous other requests for war game pro­
gramming essential for strategic long­
range planning. Today, a number . of 
potential subcontractors are even at this 
very moment inspecting the facility for 
bidding on software components, and 
equipment installation contracts are 

· currently being negotiated or planned. 
Last spring, many Members on both 

sides of the aisle exPressed their .sym­
pathy for Rhode Island's being required 
to shoulder the burden of the DOD re­
alignment plan. With the loss of a mili­
tary population in excess of 15,000 offi.­
cers and men in the NeWPort area alone 
in little over a year, the Members can 
well imagine the effect upon our econ­
omy. We have turned to the task of pull­
ing ourselves up by our bootstraps. All I 
ask is that you support my amendment 
to restore a total of $1,571,000 for the 2 
items I have described, both requested 
by the Nayy. The decision to close or 

substantially reduce our naval bases was 
a cruel and callous one. Our efforts to ob­
tain a review and reconsidera.tion were 
met by failure. The total costs of the 
move are yet to be determined. But that 
1s all water under the bridge. 

I urge that the Members support, 1n 
the name of simple fairness and equity, 
my amendment to restore vitally needed 
facilities. I deeply regret that my col­
leagues on the Committee on . Armed 
Services were not furnished accurate and 
complete responses to their questions. 

I am hopeful, frankly, that the com­
mittee will accept this amendment. 

I might say this to my colleagues: 
Ne.WPort does not just have scars from 
what happened to us with the closing 
down of the bases. We still have gaping, 
wide-open wounds. We have not recov­
ered. The economy 1s in a very bad con­
dition. 

1· would like to make another point, 
and that 1s that as far as the Na.VY re­
quest.s are conqerned, the cuts totalled 
$21,801.000. Here again, the cut for New­
port, Rhode Island, 1s practically 10 per­
cent of the overall cut. 

I have no quarrel, as I say, with the 
subconunittee members because they 
did not get accurate answers to the ques­
tions. The Nayy witnesses were delin­
quent or did not possess the information 
they should have had. 

No. 1, Sims Hall, as I say, will serve 
the entire fleet. No. 2. the warehouse is 
an antiquated warehouse. 

One of the Members asked a. question 
a.bout whether there could not be a cor­
ridor built so that they could keep using 
the warehouse which 1s located in the 
area that had been excessed by the Nayy, 
by the piers, and still utilize it for the 
War College and the schools that now 
remain in NeWPort. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen­
tleman from Rhode Island hM expired. 

CBy unanimous consent, Mr. ST GER­
MAIN was allowed to proceed for 2 addi­
tional minutes.> 

Mr. ST GERMAIN. The cost of the cor­
ridor woilld far exceed the $600,000 re­
quested, and there would be a continuing 
cost for security measures around this 
warehouse, plus the fact that the Na.yy 
1s present right there at the piers that 
are going to be leased to private industry 
and private contractors. 

I might say that over the years I have 
supported military construction author­
izations and appropriations, year after 
year after year, for 14 years. 

We were hurt by the base closings, and 
all I am asking here today is the restora­
tion of what was requested by the De­
partment of Defense as necessary to 
them, because it will mean jobs for 
Rhode Islanders and especially to those 
in the NeWPort area who are out of jobs. 

It will mean some small additional in­
come to the area, and . it will help 
strengthen the War College and the 
school facilities existing in the area. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the subcommit­
tee and the committee will see flt to go 
along with this amendment. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in op­
position to the amendment. · 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the amendment reluctantly, because I 

certainly do recognize that the State of 
Rhode Island did, in fact, assume a very 
major part of the realinements in the 
Defense Establishment when those were 
announced some time ago. 

I do wish to correct one thing that 
the gentleman from Rhode Island just 
stated. I was absolutely shocked last year 
to find that when the final passage of 
this same bill came along, the gentle­
man was not one of those who were sup­
porting it but WM one of the 25 Mem­
bers who opposed it. I just happen to 
have the RECORD here,- if the gentleman 
would care to check me on it. 

Mr. Chairman, I would also like to 
state that as to the amount of cuts which 
were going on in this bill in relaticn to 
the State of Rhode Island, it 1s true that 
the net cut.s in the bill were only $21 
million but the gross cuts in this bill 
were $86.5 million. 

So I do not think that the gentleman 
from Rhode Island or the State of Rhode 
Island is bearlag an unfair proportion of 
those cuts. 

We had some add-ons that we had to 
make. The Members just heard the add­
on of $29 million for Diego Garcia which 
was transferred from the military con­
struction bill. I voted against that add­
on. But the net was there. We had add­
ons for deficiency authorizations of $21.5 
million. 

The gentleman asks that two separate 
items be added to the bill. The larger 
item of $971,000 was the 27th item of 
the bottom percentage in the priorities 
of the NaVY as they were presented to 
the committee. That was for the altera­
tion to Sims Hall. 

As to the public works administra­
tion building, the committee rejected 
that because the Nayy had assured us­
and they assured us not when the base 
was closed but when they went to dis­
pose of the excess property-that the 
disposal would not require any new con­
struction anywhere else. This is new con­
struction somewhere else, in contradic­
tion to what the Navy told us would 
happen. · 

Mr. BURKE of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PIKE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BURKE of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I would just like to ask the 
gentleman this: Am I right in assuming 
that the committee made some more cuts 
in Rhode Island in this bill? 

Mr. PIKE. The gentleman is correct. 
Mr. BURKE of Massachusetts. In ad­

dition to the meat ax cuts which were 
exercised a few years ago? 

Mr. PIKE. We put $2.5 million in for 
Rhode Island in this bill, and there ls 
$1.6 million taken out in this bill. 

Mr. BURKE of Massachusetts. What 
did the committee do to Massachusetts 
this year? 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I cannot 
answer overall; the only thing that jumps 
to my mind is an addition to the bill ip 
the Reserve program for Massachusetts·. 
I cannot give the gentleman the overall 
figure for the whole State because, hon­
estly, when I look at these bills when 
we are marking them up, I look at them 
by bases. 
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If the gentleman wants to !i>k me what What we are asking the Members 1;o 
we have done for the First Ci:>ngression- support today is the amendment offered 
al District in the State of New York, I by my colleague, the gentleman from 
would be able to tell him. 'l'he answer Rhode Island <Mr. ST GERMAIN), that tt.e 
is that there 1s not a. dime'in the bill Navy's request be honored by tbls corn.­
for that district, whieh is n:iY own con- mittee. As the gentlema:.'l has pointed 
gressional district. out, we feel that the testimony ptesented 

Mr. BURKE of · Massach'usetts. Mr. to the subcommittee mt<mbers by tt.e 
Chairman, if the gentleman, will yield Department of Defense ws.s not adequate 
further, I Just want to make sure that because in their testimony they stated 
we do not exercise any more cuts in fa- that the $971,000 facility was for the wie 
cilities for the State of Ma.SS~husetts. of the Navy War College alone, when 
If more cuts were made, it would be a in fact it is used for the support of the 
tragedy after the meat-ax cufl; that were entire fleet in war games, and also in the 
exercised a. little over a yeir ago. training all of the line offi.~ers for service 

Mr. PIKE. Let us not confuse the ac- throughout the world in support of the 
tion of the Department of ·Defense in naval operations. · 
closing the bases with the actions-- So I urge my colleagues to support the 

Mr. BURKE of Massach'llsetts. The amendment. It is a small amount; it '.:S 
Committee on Armed Servicei would not $1.6 million. I think this Is a cut that ts 
give us any hearing. We had. to go over not necessary. I hope tha·t the Membel's 
to the other branch and get bearings. will support this amendment today. 

.Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I decline Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
to yield any more at . this ppint. strike tne requisite nlimb(?r of words. 

It may have escaped the $tention of (Mr. KING asked and was give:a 
the gentleman from Mass~Husetts but, pemnission to revise and extend hls 
honestly, I am not the chailirian of the remarks.) 
Committee on Armed Services, and I do !Mr. KING addressed the Coinm.itte1,, 
not always vote the strict party line, as His remarks will appear hereafter in the 
far as the Committee on Armed Services Extensions of Remarks.I 
is concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The-time of the gen- The CHAIRMAN. The question ic; o:n 
tleman has expired. the amendment offered by the gentle• 

<On request of Mr. ST GERMAIN, and by man from Rhode Island <Mr. ST GER­
unanimous consent, Mr. PutE was al- MAIN). 
lowed to proceed for 30 additional sec- The question was taken; and on a divi-
onds.) · sion <demanded by Mr. ST GERMAIN) 

Mr. ST GERMAIN. If the gentleman there were-ayes 15, noes 26. 
would yield, I would say to the gentle- So the amendment Wa.!i rejected. 
man from New York that I appreciate Mr. CARNEY of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleman's staff correctl.tig me about I move to strike the last '\\'Ord. 
my vote last year. And my memory was <Mr. CARNEY of Ohio ::i.sked and was 
vague on that one, because Jast year I given permission to revif:e and exteml 
must admit that my glands were pump- his remarks.) 
ing very, very heavily, and ml' emotions Mr. CARNEY of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
were very, very high. Frankly, in that as a sign of protest, I am going to regret;. 
respect, that is not the way to ~t. I as- fully vote against this bill. I realize that 
sure the gentleman that, no matter what we need a strong military defense. I real­
the results are on this amendment, I ize that there is much gQo)d in this bill, 
shall vote for the bill. but I think we have to start rearrangin;i 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I want to our priorities. 
say to the gentleman from Rhode Island · :c come from a district which is a stee•l 
that I have a great deal of sympathy for mill dist;rict, the heart of America, the 
the gentleman's position. Ruhr of America. It will take about $151) 

Mr. TIERNAN. Mr. Chairman, I move mlllion in my district to take care of 
to strike the requisite number of words, water pollution, probably another $101) 
and I rise in support of the amendment. million to take care of air pollution. Th,~ 

(Mr. TIERNAN asked and was given plants in my . district are older plant~:, 
permission to revise and extend his re- they are marginal, standby plants, and 
marks.) the EPA is on our neckE:, quoting· th~ 

Mr. TIERNAN. Mr. Chairm8.n, I think rule!! anc;l. regulations and laws that this 
that my colleague has clearly indicated · Congress passed which require the steel 
that this was a request by tha Navy De- industry to install up-to-elate air pollu­
partment; it is not an add-on,.as the pre- tion facUities and up-to-date water pol­
vious amendment was. I woUld like to lution facilities. 
point out to the chairman of the sub- 'rhe steel company officials in my dis­
committee and the chairman of the full trict are saying we just csnnot afford it 
committee that I supported the add- and make a profit. There is no mone:~ 
on just passed. My colleague and I voted coming from Government. The chance.; 
in support of that add-on when it was in are that thousands of Americans in my 
the military authorization bill. district will be forced out of work. 

So it is not just a question of consist- one thing we have in here is $1,059,000 
ently voting for or voting against, be- for pollution abatement outside of th•3 
cause, as the chairman of the subcom- United States. There is $400 million fo:r 
inittee just admitted, he himself voted - water pollution abatement, one probabl:r 
against that add-on that waasupported in a populated area, which may be neces·· 
by most of the Members of the House -sary. But it just does not make sense tc> 
today, and was supported on April 4 in me, to spend this money S•)mewhere elsc3 
the general Defense Department author- when I think of our own taxpayers, our 
ization. own people. 

I heard the very fine argument about 
the island of Diego Garcia, the little spot 
out in the middle of the Indian Ocean. 
I do not want to argue with the greRt 
naval genius, the gentleman, the captain 
of the Navy. However, some experts tell 
us that in case of a war, that little spot 
will not last 10 minutes. It is out 1n the 
middle of nowhere. 

Mr. CHARLES H. WILSON of Cali.­
fomia. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CARNEY of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from cautomia. 

Mr. CHARLES H. WIIBON of Cali­
fornia. I thank the gentleman for yield­
ing. 

If the gentleinan wants fu reorder his 
priorities, this is probably the right biH 
to reorder them on.· He mentioned the 
ftgure of $1 billion outside of the United 
States for disposal services. Actually H is 
only $4 million. I should not really :'aY 
only $4 million. That is a substantial fig­
ure, but it 1s a lot different than $1 bil­
lion-plus, and I think the gentleman 
should be corrected on his figures. 

Mr. CARNEY of Ohio. No. On pollu­
tion abatement the committee approved 
$1,059,000 !or one ah- pollution abate­
ment facll1ty located outside of 1,he 
United States-just C)ne. $1 million for 
one. 

Mr. CHARLES H. WILSON of Cali­
fornia. It was not $1 billion. 

Mr. CARNEY of Ohio. And $4 million 
for the water pollution. 

Mr. CHARLES H. WILSON of Cali­
fornia. The gentleman has his billions 
and millions mixed up. 

Mr. CARNEY of Ohio. We have taU:ed 
about billions of dollars around here so 
much, it is· easy to do. I do know one 
thing: Whenever there is something on 
this floor for the American people, if we 
want to feed school kids ltinches, if we 
want to provide safety for American 
workers, if we want to give housing to 
people, that side is lined up. I do not 
see my friend, the gentleman from Iowa, 
here, the great man on economy. What 
is the matter? I do not see the gentle­
man from California <Mr. RoussELOT) 
who does not think we should spend 1 o 
cents on an American. But now wtcen 
these things come up, billions of dollars 
for war, we are not patriotic unless we 
vote for them. We are unpatriotic if we 
want to raise a question about it. 

There he 1s, Mr. ROUSSELOT. Why does 
he not get up here and let us talk about 
some of these billions of dollars being 
thrown away instead of 50 cents for some 
American? That is what I am talking 
about. 

Mr. Chairman, I am going to vot.~ 
against this bill, realizing that my vote 
will be a protest vote. 

I want the people of my distlict to 
know this, and_ also _I want my ste·el·· 
workers when they Rtart losing thei.ir 
jobs to know this. We cannot afford the 
water pollution facilities in these United 
States, but in this bill alone there fore 
more than $5 million for water pollution 
an4 air pollution facilities"· outside the 
United States. We had better change cwr 
priorities. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Chairman, I move tc1 
strike the last word. 
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First of all I do want to get some 
statistics in here as to what we are 
spending for pollution control and where. 
We are spending for pollution control! 
total outside the United States of Amer-

. ica, $4 million, and it is not billion, we 
are spending $4,038,000 for the Navy and 
$595,000 for the Air Force for a total of 
$4,633,000-and that is not billion. On 
the item of $1,059,000,000 that the gen­
tleman referred to, it is an item of 
$1,059,000 and it is in Guam. It is out­
side of the continental United States 
but it is in Guam. 

Before the gentleman votes against 
the bill based on what we are doing for 
pollution control and air control, I would 
like to call his. attention to the fact that 
we are spending $7,717,000 in Ohio for 
air pollution control and $537,000 in Ohio 
for water poliution control. I think that 
the pollution control items in this ·bill 
are not only justified but they are also 
rather. properly distributed among the 
States of the United States of America 
and its possessions. 

Mr. JOHN L. BURTON. Mr. Chair­
man, I move to strike the last word. 

I would like to, if I may, ask on my 
time a couple of questions of the distin­
guished chairman of the subcommittee. 
On page 10, under "Naval ·District, 
Washington" on line 7 we have for the 
National Naval Medical Center, Be­
thesda, Md., $14,943,000. On lines 9 and 
10 we have $15,000,000 for the univer­
sity. Are they same item or two different 
iteins? 

Mr. PIKE. No; they ai:e two different 
items. They are not the same. 

Mr. JOHN L. BURTON. Mr. Chair­
man, can the gentleman tell me what is 
the relationship between the two? 

Mr. PIKE. Yes. The first item is for 
improvement and. modernization of the 
existing Naval Hospital at Bethesda and 
the second is for preliminary planning 
and beginning of the uew school for the 
training of medical officers for the 
services. 

Mr. JOHN L. BURTON. Then the $15 
million would · be only preliminary be­
cause this is to train more military doc­
tors, I believe. 

Mr. PIKE. It is only the beginning of 
the project and what the total amount of 
the project will be, I do not think I can 
tell. the gentleman at this time. 

Mr. JOHN L. BURTON. That was my 
concern, because-I did not feel that $15 
million would be enough for such a 
worthy project. 

Mr. PIKE. $15 million, I guarantee, will 
not be enough to build a new medical 
university. 
. Mr. JOHN L. BURTON. So this would 

really just be tl).e beginning for us? 
Mr. PIKE. That is correct. 
Mr. JOHN L. BURTON. I thank the 

gentleman very much. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as fpllows: 

TITLE III 
SEC. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force 

may establish or develop military installa­
tions and facilities by acquiring, construct­
ing, converting, rehabl!itating, . or Install­
ing ·permanent or temporary pubiic works, 
Including land acquisition, site preparation, 
appurtenances, ut!l!tles, and equipment, for 
the following acquisition and construction: 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
AEROSPACE DEFENSE COMMAND 

Peterson Field, Colorado Springs, Colorado, 
$5,426,000. . 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, 
Florida, $2,775,000 . 

Am FORCE COMMUNICATIONS SERVICE 
Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Grand­

view, Missouri, $805,000. 
Am FORCE LOGISTICS COMMAND 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, · Utah, 
$11,894,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas, 
$4,079,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, 
California, $7,017,000. 

Newark Air Force Station, Newark, Ohio, 
$1,977,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Warner Robins, 
Georgia, $792,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma, $9,839,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton. 
Ohio, $10,371,000. 

AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND 
Arnold Engineering Development Center, 

Tullahoma, Tennessee, $48,240,000. 
Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California, 

$1,198,000. 
Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida, 

$10,475,000. 
Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New 

Mexico, $232,000. 
Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida, 

$642,000. 
Satelllte Tracking Fac!l!ties, $832,000. 

Am TRAINING COMMAND 
Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul, IllinQ!s, 

$6,267,000. 
Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mis­

sissippi, $169,000. 
Keesler Air Force Base, B!loxi, Mississippi, 

$7,297,000. 
Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas, 

$298,000. 
Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado, 

$7,885,000. 
Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, Call· 

tornia, $2,143,000. 
Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, 

Texas, $790,000. 
Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas, 

$836,000. 
Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, 

Texas, $8,631,000. 
Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma, 

$1,998,000. 
Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas, 

$776,000. 
Wlll!arns Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona, 

$536,000. 
Am UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Ala­
bama, $3,753,000. 

ALASKAN Am COMMAND 

Eielson Air Force Base, Fairbanks, Alaska, 

H8003 
STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Barksd,ale · Air Force Base, Shreveport, 
Louisiana, $641,000. 

Blythev!lle Air Force Base, Blythev!lle, 
Arkansas, $675,000. 

Davls-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, 
Arizona, $3,009,000. . 

Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South 
Dakota, $10,105,000. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York, 
$1,774,000. 

Grissom Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana, 
$323,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Air Force Base, Marquette, 
Michigan, $7,050,000. 

Kincheloe Air Force Base, Kinross, Michi­
gan, $835,000. 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, 
Montana, $3,740,000. 

McConnell Air Farce Base, Wichita, Kan­
sas, $3,038,000. 

·Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota, 
$238,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska, 
$5,595,000. 

Pease Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, $115,000. 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, 
New York, $882,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knob Noster, 
Missouri, $6,692,000. 

TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 
Cannon Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mex­

ico, $883,000. 
George Air Force Base, Victorv!lle, Cali­

fornia, $3,846,000. 
Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New· 

· Mexico, $1,565,000. 
Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia, 

$3,056,000. 
Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, 

Arkansas, $5,141,000. 
Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, Myrtle Beach, 

South Carol!na, $300,000. 
Nellls Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada, 

$6,496,000. 
Pope Air Force Base, Fayet1;ev!lle, North 

Carolina, $730,000. 
Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Golds­

boro, North Carollna, $3,948,000. 
Various Locations, $5,194,000. 

POLLUTION ABATEMENT 
Various Locations, Air Pollution Abate­

ment, $9,156,000. 
Various Locations, Water Pollution Abate­

ment, $13,700,000. 
SPECIAL FACILITIES 

Various Locations, $9,152,000. 
AEROSPACE CORPORATION 

Los Angeles, California, $9,000,000. 
OUTSIDE THE .UNITED STATES 
AEROSPACE DEFENSE COMMAND 

Various Locations, $138,000. 
PACIFIC AIR FORCES 

Various Locations, $4,812,000. 
$310,000. UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 

Various Locations, $14,962,000. Germany, $280,000. 
HEADQUARTERS COMMAND United Kingdom, $884,000. 

Various Locations, $63,081,000. 
Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, . UNITED STATES AIR FORCE SECURITY SERVICE 

Maryland, $5,929,000. 
Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, Dis- Various Locations, $4,135,000. 

trlct of Columbia, $3,155,000. POLLUTION ABATEMENT 
MILITARY AmLIFT COMMAND Various Locations, Water Pollution Abate-

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware, ment, $595,000. 
$1,373,000. SPECIAL FACILITIES 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, Various Locations, $1,999,000. 
New Jersey, $408,000. SEC. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force 

Scott Air Force Base, Bellevllle, Illlnols, may establish or develop classified mllitar.r 
$5,451,000. installations and facilities by acquiring, con­

. Travis Air Force Base, Fairch!ld, Cal!for­
nia, $8,800,000. 

PACIFIC Am FORCES 
Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii, 

$10,959,000. 

structing, converting, rehabil!tating, or ln­
stall!ng permanent or temporary publi., 
works.,includlng land acquisition, site prep­
aration, appurtenances, utilities and· equip­
ment, in the total amount of $8,100,000. 

SEc. 303. The Secretary of the Air Force 
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may establish or develop Alr Farce tnstalla­
Uons and facilities by proceediiig with con­
struction made necessary 1:zy obilWges in Air 
Force missions and responsibilities which 
ha.ve been occasioned by: (1) U¥foreseen se­
curity considera.tl.oll!!, (~) new "'7eapons de­
velopments, (3) new a.nd Ull!orl!llllen research 
and devel6pment requirementi;;.: or (4) im· 
proved production schedules, II the Secre­
tary of_ Defense determines that deferal ot 
such construction !or inclusion_ in the next 
Milita.ry Construction Auth~zation Act~ 
would be inconsistent with in1irests of na­
tional security, and 1n connectU>n therewith 
to acquire, construct, convert, . .rehabilitate, 
or !.ti.stall perma.nent or temporary public 
works, including land acqulsiti~. site prep­
s.ration, appurtenances, utlliti~ and equip­
m1mt in the total amount of $10,000,000: 
Provided, That the Secretary~ of the Air 
Force, or his designee, shall noWy the Com- . 
mittees on Armed Services of tli! Senate and 
House of Representatives, tmmi.tiately upon 
reaching a :final decision to ~plement, of 
the oosrt of construction of any public work 
undertaken under this aectiM!., including 
those real estate actions perta.ijling thereto. 
Thi.ii authorization w!ll e:a;pire ;upon enact­
ment of the fl.sc&l year 1976 •mt&ry Con• 
struction Authorization Aot, exCjept for those 
public works projects ooncerniag which the 
Committees on Armed Services i)f the Senate_ 
and House of Representatives hfie been notl­
fled pursuant to this section ))rior to that 
date. 

Siie. 804. Not withstanding lllllY other law 
or regulation t.o the contrary, the sum of 
$8,090 is author.ized for the purchase and 
installation of material at -the "'l;ransm:lss1on 
tacl!lity of x:NTV in ~an Jose, :California, to 
shteld such fac!llty from interferenceE: With 
1ts moadest signal ca.used by operation of 
the radar facility at Almaden Air Force sta.­
tiOll. :In Ca.lifornia. 

SEC. 305. (a) Section 301 at Public Law 
93-ll86 ts amended under the h$dlng "ImfmB 
THE UNITED STATES" as follows: 

(1,) Under the subheading ".AEROSPACE DE• 
FENSE COMMAND" with respec~ to Peterson 
Fii!'la, Colora.tto Springs, Colorado, strike out 
"$7,843,000" and insert In pla.ce thereor .,.9,-
7'J3,000." 

(2) Under the subheading "A:QI FORCE LOGIS­
TICS COMMAND" with respect w Robins Ail' 
Force Base, Wamer_ Robins, Qeorg!a, strike 
out "-$4,628,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$7~24.000". 

(8) Under the subheading "Am FORCE SYS• 
TEMS COMMAND" with respect· ro Eglin Air 
Force Base, V~ratso, P'lori4B. strike out 
"$7,039,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$6,882,000." 

(4) Under the subheading "AIR TRAINING 
COMMAND" With respect to '.K~er Air Force 
Base, BllOXi, Mississippi, s:trlke"'out "$8,786,-
000" and insert 1n place thereo:(~'$10,733,000." 

(5) Under the subheading "Am TRAINING 
COMMAND" with respect to Laclda.nd Air Poree 
Base, San Antonio, Texas, strl- out "$6,509,-
000" &nd Insert in plaoe therepf "$9.186,000. 

f6) Under the subheading "Am TRAINING 
COMMAND" with respect to Reese Air Force 
Base, Lubbock, Texas, strike oUt "$4,211,000" 
and insert in place thereof "16,461,000." 

(7)· Under the subheading '"'Am TRAINING 
COMMAND" with -respect to V•ce Air Poree 
Base, Enid, Oklahoma, strike cmt "$371,000'' 
and inBert In place thereof "$895,000." 

(8) Under the subheading ~ILITARY Am­
LIFT COMMAND" with respect to Altus Alt 
Poree Base, Altus, Oklahoma, strike out "$1,-
078,000" a.nd insert in place thereof "$1,440,-
000." 

(9) Under the subheading "STRATEGIC AD 
c:oMMAND" .With respect to Frt.ncis E. wa.r-
1 en Air Poree ·Base, Cheyenne, Wyomin& 
>trike out "$5,834,000" and insert in place 
1.hereof "$8,265,000." 

(10) Under the subheading· "TACTICAL AIB 
cOJ!4MAND" ~th respect to Little Eock Air 

Force Ba.se. Little Rock, ArkELnsas, strike out 
"$1,165,090" p.nd insert In place there'Jf 
"$2,200,000." 

(b) PubUc Law 93-166 Is :'.urther amend11d 
by . .strlklpg out tn clause (3) of section 602 
"$238,439,000" a.nd "$260,741,000" and iDSert­
inf· in place thereof "$256,094,000" a.ll(l "$27U,• 
3£16,000", respectively. 

Mr. PIKE <during the reading). M'r. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent thll.t 
title III be considered a:; read, printed 
tn the RECORD, and open to amendme11t 
at any point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is th1~re objection ·to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there amend­

ments to title III? If not, the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follo'91s: 
TITLE IV 

SEc. 401. The Secretary of Defense mELy 
establtsh or develop mllltary installations and 
fac111t1es by acquiring, constructing, convert­
ing, reh~b!llta-ting, or instHlllng permanent 
or temporary pubUc works, including la11d 
acquisition, site prepe.ratlon, a.ppurtenanc.:lB, 
utilities_ and equipment, for defense agencl.es 
for the .following acqutsitk•n and construc­
tion: 

INSIDE THE UNITEI' STATES 
DEFENSE MAPPING AGENCY 

Defense Mapping Agency Aerospace Center 
(Saint Louis AFS), Sa.int Louis, Missouri, 
$2,573,0()0. 

Fort Belvoir, Virginia, $67•),000. 
DEFENSE SUPPLY .lGENCY 

Defense Construction Supply Center, Co­
lu:lilbu.s, Ohio, $1,862,000. 

Defense Depot, Mechanicsburg, Penns;rl­
vanta, $894,000. 

Defense Depot, Memphis; Tennessee, $1,-
399,000. 

Defense Depot, Ogden, Ut,ili, $527,000. 
Defense Electronics Supply Center, Dayt<m, 

Ohio, $1172,000. 
!Defense Industrial Plant :l!:quipment Facll­

ity, Atchinson. Kansas, $64tl,OOO. 
Defense Personnel Support Center, Pht:ia­

delphia, Pennsylvania, $936,000. 
NATIONAL SECunm· AGENCY 

Fort George G. Meade, :Maryland. $2,368,-
000. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITJ:D STATES 
DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGENCY 

Johnston Atoll, $1,458,000. 
SEc. 402. The Secretary of Defense may 

establish or develop installations and fac'Ji­
ties which he determines 1;o be vital to 1ihe 
security of the United Status, and In conn•3C­
tion therewith t.o acquire, construct, conv1ort, 
rehabilitate, or install permanent or tem­
porary public works, in!)lUcling land acqu:.si­
t!on, site preparation, appurtenances, utUi­
ties, and equlpment in th£• total amount of 
$16,000,000: .Pcrcnnded, That; the Secretary of 
Defense, or his deslgnee, shall notify •;he 
Committees on Armed Services of :the Senate 
and House of Representatives, tmmedlately 
upon reaching a final decislon to fmplement, 
of the cost of construction of any public Wl)rk 
undertaken under this section, includlng 
real estate actions pert&inillg thereto. 

Mr. PIKE (during. th·~ reading). Mi'. 
Chairman, I ask unanim-:ms .consent that 
title IV be considered as read, printed in 
the RECORD, and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the.re ob;tection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are tirere amend­
ments to title IV? If not, the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as fellows: 
TITLE V-'MILlTARY FAMfLY '.BOUSlNG 

AND HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE prm­
GRAM 
SEc. 501. The Secretary of l)efense, or hlll 

designee, Is _authorized -to construct, a-t the 
locations hereinafter na.med, te.m!ly hou:;ing 
1:1nits and mobile home-'Bc!l1ties in the num­
bers hereinafter listed, -but n-o family h<ms­
ing constructian shall be commenced a.t any 
such locations in the United States, um;H 
the Secretary shall have corumlted W!lth tile 
Secretary of the Department Ci>! Eloustng and 
Urban Development, as.to the avallaoility of 
adequate private housmg at woh locations. 
lt agreement cannot be reacb,ed with res:lect 
to the aivalla.blllty of a4equate private h•ms­
ing at a.ny location, the Secretary of Defense 
shall· immediately notify theCommltteei; on 
Armed Services of the House of Represe:.1ta­
tives and the Senate, in writing, of such dif­
ference of opinion, and no mt:ntra.ct for •~<>n­
structlon at· such loca.'tl.on Shall be entei«sd 
Into for a period of thirty days after rn1~h 
notification has been given. This a.uthority 
shall include the authority to aoqu:IJ'e JlUJ.d, 
and interests in land, by gift, purchase, ex­
change of Government-owned land, or oti1€-r­
wise. 

(a) Family housing 'Units-
(1) The Department of the Army, ·one 

thousand nine hundred unitq, $58;614,639: 
Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Air F!e:.d, 

Georgia, four hundred ianits. 
Fort Riley, '.Kansas, one h\lndred unEs. 
Fort Campbell, Kentucky, one thoulland 

units. 
Fort Eustis, Vlrglnia, one hundred units. 
United States Army Installations, Atbl.Il1;ic 

Side, Canal Zone, one lrundrei1 units, 
United States Army Installations, Pecifk. 

Side, Canal Zone. two hundred units. 
(2) The Dej)Rrtmen:t ot _the Navy, two 

thousand and :fttty uiiTts, eee,049.919: 
Nava.l Complex. San l>iego, Callforni11. five 

hundred units. 
Naval Complex, Jacltsonvil'le, Flar:lda, two 

'b.undred units. 
Naval Complex, New Orleans_, Lcmls:ana, 

two hundrecl units. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Po!Jo:t, 

North Caroilna, three hundred units. 
Naval Complex, Cha.rlestou, South Caro­

Mna, three hundred and fifty units. 
NaV&l Complex, Brenierton, Washington, 

three hundred units. 
Naval Complex, Guantana,ino Bay, Culci-a, 

1-wo hundred unlts. 
(3) The Department of the Air Poree one 

thoussnd four hundJ.lled units, $44,65~ ,442 .. 
United States Air Force Installations, 

Oahu, Hawaii, two b,undred units. 
Pease Air Force Base, New -Hampshire one· 

bundretl units. 
AltllS Air Force Base, Oklahoma, one :.1un .. 

dred uni ts. 
Misa.wa Air Base, ;Japan, two bur:dred 

units. 
Kadena Air Base, Okinawa, three 'burdred 

units. 
Clark Air Base, PhWppines, five hur: dred 

units. 
(b) Mobile home fatilities-
(1) The nepartmetlt of .the Army, two 

hundred &nd forty sp:a-ces, $960,000. 
(2) The Department of the Air Force. two 

hundred spaces, $888,000. 
SEc. 502. (a) Auth0rization for the con­

struction of family housing provided in sec­
tion 501 of this Act shall be subject, <tmder 
such regulations as the Secretary of Defense 
may pxescrlbe, to the following limitations 
on cost, which shall 1-<:lude shades, screens, 
ranges, refrigerators, and all other installed 
equipment and fixtures. the cost of the fam-· 
lly unit, and the proportionate costs of land 
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a.cquisition, site preparation and installation 
of ut1lities. 

(b) The average unit cost for all units of 
family housing constructed in the United 
States (other than Ale.ska e.nd He.we.ii) she.11 
not exceed $30,000 e.nd in no event she.ll the 
eost of any unit exceed $46,000. 

(c) When family housing units are con­
structed in e.reas other than that specified 
in subsection (b) the average cost ot e.ll 
such units shall not exceed $40,000, and in 
no event shall the cost Of any unit exceed 
$48,000. . 

SEO. 503. The Secretary of Defense, or his 
desdgnee, is authorized to accomplish a.Itera­
tions, additions, expansions or extensions 
not otherwise authorized by law, to existing 
public quarters at a cost not to exceed-

{ l) for the Department of the Army, 
$20,000,000. 

(2) for the Department of the Ne.vy, 
$20,000,000. 

(3) for the Department of the Air Force, 
$20,000,000. 

SEO. 604. The ·Secretary of Defense, or hts 
designee, ts authoriZed to construct or other­
wise acquire a1i the locations hereinafter 
ne.med, family housing units not subject to 
the llm!te.tions on such cost contained in 
sect.ion 502 of thds Act. This authority she.11 
include the authority to acquire land, and 
interests in land, by gift, purchase, exchange. 

-of Government-owned land, or otherwise. 
Total costs shall include shades, screens, 
ranges, refrigerators, . e.nd other tnste.Ued 
equipment and fixtures, the cost of the fam­
lly unit, and the costs of land acquisition, 
f:llte prepe.re.tion, and installation of utilities. 

(a.) Naval Station, Ke:liavik, Iceland, two 
hundred units, at a total cost not to exceed 
$9,600,000. 

(b) Two family housing units in Warsaw, 
Poland, at a total cost not to exceed $120,000. 
This authority she.11 be funded by use of 
excess foreign currency when so provided in 
Department of Defense Appropriation Acts. 

SEO. 506. The Secretary of Defense, or his 
designee, is authorized to accomplish repe.lrs 
and improvements to existing public quarters 
in amounts in excess of the $16,000 limita­
tion prescribed in section 610(a) of Public 
Law 90-110, as amended (81 Stat. 279, 305), 
as follows: 

Fort McNair, Washington, ·District of Co­
lumbia, five units, $175,600. 

Fort Sam Houston, Texas; one hundred 
forty units, $2,352,800. 

SEC. 606. (a) ·section 615 of Public Law 
84-161 (69 Stat. '324, 352), as amended, is 
further amended by (1) striking out "1974 
and 1975" and inserting in lieu thereof "1975 
and 1976", and (2) revising the third sen­
tence to read as follows: "Expenditures for 
the rental of such housing fac111ties, includ­
ing the cost of utl11ties and maintenance and 
operation, may not exceed: For the United 
States (other than Alaska and Hawaii), 
Puerto Rico, and Guam an average of $235 
per month for each mil!tary department or 
the amount of $310 per month for any one 
unit; and for .Alaska and Hawa!I, an average 
of $295 per month for each military depart­
ment, or the amount of $365 per month for 
any one unit." 

(b) Section 507(b) of Public Law 93-166 
(87 Stat. 661, 676) ts amended by striking 
out "$325", and "seven thousand five hun­
dred", and Inserting in lieu thereof "$355", 
and "twelve thousand", respectively. 

Ssc. 507. There .is authorized to be appro­
priated for use· by the Secretary of Defense, 
or his deslgnee, for military fam1!y housing 
and homeo\Vners assistance as authorized by 
law for the following purposes: 

(1) for construction and acqu!!stlon of 
family housing, including improvements to 
public quarters, minor construction, relo­
cation of family housing rental guarantee 
payments, construction ·and ·acquisition of 
mobile home fac1!lties, and planning, an 
amount not to exceed $246,366,000; 

(2} for support of mll1tary family housing, 
including opera.ting expenses, leasing, main­
tenance of real property, payments of prin­
cipe.1 and interest on mortgage debts in­
curred, payment to the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, and mortgage insure.nee pre­
miums authorized under section 222 of the 
National Housing Act, as amended (12 U.S.O. 
1716m), an amount not to exceed $935,-
615,000; and 

(3) for homeowners assistance under sec­
tion 1013 or Public Law 89-754 (80 Ste.t. 1265, 
1290), including acquisition of properties, an 
a.mount nat to exceed $6,000,000. 

Mr. PIKE (during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous co~nt that 
title v be considered as read, pnnted in 
the RECORD, and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The CHAmMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there amend­

ments to title V? If not, the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
TITLE VI 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEO. 601. The Secretary of ea.ch mllitary 
department may proceed to establish or de­
velop installations and facllities under thiS 
Act without regard to section 3648 of the 
Revised Statutes, as amended (31 U.S.C. 629), 
and sections 4774 and 9774 of title 10, United 
States Code. The authority to place perma­
nent or temporary improvements on land 
includes authority for surveys, administra­
tion, overhead, planning, and supervision in­
cident to construction. That authority may 
be exercised before title to the land is ap• · 
proved under · section 366 of the Revised 
Statutes, as a.mended (40 U.S.C. 256), and 
even though the land is held temporarily; 
The authority to acquire real estate or land 
Includes authority to make surveys and to 
acquire land, and interests In land (inolud­
ing temporary use) , by gift, purchase, ex­
change of Government-owned land, or other­
wise. 

SEc. 602. There are authorized to be appro­
priated such sums as may be necessary for 
the purposes of thiS Act, but appropriations 
for public works projects authorized by titles 
I, II, III, IV, and V, shall not exceed-

(1) for· title I: Inside the United States 
$490,665,000; outside the United States, $121,-
098,000; or a. total of $611,653,000. 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, 
$490,542,000; outside the United States, $66,-
331,000; or a total of $645,873,000. 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, 
$317,203,000; outside the United States, $75,-
924,000; section 302, $8,100,000; or a total 
of $401,227,000. 

(4) for title IV: A total of $28,400,0~0. 
(5) for title V: M!lltary family housing 

and homeowners assistance, $1,185,881,000. 
SEC. 603. (a) Except as provided ln sub­

sections (b) and (e), any of the amounts 
specified in titles I, II, III, and IV of this 
Act, may, In the discretion of the Secretary 
concerned, be increased by 6 peir centum 
when inside the United States (other than 
Hawaii and Alasll:a), and by 10 per oentum 
when outslqe the United States or in Hawaii 
and Alasl<a, if he determines that such in­
crease (1) is required for the sole purpos.e 
of meeting unusual variatiom~ in cost, and 
(2) could not have been reasonably antici­
pated at the time such estimate was sub­
mitted to the Congress. However, the tota.l 
cost of all construction and acquisition in 
each such title me.y not exceed the total 
amount authorized to be approprla,ted in 
tha.t title. 

(b) When the amount named for any con­
struction or acquisition in title I, n. III, or 

IV of this Act involves only one project at 
any military installation and the Secretary 
of Defense, or his deflignee, determines that 
the amount authorized must be increased by 
more than the applicable percentage pre­
scribed in subsection (a), the secretary con­
cerned may proceed with such construction 
or acquisition if the amounl; of the increase 
dcies not exceed by more than 25 per centurn 
the amount ne.med for such project by the 
Congress. 

(c) Subject to the limitations contained 
in subsection (a.), no indivldue.1 project au­
thorized under title I, II, III, or IV o! this 
Act for e.ny speclftce.lly listed military instal­
lation may be placed under contract if-

( 1) the estimated cost of such project is 
$250,000 or more, and 

(2) the current working ootimate of the 
Department of Defense, based upon bids re­
ceived, for the construction of. such project 
exceeds 1:>y more than 25 per centum the 
amount authorized for sUCh project by the 
Congress, until a.!ter the expiration ot thirty 
days tram the date on which a written re­
port o! the fa.eta relating to the increased 
cost ot such projoot, including a. sUl.tement of 
the reasons for such increase has been sub­
mitted to the Committees on Armed services 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Senate. 

(d) The Secretary of Defense shall submit 
an annual report to the Congress identifying 
each individual project which has been placed 
under contract in the preceding twelve­
month period and With respect to . which 
the then current working estimate Of the 
Department ot Defense based upon bids re­
ceived for such project exceeded the amount 
authorized by the Congress for that project 
by more than 25 per centum. The Secretary 
shall also include l.n such report each indi­
vidual project with respect to which the scope 
was reduced l.n order to permit contract 
awe.rd within the avallable authorization for 
such project. Such report shall include all 
pertinent cost information for ea.ch individ­
ual project, including the amount in dollars 
and percentage by which the current working 
estimate based on the contra.ct price for 
the project exceeded the amount authorized 
for such project by the Congress. 

SEO. 604. Contra.eta for construction made 
by the United States for performance Within 
the United States and its possessions under 
this Act shall be executed under the juris­
diction and supervision of the Corps of Engi­
neers, Department of the Army, or the Naval 
Facilities Command, Depa:rtment of the Navy; 
or such other department or Government 
agency a8 the Secretaries of the 'military de­
partments recommend and the Secretary of 
Defense approves to assure the most efficient, 
expeditious, and cost-effective accomplish­
ment of the construction herein authorized. 
The Secretaries o! the mllitary departments 
shall report annually to the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Rep­
resentatives a breakdown of the dollar value 
of construction contracts completed by each 
of the several construction agencies selected 
together With the design, construction super­
vision, and overhead fees charged by each of 
the several agents in the ·execution of the 
assigned construction. Further such contracts 
(except architect and engineering contracts 
which, unless specifically authorized by the 
Congress shall continue to be awarded in ac­
cord-a.nee with presently established prooe­
dures, customs, and practice) shall be 
awarded, insofar as practicable, on a competi­
tive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if 
the national security will not be impaired 
and the award is consistent with chapter 137 
of title 10, United States Code. The Secre­
taries of the military departments shall re­
port annually to the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House of Representa~ 
tives with respect to all contracts awarded 
on other than a competitive basis to the 
lowest responsible bidder. 

Approved For Release 2005/06/09 Cl*-RDP75800380R000700050011-2 



Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CIA-RDP75800380R000700050011-2 

HS006 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 9, 19':r4-
S1:c. 605. As of October 1, i975, all authw-' 

:tza.tion.S :for mllita.ry ,public :j;orks inclu<til:>.g 
:!s.mlly hou.slllg, to be ,acco$cjllls1le<t by ae 
Sacr.etary or aJnllltary ~arJl\'nent in oon1*:­
tion with t.he e.stabllshment,,l;)l" developmeit1t 
of militar,y.1.nsta.llationsi\11d ~ilitles, &nd,11.11 
a.uthorizll.tions for ~roprJi;tiona the.ret:ar, 
that &re conta.ined 1n :tiltles l;.-II, J:II, IV, a.ad 
V of the Act of November.29, 8173, Public Li.w 
93-166 (,S7 atat. 661), and alljuch 11.utl:Wrl.U­
tions contalned in Acts approved be!ore No­
vembar .30, 197ll, and not,sup~ded or other­
wJse modJlled ,by e. la.ter a:\1$hor1zation .ar.e 
r~ea.led -&xaept- . 

( 1) e.uthorlza.tions tor ..p,ubJ4 works and f« 
appropriations therefor 1ibat ire set iorth .4.11 
thQllEI Acts in the titles t1J4 contam tl:l.e 
general provisions; c<. 

•(2) authoriZa.tions for pu~ worll:s prol­
ects as to whleh appropria.tt:l :runda "• 
oeen obligated for con&trucf!!.on contra~ 
l!Uld .a.cqul.s!tiCln, er pll;y:menta to .the Norllk 
Atl&Iitic Trea.ty Orpn1llla.t1on,Jn whole or 1D 
pa.rt be!ore OcWber l, lJl.75, Sld autb.Gr1Z&­
tians .for .a,pprqpriations tberefur; 

(.3) notwithstaruUng ·the r•al provlsiowi 
<>f .aection 4l05 .ot 'the Act oLNovembeir 29, 
1973, Public Law 93-1$6, 87 lildat .. 661, 681). 
authorizations for the !ollowllif items wllic!l 
shall rema.!n in effect until Oql;ober 1, 1976! 

(a) ·sanitary sewer conneetion in the 
runount of $2,200,000 at Fort=:ee1volr, Vlr.;­
gln1a, 'l:llat'ls contained.in title'!, section 101 
of the Act of October 26, uno (e>l stat. 1204), 
a.s &mended ,and extended in action 70l>.(a) 
(3) (A) of th& Act of October- 25, 1971a (SB 
Stai;. 1153). ~ 

(b) Cold storage warehou.se a0nstruction 1n 
the amoun't .of $1,215,000 at ll!Drt Dix, New 
Jerst)y, 'that ls. contained in titl~, section 101 
of the Act or October 25, 1972 (llB Stat. 1135), 
&!' amended. 

( 6.) Enllated men's be.rra.ck& l'iDmplex .con­
struction l.n the amount of el:lil.160,000 &t 
Fort Knox, Kentucky, that is ~ntalned in 
title I, aect!Oll 101 or the Act c;r October 25, 
1972 (BB Stat. 1135), a.s amende4. 

(Cl,) Enlisted women's barra.clts construc­
tion in the AlllOunt of $245,000 JP1d bacbelor 
otll.cer's que.rters construction ll:fthe ,a.mount 
of $803,000 at .Fort Lee, Virginia,;:_that iS con­
tained in title I, sect1<:1n Wl of th& Act ot 
Oct;ober 25, 19'72 (86 Stat. 1185).¥ amended. 

(e) Chapel center construci1on In the 
amount of $1;088,000 at Fort Bell.Jamin Hll;r-
11Son, Indiana,, that 1s containe4 in title I, 
section 101 of the Act o! October ,25, 1972 (86 
Stat. 1135), as amended. 

(f) Enlisted men's barraeks aonstruction 
tn i;ne a.mount ot $7,996,000 a.t Fom Ord, CaU­
tornte., that 1s contained in title I, sectton 
101 cl! the Act of Dctober 25, 19'2 (86 Stat. 
1135),, as amended. 

( g) 'Enlisted men's barre.cks and mess con­
struction ln the amount of $699,11)0 at Sierra 
Army Depot, Californm, that ~ contained. 
in title I, section 101 of the Act on::>ctober 25, 
1972 .(116 Stat. 1136), a.s amended. 

(h) Test facilities Solid State Radar ln the 
amount ot S7,600,000 at Kwajaleln Ne.tiona.1 
Mlsslle Range, Kwajalein, that 1& contll;!ned 
In tjtle I, 11ection 101 of the Act of October !la, 
1972 (86 Stat. 1137). 

(1) ~and acquisition in the smount ot 
$10,00thOOO for the Naval Ammunition DepOll;, 
Oahu, Eawa.11, that is contained 1:n tttle II, 
1<ection 201 ot the Act of October !Ii, 1972 (86 
Stat. 1140). 

(j i Message center addition, ai:rcraft fire 
and era.sh station, aircraft maintenance 
hanger shops, bachelor enlisted quarters, 
mess ball, bachelor otlloers' quarters, ex­
change -and recreation building, am1 utllltles 
congr,raction t.n the amoun'lll!I o1 $119,000; 
$199,000; $837,000; $1,745,000; $377,4t00, $829,-
000; $419,000; ll.lld $792,000 respecitively tor 
the Na.val Detachment, Souda Bay, crete, 
Greece 'that ts contained in title 9:, secti~m 
2&1 of the Act of October 25, 19711.-(86 Stat. 
1141). 

(k) Authorization for Hxcha.nce of lailJ:lS in 
support or the Air Inshllatl<m Comptl.tibl41 
Dee Zones at Various LocatWns in the 
-.mo\1111t of •12,000,000 tlle.t It! iontaint•!l 11l 
title III. section 301 o! the Act Joctobtlir 28, 
1972 (86 Stat. 1145), as amendiMl. 

(4) Notwl.thsta.ndi.lU! the npeal provi1ililllS 
Of section 7.05(b) vf .tlle Act o.t Dctober !ali, 
1972, Public.Law 92-545 (136 Stat. 4135, ltlliSJ, 
as modified by section 605(3) ot "the A•Jt ot 
:November 29, 1913, Public Law ·93-166 (87 
Stat. 661, 681), the aut:iorizatlon to con­
struct. 600 :family housing unl.v at Ne.val 
Complex, Norfolk, Vl:rgini11, contamed in title 
V, section 50l(b) o:t the Act of Octobe1• 25, 
1972 ·(66 Stat. 1148) sha:1 rematn in e-!1!Ct 
until October l, 1975. 

S:Ec. 606. None of tile authorltw' contai.ned 
m titles I, II, III, and IV ot ti* Act eball 
be deemed to authorize ~ny building cllilill• 
struction projects inside the Un!;ted Sti>tes 
tn excess,of a unit cost to be determined in 
proportion to the appropriate area. construc­
tl.on cost Index, based on 'the foliOwing unit 
cost lilJlitatlons where the area ceDStruciiion 
index 111 1.0: 

( 1) f28.50 per square f<,ot for permanent 
barracks; 

(2) $30.50 per sque.re foc·t for bachelor of­
ficer quarters; 
unless the Secretary ot Defense, or his des­
!gnee, determines that bEicause o! special 
c:ircumstances, applica.tion to such projo3ct 
of the !ttmttattons on un11; coots «>ntained 
in this secti<>n ls 1m.prRc1icable: ·Provid·~. 
'l'hat, nntwithStanding the limitations ccn­
tabled in prior military con>tructten authcJr"­
hllli"tion Acts on unit costs. the *1.itaticne 
on such coats contained In thls seetion sh:~ll 
apply to all prior authorization tonmch con­
structio:p. not heretofore repealed and :!or 
which construet.J.on contracts have not be1m 
awarded by the date of enactment o! tl::ls 
Act. 

Sze. 607. Section 612 of P•lblic 1-' 89-5''J8 
(80 Stat. 756, '157), is amended by dele>ting 
the ftgmre $15&,000 whereve:: it appears aILd 
inaeirting in lieu thereof $225,000. 

SEC. 608. Notwithstanding any other pri,.. 
v1'>kms of law, proceeds from the sale ot ru­
cy<llea.ble materw shall be •Jredited first, ton 
the cost ·of collection, hand ling and SllJ.e <;!'. 
the mate:rtal including purcllasing ot equli:·· 
ment to 'be used tor recycling purposes anti 
seoond, 1Jo projeots for envlronmental lm· 
proremettt &.nQc·· energy eonservt!lltlon at 
carnps, post.~. and bases e.stabl1shingMcycl1ng 
programs iii accordance with regula.ttom ap• 
proved b;v the Secretary ol'. DefellSe. Th!~ 
amm:mt expended for envirorunental im· 
provement and energy conse1-va.tion 'Project.; 
sha.n not ·exceed $50,000 per lnstrulstion pe:: 
annum. Any balance shall be returned to thi1 
Treasury as mlaoellaneous rec:eipts. The Sec·; 
retary of ea.ch military department shat 
ma!~ an a:nnua.1 report to Congress ou tllE· 
operation >of the program. 

SEC. 609. (a) The Sooreta.r:r ot tl:!e Navy, 
or his dealgnee, ts authorize<! to convey to 
the Gui! Ooe.st Council, Boy Scout.s o1 Amer­
ica., for fair market value and nubject to such 
terms and conditions as shall be determined 
Illy the Secretary of the Navy, or his designee, 
to be necessary to protect the lnterest;s of the 
Unlt.ed Sta.tes, all right, title, and 1:1J.terest 
oT the United States o! America, other than 
mineral rights including gas and oll which 
aha.II be reserW!d to the United States, in and 
to a oert.aln parcel of land oo,nta.ining 12.46 
acre:<, more or less, situated In Escambia 
Oounty, Florida., being a part of th& Naval 
J!!lduca.tion and Training Program Develop­
ment ·Center, Ellyson, Fk:>:rtda, more particu­
larly described as foYo-: 

Commence a.t the southea.-;t propercy cor­
ner of Naval Education and '.rraining Pro· 
gram Development Center (Nl!:TPDC), for­
merly Naval. A1T Station, Ellyf:on, 

thE,nce north 3 degree-s 55 .minute& west 
along the ea.st boundary o! m:T:PDC a dis· 

ta.ne1> 'Of ·fl25• feet -more or less to the point 
of beginning; from said point of beginmng, 
eon'l:lmue .not¢ll 8 degrees ,55 mitwtE·s we11t 
~ <the eaat bouru:la.ry flll NE~ a 11111-
ta.noe cl '829.1 feet more er less 1lo a. paint, 

th-ce n~h O degrees 27 ml:md!E·s iwei;t. 
along the eallt bo-un6ary lll NE'l'P!DC a d:t11-
tM:tce of eas.s feet more·« less *> a point, 

thm.l.ce ~ 45 degrees 25 milrntlos .wot 
a d:IStanoe of 304 .a Seat llllm"e or less t;o & 
point, 

thence llOUtb 87, degrees '441 minutes ea$t 1\ 

distance of 40.5 feet more oo: less to a P•:i.11'.t1;, 
thence 1Kn2tlh o dvee ~ minutes west a 

distSIDCe d. stU feet .p:iore •.less 'CiD-. pomt, 
tn-ce 110'2ltih 45 degrees .2.5 mUtutes east 

a dl$ta.nce of 139..S "8et .-re or 1eslil to a. 
point, 

thence «iU'flla 87 dllgrees Oil minuies e-.u:t a 
distance o.t 24.6 feet inore OI' less to a :JD!nt., 

thence aoutll 24 degrees l2 minUteE west 
a distance of 17.4 feet more or less to a :ooin.i, 

thence tlOUtb 45 degrees 2Jli minutes ,,a.st a. 
distance of 536.6 feet more O!" less t& a point, 

th-oe 9'Uth 44 degrees .35 minutes "l'rast 
a. distance of ~0.1 :feet nu:me or !.us 1;o the 
point of ~:lrming, ooutal.Iiing Uli!W acres 
DlOre or less. · 

(bl All eicpeases for aurveys and 11he ·:>rep­
a.ratio11 a.ml uecutiau of IBgal d00Ull1Emt.~ 
lllllCtlSSllitY di!' appropriate 'to carry ou1. c~he 
:toregotng ;p:rov.lsions lb.all be borne b3· '~ti 
Gulf Ooast Cowicil, .Bof Scouts o! Anwrica. 

SEC. 610, (a) Tbe Secretary ot Defense la 
authorized a.ntl directed to 0asslst couatie;; 
and comn:u:wities 10Clli1led near the Tridnnt; 
&ipport SL1ie Bangor. Wa.shtagton, in meet­
ing th~ costs d providing t.acreased munt­
dp&l services ed facilities to the PeSidcnts 
Qf such areas, 1! the Secretary de1Jern:.1nes 
1-hat there is a substantial increase in the 
Deed for liUCh _.vices tmd '!1Al11!ties as a lll­
rect result of work being -rried otl'. in 
connection Witll the construction, iru>teolla­
tamn, teattng, ~ opeT&tio:n .,! the Trident 
Wee.po:n System.and that an excessive flnau­
cta.1 burden w1U be incurred by sue11 gov­
ea:nme:ntal entities as a niaWt of the :n­
Cl'EllllBed need for flllch aerviceiil and factllti<'~. 

(·b) The Secretary of Defense sha11 cnrry 
O!ll't the poro:\rtsiOl'ls of this section tbro11 gh 
eslsting F~rail programs. The Secretar:r la 
authorized to supplement funds made av1li· 
able under &ucll Federal programs to the 
ntent necessary t-0 carry out the provisions 
Of this sect!Gn, i!.nd ls authorized to pro­
vide financial assistance to ge"l'e1'11ment11l »n· 
tWes ciescribed tu subsection (a) ot this 
llBCtion to help such ent'lties pay their sh1r,e 
or the c~ \lnder such progrB?ns. The hen<l" 
di. all depar1llnents and agencies concened 
shall coopera:te i!ully with the Searetary or 
f:le;Eense in CllJTl'lng out the provisi<ms oI 
~ section G!l1 a priority be.sis. 

(cj In determining the amount of finan­
cial assimnoe to be roadie available ui1cer 
thJs section :fl:lr .iimy serVice or facility, t•1e 
89Qreta.ry of Be!imse shall commit with t ''' 
1-d ot the 'lile!llM'tment or agency of t:l<' 
.Pllder.al Govern:ment concernet!. with th<' 
type of service or tac111ty for wbich financhl 
assistance ts being made available and she !l 
take Into corudderatlon (1) the time lag b•e­
tween the Initial Impact of increased pop­
ulation in any al'ell. and any 1norease in tr,P 
local tax base whkh will result from such 
merea.sed popUlation. (2) the pos~ible terr -
pon\a"y nature of tb.e Increased populatio11 
and the leng-:l'lmgte cost knpact on the pet -
manent residents of any euch area and (8\ 
sueh other pertinent factors as the Secretar; 
of Defense deems appropriate. 

SBC. 611. Section 26§2 et tl'tle 10, trnite<I 
Ste.tee Code, ls anwnded ill>y aMtng at tilt> 
end C'1f subsection·(&) a new ~raph: 

"(fl) An'f/' terwination or nwdttica.tiou b~· 
e!tl!l.er the grallltor or gramee of •n exlstin1; 
l1ClllllSe or ,perm!t o! real ;property owued b~ 
the tJnlted Stll;tes to a mllltary department 
under which substantial tnvestlnent haV<' 
been or are proposed to be made in i;:onnee-
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..... 
> tion with the use of the property by the 

mllitary department." 
SEO. 612. (a) The Secretary of the Army, 

or his designee, is authorized and directed to 
convey by quitclaim deed . to the State of 
LOuisiana all right, title, and Interest of the 
Unlteci States in and to that certain real 
property located in Saint Tammany Parish, 
Louisiana., containing one thousand seven 
hundred and ten acres, more or less, known 
as Camp Vlllere, being the same property 
presently under license to the State for Na­
tional Guard use, and known as Audited 
Installation Numbered 22975 in the files of 
the Office of the District Engineer, Corps of 
Engineers, Fort Worth District. 

(b) The conveyance required to be ma.de 
pursuant to paragraph (a) shall be ma.de 
without monetary compensation but shall 
be in• consideration of, and subject to, the 
following terms ap.d conditions: 

(1) The conveyed property shall be used 
primarily for the. tralnlng of the Louisiana 
National Gue.rd and for other military pur­
poses of the Louisiana National Guard. 

(2) Any revenue derived by the State 
from any other uses of the property shall 
be used for the maintenance and improve­
ment of the property or be shared with the 
United States as prescribed by the Secretary. 
The State shall maintain such records and 
furnish such reports with respect to such 
revenue as are prescribed by the Secretary. 

(3) The State shall protect the .timber, 
water resources, gravel, sand, soil mineral 
deposits, and other natural resources of the 
conveyed property in accordance with sound 
conservation practices and to the satisfac­
tion of the Secretary. 

(4) In time of war or national emergency 
declared by the Congress, or national emer­
gency hereafter proclaimed by the Presi­
dent, and upon a. determination by the Secre­
tary of Defense that the conveyed property, 
or any part thereof, is useful or necessary for 
national defense and security, the Secretary, 
on behalf of the United Sta.tea, shall have the 
right to enter upon and use such property, or 
a:b.y part thereof (including e.ny and e.11 im­
provements made thereon by the State), for a 
period not to exceed the duration of such war 
or emergency plus six months. Upon termina­
tion of such use, the property shall revert to 
the State, together with all improvements 
placed thereon by the United States, and 
be subject to the terms, conditions, and llm~ 
ttatlons on Its use and disposition which ap­
ply without regard to this paragraph. The use 
of the property by the United States pur­
suant to this paragraph shall be without ob­
ligation or payment on the part of the United 
States, except that the United States, If re­
quired by the State, shall pay the fair markei; ' 
rental value for the use of any Improvements 
on the property whlch are constructed with 
State funds and, upon completion of such 
u~e. will restore any such Improvements to 
the same condition as that existing at the 
time of initial occupancy by the United States 
under this paragraph. At the option of the 
Secretary, casb. payment may be made by 
the United States In lieu of such restoration; 
except that the value of any Improvements 
erected by the United States during its oc­
cupancy and left on the property shall be off­
set against the obllgatfon of the United 
States to restore Improvements constructed 
:with State funds. 

(5) There shall be reserved from the con­
veyance such easements and right-of-way 
for roads, water fiowage, soll disposal, water.­
lines, sewerlines, communications wires, 
powerunes, and other purposes, as the Secre­
tary considers necessary or convenient for the 
operations, activities, and functions of the 
United States. 

(6) All mineral rights with respect to the 
conveyed property, including gas and on, 
shall be reserved. to the United States, to­
gether with the right to ·permit such reason­
able exploration and mining operations 1111 

'will not interfere with the primary use of the 
property. 

(7) Such other terms and conditions as 
the Secretary may deem necessary to protect 
the interests of the United States. 

(c) Upon a finding by 'the Secretary that 
the· State ls violating or falling to comply 
with any tenu or condition imposed by sub­
paragraph (1), (2), or (3) of paragraph (b) 
of this section, the Secretary is authorized 
immediately to reenter and take possession 
of the property described in paragraph (a.), 
whereupon title to such property shall revert 
to the United states and control thereover 
may be asserted by the Secretary without 
any further a.ct or legal proceeding whatso­
ever. Any Improvements, fixtures, and bulld-
1nga placed on the property by the State dur­
ing its period of use shall become the prop­
erty of the United States without .Payment of 
compensation therefor. 

(d) (1) Any surveying and related costs in­
curred incident to the carrying out of this 
section shall be borne by the State. 

(2) Appropriate provisions to Implement 
the terms and conditions of this Act 5hall be 
included in the Instrument of conveyance. 

SEC. 613. Titlee I, n, in, IV, V, and VI, of 
thls Act may be cited aa the "Military Con­
struction Authorization Act, 1975". 

Mr. PIKE <during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
title VI be considered as read, printed l:n 
the RECORD, and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is _.there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
cOllllllTTEI!: AMENDMENT 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 
port the committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

re-

Committee amendment: On page 37, line 
18, strike out the :figure $545,813,000" and 
substitute the :lii;rure "$545,873,000". 

The.committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there further 
amendments to title VI? U not, the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follow's: 
TITLl!l vn 

RESERVJ: FORCES J'ACILITIES 

SEC. 701. Subject to chapter· 133 of title 10, 
United Statea Code, the Secretary of De­
fense may establish or develop additional 
faclllties !or the Reserve Forces, including 
the acquisition of land therefor, but the cast 

H 8007 
surveys and to acquire land, and interests In 
land (including temporary use), by gift, pur­
chase, exchange of Government-owned. land, 
or otherwise. 

SEc. 703. Chapter 133, title 10, United 
States Code, as amended, is further amended 
by striking out the figure "$50,000" 1n para­
graph (1) of section 2233a, Limitation, and 
inserting the figure "$100,000" in place 
thereof. 

SEc. 704. This title may be cited as the "Re· 
serve Forces Facll1tles Authorization Act, 
1975". 

Mr. PIKE (during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
title VII be considered as read,,printed 1n 
the RECORD, and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objec­
tion to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
The CH.AIR!MAN. Are there amend­

ments to title VII? If not, under the 
rule, the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker ·having resumed the chair, 
Mr. STEED, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
<H.R. 16136) to authorize certain con­
struction at military installations, and 
for other purposes, pursuant to House 
Resolution 1297, he reported the bill back 
to the House with sundry amendments 
adopted by the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question 1s ordered. · 

The question is on the amendments. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question 1s on the 

engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question 1s on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Speaker, on that I de­
mand the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de­

vice, and there were--yeas 322, nays 30. 
not voting 82, as follows: 

[Roll No. 472] 
YEAS-322 

of such facllitles shall not exceed- Abdnor 
( l) For the Department at the Army: Adams 

Brinkley 
Brooks 
Broom.field. 
Brotmnan 
Brown, Calif. 
Brown, Ml.ch. 
Brown, Ohio 
Broyhlll, N.O. 
Broyhill, Va. 
Buchanan 
Burgener 
Burke, Calif. 
Burke, Fla. 
Burke, Mass. 
Burleson, Tex. 
Burlison, Mo. 
Butler 

comna.m. 
Collins, Tex. 
Conable 
Conlan 

(a) Army National Guard of tho United Alexander 
States, $53,800,000. · Anderson, 

(b) Army Reserve, $38,600,000. caur. 
(2) For the Department of the Navy: Naval. Anderson, lll. 

and Marine Corps Reserves, $19,867,000. A~:ews, N.O. 
(3) For the Department of the Air Force: AN.:!!,~ 
(a) Air National Guard of the United .Annunzlo 

States, $26,000,000. Archer 
(b) Air Force Reserve, $14,000,000. Arends 
SEC. 702. The Secretary of Defense may Ashbrook 

establish or develop Installations and faclll- 4ey 
ties under this title without regard to section ~ifl~1s 
3648 of the Revised Statutes, as amended Barrett 
(31 U.S.C. 529), and sections 4774 and 9774 Bauman 
of title 10, United States Code. The author- Bee.rd 
ity to place permanent or temporary Im• Bell 
provements on lands includes authority for ::~:i:;;d 
surveys, administration, overhead, planning, Bevlll 
and supervision incident to construction. Biester 
That authority may be exercised before title Blackburn 
to the land ls approved under section 355 Boggs 
of the Revised Statutes, as amended (40 Boland 
U.S.C. 255), and even though the land is held :~!~~~1111 temporarily. The authority to acquire real Bray 
estate or land includes authority to make Brecklnridp 

Byron 
camp 
Carter 
Casey, Tex. 
Chamberlain 
Chappell 
Clancy 
Clark 
Clausen, 

DonH. 
Cleveland 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Coll1er 

Conte 
Corman 
Cotter 
Coughltil 
Crane 
Cronin 
Daniel, Dan 
Daniel, Rober&: 
w~Jr. 

Daniels, 
DominickV. 

Danielson 
Davis, s.c. 
Davis, Wls. 
Delaney 
Dellenbaclt 
Denholm 
Dennis 
Dent 
Derwlnskl 
Devine 
Dickinson. 
Dingell 
Dorn 
Downing: 
Duncan 
duPQnt 
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Eckhardt Long, La. "Roush 
Edwards, Ala. Long, Md. Rousselot 
EU berg Lu.Jan Roy 
Erlenborn Mcclory Runnels 
Eshleman McCloskey Ruppe 
Evans, Colo. Mccollister Ruth 
Evins, Tenn. McCormack ··St Germain 
Fa.seen McDade · Sandman 
Findley McEwen Sarasin 
Fish McFall Sar banes 
Fisher McKinney Satterfield 
Flood Macdonald Schroeder 
Flowers Madden Sebelius 
Foley Madigan Seiberling 
Ford Mahon Shipley 
Forsythe Mann Cflhoup 
Fotmtain Martin, Nebr. -;:Shriver 
Frelinghuysen Martin, N.C. ·.Shuster 
Frey Mathias, Calif. -sikes 
Froehlich Mathis, Ga. ·sl.sk 
Gaydos Matsunaga ·' Skubitz 
Gettys Mayne Slack 
Giaimo Mazzoll Smith, Iowa 
Oilman Meeds . Smith, N.Y. 
Ginn Mezvinsky Spence 
Goldwater Michel Staggers 
Gonzalez Minish Stanton, 
Green, Pa. Mink . J. William 
Gross Mitchell, N.Y. Steed 
Grover Mizell Steele 
Gude Moakley Steelman 
Gunter Mollohan Steiger, Ariz. 
Guyer Moorhead, ·steiger, Wis. 
Haley Calif. Stratton 
Hamilton Moorhead, Pa. ,Stubblefield 
Hammer- Morgan Studds 

schmldt Mosher ·sullivan 
Hanley Moss ·Symington 
Hanna Murtha Symms 
Hanrahan Myers Talcott 
Hastings Natcher Taylor, Mo. 
H6bert Nedzl Taylor, N.C. 
Heckler, Mass. Nelsen .Thomson, WI.I. 
Heinz Nichols -Thornton 
Henderson Nix Tiernan 
Hicks Obey Towell, Nev. 
Hillis O'Hara Traxler 
Hinshaw O'Neill Ullman 
Holt Parris .Van Deerlln 
Horton Paasman Vander Veen 
Hosmer Patman Veysey 
Howard Patten Vigorito 
Huber Perkins ·waggonner 
Hudnut Pettis Walsh 
Hungate Peyser 'Wampler 
Hunt Pickle Whalen 
Hutchinson Pike .White 
I chord Poage Whitehurst 
Jarman Preyer Whitten 
Johnson, Calif. Price, Ill. Widnall 
Johnson, OOlo. Price, Tex. Wilson, 
Johnson, Pa. Qu1llen Charles H., 
Jones, Ala. Railsback Calif. 
Jones, N.C. Randall Winn 
Jones, Okla. Regula Wollf 
Jones, Tenn. Reuss Wright 
Jordan Rhodes Wyatt 
Karth Riegle Wydler 
Kazen Rinaldo ·Wylie 
Kemp Roberts Yates 
Ketchum Robinson, Va. Yatron 
King Robison, N.Y. ·young, Alasklt 
Kluczyneki Rodino Young, Fla. 
Koch Roe Young, Ill. 
Kuykendall Rogers Young, S.C. 
k.agomarslno Roncal!o, Wyo. ,young, Tex. 
Latta Roncallo, N.Y. :Zablocki 
Leggett Rooney, Pa. Zion 
Lehman Rose Zwach 
Litton Rostenkowski 

NAY&--aO 
Abzug Frenzel Pritchard 
Badillo Harrington ,Rangel 
Bingham Hechler, W. Va. }tosenthal 
Burton, John Helstoskl :Roybal 
Burton, Phillip Holtzman Jityan 
Carney, Ohio Kastenmeler Stark 
Clay Landgrebe Stokes 
Drlnan Luken Vanik 
Edwards, Calif. Metcalfe Waldie 
Fraser Miller Young, Ga. 

Addabbo 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Blagg! 
Blatnik 
Bowen 
Bras co 
Breaux 
Carey, N.Y. 
Cederberg 
Chisholm 

NOT VOTING-82 
Clawson, Del 
Conyers 
Culver 
Davis, Ga. 
de la Garza 
Dellums 
Diggs 
Donohue 
Dul ski 
Esch 
Flynt 

l"ulton 
Fuqua 
. :Gibbons 
:Doodling 
Grasso 
Gray 
Green, Oreg. 
GriJfiths 
Gubser 
Hansen, Idaho 
Hansen, Wash. 

Harsha Mitchell, M:d. 
Hawkins Montgomei·y 
Hays Murphy, Ill. 
Hogan Murphy, N.Y. 
Holifield O'Brien 
Kyros Owens 
Landrum Pepper 
Lent Podell 
Lott Powell, Ohlo 
McKay Qule 
Mcspadden Rarick 
Mallary Rees 
Marazltl Reid 
Melcher Rooney, N.'lr. 
Milford Scher le 
Mills Schnee bell 
Minshall, Ohio Snyder 

So the bill was passec .. 

Stanton, 
Jamesv. 

Stel)hens 
Stuckey 
TeJ!,iue 
TbOmpson, N.J. 
Thane 
Treen 
Ud~l 
vai:ider Jagt 
ware 
Wiggins 
W1!11ams 
Wilson, Bob 
Wilson, 

Cbarles, rex. 
Wyman 

The Clerk announced the follo'll'ing 
pairs: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Murphy of New ~rork for, with Mr. 

Mitchell of Maryland against. 
Mr. Thompson of New Jersey for, with 

Mrs. Chisholm against. 
Mr. Adda.bbo for, with Mr. Hawkins 

against. 
Mr. Teague for, with Mr. Conyers against. 
Mr. Podell for, with Mr. Dellwns against. 
Mr. Bi~gi for, wttl}. M1~. Diggs against. 
Mr. Kyros for, with Mr. Rees against. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Montgomery with :M:r. Baker. 
Mr. Breaux with Mr. Esch. 
Mr. Carey of New York with Mrs. Green 01 

Oregon. 
Mr, Rooney of New Yo:rk with Mr. CEder· 

berg. 
Mr. Rarick with Mr. Guhser. 
Mr. de la Garza with Mr. Harsha. 
Mr. Donohue with.Mr. Blatnik. 
Mr. Flynt witll. Mr. Ma.llf\l'Y. 
Mr. Landrum with Mr. Hogan. 
Mr. McSpadden with Mr. Goodling. 
Mr. Du1sk1 with Mrs. Grlfllths. 
Mr. Hays with Mr. OWens. 
Mr. Reid with Mr. Del Clawson. 
Mr. Stuckey wtth Mr. Minshall of Ohio. 
Mr. Stephens with Mr. Maraziti. 
Mr. Murphy of Illinois wJth Mr. O'B:rten. 
Mrs. Grasso with Mrs. Hansen of Wash-

ington. 
Mr. Gray with Mr. Powell of Ohio. 
Mr. Davis of Georgia wlth Mr. ScherlE1. 
Mr. Culver with Mr. Lent. 
Mr. Charles Wilson of T•ixas with Mr. c;1ule. 
Mr. Holifield with Mr. Treen, 
Mr. McKay wtth Mr. Schneebeli. 
Mr. Udall With Mr. Lott. 
Mr. Melcher with Mr. Thone. 
Mr. Bowen with Mr.,Sny•ier. 
Mr. Fulton with Mr. Wal'e. 
Mr. Gibbons with Mr. Wiggins. 
Mr. Fuqua with Mr. Wyr:ia.n. 
Mr. MU!s with Mr. Williams. 
Mr. Pepper with Mr. Bob Wilson. 
Mr. James V. Stanton 'll'ith Mr. Ha.nse11 ot 

Ida.ho. 

The result of the vat·~ was annowwed 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

GENERAL I.EA VE 
Mr. PIKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask UilE!.Ili­

mous consent that all Members.may have 
5 legislative days in which to revise :md 
extend their remarks and to 1ncl·11de 
extraneous material on the bill ;lust 
passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. to 
the request of the gent:leman from New 
York? 

There was no objectio:'.l. 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM T'I[E 
SENATm 

A further message from the Sena-te by 
Mr. Arrington, on.e of its clerkl::, a.n­
n01.mced that the Senate had pa11sed a 
concurrent resolution Qf the following 
title, in which the coneurrence <~r the 
House is requested: - ·· 

S. Con. Rei;;, 108. Concurrent resolutlO(ll 
extending best w!sheB to President Gerald R. 
Ford. 

PERMISSION FOR THE COMMITTEE 
ON RULES TO FILE A PRIVILJ!:GED 
REPORT 
Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, I ask t:lla.ni­

mous consent that the Committee Ol'l 
Rules may liave until tiiidnlght tonight 
to file privil~ed reports. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the ,gentleman from Cali­
fornia? 

There wasno objection. 

EXTENDING THE BEST WISHES 01" 
THE CONGRESS TO PRESD>ENT 
GERALD R. FORD 

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the Senate concurrent 
resolution CS. Con. Res. 108) extending 
the best wishes of the Congress to Presi­
dent Gerald R. Ford. 

The Clerk read t.he Senate conct:rrent 
resolution, as follo'Ws: 

S. CoN, RES. 108 
Whereas Gerald R. Ford was a Member of 

Congress for twenty-five years; and 
Whereas he is known to. the Congress a.s 

a good and taltl1ful friend; a.nd 
Whereas he assumes today the 01l1c•e of 

President o! tile· Un~ted States: Now, there-
fore, be it , 

Resolvea by the Senate (the House o/ Rep .. 
resentatives concurrtng), 'nl.at the Cong'l·eM 
extends to 06rald R. Fore! its sincer.e oost 
wishes, it.S alli>ura.nces of firm cooperatiori 
and its fervent hopep for s,uccess in oi:lice. 

The SPEAKER .. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ari­
zona? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the 

Senate concurrent resolution. 
Mr. RHODES. Mr. Speaker, on that l 

demand the yeas and na.ys. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-, 

vice; and there were-Yt!lM 329, nays o, 
not voting 105, as f-ollows_: 

Abdnor 
Abzug 
Adams 
Alexander 
Anderson, 

Call!. 
Anderson, Ill. 
Andrews, N.C. 
Andrews, 

N.Dak. 
Annunz!o 
Archer 
A.rends 
Ashbrook 
Asp in 
Badillo 
Bafalls 
Bauman 
Beard 
Bell 

(Roll No 478} 
YEAS-329 

Bennett 
Bergland 
Bevlll 
Bl ester 
Bingham 
Blackburn 
Boggs 
Boland 
Bolllng 
Brademas 
Bray 
Breckinridge 
Brinkley 
Brooks 
Brotzman 
Brown; Calif. 
:Brown, H!ch. 
Brown,. Ohio 
Broyhill, N.O. 

,:Broyhill, Va. 

Buchana11 
Burgener 
Burke.Fin, 
Burieeon, T•ex. 
Burltson, Mo. 
Burton, J·obn 
Burton, Phillip 
Butler 
Byron 
Camp 
Carter 
Casey,TeJC . 
ChamberlaiJtl 
Chappell 
Clancy 
Clausen, 

DonH. 
Clay 
Cleveland 
Cochran 
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Mr. Speaker, I am calling upon the 

Navy today to cancel a sizable number 
of the 30 DD-.963 destroyers. 

Careful reading of the GAO's analysis 
discloses that Litton is trying to build 
too many ships at one time. The ship­
yard is crowded, undermanned, and com­
pletely fouledup-.the shipyard workload 
must be reduced. The only way to do that 
is to reduce the number of destroyers to 
be built. Otherwise, the costs of each ship 
will skyrocket upward as delay-s mount. 

The GAO reported that if foulups in­
side the shipyard a_re not resolved it will 
cause eventual slippage in delivery sched­
ule and increases in contract costs. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker. the Navy concedes 
in its latest report to Congress that some 
of the destroyers- may be up to 5 months 
late. 

Congress has already approved funds 
for the ships and the Navy is seeking an 
additional $463.5 million for the final 
seven ships in this year's Defense Depart­
ment's budget. I believe Mr. Speaker, that 
at least the last seven ships should be 
canceled and possibly more. It is inter­
esting to note that the cancellation of 
the last seven ships would only involve a 
fee of $152,000 which is much less than 
the probable cost overruns. 

The potential $500 million overrun is 
based upon estimates of the cost of so­
called electronic warfare equipment, a 
decoy system, special sonar, new heli­
copters, missile -and guns which are not 
included in the current Navy estimate. 
These various weapons are listed as 
"space and weight"-systems that were 
originally planned for inclusion on the 
ship but are not in the NavY's budget. 

Mr. Speaker, I also believe that the 
Navy is hoping to cover up these cost 
overruns by paying for the increased 
costs from outside regular shipbuilding 
funds. Eleven months after a ship is de­
livered to the Navy any additional costs 
including the installation of new weapons 
are paid from appropriations other than 
shipbuilding. After these ships are de­
livered the needed weapons will be added 
but not counted as part of the cost of the 
ships. Frankly, Mr. Speaker, the Navy's 
action is a cheap trick designed to deceive 
Congr.ess. . 

At another point in the report the GAO 
said that certain parts of the ships, which 
are theoretically built in large modules 
are being completed out of sequence 
which makes the orderly construction of 
the ships impossible in Litton's so-called 
mass production shipyard. In fact, in the 
case of assembly work the situation has 
become worse in the past year. 

Mr. Speaker, there is now no question 
that unless we cut the number of DD-
963's we are headed for full-scale disaster 
on this program. 

NO AMNESTY WITHOUT EQUITY 

HON. LAWRENCE J. HOGAN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, April 8, 1974 

Mr. HOGAN. Mr. Speaker, on 
March 10, the House Judiciary's Subcom­
mittee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the 
Administration of Justice held hearings 

on the question of granting amnesty to 
those who evaded the draft during the 
Vietnam war. 

This question has aroused a great deal 
of controversy and I would like to insert 
in the RECORD at this point an editorial by 
Mr. Smith Hempstone which expresses 
the views of the majority of the Ameri­
can people: 
[From the Washington Star-News, Mar. 20., 

1974] . 

NO· AMNESTY WITHOUT EQUITY 
(By Smith Hempstop.e) 

In North Vietnam last week, the United 
States was dickering for the return of the 
mortal remains of the last 11 American pris­
oners of war known to have died under the 
rigors of Communist captivity. At the same 
time, half a world away, In obscene jux­
taposition, a House subcommittee chaired 
'by Rep. Robert W. Kastenmeler, D-Wis., 
was holding hearings on amnesty for those 
who refused to serve in that war. 

The arguments of the pro-amnesty lobby 
remain basically what they have always been: 
The Vietnam War was an unjust war, hence 
those who deserted or dodged the draft were 
justified in so doing; the artful dodgers' self­
exile has been punishment enough; amnes­
ty has always been granted after a war and 
one is needed now to heal society's wounds. 
To all of which one can only reply: Horse­
feathers! 

The notion that the thousands who de­
serted or refused to serve were ·somehow 
endowed with a higher morality than the 
milllons who disrupted their lives, obeyed 
their country's call and- risked maiming or 
death ls both Impertinent and illogical. 

All wars embody a measure of injustice. 
But the state has a right to insist on the 
obligation of its citizens to serve it, and no 
man has the privilege of picking his war. 
Clearly an individual has the right to refuse 
to take human life, but there are plenty of 
stretchers to be carried on the battlefield 
by those of such sensltlvity. 

It is even possible to admire those who on 
principle chose jall or alternative service to 
donning a uniform. But the gorge rises at 
the suggestion that men who spent the war 
comfortably living off remittances from Mom 
and Pop in Toronto coffee houses are the 
cream of their generation. rt simply isn't so. 

As for the argument that the gun-shy 
streakers l1a ve suffered enough by their sepa­
ration from tlielr native land, their exile was 
of their own choosing. The penalty does not 
begin to match that paid !n blood by some of 
those who had to go ln their stead. One can 
only hope, for their sake and for their 
adopted country, that they make better Ca­
nadians than they did Americans. 

Although the revisionist historians of the 
left would have us believe amnesty has fol­
lowed every American war, this· ls not the 
case. There has never been a general, uncon­
ditional amnesty-which is what the white­
feather gang ls demanding-after any Amer­
ican war. 

After World War II. President Truman par­
doned slightly less than 10 percent of 15,805 
draft dodgers. After the Korean War, scarcely 
a popular confiict, there was amnesty for 
neither deserters nor draft-dodgers. 

The main point ls that the m!l1tant evad­
ers are less interested In forgiveness than tn 
vindication. They want America to accept 
their image of themselves and their version 
of history, and this no self-respecting nation 
can grant. 

This ls not to say that sodety should be 
harsh or unforgiving. The case cari certainly 
be made that an immature and perhaps low 
IQ teen-aged draft-dodger from a home In 
which obligations to one's country were not 
stressed is less culpable than the middle­
aged radical chic professor, chaplain ar 
polemicist who, knowing the penalty, urged 
him to switch rather than fight. 

So as Sen. Robert Taft Jr., R-Ohio, and for­
mer Secretary of the Army Robert F. Froehlke 
have suggested to the Kastenmeier subcom­
mittee, some form of conditional amnesty, 
on a case-by-case basis and contingent upon 
alternative service, would not dishonor the 
dead or split the country. 

Case-by-case treatment by amnesty review 
boards such as those set up after World 
War II would be a slow process. But the of­
fense, against their country and tl1eir peers, 
of which the draft-dodgers and deserters 
stand accused, !s a grave one. 

They and those who urged them to turn 
their backs on their country have to under­
stand that America Is big enough to give its 
repentant sons a second chance. But not so 
craven or misguided as to vindicate them, to 
say that they were right and those other, 
braver sons who fought and died were wrong. 

THE DEBAT~ DIEGO GARCIA 

HON. JONATHAN B. BINGHAM 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, April 8, 1974 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the 
debate and vote last week in the House 
on the question of a base on Diego Garcia 
did not settle the question. It remains to 
be seen, not only what the Senate and 
the conference committee will do, but 
also what the Government of the 
United Kingdom will do, since no agree­
ment for the expansion has been entered 
into. 

Last Thursday, April 4. the Wall Street 
Journal carried an article by Richard J. 
Levine which in my view fairly sum­
marizes the arguments for and against 
the Diego Garcia base. Perhaps· I am 
prejudiced, but it seems to me that the 
negative arguments greatly outweigh the 
positive ones. 

The article follows : 
THE DEBATE OVER DIEGO GARCIA 

(By Richard J. Levine) 
WAsHINGTON.-Diego Garcia is a tiny coral 

island !n the middle of the Indian Ocean, 
lying a thousand miles off the southern tip of 
India and halfway around the world from 
Washington. . 

Isolated and uninspiring, the small hunk 
of British r,eal estate would seem an unlikely 
candidate for attention in this crisis-oriented 
capitai. 

But a Pentagon plan to build a naval sup­
port base on Diego Garcia-unveiled in the 
aftermath of the Middle East war and the 
Arab oil embargo-has begun to generate a 
lively though limited foreign policy-national 
security debate here. Nixon administration 
officials see the proposed base as a logical and 
effective m·eans of protecting America's 
interests in that part of the world, offsetting 
growing Soviet naval power. But some in 
Congress fear the base could lead to a U.S.­
Soviet naval race in the Indian Ocean, an 
r.rea that has been largely spared super­
power rivalry, and eventually add billions of 
dollars to Navy shipbuilding budgets without 
enhancing U.S. security. 

While U.S. Senators call for WaShington­
Moscow talks on naval limitations in the 
Indian Ocean, many of America's friends and 
foes denounce the Diego Garcia plan. In the 
end, the debate could provide important 
clues.to how serious Congress ls about play­
ing a' larger, more forceful role ln foreign 
policy as America emerges from its painful 
decade !n Vietnam. 

"From our experience in Indochina, we 
know too well the cost of early, easy con• 
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gressional and State Depgrtment acquies­
cence to Pentagon demands/' says Sen. 
Claiborne Pell (D., R.I.). a leading opponent 
of the base plan. "We must profit from our 
past errors. Our handling of this authoriza­
tion request tor D.lego Garcia offers such an 
opportunity." 

NARltOW ISi>OES 

Unfortunately, much of the debate thus 
far has focused on such relatively narrow 
issues as the comparative numoer of U.S. and 
Soviet "ship days" in the Indian Ocean and 
t·be length of the runway on the Island. 
Often lost in the din of detail are the basic 
questions raised by the Pentagon plan­
whether the U.S. should be involved in the 
project at all; whether, or how, U.S. interests 
are served by increasing the Navy's still lim­
lted presence in this far-off ocean; whether, 
as one former Pentagon planner put it, "we 
would be willing to let events take their 
course around the rim of the Indian Ocean." 

Specifically, the . Defense Department ls 
asking Congress for $32.3 mtfiion to expand 
an existing communications station on Diego 
Garcia into a base capable of refueling and 
restocking U.S. warships, !nc:nudlng aircraft 
carriers, operating in the Indian .Ocean. The 
base would be manned by about 600 men 
and would enable the Navy to increase its 
Indian Ocean deployments41ther routinely 
or in a crisis-without. weakening its forces 
in the Western Pacific. 

Yesterday the Senate Armed services Com­
mittee postponed "without prejudice" a re­
quest for $29 million for Diego Garcia con­
struction contained in a supplemental bud­
get bill for the Pentagon-a. setback that is 
likely to be challenged by administration 
supporters in the full Senate. And today the 
House is scheduled to vote on a proposal to 
delete the same $29 million from a compan­
ion measure. 

To justify the U.S. buildup, the Nixon 
administration has stressed the expanding 
operations of the Soviet Navy in the Indian 
Ocean (which Navy men expect to acceler­
ate with the reopening of the Suez Canal) 
and the increasing reliance of the U.S. on 
Persian Gulf oil that must be transported 
across the Indian Ocean. "Our military pres­
ence in the Indian Ocean provides tangible 
evidence· of our concern for security and 
stability in. a region when signi!icant U.S. 
Interests are located," declares James Noyes, 
Deputy Defense Secretary for Near Ea.stern, 
African and South Asian Af!airs. 

By Pentagon standards, the Diego Garcia 
request is a mere pittance, less than one­
third the price of a modem destroyer. More­
over, Defense Department and State Depart.­
ment officials have sought to downplay the 
potential long-range significance of the 
naval base by referring repeatedly to their 
plans for a "modest support facility." 

Still, a. number of lawmakers and outside 
experts remain uneasy, fearful that congres­
sional approval of the construction money 
could prove a fateful step down an un­
marked road toward yet another expensive 
and, conceivably, dangerous security com­
mitment. Adding to their concern is the 
small-step-by-small-step pattern of U.S. in­
volvement in the Indian Ocean: first a few 
warships; next a communications sta,tion; 
then a support base. Where, they worry, is 
It leading? 

Despite administration assertions to the 
contrary, U.S. interest lri the Indian Ocean 
has been rather limited until recently. Only 
three years ago, Ronald Spiers, then director 
of the State Department's Bureau of Poli-. 
tico-Military Affa.1rs, could tell CongreS6: 
"The Indian Ocean a.rea, unlike Europe and 
Asia, iS one which has been only on the 

margins of U.S. attention. ~ever consider•3d 
of great Importance to the central balance 
of power, it has been on the edges of grea,t­
power rivalry." 

Since 1948, the U.S. J:'resence tn thiS 
part of the world has consisted mainly of 
the Middle East force-a cfagshlp based in 
the Sheikdom of Bahrain and two destroy­
ers that make periodic port calls. That 
such a modest force was considered ade­
quate testifies to the low strategic impor­
tance Washington attach£d to the world's 
third largest ocean. 

U.S. interest began building In the ef,rly 
1960s. One result was the British Indian 
Ocean territory agreement between the 
United Kingdom and the U.S. In l!l66, 
under which 'Washington tcqulred the b·~sic 
right to build mllitary facilities on D'.ego 
Garcia. Washington's lntrrest quickened in 
1968, with the British announcement of 
plans to withdraw mllit:try forces east of 
Suez and the appearance of the first Scviet 
warships. Since then, the ;Sovle:ts have stead­
ily increased their nava:. forces, and cur­
rent navy estimates giv<' them a fou1·-to-
011e advantage over the U.8. in the Indian 
Ocean. 

Soviet ships have also gained increE.sing 
access to port facilities. Fm: example, :Rus­
sian vessels currently use the exparrded 
Iraqi port of Umm Qallr and the former 
British base <tt Aden; meanwhile, the Scviets 
are expanding their na~al facilities at the 
Somali port of Berbera. "The Soviets possess 
a support system in the (Indian Ocean) 
area th!tt ls substantip,lJy more extensive 
than that of the U.S.," asserts Adm. Elmo 
Zumwalt, Chief of Naval Operations. 

As the So•1iet presencn increased, the U.S. 
responded lly sending carrier task forces 
into the Indian Ocean twice in 1971, in 
April and again in December, during the 
!ndo-Pakistan war. Le.st October, £. few 
months after the Diego Garcia communica­
tions station opened imd as the Mideast 
ceasefire was taking eff·~ct, the Defe1me De­
partment unexpectedly moved a task force 
headed by the carrier Hancock into the 
Indian Ocean. 

On Nov. 30, Defense Secretary James 
Schle<:\nger, disclosing that the H11ncock 
would be replaced b3 the Oriskany, an­
nounce.d that in the future ~he Navy would 
esta))Jlsh a "pattern cf regular visl1s Into 
the Indian Ocean and we expect that our 
presence there will bf more frequent and 
more regular than In the past." Sinc•3 then, 
major U.S. vessels ha1•e been Jn the ocean 
without letup. 

Why? Administration officials offer a vari­
ety of explanatlons--to counterbalance So­
viet "influence" on states around the Indian 
Ocean; to maintain "continued access" to 
vital Mideast oil supplies; to insure free­
dom of the seas; simply to demonstrate our 
"Interest" in that area of the world. 

The State Department emphasl:~es the 
diplomatic value of 1'he Navy. "A mll!tary 
presence can support effective diplomacy 
without !ts ever having to be used," says 
Seymour Weiss, dlrec·;or of State's pollt!co­
ml!itary affairs bures.u. Privately Pentagon 
offlcials, not surprisingly, place greater 
weight on the mUltary value of warships in 
the Indian Ocean. T:t.e increasing U.S. Navy 
operations, a Navy man says, are needed "to 
sllow we are a credible m!lltary power in that 
part of tlle world." 

But critics of the Diego Garcia proposal 
a.re troubled by theE.e explanatiom., which, 
they bel!eve, raise more questions than they 
answer. 

GUNBOAT DIPLOMACY 

Some critics wondnr whether the presence 
of larger numbers of U.S. warships In the 

Indian Ocean will, as Naval Chief Zumwalt 
claims, help preserve "regtmes that are 
friendly to the U.S." In the 'rea. "Gun·ooe.t 
diplomacy doesn't really seem to work" ln 
this age, argues a government analyst. In­
ternal problems and economic assistance, he 
believes, have a much greater bearing on the 
political course followed by foreign gc»ern­
ments. What is clear ls that several states 
in the area-including Australia, New 
Zealand, India, Madagascar and Sri Lanka 
(Ceylon)-have publicly opposed the Dil•go 
Garcia support base, Mguin~tha.t the IndlaJl 
O<oean should be a "zone of peace." 

Furthermore, there are s01ne military ex­
perts ·who doubt that Sovtet ships in the 
Indian Ocean pose a serious threat to West­
ern tankers carrying precious Arab oil. In 
the opinion of Gene La Rocque, a retired rear 
admiral who o!ten criticizes Pentagon poli· 
cies, an attack' on, or lnter:rercnce with. such 
shipping "doesn't appear to be a plausiblE• 
action on the part of the Soviet Union when 
one takes !nto account such Important fac­
tors as relative military power, time and dis·· 
tance and the alternative means of exerting 
influence and power at the dlspo;;al rif the 
Soviet Union." 

Other military analysts have argued that it 
is highly Improbable the Soviets would at­
tack Western ships since auch a bosti!El ac:t 
would likely trigger the outbreak of a major 
war between the superpowers. Oeotfrey 
Jukes, an Australian analYl!'.t has written: "It. 
is difficult to· envisage a 111.tuation, s'wrt of 
world nuclear war, in whl9h the Soviet gov­
ernment would be prepared to place the bulk 
of its merchant fleet at risk by engaging to 
'interfere' With Western shipping Jn the In­
dian or any other ocean." 

Much more likely, critics of the Diego Gar­
cia plan stress, is a. repetition of th£' recent 
Arab oil embargo, a political act designed to 
achieve political alms. It is argued thi~t the 
presence of sizable naval forces can, at best, 
have only a minimal impact Jn such a. 
situation. 

Finally, there ls the unsettling ·prnspect 
that a base at Diego Garcia, coupled with 
increased naval deployments in the· Xndian 
Ocean, will provide.the Navy Jn years to come 
with new rationales for an "Indian Ocoa.n 
fleet" and ever-bigger sh!pbullding budgets, 
especially for carriers and esoorts. The Navy, 
a Pentagon insider notes, "has been panting · 
on the edges of the opportunity" represented 
by enlarged Indian Ocean commltm€nts. 

A CALL P'OR NEf;OTTATIONS 

To prevent a costly U.!l.-Soviet niwal race, 
whlch might not enhance either nation's se­
curity, Sen. Pell a.nd Sen. Edward Kennedy 
(D., Mass.) have jointly Introduced a reso­
lution calling for negot1atlons betwE•en the 
superpowers on limiting naval facilities and 
warships in the Indian Ocean. 

As in the past, the U.S. remains reluct11nt 
to agree in writing to any restrictions on its 
use of the high seas. Moreover, u.:3. officials 
say elf.arts to follow up a Soviet hint In 1971 
of interest In naval limitation talks fa.Hect 
to produce a response from the Kremlin. 

Still, in view Of the potential long-range 
costs and dangers invoived in a..11 expanded 
naval presence In the Indian Ocean, lt woUld 
seem worthwhile to pursue the maUer fur­
ther. For, a.s Sen, Kennedy has saitl, "It may 
In time prove necessary and desirable for the 
U.S. to compete with .the Soviet Union 111 
m!l!tary and naval force In this d'ista.nt part 
of the globe. But before that happens we owe 
It to ourselves, as well as to all the peoph) 
of the region, to try preventing yet another 
a.rms race." 
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Senator CHURCH. I would want to hear it 
from the Secretary, himself. 

SHERMAN. The President seems determined 
to go on with his trip to Moscow. Are you 
worried that he may be timing his trip to 
Moscow In June foi: maximum. political ad­
vantage here In the fight over Impeachment? 

Senator CHURCH. Well, I don't know what 
his motives are, but ·one would have to ob­
serve that as the impeachment proceeding 
Is now moving along, tt's quite possible that 
sometime in June the House would be vot­
ing on an Impeachment resolution, assuming 
that the Judiciary Committee recommends 
such a resolution favorably to the House. 

SHERMAN. Would you oppose his going at 
a time like that? 

Senator CHURCH. Well, I would t)llnk It 
would be a very awkward time for him to 
go, but I don't want to prophesy what the 
House Judiciary Committee wlll do. I'm 
merely speculating. 

BENTON. I'd Uke to revert Mr. Sherman's 
question. Is detente going to be a casualty 
of the impeachment proceedings, do you 
think, Senator? 

Senator CHURCH, Not unless the Russians 
choose to make it so. There Is no re·ason in 
this country why it should. We are deallng 
here with the Presidency, after all, not the 
man who occupies the Presidency, and if It 
were to happen that Mr. Nixon were to be 
removed from office, we'd have a President 
of the·United States stepping into his place. 
So unless the Russians choose .to use this as 
an excuse, or treat it as a reason for not 
going forward with detente, I don't think 
that It should be, or need be, an obstacle. 

HERMAN. Some of the observers In the So· 
vlet capital in Moscow have said that the 
Russians now seem for the first time to have 
some understanding of congressional power 
and Congress' part in our government, which 
sounds like a healthy thing. Have you heard 
anything to that effect? 

Senator C'HURcH. Well, I think that they 
make their observations. There was a time a 
few years ago when they didn't even believe 
that the Senate actually had the power not to 
ratify a treaty, so I believe that they are 
beginning to have a better understanding of 
our constitutional system, and that would be 
healthy. 

HERMAN. Thank you, Senator Ohurch, for 
being.with us today on Face the Nation. 

ANNOUNCER. Today on Face the Nation 
Senator Frank Ohurch, Democrat of Idaho, 
was interviewed by OBS News Correspondent 
Nelson Benton, George Sherman of the Wash­
ington Star-News, and C'BS News Correspond­
ent George Herman. Next week another 
prominent figure In the news will Face the 

DIEGO GARCIA 

Natl~ 

M. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, the 
subject of the tiny island of Diego Garcia 
is becoming a rather major issue. be­
tween those who are definitely opposed to 
it. and those who feel that we must have 
it because of the strategic importance of 
the Indian Ocean. Although my basic 
reason for supporting the desire to have 
this base in that oi:ean is based on mili­
tary need, I think I can defend it equally 
as well by citing the cost savings to us if 
we do not have to make the 4,000-mile 

. trip from Subic Bay to the Indian Ocean. 
· · Improving the logistic support faclli­
ties in Diego Garcia will lead to substan­
tial cost avoidance in supporting our re­
newed naval deployments into the Indian 
Ocean. These deployments, interrupted 
by the Vietnam conflict, are conducted at 
the direction of the National Command 
Authority when our national interests so 
require. The increasing importance of 

our sea lines of communications in this 
vital area make it imperative that we 
have the ability to support a naval force 
there when necessary. Although this sup­
port can come from Subic Bay, in the 
Philippines, some 4,000 miles distant, 
cost avoidance of $400 million to a $1 
billion in 10-year logistics support costs 
can be realized if Diego Garcia, only 
2,000 miles distant, is equipped for logis­
tic support as currently proposed by the 
Navy. 

In addition to the fact that the United 
States has vital interests in the area in­
dependent of Soviet actions, is the fact 
that the Soviets already have established 
a logistic support base in the Indian 
Ocean far exceeding our own, and are 
expanding it even more. This, coupled 
with the major benefits accruing to them 
from the opening of the Suez Canal, will 
lead to a major strategic shift in the re­
gion which we can ignore only at our 
peril. Provision of logistic support facili­
ties in Diego Garcia can, to some extent, 
reduce our vulnerability to the strategic 
implications of this ongoing Soviet ex­
pansion. 

Finally, the Soviets have the added ad­
vantage of being able to bring substan­
tial power to bear in the area by land, 
whereas any influence we may need to 
bring to bear must principally be by sea. 
We cannot afford to deny ourselves the 
abllit~ to deploy such naval forces as we 
may need in the future. 

What the Navy is proposing for Diego 
Garcia is primarily a capability for logis­
tics support of forces that may be sent 
into the Indian Ocean in contingencies, 
or for periodic deployments. It is a pru­
dent precautionary move to ensure that 
we have the capability to operate our 
forces in an area of increasing strategic 
importance to the United States and its 
allies. Not only is it in our best interests 
to be able to maintain the types of pres­
ence in the Indian Ocean which were 
interrupted by the Vietnam conflict, but 
the increased dependence of our econ­
omy-and that of the Free World-on 
the Sea Lines of Comrmunications­
SLOC's-through the Indian Ocean 
make it prudent for the United States 
to maintain an option of protecting 
those SLOC's. 

The purpose of the improvements the 
Navy has proposed for Diego Garcia is 
simply to enable us to use It as a logis­
tics support base. Logistic support of our 
ships in the Indian Ocean today comes 
from Sublc Bay in the Philippines, more 
than 4,000 miles away. The improve­
ments to Diego Garcia, which would 
have relatively low political visibility, 
would enable us to shorten the logistic 
line to 2,000 miles. For an initial invest­
ment of approximately $35 million, plus 
$1 of $2 million per year icnreased oper­
ating costs, we can avoid expenditures of 
$400 million to $1 billion in additional 
10-year logistics costs. At the upper limit, 
provision of. logistic support facilities at 
Diego Garcia could save us the procure­
ment and support costs of one full un­
derway replenishment group. 

Our interests 1n the Indian Ocean 
clearly require the ability to maintain 
a U.S. presence there at the direction of 
the National Command Authority, 

whether or not the Soviets maintain a 
presence of their <>Wn. Since 1968, we 
have seen a patterr~ of steady buildup 
both in the Soviet naval presence, and 
in Soviet capabilities for the support of 
military operations in the Indian Ocean. 

We must presume that the Soviets' 
plan for expansion of these capabilities 
are based on perceptions of their own 
interests and objectives in the region and 
are not driven predominantly by U.S. 
activity in the area. This is borne out 
by the fact that the rate of Soviet 
buildup has increased steadily through~ 
out the period, while our own activity 
has remained at a relatively low level. 

As a result of this Soviet buildup, the 
Soviets possess a support system in the 
area that is substantially more extensive 
than that of the United States. For ex­
ample, they have established :fleet 
anchorages in several locations near the 
island of Socotra, where an airfield pro­
vides a potential Soviet base for recon.:. 
naissance or other aircraft. In addition, 
they have established anchorages in 
other areas around the Indian Ocean 
littoral as well. 

They have built a communications 
station near the Somali port of Berbera 
to provide support for their fleet. At the 
same time they have increased their use 
of, and are expanding naval facilities at 
Berbera, which currently include a re­
stricted area under Soviet control, a 
combined barracks and repair ship and 
housing for Soviet military dependents. 
In addition, they engaged in building a 
new military airfield· near Mogadiscio, 
which could be used for variety of 
missions. 

Soviet naval combatants and support 
ships have had access to the expanded 
Iraqi naval port of Umm Qasr, where 
facilities are being built with the assist­
ance of Soviet technicians. Those facil­
lties appear to be considerably more 
extensive than any which would be re­
quired for Iraqi needs alone. 

The Soviets have been extended the 
use of port facilities at the former British 
base at Aden, and air facilities at the 
former Royal Air Force field nearoy. 
They maintain personnel ashore in both 
locati1:>ns. In addition, they use the port 
of Aden for refueling, replenishment, and 
minor repairs. 

Since 1971 Soviet naval uni_ts have 
been engaged in harbor clearance opera­
tions at Chittagong, Bangladesh. 

In addition to their regional support 
facilities in the Indian Ocean, the 
Soviets are embarked on a worldwide 
program to expand· bunkering and visit 
rights for theii naval, merchant, and 
fishing fleets. Since Soviet merchant ves­
sels are frequently employed for logistics 
support of Soviet naval forces, the estab­
lishment of merchant bunkering facili­
tie~ expands the Soviet Navy's logistics 
infrastructure. The Soviets have recently 
secured bunkering rights in Mauritius 
and Singapore and have made ap­
proaches to other Western and non­
alined countries. 

In summary, Soviet support initiatives 
and the tempo of their naval activity in 
the Indian Ocean since 1968 have ex­
panded at a deliberate pace which can­
not be related, ·either in time or in scope, 
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The Arab · vernments have 1ilsco$'ered that pr;;cedented levels in the last year. SO. that, along w1th their pipeline.arrangements and 
oll'i~• a polit . weapon. The preSeJnt price of It U1ey are profiting as they :~re, so l:mgely marketing arrangepients 41 this country-d•J 
o!l has noth:l'Ag to do with economics. rt f:rorn the hijack prices. what lncentrve do . not violate these laws. Thr.t's number om·. 
cost"' twenty ce~ a barnil to raJ.se thls oil; they have to bring them down\' For thll.t rea- Secondly, we 11!10\Jll;i pa.sa· new laws to deal 
they re selling It a&. a. posted pr!~ of $11:65 sea !<lone, an obligation falls en the govern- with the conglomerate problem. The laws 
a, banel--350 per c~ apove what It was just 'menL of this country to play a more, direct that we presently have on the books don't 
twelve months ago. ls price ls ]l political fole in negotiating these prlees downward deal with big com)janies that get into ftelds 
price. They found that ey can IllA!lke it. stick agah, because they are polltlcal prlces---thcy other than their particular field: Now the all 
In the western world, a.U$e we have to II.re not economic prices. They don't operate Industry la. getting; .. Jn to coal: the oil lndus­
have Arab oil, particular westeln Europe within the_ parameters of the marketplace. try ls at wcirk out west. You know what the:1 
and Japan. H•'RMAN. Jui;_t so :i: know wlte!'e we?.stand are doing out there. on the public domain? 

So in that new ~ttuatlon, 's "?oollsh to ifn tMs because I have a rather simpl& mind. They are getting leases from the federal gov· 
th!!i't that the companies can·-. - cessfully Ifo you think that the world ls running out ernment on geothermal rej!ources. 
bart,a!n any more with the Arab g rnmentS (If on, and that oil is--and a!l energy forms HERMAN. They are also way 1nto uranium. 
on on prices. And the latest Ind! ,. afo becoming shorter, therE!Ore perhaps Senator CHURCH. Yes, they &re way lntn 
those prices may go up again ln JliPe prices should be up a Uttle? uranium. Now are we going to let oil buy up 
than come down. Under these circijn.~ Senator CHURCH. The world will run out of all of Its competition ln this country·• 
I be,ieve our government Wbich'"has 01!-~no question about that. But right now~ Doesn't the government have some obliga· 
levernge with these Arab nn.tlon~ur g· H>:RMAN. In a foreseeable time? · · tion to see to it that the free enterprise 
ernrumt---must take a much more·curect ro senator CHURCH. But right now, the-world system remains compe.titl'l'Jl whei;e fuel sup .. 
In attempting to bring these price& down. m•t short on oil. The oil IS there, the oil piles are concerned.? Certiifnly .tt does. Anet 

Snrn:MAN. But then, are you ii;L favor of uld supply the market. The problem ti; not, then the third thing we must do 1S change thu 
turn:ng the oil companies into, in ·ract, pub- he imll).edlate future, a st.ortage of oil. tax laws so that the incentive wm not be, 
lie utll!t!es, which would bypass 'the ques- · roblem LS price and we shouldn't pre- as it has been, to go abroad; and thus make m; 
t!on ;)f antitrust laws anyway--- at the Hftlng of the Arab o!l embargo dependent, ever mo.re dependent _µpon toreigr: 

Senator CHURCH. No, I would Be against J:iii.s c ged the problem one Iota. It may sources for fuel'--Sburces .which. we canno1·. 
that, George, because that's just dcidglng the mean t the shortage for a little while-- control, but to brb:11:; oil companies home. 
Issue. We'd be regulating monopoly; and that the ~quee on the United S1;ates-w1ll be But, to turn the incentive of the tax lawn 
never works very well. I would bl! in favor less .>evcre, t the price: think of !ts im- around, we'll have .to do a Jot tnl'ire than thE· 
of taking those measures that warud Inject ~et on the· estern world! lt la go,Jng to tap-on-the·wr!st treatmeift that apparently 
as much competition, as much f!¥ market, increase the c of fuel supplies between $55 the Ways and Means Committee ls now con· 
back Into the system as possible ... ,. 8,Jld .$65 billion his year aJone. Now .that's siderlng for the oil Industry. 

BENTON. Senator, I'd like to ask Jt>u a phi!- a prlce that Wes Europe and Japai:l. anct HERMAN. When w.e consider problems or 
osophlcal question along this free market the 'J'nlted States d the other !nclu.str!al this magnitude in this CO'Qntry, we have ar 
area, if I could. Secretary or the Interior nations Will have to . Its effect, in ·terms inclination ·to think of It In terms or th€• 
R.oge~s Morton was speaking th!S'' week to ot inflation, Its effect I erms of the adverse polarization betweet1 the Soviet Union anc. 
the National Petroleum Couneil 'Which, as Impact on our balance o aym•mts, its. effect the United States. Some people think that" 
you know, Is a group of lndustrj advisors 111 drying Up the flow of itil to the un- a preoccupation with us. Does this oil prob· 
to the government, and he said· that the derd•weloped world, ls abs tely staggllring. !em with the Middle.East stand oUtslde of thE 
government, and my Inference n:-om what Now that is the oil crisis; · .t 'is the eco- question o! detente and ciur relations witb 
he says was that he meant the OCngress Is nomio consequence of this re ess decision the Soviet Union? 
becoming an adversary to the tree j9llterprlse to suddenly Increase the paste rice pf oil Senator CHURCH. Well, it doesn't stand out· 
systein. Is it in such actions as "you were . !ft the Middle East 350 percent vr! a year's side but tt stands .-t the :Periphery, I would 
talking about~ia the government-'becomlng time think. There are other questions 1'etween th€ 
an adversary to the free enterprise· system? HERMAN. ['m not sure but that United states and the sovwt Union of much 

Senator CHURCH. By adversary, you mean rupted you when you were giving greater magnitude that go to the heart ol' 
an opponent to? recommendations. detente---questlons such a!t normalized trade 

BENTON. Yes. ·Senator CHURCH. Yes. well. wl1ere were a11d the·possib!llt!es of· secttrlng some ~nd ot 
Senator CHURCH. No, though in lk>me waya _ HE<l.MAN. Well, we started wltl1 the goVer llmltatlon on nucle)l.r a.rm!!. Thel!e question< 

I think there is justification for thi.t charge. znent should take a little bit more contra go to the heart of detente; J would think that 
I'm pleacUng a different case. :Q!lstead of Senator CHURCH. I hope that it wouldn't. he oil matter lies ·out somewhere near th£ 
treating oil as a monopoly, which lli}lhouldn't have to be for a long period ot time, but s.s rlphery. .. 
be, an.d then trying to regulate it,"imd then long aa the price of oil ls going to be l13ed as AN. I note the Soviet Union's urgingE 
finding, as we usually do, that t&! regula- a political weapon by the Alab countries e Arab countries to continue the em-
tlon is soon indistinguishable frodt the In~ against the Western World, the United States and !ts lack of etrect upon them; 
terest.s of the regulated-that the J!egulators government has to see lt in those terms, and app tly. • 
are taken In by the regulated--! )ay make t]:\e United States has to try to do something Sena r CHURCH. Yes, the Soviet Union 
It competitive Instead. and make sutc it stays about it. After all, we presumably have more wants t ep as much influence as it can 
competitive. The government can do that, leverage than the oil companies with the With the ab countries. After all, It has 
the government can be a referee tliat makes Arab countries. We've given th~m $3 billion invested a reat deal in supporting their 
free enterprise stay free. But my aiiiperlence Ill economic and military aid over the past military fo . and it has'lloped :to Increase 
has been that the bigger buslnessel get, the l;l years, and we are now preparing to.!'-Sslst its Influence that part of the world. But 
more they preach free enterprise arid the less Fr£ypt in clearing the Suez Canal, and. quite r commend Se tary Kissinger for his sklll-
thcy want to practice it. It ShouJD be the possibly in other economic development pro- !ul ttiplomacy, a I think,, that the chances 
government's job to see to it that they con- gm.rm. ·· are better today some kind or settlement 
tlnue to practice It. · · HEaMAN. So you are proposing some kind of between the Arab untriea and Israel· than 

SHFRMAN. But how do you-it seems to American government pressure againat the they have been for. 
me there la an inconsistency here, or per- Arab nations? BENTON. Senator 
haps I just don't understand !t--y!;>u're say- Senator QffURCH. I'm propoHlng that we singer just got back 
Ing that the oil companies thenuielves ad- rl!lognize that this is a hlghjacked price with first heard that h!s-­
mlt they no longer have the strenglh to deal d~as1;rous consequences, and th,it the federal senator CHuacII. And 
with the Arab governments, and th:iy're tak- gOVernment do something about negotiating went .to Mexico. · 
ing 01rnr the oil, in fact. So that means they w'lth the Arab countries in.an effort to bring BENTON. That's true. 
are becoming less and less powerfUl. At the this price down, since we have leverage that senator CHURCH. Thus de 
same time, you say that someho~ the U.S. the companies themselves have adml.tted they one of the few anen in tlils 
government should bolster them, without be- no longer possess. with any energy to spare. (La hter.) 
coming Intricately involved In theil" opera- HERMAN. What's.our leverage\' BENTON. First we heard tha the. nego-
tlons--·ln their negotiations- Sena.tor CHURCH. I've just st:ggested part tiations were not veey good!1.nd t. n we start 

Senator CHURCH. Well, let me explain. I can of it. hearing, well, they weren't so b ··.· . In your 
11ndersatnd how you might have "been Jed HEJ:MAN · But getting back ·;o what you role as chairman o!-the subcomnlit e, I be­
to that confusion. First of e.11, 'Che com- woulc! do specifically, In terms of your c·om- lleve, on arms control, do yQU have a y intel­
panles have not only admitted lihat they nnttee, In terms of the Congress, are you con-- llgence as to how the negotiations.in Moscow 
have no·bargaln1ng power left. TheJ have no slaerillg yourself a budding sort of trust- really went? Are we better off? \ 
economic Incentive to bring down the price. b\l.Ster In this sort o! thing? Do you think Sena.tor CHURCH. I haven't yet had a chance 
Why :mould they? They have discovered that the Congress or the United States sJi.ould to discuss this with. the Secretary. Until he 
the more the price goes up, the b!lger their enact leg!slatlon which is going to break up comes ·back from his honetmoon, we'll have 
profits get. The profits of ARAMCO went up this monopoly situation? to watt for these details .. He's promiSed to 
almost In the same degree, 350 percient, with _Ser,ator Cau11.cH. George, ftrst of all, we do come to the Foreign Relations Committee 
the actual posted price, and the profits of have antitrust laws on the b<·oks, and we and to give us a dei,i!ed accountµlg of what 
the major oil companies In this co~try, the want to Illllke sure that the 11rrangelllents transpired !n Moscow. . 
owners of ARAMCO, have gone up to un- In the Middle East, of American companies-- HERMAN. Can't anyone else br!et you? 
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to any comparnblc expa,i1sh:m of U.S. 
ar.t.hity. The Soviets' Iogis!ics arrange·· 
meats are designed to supr,ort their own 
strategic objedlves. in the area. 

Underlying all of this ls r:>r:.vlet recog­
nitkm. th&t ;iny natl.rm. whlch h~s th£; 
capability t.o project subetantfal naval 
power into the Indian. OcrnI1 aukmati­
cally acqulrns signfflc~mt influence not 
only with the littoral countries', but with 
courrt:r1es outside the area whose econ­
omies depend cm the frae use of its sea 
lanes. 

The Sovit}ts· lof:lstics infrastructure is 
R1ready suf!'!clent to support a much 
great,~r Soviet presence than th'2' one 
which now exists in the Indlim Oecan, 
and Soviet prcs1;nce in the Indian Ocean 
can be expected to continue to grow, ir­
respective of anything we do at Diego 
Garcia. 

The opening of the Suez wm complete 
the major actions riecessary to mRking 
the Soviet Union a major Indian Ocean 
power. With the Su.ez open, the deploy­
ment distan<;e for the Soviets will be re­
duced from about; 5,600 miles from Vladi­
vo;,tok or over 11,000 miles from the 
Black Sea, to foss than 4,000 miles from 
the Black Sea. Th~s redjlction, coupled 
with the proliferation of a.ctual and pO­
tential support activities along the lit­
toral ·wm enablf: the Soviets to expand 
their Indian Ocean· force at wm. The 
opening of the Suez wm effect a maior 
strategic change to the benetlt'of the so~ 
viets. Provi'lion of logistic support fa­
cilities in Diego Garci'i can, to a small 
extent, reduce mir vu1nerabt11ty to the 
strategic implications of this ongoing 
Soi;iet exp~msion into the area. 

Finally, the ·geopolitical asymmetries 
between the United States and the So­
viet Union must be kept in mind in as­
sessing the relative importance to the 
two {;Olll1tries of the capability to oper­
ate 119.Val .forces in the region. The So­
viet Union dominates the Eurai,ian land­
mass. It has borders with some key Mid­
dle Eastern and South Asian countries. 
Its land-based forces can already be 
brought t.o bear in the"region. The United 
States, on the other hand, can project 
its military power into the area only by 
sea and air, and over great distances. 
The Soviet Union, in sum, has the. geo­
graphical proximity necessary to influ­
ence events in the Indian Ocean littoral, 
without the employment of nr.val forces 
if necessary. We do not. Limiting our ca­
pabilities to opera.te naval forces effec­
tively in the region would not be in U.S. 
interest; and would clearly put us at a 
disadvantage in the region. 

In summation, it is in our natlonal'in­
terest to have the ca.pability to support 
naval forces in the Indian Ocean-~at the 
direction of the National Command Au­
thority-whether or not the Sovieti:: con­
tinue to increase their forces there. It is 
e. wise investment to provide logistic sup­
port capab111ty at Diego Garcia. Second, 
the Soviets have already established a 
logistic support b1se in the Indian Ocean 
far exceeding our own, and are expand­
ing it even more. This, coupled wlth the 
ma.Jar benefits accruing to them from the 
opening of the Suez Canal, will lead to a 
major strategic shift in the region which 
we can ignor~ only at our peril. Finally, 

\ 

the Soviet" ha1·e the ud:ded ;1dvnnt.age r;f 
beir.>R abi•? to bring much po'wei· to hear 
in the iicea by ls.nd, whereas any i.nftu~ 
ence we :!T}il.Y need to bring to b.;!ar In t.he 
future must prindr;ally be by Sb:\.. We 
should p,s.<;·u·e ourselves the ability to sup­
port Olli' own naval prest>nce tn this nrea 
to the ~xte;-it 11ecesaar; to protect our 
own in te1··~st:>. 

COST AVOIOAfiCE SUPPLf.MENTARY CALCIJU\TIONS 

fY75 FY76 

lnitiaL: ___ .. ____ -· Z9 
lower limit (,0Sl. aviJidau~a '. 

Forces/co>L ..... --·-·-·-· fY75 FY1t fY77 --·-- ··--

AO pror;ur<1;,"nl' _______ .: 1/55 li35 1/5~ .... ----···--
Upper limit r:r;~t dvoli.lancc ~: 

Foim/oosL . . ___ . __ . FY75 fY7S FY77 FYn FY79 

AO procuremerri .\ _____ . __ 1/55 1/55 1/55 
.~E procumnent.._ ... _____ I/SU ·--·-·--··--··- . _ ...... . 
PF procuremsnt._ ___ ., ___ \,ioO 1/60 1{1i0 l/ZO 1/60 

~Without _imp.ro•:ing th-e facllit.ios ~t Die~~ G::ucia, U.1e !o~d~tic 
~uppoft for tt:e 11!c:·eased µeacatane capatuhty fo1 lodian Oct!an 
deployment"- i:,n:!tl be attained throu.~h procureme::1t of these 
additional fo1cos. 

'Prowreme,.; cost> or.!; am shown. Operating costs of $75!11 
per ship per year art in<:~ned commencing at IOC. , , 

s Witho1Jt i11ii)TO\'ing the facilities at Diego Garcia, the 1og1s~ic 
support tnr the increased. wartime cap;-tbi!Hy ft:,r 1 rtdiar. Occ.;11 
deplJym~nt; could be attainad thro,:gh procurement cf thcso, 
additional forrn'i. ' 

o! PrOC!Jreme:1t tosts orny ~ra s.h0wo. Avcf!Ji,e operating 'COSh 
for all snips of $8.nM por ship pe1 ~ear al'! rncurred •t inc 

SOLAR ENERGY AND THE FARM 

Mr. ABOUREZK. Mr. Pres1dent, my 
senior colleague from South Dakota, 
Senator McGOVERN, recently testified be.,­
fore the Senate Committee on Aeronau­
Ucal and Space Sciences in support of 
S. 2658, the Solar Energy Heating and 
Cooling DemonsttSltion Building Act. 

As a member of that committee I was 
impressed with Senat.or McGoVERN's sug­
gest\on for accelerating solar research on 
the farm. He proPosed that a provision 
be added to 8. 2658 to establfah a solar 
energy agricultural research , center 
which would pro\'ide for the im•est1ga­
tion, monitoring, and analysis of the 
many ways in which agriculture can 
beneftt from accelerated solar research. 
He proposed that such a center be at­
tached to the EROS center in Sioux Falls, 
S.Dak. 

That idea is in line with the amend­
ment I have offered to S. 2658 which 
would allocate 30 percent of the solar 
demonstration buildings for construction 
in rural areas. It is my view that, if solar 
energy is to win the acceptance of the 
average American citl.zen, it must first be 
proven that it is both economical and 
practical in daily application. Senator 
McGovERN's suggestton pfovides an ex­
cellent means of establishing that proof. 

I a.sk unanimous consent that senator 
McGovEitN's testimony together with 
supporting material be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being uo objection, the testi­
mony and material were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR GsonGE McGovE1~N 
Mr. Chairman, what the table game of 

Monopoly was to the deprics..o;ion ravaged 
Arn.erlca oI the 1930's, .t,he energy er.Isis has 
become to the profit hungry fuel industrle" 
of the 1970"s. Each indru:try ls borrow1nf;, 

1mytng, exp~.n<llng, and "to;-doubltng tts ef­
forts to gr.<; I; ~' lion\< sha!"I':· of the inotlts 1ut' 
c~l. for ga..~. and for nucJr,ar energy, Energy. 
short Amnl.::ans are fic,.Yled w\th assuranees 
that if they ·':viH only pay r::. ltttle ma:'Jre, sacrl·· 
llc~~ ~"tittle k:-nger, s.nd su'r1tnit. to ju .. st a UttJe 
mcxre destru.ctto11 vf our .n'10·11nt.a.tns, pla.1tHJ, 
o .. nd W•l.ter. A1n~ri<;a can 'becom~ self-.sutth~it~nt 
in fuel by 19BG. I, for one, um <lonvlncoo thnt 
the rpeople' ot this eountry are for:I up \11"1tl1 
playing games <>n energy. 'l'hey w1mt strtHg·.h:t­
forwa.t:i i<.nd <iconomy-m!nded answers to 1'he 
fuel shortage, That anE.w10r may 'be forth.­
cr;mi1<g .1t Congress adopts the Role.r energy 
leglsl<l.tirm we are considering today. 

I welcome the opportunity to add my sup­
pnrt to S, 2658. the &lla.r Heating and Cool­
ing" Demonst,ra•.ivn Building Act. This med.l.'i·­
ure Is prfl.<:lt!t'!!.l In the sense that It puts the 
advant.sgez of f101U energy Into tmme<:'.iate 
oper11.tkm. And !t i~ foxwil.rd looking to the 
exten.t th~.t it provides on-going rc~earch P.f­
fm·is 'Jn wlllch we can .mP.ke lnformed judg­
ments un future energy planning. In short, 
!t ls & respo;islble means of dealing with the 
energy crisis on au ef!'ecuve, forctiful basis 
whi.le giving much needed support to sol<:i,r 
energy research. · 

Solar energy is one of the most sensible in­
vestments we can mA.l<e tn solving tbe ful'\l 
crtsls. Jt; 18 !n unlimited supply, tt . rs nor1-
polluting, and it is !>Va!!ttble wor1dw1de, :ight 
now, if only we will come to terms wtt.h t.h'7 
need.for improved technology. 

The enormous vers!l.tllU.y of sol1>r energy is 
demonstr<1.ted by the quantity of projects 
currently uncter way which harness ·the en­
ergy of the sun to domestic needs. 

For ~,xample, a 1'edcr;il omce lbu!ld1ng under 
construction in Manche.star, New Ha.mp8hlre 

. will use solar calls 111 a ve.rlable flow temper­
ature heating system. The General Servl{;es 
Administration and the National Bureau of 
Standaru::i ·will monitor the solar technology 
dec•igued Into the building and evaluate its 
performance for future reference. 

On the Unlvere.!ty of Dela.we.re campus, an 
exoerlmenta.I house "6olar One," .ls alre<idy 
operating with e. solar heating system. When 
fully equipped, solar energy will provide up 
to eO% Of the total energy requiremenw of 
the house. 

In Washington, D.C., Harry Thomai;on, ·a 
retired patent attorney, has earned wide ac­
claim for his solar powered homes. According 
to news reports, his first solar home, bunt 1n 
1959, had a three year average heat bill of 
$6.30 per winter. 

The Pennsylvania Power and Hght Com­
pany has aloo developed a solar heating B'.J'B­
tem. It uses two heat pumps and a system of 
solar collectors pl us a series of heat ex­
changes to heat the t.wo stoi"y, 1,700 squai:e 
foot structure. 

And, In Providence, Rhode Island, a 19th 
Century foundry Is being converted tn·to an 
office building w!tll solar energy providing the 
heat. 

This ts an impressive u~t of independent 
initiatives to malrl'l sunl1ght the more pro­
i:luctlve servant of ma.n. But the list goes on 
in countries throughout the world .. The Aus­
tralian Minister for Science. WUliam Morri­
son, has decided to coordinate all the mnre 
or less casual lnvestigatl.o'ns of solar enel.'gy 
into one !nt.egrated., lml<glnative program 
under the Commonwealth, 8dentlft.c a:nd In­
du6t1·lal Research Orga.nizatlon. It is thought 
th&t 40 billion Australian d'ollaTs, ec:n::lva!ent 
to $00 billion In U.S. cmrency, wm be needed 
to pronde ~.olar heat for 25% of the Aus­
tral1an home" by the end of the century. 

An excellent summary of solar resea.rch 
init1ativeB is contained in a televlslon broact·­
cast pre'pared by the BBC entitled, "The 
Sunbeam Solution." I have previously tn­
serted a transcript of that broadcast ln the 
CoNtmEssIONAL R.Ecoa.'> nnd r recommend !t 
to my colleag~1es as an excellent stt\,t~ment: ot 
what cs.n be done when a serious effort ls 
made to harness the energy of the mm. 
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In Arizona, Wisconsin, Colorado, Florida, 
California and New Mexico/projects ranglng 
from a newsletter called "Bolar Energy Di­
gest" to Investigations intrb orbiting solar 
energy-collecting satellite& and solar en­
ergy farms are signs or tilt awakening ln­
lnterest 1.n solar research. Each of these 
projects gives added lncenttve to passage of 
the Solar Heating and Co(jJtng Demonstra­
tion Building Act. The wor~of the Comriilt­
tee on Science and Astronautics in the House 
and the Committee on Ail!ronauUcal e.nd 
Space Sciences in the Senate; matched to the 
pioneering efforts of NASA iii developfng this 
leglslatfon, have given thOlill! of us In Cful­
gress the opportunity to produce a tl'.lJ.lY 
useful energy solution. 

One of the most sigD.lfti!nnt features ot 
the legislation before us is "Section 7 whlch 
provides for projects and. a(itlvltles wtth re­
spect to apartment bulld!Jl.is, office build­
ings, factories, and agrtculfural structll1'0s. 
The projects I have alreadyc~escrlbed, point 
to the value of the legislation we are study­
ing. Private homes, factcr!es,and office build­
ings are either under construction or reno­
vation which use the power of the sun to 
make them cleaner and more efilclent places 
1n which to live and work. ~ 

·But It seems to me that _,me further at­
tention must be given to agriculture in this 
promising legislation. I would. hope that the 
suggestion I w111 offer V1rlll not only reinforce 
tbe agricultural section of this legl>!latlon, 
but will help to Increase general support !pr 
tbe blll as well. 

Earlier this year, I wrote to the Agricul­
tural Research Service to inqUlre about solar 
energy application to farm needs. Mr. Gerald 
E. Carlson. Laboratory Chief at the Depart­
ment of AgrlcultUl'e sent my office a letter 
which said in part, "BecaUBe" of youx letter. 
I Intend to query ... (our retlearch reporting 
servi<'-e) to get a more compl!lte and detailed 
listing of solar energy research In the de­
partment." Mr. Carlton said hl addition, 

"In my opinion, solar ene•y ean be used 
to alleviate demands on faEISil fuels !n · a, 
number of ways In agricultural application. 
Solar energy, In addition to'being used tl:>r 
grain drying, could be used fer low tempera­
ture storage and transport of agricultural 
<:ommodlties, for beating and. cooling of ani­
mal shelters as well as farm. residences and 
for heating and cooling of treenhouses. As 
technology develops on the use of solar 
energy for production of electricity, then 
other farm appllcatiollS certainly wlll be 
developed." 

On January 9, 1974, G. W. Jsaacs, Head of 
the Agricultural Engineering Department at 
Purdue University, supported the Depart­
ment of Agriculture view !n 9. letter to me. 
He said, in part, "As you well know, we· are 
using large qmmt!ties of msi.11 fuel, par­
ticularly critically a valla.ble liP gas !or crop 
drying. A major portion of lb.is energy re­
quirement could be supplied l!Y solar energy." 
Mr. Isaacs included a prellininary projeet 
proposal entitled "Use of Sola:t Energy to Re­
duce Fuel Requ1rements for" Corn Drying." 
I ask that this proposal be included at the 
conclusion of my remarks. 

A further demonstration of the practical 
application of solar energy to farm needs Is 
refiected In a prel!mlnary proposal to the 
National Science Foundation submitted by 
two professors at South Dakota State Uni­
versity in Brookings. South Dakota. Dennis 
L. Moe, Head of the Agrlcultufal Engineering 
Department at SDSU, together with Asso­
cliate Profes;ior Mylo A. Hellickson, have 
drawn up a prellminary proposal which has 
three main objectives: (1) the application 01 
sollir powered systems for corn drying; (2) 
appllcat!on of so1ar powered systems for 
farrowing house heating using thermal sto1'• 
age and control systems to :optimize solar 
energy utilization; and (3) 1ntegrat!on of 
these systems to maximize solar collector 
utilization. I ask unan!moue consent that 

this Imaginative propcsal be includ13d at 
the conclus!on of my remarks as an ex1unple 
of sound and sensible solar-agricultural 
research. 

MV lnvestlgatlon Imo farm-related uses of 
solar energy has uncove:~<0d several other in­
dependent projects. For example. at Kansas 
State University, research ha)! been. con­
ducted into the use of the stm fn drying sor­
ghum grain. Michigan State Un!vetS!ty's 
Agricultural Engineerir.g Departmen1; has 
conducted studies of solar ehergy avana·onity, 
collection and storage fo.~ farm use. ThE• Unf­
versity of Minnesota.'3 Department of Me­
chanical Engineering hns baen working on 
the design of solar co!J.ectors and the use 
of the energy for drying crops. In Brook­
ings, South Dakota, Blll Peterson, Exten­
sion Agrlcul~ural Engin£er at South Dakota 
State University, has designed a. system 
which uses solar heat ·;o dry Shelled corn 
In the bin. The system 11ses thin aluminum 
lithographic plates from the Desmet News 
and transparent plastic to dry corn at a 
cost o! 2.4 cents per bushel. 

One of the mOBt exciting eft'orts into the 
promise of solar energy Is underway In Can­
ada, where researchers at McGlll Unlvo!rsity 
are C'learly aware that l;he first benet..clary 
of solar energy development can be the 
farmer. According to a Brace Research In­
stitute publlcation, they have aI:'eady 
achieved some signlflcaD t results. 'l'heJ in­
clude: 

--the deV!!lopment of ~.n accurate low COBt 
Instrument for the me:'6uremimt of dally 
solar radia tlon; 

--the development of several large agri­
cultural crop dryers utLlzlng solar energy; 

-the development of a low-cost. small­
scale, wind-powered water pumping ur..lt; 

-the development of a 32 tt. dlar.~eter 
wlndmlll suitable for water pumping and 
other applications; anrl 

--the combination of solar stills with 
greenhouses for use In ,1r1d areas, to con· 
serve fresh water. 

In addition. they Intend to proceed with 
the development of sounct and relevant nngl· 
neermg equipment for the resolutioa of 
man's water and food reG.u!rements !n rural, 
arid regions. 

The Brace Research Institute is currontly 
putting together a Ma.n11al on Solar Agri­
cultural Dryers under a grant from the Ca· 
nadlan ·rnternatlone.l Development AgE•ncy. 
The manual will consist oJ a theoretical oval­
uat!on of the air heating and drying proc­
esses and will Include Illustrated de~ir1p­
ttons of d!tierent equlpnwnt which has ·oeen 
developed all over the world. As a result, the 
reader, In whatever area l solar energy dry­
er might serve a functlor1, might be able tc 
construct models which fit both his require­
ments as well as those dictated by cl!rnate 
and tbe type of material to be dried. These 
eft'orts were unotertaken tiy the Brace Insti­
tute in order to find a aol.ut!on to the prob­
lem of water desalinization In underduvel• 
oped oountries. But they have paid rich <livl­
dends In solar technology and I ain confident 
that similar efforts conducted In the Unlted 
States would benefit ow· country as •;vel!, 
unt!l recently one of the most underdE·vel­
oped nations in terms of domestic solar en­
ergy research. 

In light of these develo:>ments, I have in­
troduced legislation In this Session of Con­
gress which deals specifically with solar en­
ergy and the farm. My b!l l would establi11h a 
solar energy agricultural research center, ex­
pand f'undlng for solar-agi·icultural research, 
and provide for the lnvest!gatlon of the pos­
stb11lty of granting tax cleductions for the 
installation of rnlar energy apparatus on 
the farm. 

Today, I want tc offer 1111 amendment for 
the committee's conslderntlon Wblch, I be­
lieve, can directly benefit t>oth the food pro­
ducer and the food consumer. That amend­
ment Is 

AMENDMENT TO S. 2858 

On page 16 beginning Oil line 7 add: 
Consistent with the emphasis of this bill 

on the prompt, development of practical sclar 
energy appl!cition for dOlnest!c .use $200,.. 
000 cf the· funds authorized In Sec don 12 
>hall be authorized for a feasibility study 
exploring the design, location and ob jeetives 
of a central research facility ar.d ln!or1na­
olon exchange center for solar-e.gr1c:ultural 
research. 

Desipte the growing Interest !n acla.r en­
ergy research and despite the contlnu:ng dif­
ficulty In providing adequate food :'o1~ the 
people of the world, the two subjects are no1; 
belng dealt with in comblned fe.shk,n. Tlw 
farmer must rely on chance discovery o! 
developments In solar technology which 
might aid him In producing more food at 
lower cost. My amendment would provldt• 
funds for the first steps ln establhihlng a 
central clearinghouse for solar-agricultural 
data. The center Itself could be heated and 
cooled by solar energy. consistent WJ:th the 
thrust of thl!l legislatlon, the building might. 
be located directly In the heart or tl:1e fO-Od. 
producing section of our country. Otte pos­
sibility might be an addition to the ElRQB, 
Center !n Sioux Falls, South Dakot~. The 
EROS complex lies in the center of thJ grain 
producing northern plains and provide> ready 
access to thousan~ of farmers and many 
agriculturally oriented universities. Further­
more, an additlo12 to an already existing 
bulld1ng would be far more eeonomicel th1i1.n 
the construction of an entirely new facility. 
Plenty of .:clentlftc talent ls alread~' hard 
at work at the EROE! Center and I am con­
fident that they would relish the opportunity 
to take on an additional challenge. 

Mr. Chairllllln, I support the measure cur­
rently before the Committee 9.$ one of the 
wisest and most sensible approaches to the 
energy crisis. The amendment I have ·Jliered 
Is intended to provide a useful and prompt 
demonst~ation of solar energy 'both 11.t1 a 
means of heating anti cooling and as a field 
of study frora. which all of us can benefit. 
I hope that the committee will give tt ample 
consideration. 

NSF-PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL 

SOLAR ENERGY FOR CROP DRYING AND l'ARBOWI;NG 

HOUSlll HEATING 

Abstract 
Application of solar energy for drying of 

agrieultural crops and heil.tlri.g of livestock 
confinement 'buildings Is essentially non­
existent e·ven though much of the bask tech­
nology needed to develop these systE•ms l:s 
currently aV81lla'ble. The ·decrease l::i the 
ava!labillty of conventiollal fuels for. many 
applications and especially for a.gtlct1ltural 
applica.tlolis necessitates development of al·· 
terne.t!ve energy sources, lf the incr·easing 
world demands for food and fiber are to be 
satisfied. 

Specific design criteria are needed for tho 
development of efflclent and econom!ca.1. solar 
powered agricultural crop drying and live·· 
stock confinement building heatlng .. ~yat1~ms. 
Therefore, a re8earch project, employing the 
principles of similitude 8.nd dimensional 
analysis, Is proposed with the followlr.,g Ob·· 
ject!ves: (1) applica,tion ot solar powered 
systems for eorn drying, (2) appl!cat1on oJ' 
solar powered systems for fa.rrowtng house 
heating using therrrial storage and control 
systems to optimize &o!ar energy utlll:10.1~1on 
and (3) lntegra.tlon of these &ystems to maxi­
mize solar collector utilization. 

Research Will be performed on sea.le nux!els 
and full size oorn drying and farrowing house 
units. Emphasis will be on developmen1: of 
control systems to umxim!ze energy utlllza­
tlon efflc!eucy uslng tow temperatur1' rise 
solar collectors for .both systems and a ther­
mal storage unit for heating the farrowllng 
units. Oontinuous, time clock and thermo­
statically controlled &Ir flow E,ystems \'\ill be 
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to be decided. The IMF spokesman did, how­
ever, say that they would be prominent hard 
currencies. 

Once they have been chosen, their a;ver~ 
age or mean movements would determine 
the worth of the SDR. Apparently there is 
more debate at the moment a!bout the rate 
of interest Involved than .any other aspect 
of the arrangement. Some reports call for 
an average market interest rate and others 
for something Jess. 

When you discuss an idea like this in 
everyday business terms, even 'including 
fancy terminology, it has a down to ·earth, 
practical sound. The only thing necessary 
to expose this kind of thinking for what 
It really fs Is to out it in another settin~. For 
instance take the SDR. It is· only useful if 
you haven't anything else. It acts like a 
sort of insurance against an overdraft of 
your bank account. But as long as y011 are 
solvent, not to say wealthy, you can't use 
It. You can very easily Imagine a fairy tale 
that reads this way: 

There was a young man who set out In 
life to make his fortune. As he left, his fairy 
godmother gave him a box. "It Is a magic 
box," she told him.. "It will never let you dle. 
But you may only open It In utmost rieed." 

Now the classic tale would have him for- · 
get all abqut the box until that moment of 
dire need when it would save him at last. But 
the Arabs might put another ending to the 
story. They might say: "but then as the 
young man traveled he found that the box 
grew heavier and heavier. He was unable to 
make a good living;, and heeded the god­
•1other's advice. But finally the weight of the 
"JX grew insupportable and he had to make 

At' decision. Upon examination he found. the 
box to contain air." Like air, the SDR ls use­
ful only when you haven't any. 

When I asked the IMF about how the Arabs 
could be expected •to react to the SDR, I was 

''told- that makifig the SDR attractive ,to the 
"new surplus nations" was a problem', but one 
that had received very little attention. 

In the mean time the various hopes and 
fears build and fall about what the U.S. 
Government means to do about the gold 
problem which it falls to admit exists. Pessi­
mists think that gold ownership rights will be 
returned to the people, and after a sufficient 
time to allow for purchase and collection, the 
FDR perfidy will be reenacted and the Treas­
ury will collect once more at the citlz.en's 
expense. Optimists (~o to speak)· are guess­
ing that gold owners,hip will be a11owed when 
gold goes over two hundred dollars an 
ounce or such price as the Treasury con­
siders too steep except for the very few. 

There Is a practical reason .f-0r not worry­
ing about an immediate flight of dollars it 
gold ownership Is permitted. Currency ex­
perts have long been tell!ng us that large 
amounts of gold are !llegally owned by 
Americans and stored abroad. In addition 
there is a legal method of gold ownership for 
the· big American investor. He can incorpor­
ate !n Europe and buy gold In his corpora­
tion's name. It would be safe to •assume that 
those interested in and able to afford large 
amounts of gold have already obtalned it, 
legally or lllegally. The amount of money 
spent on gold by the ·average family does not 
look like something that would overturn any 
monetary system. The average family Is just 
.-.bout the only entity not permitted in law 

:

. nd in fact to United States businessmen. 
ven foreign governments actually own the 

_armarked gold which they store In Federal 
:Reserve Banks. Any civil libertarian should 
be outraged at the thought. 

No case has been adjudicated by the Su­
preme Court which bears on the very mar­
ginal legal foundation upon which citizens 
who buy gold become felons. The three ruling 
decisions differ. The United States District 
Court for the Southern District of New York, 
in Campbell vs. the Cha5e National Bank, 
decided that Congress had the Constitutional 

power to control gold itself and subsequently rency might be called, would be one possible 
to delegate this control to the Executive Investment for the oil revenue which ls 
Branch in the persons of the President and expected to accrue to the Arab nations, 
the Sec. of the Treasury. The Court stlp- amounting to bllllons of dollars over the 
ulated only that the Secretary and not the next 15 years. 
President do the requlsitionln!!,. In another Kuwait's Finance and Oil Minister, Ab­
case, (Pike et al vs. the U.S., 1962) the ap- dulrahman Al'Ateequ, who made the sug­
pellate court in Cal!fornla's Ninth Circuit . gestlon at the group's second annual meet­
has ruled to uphold Indictments against ing held recently In Kuwait, said the fund 
gold owners on the theory that the specific could "Issue bonds consisting of currencies 
emergency powers cited by Roosevelt in 193'.i or units· of accounts tide to the price of 
provided the basis for any President to pro- gold at the date of issue and thus pro­
claim any emergency and thereafter to re- vlde a guarantee of value and protection 
strict the purchase or sale of gold. against the possibility of devaluation for 

The Southern District of Cal!fornia Court the Arab investor who _employs his funds 
came qut strongly to the. contrary in U.S. In these bonds." 
vs. Bridle et al, ·dismissing indictments The suggestion parallels a recent state- · 
against bull!on owners. The government's ment by London banker Minos Zombanakis, 
defense gave the court a multiple' choice- who said that Arab oil-producing nations 
a sort of "pick-your-favorite-emergency" may Insist that gold continue as the prln­
approach. The court was actually told that cipal monetary asset. Mr. Zombanakis said: 
President Roosevelt's 1933 banking crisis was "The real problem is to find an asset ac­
sufficlent grounds, but if the court didn't ceptable to the Arab nations or otherwise 
buy that it could opt for Truman's Korean they may _choose to keep their major asset-­
War emergency, Kennedy's Communist im- petroleum-in the ground. Gold could be 
per!alism or a balance of payments emer- the answer, especially if other countr.tes be­
gency. Judge Mathes gave a resounding sides the United States make their curren-
response: cies convertible Into gold." 

"To hold that the existence of Communist In light of such statements, especially 
Imperialism authorizes the criminal provi- when· viewed together with our current 
sio~s here in Issue would be to condone the energy situation, I find it difficult to under­
methods of the enemy. For if the President stand why the United States continues to 
of the United States be permitted to create stake its financial future on strengthening 
crimes by fiat and ukase without Const!tu- a system of special drawing rights, supposedly 
tlonal authority of Congressional mandate, to reQlace gold as a monetary asset. As Mr. 
there ls little to choose between their sys- Zombanakls points out, such special drawing 
tern and ours. rights would be rrfoanlngless to nations that 

"The vears since the 1933 enactment of 12 have continuous surpluses In their ·balance 
U.S.C. 95 A have seen wholesale abdication- of payments, which the Arabs may quite rea­
of power by the Congress to the President. sonably expect to be their position for some 
It ls not the function of the Judicial De- time to come, due to the growing dependence 
partment to sit in Jurfgement upon the wis- of the world industriallzed nations on Ara­
dom of that trend, but It !s both th.e rune- blan oil. 
t!on and duty of the courts to hold the ex- At another recent meeting, held In Jeddah, 
ercise of delegated Congressional powers Saudi Arabia, economic and banking experts 
strictly within the confines prescribed by the from five Islamic countries discussed the 
Qongress." establ!shment of an Islamic Development 

One government official . was recently Bank. The functions of the Bank would !n­
quoted as saying at an International meet- elude the granting of interest-free Joans to 
Ing that "the price of go'1d Is less Interesting member countries, and the encouragement of 
than the price of hamburge:r." Allowing for Investment in development projects in Mus­
the fact that It might have beeri lunchtime, Jim countries and communities. Of specific 
the question ls to whom? There ls a basic significance, the conference approved an !nl­
distlnction between ·a credit vehicle like tlal capital outlay of one bllllon units, each 
poker chips or monopoly money which ls equal to 0,88867088 grams of fine gold (SDI) . 
only good as long as the game players con- In ·the terms of current exchange rates, this 
tlnue to participate, and currency which has is $1,350,000,000. At free market rates for gold, 
an intrinsic value. It would amount to over $3 billion. Obviously 

It ls basic to human nature to want cur- the Arabs consider the price of gold of more 
rency which not only serves as an el<change importance than the price of ha.mburger. 
rate, but which also provides a convenient But In this matter as In others, It ls time 
manner In which to accumulate, wealth. It for the Legislative Branch of the Govern­
is for this reason that I strongly oppose ment to take responsibility Into its own 
opening of ·the gold window. on the na- hands. The Executive has been holding the 
tlonal level we have already seen $20 mll- reins, but the horses are running away. As I 
lion dollars In Treasury_ gold pass Into the recall, Treasury spokesmen were among those 
hands of other nations at $35 an ounce. The who predicted that demonetizing gold would 
effect was to soften our currency while turn- force the price of gold downward ... Not a 
ing over a handsome ~rofit to other nations, very clever .prediction. It would be fair to say 
at the expense of the United states. Now the in retrospect, that virtually every official step 
United states Is nothing more than the sum taken with regard to gold In the past decade 
of Its peoQle and· those people are deprived has been wrong. Is there any need to con­
of gold ownership because they do not believe tinue this_ devastating pat.tern? Now is .the 
In the unlmnortance of gold. This ls the time to redirect this country's domestic and 
Treasury's real, If unstated, position. foreign monetary policies. And it seems to me 

But they are going to have to start cop- that a logical and fair first step would -be :to 
lng with the opinions of the rest of the rescind ·the prohibition against ownership of 
world. When Libya last year announced a gold~ 
price for oil of $6 a barrel, there was an-
other condition for sale-unfortunately SO i ET PRESENCE IN THE INDIAN 
overlooked. Payment was required to be in 
gold-convertible currency, effectively ruling OCEAN 
out dollars. (Incidentally Libya recently an- Mr. McGEE. :Mr. President, consider-
nounced a new price for Its oil, $15 a barrel.) able concern has been voiced in the 

This ls not an Isolated position In the Senate over plans by the Pentagon to 
Arab world. The Arab Fund for Economic 
and Social Development, a group of 16 Arab build up its facilities on the British~ 
Nations, has recently decided to Investigate owned island of Diego Garcia in the 
the establishment of a gold-based lnterna- Indian Ocean. 
tlonal Arab currency. The dinar, as the cur- Thus, the purpose of my remarks today 
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is to begin addressing the reasons 
behind our proposed response to the 
Soviet presence in the Indian Ocean. Our 
concern should not be based upon the 
fact that the Soviets are increasing their 
presence there, but ratl).er, our concern 
should be focused upon the very fact that 
a world power has penetrated what was 
once a vacuum. The most desirable situa­
tion would be if everyone kept out of the 
Indian,Ocean. We have stayed out and we 
did not initia;te a buildup in that area 
of the world. 

l think it is imperative we keep the 
balance in that area, a balance which has 
tipped with the Soviet presence. How­
ever, even though the Indian Ocean will 
never be a ffrst-line defense for the 
Soviet Union or ourselves, we must realize 
the presence of a big power can influence 
the climate of political affairs of all the 
nations in the area. We would be foolish 
and irresponsible to believe the Indian 
Ocean can be dropped off the rolls of 
world politics completely. 

One recognizes that balance of power 
has become a dirty term in our vocabu­
lary. However, I would hasten to add if 
the world has changed so drastically in 
the past 27 years that balance of power 
is an outmoded concept, someone should 
advise the Soviets of this. The Soviets are 
the classical example of the application 
of balance-of-power techniques. This has 
been true historically, whether Russia 
was ruled by the czars or commissars. It 
is an inescapable fact that Russia has 
always been expansionist in her foreign 
policy and has only paused in that 
posture when sh.e has been counter­
balanced. I am not suggesting that the 
So,viets are attempting to take action 
whi-ch would result in the physical con­
quering of territories. What I am sug­
gesting is that by extending her· sphere 
of influence, she will have a definite 
impact on the stability and future polit­
ical course of this area of the world. 

The Sovieti; have already buflt up a 
sizeable presence in the Mediterranean; 
and with the opening of the Suez Canal, 
their capability to ii:J.crease their presence 
in the Indian Ocean will be enhanced 
significantly. Already, they have in­
creased their naval activity and political 
presence in the area. They have gained . 
use of port or air facilities in Iraq, 
Yeman, South Yeman, Somalia, and 
India. Attempts have been made at 
negotiation for port rights in Singapore. 

Therefore, the logical response for the 
U.S. to make is to have a base at Diego 
Garcia, an unpopulated and, therefore, 
politically uncomplicated island in the 
Indian Ocean It would allow us, in low 
profile, to 1be able to balance off more 
adequately the Soviet presence lby our 
presence. 

I would conclude my remarks today by 
noting the least costly method of avert­
ing future consequences which could be 
highly detrli:nental not only to U.S. inter­
ests, but also the politic,:al stability of the 
area, would be for Congress to approve 
the administration's request for $20 mil­
lion :to build up facilities on the island. I 
do not beli~ve the response is anexagger-

. ated one aimed at so-called ghosts of the 
past. The world is very real in this regard 

and this fact should be recognized, rather 
than ignored, in the hopes that our fears 
might not be justified. 

BRODER FINDS THE FEDERAL GOV­
ERNMENT IS DOING SOME THINGS 
RIGHT 
Mr. PROXMffiE. Mr. President, David 

Broder has been one of the more critical 
observers of the Congress and the ad­
ministration. He has been recognized for 
several years now as one of the most per­
ceptive and thoughtful reporters in 
Washington. He has also written excel­
lent books on what is wrong with Ameri­
can politics and our many shortcomings .. 

So with all this it was good to read his 
column in yesterday's Washington Post 
detailing some of the good things hap­
pening in our Government in recent 
weeks. 

Broder points to the budget reform 
act, to the work of distinguished Ad­
ministrators-Henry Kissinger, James 
Schlesinger, George Shultz, and John 
Dunlop. He also refers to the fight to 
resist retrogression in the environment 
fight by Russell Peterson and Russell 
Train and finds a good word to say for 
recent action by the Supreme Court. · 

Praise from a critic is &specially cher­
ished so I. ask unanimous consent that 
the article be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 

SOME Goon NEWS 

(By David S. Broder) 
Were we not hard on April Fool's Day, one 

would be tempted to begin this column In 
a straightforward way· and admit that lt Is 
an argument for the unfashionable propo-

- sltlon that there are some good things hap­
pening In Washington. 

But since anything said In ·mitigation of 
the Watergate Wallow Is likely to be laughted 
out of court, perhaps It ls more prudent just 
to cite the evidence and let you draw your 
own conclusions. 

If you accept the assumption that Water­
gate demonstrated not just the derelictions 
of a specific set of officials but a breakdown 
In the system of restraints on which a dem­
ocratic government rests, then the signs of 
recovery must be sought In Instances of 
strengthened Integrity and responsibility by 
all officials and agencies of government. 

What we need, as political scientist Tom 
Cronin has pointed out, Is not just a strong 
presidency, but a system that Includes· a 
strong President, Congress, courts, parties 
and people, all serving to discipline each 
other to the demands cf democracy. 

That Is why lt Is of more than passing 
. Importance that recent weeks have shown 

signs of strong Individual and lnstltutlortal 
response In all these areas: 

Congress, after more than a year of effort, 
has taken a: very long step toward equipping 
Itself with a mechanism for competent man­
agement of future budget decisions. 

The Senate last week passed a budget re­
form act similar In most ways to one passed 
late In 1973 by the House. Once the two ver­
sions are reconciled In conference, work can 
begin on gearing up the new system. 

When In place, It should allow Congress to 
do something that only the Chief Executive 
has been able to do effect! vely for the last 
50 years--examlne and evaluate the nation's 
fiscal situation and program-spending pri­
orities on a comprehensive basis and with 
expert advice. 

By creating budget committees, responsi-· 

ble to the party caucuses In each house, and 
providing them with staff assistance com­
parable to that the President receives from 
his Office of Management and Budget, the 
new procedure should make Congress again 
a full partner In the fiscal and spending 
process. 

And by requiring Oongress, at the begin­
ning and end of each session, to consider 
overall spending priori.ties, the new proce­
dure calls on the lawmakers to exercise e. 
higher degree of responsibility than Is ln­
vol ved dn grabbing off projects for their 
own districts. 

That Congress accepted this added respon­
sibility with only 23 dissenting votes among 
the 535 members after an arduous and gen­
uinely bipartisan leglsla tlve effort, says &ome­
thlng very reassuring about the willingness 
of senators and representatives to meet the 
test of this time. 

So does the performance of many mem­
bers of the administration. Although their 
chief Is up to his ears In legal and political 
troubles, the· four Ph.D's who are managing 
crucial parts of the goverrunent-Henry Kis­
singer, James Schlesinger, George Shultz and 
John Ounlop--contlnue to operate In a way 
that may forever.bury that tired cllche about 
the Ineptitude of professors In power. 

A contribution of special significance In 
the Watergate era Is being made, almost 
dally, by the two environmental :Russells-­
Chairman Russell E. Peterson of the Council 
of Environmental Quality and Administrator 
Russell E. Train of the Environmental Pro­
tection Agency. 

If one of the lessons of Watergate was the 
danger of confusing loyalty to the Preslde11-... 
with loyalty to conscience and constltutlo?""' 
duties, these two presidential appolD- . 
have shown they know how to plaCP .st 
things first. 

Despite evident White House bac' .ding 
and trimming on past commitments to en­
vironmental causes, Train and Peterson con­
tinue to speak out for and advocate Intelli­
gent national policies on land use and en­
vironmental protection-forcing the kind of 
public debate that Is badly needed, and oc­
casionally. winning a battle for those who 
will Inherit the earth from us. 

As a final fillip, the past week found the 
Supreme Court acting In the unaccustomed 
role of a defender of the two-party system. 
The justices, wh9 have often In the past gone 
out of their way to guarantee the political 
unreality of their legal conclusions, showed 
a rare sensitivity to the legitimate role of 
the two-party system In the unwritten con­
stitution. 

While knocking down as unconstitutional 
stiff .fee schedules which served to bar poor 
people from places on the ballot, they upheld 
California and Texas statutes giving nomi­
nee~ of. the two major parties a preferred 
status on ballot access and participation In 
state political subsidies. 

Developments like these-and they are not 
unique-give you .encouragement that this 
200-year-experlment In self-government has 
not yet run Its course. No April Fool. We may 
make It. 

REPUBLICAN PARTY STRENGTH 
IN ARIZONA 

Mr. FANNIN. Mr; Presdent, anyone 
reading the national press might think 
the Republican Party is in shambles and 
the GOP ranks are being decimated by 
defections. 

Anyone who believes this might want 
· to take a look at voter registerations in 
Maricopa County, Ariz. 

Republicans now have a voter regis­
tration lead of almost 20,000 over Demo­
crats. At the time of the 1972 election, 
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