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ot a. postage stamp to cornrnemorate tbe 
70th anniversary of the founding of the 
Olrl Scouts ot the United Stat,. of 
America. 

$£liATE JOINT t!:60Lu'TlON h 

M the request or Mr. DEC0NCIN1, the 
Senator Crom Mont.ana <Mr. BAucus>, the 
Senator from Lou.fs!ana (Mr. LOI'fG), the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. SASSER), 
the Senator from Indiana <Mr. LUCAR>, 
and the Senator from Tennessee <Mr. 
BAKER) were added as cosponsors of sen
ate Joint Resolution 84, a Joint resolu• 
tion to proclaim March 19, 1982, as "Na
Uonal Energy Education Day." 

&l!NATZ ,101ST aascu .. vnoN t7 

At the request of Mr. MAmtAS, the sen
ator from Rhode lsland (Mr. CM.-.1'2c), 
the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. WIL
LIAMS) , and the senator from Maine (Mr. 
COHltN) wero added as cospanwrs ot Sen
ate Joint Resolutton 8'1, a. Joint resolu
tion to authorize and request the Prest• 
dent to designate September 13, 1981, as 
''Commodore Johri Barry Da.y." 

&EN ATE CONCtnlU:~T Jtt.$0l.1'Tt0N 2, 

At the re<1uest ot Mr. OLENN, the Sena
tor from Minnesota (Mr. BoscHW1TZ) , 
the senator trom Rhode Island (Mr. 
PELL ), the Senator from MaryJand (Mr. 
M.a.THt11s), and the Se:nator f'rom Ne .. 
bra:jka <Mr. ZOR.INSKY) were added as co
sponsors of Senate Concurrent Resolu .. 
tlon 24, a concurrent resolution submit
ting a. proposal to improve the tnterna
tional nonproUreration regtme. 

6-Sl'l/\'t~ 1'1;,.;.sOL'OTtOK 'f4 

At the request o! Mr. Moirr-mAN, the 
Senator from Loutslana <Mr. JOHNSTON) 
was added as a cosponsor ot Senate 
Resolution 74, a resolution relating to 
actions taken by the Foreign !vtinisters of 
the Nonaltgptd Movement st thclt- re
cent concluded meeting in New Delht. 

AMlt"NDMENT NO. ,t 
At. the r~u-est or Mr. Luc:.An, the Sena .. 

tor from Connl!cticut (Mr. WE!CK£R), the 
S enator from Colorado (Mr. ARMSTRONG), 
and the Senator from New Y'ork (Mr, 
MOYNIHAN) were added as cosponsors or 
amendment No. 99 Intended to be pro
posed to S. 884, a bill to revise and extend 
programs to .>rovide pr1C<! .suppor~ and 
production incenttves tor farmers to as .. 
sure an abundance of food a.nd fiber, and 
rot other purposes. 

AM:CNDlliSCNT NO. 489 

At the request ot Mr. Wn.r.1A.MS, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 489 proPOsed to Rouse 
Joint Resolution 266, a bill to provide for 
a. tem,porary increa.so 1n the public debt 
limit. 

At. the request of Mr, MOYNIHAN, the 
Senator from Montana. (Mr. BAucus). 
the senator lrom California (Mr. Cl!.AN• 
STON) . the Senator from Maine CMr. 
MttCHELL). and the Senator fron1 Arkan
sas (Mr. 8vMPns) were added as co
sponsors of amendment No. 489 prop0sed 
to House Joint Resolution 268, supra. 

At the request of Mr. SA.ssu, his namo 
was added M a cosp,onsor of amendment 
489 to H.J. Res. 266, supra,, 

UP AtauN'OMJ::N1' NO. 203 

At the request ot Mr. TOWER, the Sena
tor from Texas <Mr. BENTSEH). t•he Sena
tor from Nevada <lllr. CANNON). the Sen
ator from Maine (Mr. COHENl. the Sena-

Sena.tor rrom Alabama. <Mr. DENTON), 
tor from Ari.1.ona <Mr. DtCONcntr>. tho 
the Senator from Illinois Mr. DixON, 
the senator trom Ar12ona cMr. OOLt>
WATER), the Senat.or from Alabama 
<Mr. H£rr.1N>, 1.he Senator from New 
Flampshlre (Mr. HUMPHREY). the Sena .. 
tor from Washington (Mr. JACKSON), the 
Senator from l.ou~la.na c:Mr. JOHNSTON), 
the Senator from Montana CMr. Ma.
CkSA, the senator from south Dakota 
(Mr. PRP.SSLER) , the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. THURMOND) . the 
Senator Crom Nebraska (Mr. ZOJUNSKY). 
and the Senator from North Dakota 
<Mr. ANDREWS) were added as cospon
sors of UP amendment No. 208 proposed 
to 8. 1377. an original blU to provide for 
reconciliation pursuant to lltl• m ot 
the flrst concurrent resolution on the 
budget tor nsca1 year 1982 (H. con. Res. 
115, 97th Congress). 

uv AN:El'foMl!l'ft NO. 201 TO G, nn 

Mr. TOWE&. Mr. President. on Thurs
day, June 25, I along with a number or 
my colleagues otrefed an amendment to 
the reconciliation bill v.ihich was adopted 
by the Senate an(! which provideu $500 
mUUon in impact a.id funding for fiscal 
year 1982. I noted that the names of 
only 4 or the 24 cosponsors of ll>ls 
amendment were reflected in the RllCOR.D 
for June 25. In order to insure that all 
of the cosponsors are properly credited 
for their support on this very important 
issue, I ask unanimous consent that the 
names of each ot my colleagues, who 
prior to the a.mendment·s adoption in
dicated to me thelr wllltngncss to co
sponsor, now be added as cosponsors. 

The PRESIDING OFP'lCER. Without 
obJection, lt ts so ordered. 

COSPON'SOBS 

Ml'. ADCIJ'ewa, Mr. Bentsen, Mr. c~nnon. 
'Mr. Cohen, Mr. oeconc1nt, Yr. De.nton, Mr. 
Dixon, Mr. Goldw•ter, Mr. Heflin, Mr. 
Humphrey, Mr. J&C.k$0ll, Mr, Johnston, Mr. 
Melcher, Mr. Pre-Mler, Mr. Thurmond, ane1 
Ar:•. Zv:-lnttky. 

SENATE Jil.ESOLIJTION 117---St.Jl!MlS· 
SION OF A R.ESOLUTION &ELAT
ING TO THE IMPOJil.TATION OF 
POTA'.l'OES FROM...CANADA 

Mr. COHEN rfor himself and Mr. 
MITCHELL) submitted the following reso
lution, wb.ich wa.s referred co the com
mittee on .Finance: 

s. ltEs. 17? 
"\\'bereaa potato imports from Canad.a. have 

tncreaaed dmmatlcauy e1urtng tbe pagt three 
fe1Lr$ ns a. reau.Jt or the decretl.&c la tariff 
rut.ea provte1ed. tor under the Trade Agree
ments Act or 1979; 

Whe.reaa &\lCh lnlporta are likely t.o con .. 
tlnue to lncrta&o &.Ince tariff rates on ca .. 
nadlf~n potatO"!a wm be equa.Hv.ed at 35 cents 
per hund.ree1wetght on fresh potatoea by 1987: 

Whereas t.b.e cutrency exchange ro.te be
tween ca.nad.a. nnd the United su,tn bo.& 
pla.ced. dotnesllc producer.$ of potato$& at an 
adc.11tlonn1 disadvantage ln competing wtth 
Can&dlnn produoe<t p<>tatoca; 

Whereas thete 1a. evidence that the produc .. 
tlon or C&t\ac1hm potatoes~ be1ng subsidized 
directly and 1nd1rectly b)' t-he Canadian 
Government: 

Where:a.4 Increased potato Lmports place e. 
sever& burden on domeauc prOducers who 
niusr. compete 1n a. market t.hat already 
sutrerg PtrlodJcaUy ftom domeat1e over
production: 

Wherea$ tht President Is Authorlzed by 
ge,ct1on 204 or the Agrtcultural Act of 1956 
to negotfato w1tb representattvee, or toretgn 
governments to obtain agTeement& Urnltlng 
the import of agrlcult.ural comrn.od.lt.les tnt.o 
the U-ntted Stnt.e&: Now, tbererore. be tt 

Re.loh,ed, Tha.t tt 18 the sense or the senau 
U1M tbc President should, an.a 18 hereby 
urged and requested to, negotAa.tc With rep
resentattves or U'le CMad!IJl Government ln 
a.n effort t,o obt.a.ln an agreE1ment Umttlng 
t~ ) expon from Canada. t.0 the Uolt.ed Sta1iC3 
ot both seed and ta.blee~.ock; poutoes and to 
I.Sauo ~gulR.tlons und'3r s~ct1on 204 or u,e 
AgTteult.urat Act or 1966 governing 1.be entry 
o:- v.1.thduwal Crom wtvehot..w of .auch com
modlt.leR to carry <>ut. a.ny such agreemen\.. 

M:r. COHEN. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to submit th:.s sense of the Sen
ate resolution wh1eh I hope wW provide 
the impetus for the adminlstrauon to 
serlously address the problem of im
ported Canadian potatoes Into the 
United States. This resolution will urge 
the President to negotiate with repre .. 
senta.tlves or the Canadian Government 
in an effort to obtatn a.n agreement lim
it:ng the export from Can.ado. to the 
United States or both seed and table• 
stock poto.toes and to issue regulations 
under section 204 of the Agricultural 
Act ot 1956 governing the entry of such 
commodities to carry out such agree
ment.. 

For tbe past 3 years. f'resb potato 1m .. 
ports from Canada have increa.sed d.ra
matically. In t,he past yea.r alone, there 
was nearly a. 300 percent increase In 
both potato seed and tableslock ship
ments. This incre&Se is part})· a result 
of graduo.l reductions of tariffs under 
the Trade Agreements Act o[ 1979. Exist
ing quotas on inlports from Canada will 
be eliminated entirely in 1987, further 
expoo:ng the Industry to Canadian po
tato shipments. 

AnoU1er significant advantage to the 
Canadian e,cporter is the monetary e~
change ·rate, which ha.s fluctuated from 
15 to 20 percent in the past year. At this 
rate, the importer pays, ln effect, 20 per
cent les..~ to purchase Canadian potatoes. 
a product indistinguishable from those 
produced on U.S. farms. This situation 
could be ac.ceptabte i[ the consumer were 
benefiting from this cost saving. Bow
ever. this is not t.he ease. Evidence in
dicates that the Canadian producer, at 
the rarm gate, reeelves even less for h is 
product than does his U.S. counterpart. 
Last year, the consume.r witnessed rec
ord high p0tato prices at the supermar
ket indicating that neither the producer 
no:' the consumer was benefiting from 
thls trade. Indeed, both the ta.xpayer 
and the consumer are paying through 
the weakening of our domestic industry. 

Administrat,ivc remed\es available to 
asalst. domestic hortJeultural indust rles 
~re limited and costly. For ex.ample, 
after 2 years of frustrating dialog with 
Federal agencies, the Maine and New 
York patato lnterest3 are contempla.t~ng 
fll!ng a countenall\ng duty peti~ion with 
the International Trade commission. 

The producers complain that the Fed· 
eral agencies 1n place to assist them can 
only offer a sympathetic en. yet can 
offer no realistic alternatives to tbts 
pre6$\ng prob!em. For example, some al· 
ternati ves. such M tnstltuting a mar
ketlng order for protection. directly con .. 
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t..radlct administration policy to remove 
existing marketing orders. 

In Canada., subsidies at both the Fed
eral and provincial •levels a.re known to 
exiot. Ad<litlonal Inequities In energy 
cost.f,. transportation subsidies, and re
strictions on U.S. pote,t,oes entering Can
ada only add t.o the frustration of U.S. 
producers. 

other avenue. Tbus, the swift rellet un
der ~ctlon 22 Is not ava!Jable for this 
product. 

AMENDMENTS SUBMrl'TEt> FOR 
PRINTING 

wo are therefore seeking relief 
through section 204 of the Agriculture 
Act or 1956. This section extends a more 
general remedy, allowing the President 
to negotiate wtth forelgn governments 

ECONOMIC RECOVERY TAX ACT 
OF 1981 

AMCKDltRNT NO, Ut 

(Ordered t.o be printed and t.o Ile on 
th& table.> Mr. President, I supJ)Ort free trade. 

However, I feel that this Is an example 
where trade Is not, In fact, fair, The 
canacUan Oovernment has targeted the 
~a.~tcm U.S. market for its potato pro
duction, utilizing extensive marketing 
and promotional programs. Similar pro
grams for our hort1eUltural industries do 
not exlst. l>otatoes and other perishable 
fruits o.nd vegetable.cs: do not even have 
the protection or ~ction 22 provisions 
of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, 
since they are not covered under Federal 
1>rlce supports. I firmly believe tha.t the 
volco of the small horticultural Indus
tries in this country must be heard and 
that the authority provided by section 
204 oc the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
ls an appropriate mechanl.sm for ad
dr"3Sing the problem or potato imports. 

It ts clearly in our national interest 
tor the Federal Government to insure 
that the J)Otato industry, a,; well as 
smaller hortlcuJtura.l industries, are not 
tn fact, traded away, The Northeastern 
consumer should not be dependent upon 
a foreign country tor a substantial por
tion or per;shable fruits and Vegetables. 
These smaJJ, dispersed industries, with 
no strong lobbytng voice. should not be 
faced with competing agalnt;t both for
eign producers and foreign governments. 

Mr. President. this Ls a nonblndlng 
resolution. 

to limit agricultural imports to the 
United States. The resolution urges tile 
President to use this remedy in dealing 
wjth the problem of CanacUan potato 
imports. , 

There are several reasons for the re
cent surge in imparts from canada. A 
ma.Jor cause is the concerted effort bY 
both the Federal and provincial govern
ments in Canada to increa....e potato 
produetJon in order to Jncrea.se their ex
J)Orts t.o traditional U.S. markets. This 
eltort has led to a number or subsidfo.s, 
tn the form of low-interest loans, sub 
stantial transportation subllidies, and 
stabilization payments for crop produc
tion. Recently, the Canadian Govern ... 
ment approved a $3 million promotion 
program for potato exports. 

Another cause of the surge in Cana
dian iml>orts ls the depressed value or 
the Canadian dollar, whleh gives Cana. .. 
dian growers a significant exchange rate 
advant.a.ge. The exchange dUTerentiaI 
can account for as much as 20 percent 
discount for the canadlo.n product-a 
price advantage that. no domestic pro .. 
ducer can overcome. 

A third ca.use or higher Imports is 
the tariff concesslons made by the 
United States tn 1979. The reduction in 
tarlfl'-rate quota.s negotia1.ed in 1979 W"4 
substantial, and has contributed to in
creased effort~ to target U.S. J)Ol&to 
Ill!lrkets. 

Mr. MATHIAS submitted an nmend
ment int.ended to be proposed by him to 
the joint resolution <H.J. ll<!s. 2881 t.o 
provtdo for a temP0rNY increase in the 
public debt limit. 

Alil&NOM!iNT NO, 02 

<Ordered t.o be printed and t.o lle on 
the table.) 

Mr. NUNN (for hitnself and Mr. 
CHILES) submitted an o.mendment in
tended to be proposed by them to the 
Joint resolution House Joint Resolution 
266. supra. 

AM.t:ND!lr,l£NT NO. 4113 

c Ordered t.o be printed and to lie on 
the table.J 

Mr. BENTSEN submitted an amend
ment intended to be proJ)OSed by him t.o 
tho Jolnt. fC!Olut.lon House Joint Resolu
t ion 266, supra. 

A.MCNOMllNT NO. ••• 

<Ordered to be printed and t.o Ue on 
the table.) 

Mr. BF..NTSEN (for himself. Mr. Boa
f;N'. Mr. Jott.,.ST07f, Mr. Towu, Mr. Butt
DICK, Mr. MELCICtR, Mr. CRAN$TON, Mr, 
At.DREWS. Mr. N"CKtES, M'r. !-=:T~NIS. Mr. 
SIMPSON, Mr. DIX.ON, Mr. HUDDLESTON, 
Mr. INOUYE. Mr. DECONCINI. Mr. SASSER, 
and Mr. CANNON) submitted an amend
ment intended t.o be proposed by them 
to amendment No. 493 t.o the Joint res
olution Houso Joint Resolution 268, 
supra. 

AM2N'D)4£N1' NO, OS 

(Ordered to be printed and to lie on 
the table.> 

Notwithstanding, I would sincerely 
hope that the administration win ad
dress thl.s problem adequately, t,hus re
moving the need tor more drastJc legts
lattvc. measures. 

I urge my colleagues. espectatly those 
from fruit and vegetable producing 
States, to suoport this resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President. thl.s 
resolutlon addresses a. serious problem 
facing the potato industry, a. key ,;cctor 
in the eoonomy of Maine and other 
States. The problem Is the sur~e or Ca
nadian imports Into U.S. markets. and 
the tremendously disrupthtc etrect this 
surge bas had on dornesttc growers. ca.
nadtan potato tmports have tncreased 
substantially for 3 consecutive years. 
La..~t year alone saw a 300-percent in
crease in imports. Canadian potatoes 
entering the country through Maine 
parts of entry are expected to <?QUal 25 
percent of th~ totaJ volume of Maine 
tablestoek J)Otatoes. This has had a 
devastating imoact on the U.S. industry, 
which ts already suffering frorn excess 
capacity. 

Taken together, Canadian Government 
sub&ldtcs, the exchange rate and our own 
efforts to rrce trade have all had the end 
result of driving our producers tnto bank
ruptcy and Of helping create a Cana. .. 
dla.n industry "'hose only goal is to pro
duce potatoes for eXJ)Ort t.o the U.S. mar
ket. 

Mr. MATSUNAGA submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Joint resolution House Joint 

0
Resolut1on 266, .sU.Pra. 

Tho potato Industry Is part!cula.rly dis• 
advantaged jn seeking relief front dis
ruption$ caused by changJng t.rade pat
terns. Most agricultural products are 
covered by sect.ion 22 of the Agriculture 
Adjustment Act. which gives swiCt and 
etreeth,e relief from excessive Jmpor4 
competing with price-supported prod
uct.a. Potato growers receive no subsidy, 
either through price supports or any 

A number of other problem.~ plague 
Maine growers and represent an advan
tage for Cana.dla.n growers are not per
mitted to use. Inadequate inspections al
low lower quality CanadlOJl P<>tatoes t.o 
be graded higher. Many Ca.nadlan po
tatoes enter the United States as seed 
potatoes, which have a lower ta.riff rate 
quota that) tablestock J)Otat.oes. but arc 
eventuaJJy used !or human consumption. 
not for planting. 

All these problems aggravate an al
ready serious· .sttuatJon. It h'ls Jed to 
much unrest in thE! .Potato growing areas 
in Ma!ne. I! nothing Js done, the pros
pect ts tor even more serious dlsturbances 
in the next marketing &eMon. 

Maine growers are l)Ursuing several 
a.venues to deal with the vai-ious prob
lems. Administrative remedies a.re being 
sought, but these are time-consuming 
and potentially very exi,ensive, The •pur
pose ot t..h.Js resolution ls to encourage 
the Presldent to examine every P05Sible 
.soluUon, and to express congress:onal 
supp0rt for a negotiated solution, should 
the a.dmtnistrative remedies tail to cor
rect the Problem. 

NOTICES OF BEARINGS 
S VDCOMl!,UT'I''ZE ON lNTEll.N.I\TIONAL FINANCE 

Mr. HEINZ, lllr, President, I would 
like to announce th.at the Banking com
mittee's Subcommittee on International 
Fina.nee and Monetary Polley will hold 
a hearing on S. 868, the Competitive E~

pcrt Finance Act or 1981. 
The bearing will be lleld at 2 p.m. in 

room 5302 of the Dirksen Senate Oilice 
Building on Monday, July 20, 1981. 

Representatives of the admlnistra
tion, the Eximbank. industry, ar,d out
side experts will testify on s. 888 and 
the current status of export credit nego
tiations. 

Mr. President. the purJ)Ose ot S. 868 is 
to '"'rovjdc a. U bHlion "war cbest:' to the 
Exlmbank to be u.scd a,; leverago to in• 
duce trade competitors to reach an in
ternational agreement on official exp0rt 
credits. The current comoe:Utlon In offl
cialJy sub.stdlzed exnort credits has 
reached eutrate arid cutthroat propor
tions, and this bill was introduced as 
part of an overall strategy to end this 
self-defeating competition. 
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Those who wi~h further information 
concerning the hearings may cont.act 
or. Paul Freedenberg at C202 ) 224-0891. 
s u-ocoM ,MN"TCB ON Fl~ANCS,'.\.. J.NS'frr-vrtONS 

Mr. GARN. Mr, President, I.he sub
committee on F inancial Institutions has 
now scheduled the final day or hearings 
on s. 1406, the "Credit Deregulation and 
Availability Act of 1981" and on S . 963. 
The hearing will be held on July 21, 1981, 
at. 10 a.m. tn room 5302 of the Dirksen 
Senate ornce Building. 

For additional information contact 
Beth L. Cllmo. counsel to tho committee. 
5300 Dirksen Senate Offl.ce Builtllng. 
Washington. D.C. 20510, C202) 224-1565. 
COMM.ITTEZ ON AGRlctJLTVR.8, NtifflTION AND 

SOUSTllT 

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, I wish to 
announce that the Senate Committee on 
Agrieult-ure, Nutrit.lon, and Forestry has 
schedu:led hearings on the nomination or 
John V. Graziano to be Inspector Oen• 
era.I of the U.S. Department of AgricUl
ture. The hearing ~111 be held on Mon
day, JLUy 20. beginning at 10 a..m. in 
room 324. Russell Bu!ldlnJ!. 

Anyone wishing to testify should con
tact Denise Alexander of the Agricul
ture Committee staff at224-0014. 

COM MITT~l: ON SM.ALL bl)'St?<fcs,5 

Mr. WEICKER. Mr. Preoldcnt, I would 
like to announce for the informatlon or 
I.he Senate and the public t hat the Sen
ate Small Business Committee wtll hold 
a full committee field hearing on July 24, 
1981 in San Francisco. Ca1.lf. 

Thi~ will be a continuation of hearings 
that the committee ha.'; held to receh·e 
tc5timony concerning S. 881. the Small 
Business Innovat1Qn Research Act ot 
1981. 

The bearing w111 convene at 10 o..m. Jn 
room 417, cit.y hall. Vo.n Ness Avenue and 
McAllister. San Francisco. Calif. Sena.
tor HAY,\t<AWA ~•ill cha.tr the hearing. 

For n.ddtttona.1 information please con
tact Anne Sullivan of the commi t~ee staff 
at 224-51'75 or Grace Hussie, leg1Slat1ve 
assistant for Senator HAYi\KAWA at 224-
3841. 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

SUPPORT FOR STEALTH BOMBER 

• Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President. in tho very 
near future Congres..c. wm be asked t-0 
1Dake two of the most important defense 
program decisions in our Nation's hls• 
tory-bow to base the MX interconti
nental balUst.ie missile and ~'hether to 
procure one or two manned bombers to 
modernize the air-breathing leg or the 
strategic Triad. 

As a member of the Armed Services 
Committee, l have spent. many hours 
studying these ts.sues, and I \\'Ould like to 
talte this opportunity to ohare wit-h my 
conca.gues my though~ on the boniber 
choice-which basically comes down to 
the question of whether we should Press 
ahead wit.h the advanced technology, 
Stealth bomber, or build B-1-type air
craft now and Stealth bombers later. 

I believe lt ~rould be a. grave mistake 
tor the national security oC the United 
Stat.es it the executive branch and the 

Congress decided to procure outdated, 
B-1-type bombers for the late 1980's. 

My reasons for supporting the stealth 
bomber for tbe late 1980's instead of the 
B-1, which would postpone such a. de
ployment. until the ne)(t. decade, are out
lined in a "Letter to the Editor·• I wrote 
recently to the Detroit News. The letter 
states as follows: 

S!i:NATOll FA\'l)a$ $nALTK Ovm B-1 

President Reagan hi\$ before hlm a proposal 
ti') replace our aglns B-52 t>oml>e1"3 wttb yet 
Another verston ot the B-1. It lie appro\·es 

· t•hat. pr<>p«sal be wlll ma.kc a. 014Jor error. 
The B-1 cost$ too mltch and does too little. 
And there 16 a better way t..O OU I.he gap ln ow
dclcn&ea erea«!d by the proJeccect obsoles
cence ot our n--s2i. 

A3 a member or the Armed Services com .. 
m.Jt.tee, l have been examlntng the opUoM 
open to us.. I began by que$Uontng the nttd 
for n new bomber. Whtte the bwslc deatgn of 
our 8-52s 1& otd. they have conslst.cntll' been 
modlrtcd to lncorp0rMe current tcehnology. 
As ~ result, they are .stU1 capable ot penetr-at• 
Jng SOvtet air defonscs, .$ tHl t)ble to accom .. 
pUsh t.helr ba.sJ.c strategic m\Slslon. 

But despite t hl!l cur-rent capl'blUty, careful 
study convluced me that we could not, courit 
on the conUnucd ellcctJveness of the 8-Ci-2s 
be}'Ond the ·sos. Sovlct o.<1v"nce, wm. by 
then. be able- to prevent ottr B•-52.$ rrom 
pcnetrat.tng their air defenses, evcm thousb 
the plaue:1;• c?-ul$e m.tsstlc,.s could sun be 
launched trom otJti;lde Soviet atr spa.co 
against erlt-ical targets efl'ee tJ.veh· u.utn ab()ut 
ttie end. or the century. 8ut the loss or a 
1>cnetrating caps.cit)' would constttuw an 
ttnaccept,1.ble weakening or our strategic 
posture. 

There ts. then. v. need to d evelop a new 
bomber. The question tbnt confront:; uo 1$ 
what kind ot tomber 1a shouJd be. One opin
ion I.~ to t"e!IUtre<::t t:he B-1 whooe basic dc
$ign we dh1¢.arded 1n 1077. Another ta to tn
ten,-s)ry our work or. Lhe " r-ndar 1nvtatbte" 
stea.ltb. dcst::,u. Aud ttnnlly, :some Gt1a;gest we 
ought to pursue both o! c-besc options •;lrnu1 .. 
ta.neously- doploying Ute 8--1 by the ti:id oi 
this decade and pha.Shl,3 tn the ste-!llth d\lring 
the 1990$. 

WhUe t,here lis a loud pubUc relations cam
C,algn !or t he B• I, the trut h ta that ~ a 
bomber for t he future, tbe B-1 1.$ n 1)11m1:ner. 
1.n fac t-. tts htghwn.tcr marlt n;>pel\n to haw: 
come und gone during the 1980 campt\i~n 
when President ca.rtt'r's dcctston to cancer ttJi 
development waa used by his opponema as a 
symbol or h t.a .. weakneflS" on deten!lt 1ssu~a. 

Oe$pHe 11is Pl\.'St. poUt,icl\l ""Jue to &0me. the 
8-1 hB.$ little pot..entllU 11\IIJUl.ry Value. In t\L 
tens, t.wo ',\'n!,'a, lt !aHs to meet U1e: mt.ntrnuin 
sta.ndnr-ds we &hould r-cqutro o ! • new stra• 
tegk bomber. 

Ftrst, lt la unllkely that It wlll be able to 
penetrar.e soviet atr defense& ror the 30 years 
which oo.n $tltut~ t,he norn,a,1 nre $pan or A 
tt.rategtc l>l'5tem. R- l advoc1~te$ thents.ei·,•efS 
1.1.re i:;et1craU1• wUUn:t to concede that. Its 
lotig-tcrm penetrating capnbUtty Ls ttnc.::r
tain t.1.,t best. 't'be}' suggest. however. tha: the 
B-52s muat be replaced. as soon as po.,n~la 
and that the n ... 1 ot!ers the best short-term 
~>ternatlve. 

That "ras;1Jrnent. however-, 1$ Onwed. The 
B-52& will retain thelr st-rateglc power dur
lng the Umc Crome that Stealth can be dc
,•eloped and deployed. Wbtte there are, of 
courw. uncertainties associated with the de
velopment of any new system, the progreas 
we have mad.~ on stealth technology co d.l\te 
ta encouraging ~nouah to JU$t.Uy the conchl• 
t1ton th/It It can be deployed by the end ot t.hc 
decade. 

s econd, the B-1 :slmply wtU not bo ab!o to 
Cutnu His a11&1gncd mtsslon for a long enou~n 
pcrlOd or Utnc, lt ts absurd anCI uagtc.:t.!ly 
wasteful to build ~ new bomber which wHl 

not be able to eat"ry out one or tta crttlcl.\1 
rru.;;sions: pene1r11,Ung soviet Mr sptl¢e. 

1 know there ts a no!ton ln the hmd that 
suggests we spend as mttcb as we want. tor 
defense. I reJe¢t that notion. we can-and 
:should-,t;pend M mu¢h as we need. ror de
fense-no more. IlO 18$$. The B- 1 wlll ¢O$t the 
American taxpayers b~tween 820 "nd $23 bll• 
lion-about as much as ,t would cost to buy 
a :superior ana tonger-Ute stealth-equipped 
bomber. We $h».PIY Cfl.nnot atrord to buy a. 
B-t: at least not I t we arc :sertous about mak
ing real Improvements ln our de.Cehse rMher 
tban Juit tncreas1ng our dc!ens.c budget. 

The D-1 add.S coo lttt:le to our atrategtc 
strength and loo moeb to the (leftctt. t think 
the choice~ are cle1Lr: Spend 820-123 btlllon 
to buy a bomber that works~tc•lth; .spend 
tbe so.me amount or money to buy & bomber 
that doesn' t work-the modlned D-1; ~~nCI 
.$40 bUllon for both bombets; buc. wni.te the 
820-$2:l btllton &pent on the B-1 ( be::ause lt 
wUl not be a.ble to penetrate), thus d1verttng 
:scarce d.cCcn.$e dollar$ rrom other military 
pro.grams. 

lt PTcstdant Reagan looks beyona bJs Cl\rn• 
p o.lgn rhetoric and focuses on the real de• 
tc1.1.$6 ne,edt or thts natlon, then we wtll 
ab:uidon once and fot llll the n - 1 and get on 
With the tnsl< o! develOP1tli and deploying 
the more capable nnd cost .. effe¢tl\•c stealth 
te¢bnotogy aa soon as possible. 

CARL LBvnr. 
U.S. se.utor, wasllington. 

Mr. LEVIN, I also would like to take 
thls opportunlty to call tq the attention 
of other Senators a recent colutnn ln the 
Washington star written by our col
leo..gue, Senat-Or BuMPr.kS, on this same 
1.s.sue. \Vlth hl~ usual eloquence, the dis
t tngu{shed Senator from Arkansas has 
also concluded that. it, and I quote, 
.. makes no military sense" to build the 
B-1. 

I commend Senat.or Bu,,i:PU..S' 
thoughtful analysis to ,ny colleagues. 
'I'he article follows: 

"J:t'ff;RIM" 80l.Ulot J OOPA8l>lZES STLALTil 
( By Sen.tor DALI: BUMP1SllS) 

Last. month, with vlrtu&ll)' no debate. the 
senate authortzed s2.4 bllllon In t.he n,ic&t 
year 1982 oerense budget tor dQvc-loprncnt 
and JnlUt1,l procurement. of a new Long-Range 
com'on.t Aircra!t, to replace ovr B=,,52 :str-ateg1c 
t>t.imbers. Th!8 money 1s the down payment 
on tl Pr<'>Kr\\M t.h3.t ma!tes no mllltsry son&e, 
'"•Ill coat ac. lea.st 820 bnlh)n tor 100 planes, 
1uid ta Uke1y to dela.r development of l\ truly 
a.dvnnc:.ed-technoJogy $Ltateg1c bomber. 

It ts tmport ant to undcr$tAnct that tbe 
tong .. tange bomber the Alr Poroc wants now 
ts not the "Stcalll\,. eru13e.mts!L1te carrter 
bomber we'Ve heard so much about. ~Clther, 
what!$ btdng J?rOf)O&ed li:I an " Interim" bomb
er, tor use until the Stea lth 1,s ava11abte. 

The candtctll\tes are a variant ot the B--1 
bomber 1:bRt wM eo.neeled tn 1977 and a 
$lretch version ot the existing 1"8-1 J J flghter
bomber. Neither aJr<:rart could be adapted 
1,0 1ncor;,orate the technolo~t~s and materlals 
or "Stealth," whtch wtU make Alrc:-att vlr• 
tuaUy lnvtslb)c toenemr rs.dar. Moreover. the 
tnr.ertm bomber would 11.t.Jt be: operational 
until the lAtc 1980'.!J , almost prcc\$ely \.he 
time when Stea.Ith ls supp0;<,1ed to begin com
ing off t.b.e ia.-ss.embty line. 

Why. then, b uUd It ? Proponents arg,ie thAt 
t he B--62 ea.n no longer peuetrate soviet air 
detense9, but that a. n-1 variant or new FB-
111 tou.ld. What they dor:'t mention ts that 
whUe tho Sr:1te.rlm boml:l~r rnsgbt be Able 
to penetrate the Soviet Unton·s curn,nt air 
d-,rense system, It would not be ab1e to evade 
daWCtlon from the .s~tem Ukc1y to be in 
place at the: time It ts finally deployed. Thi$ 
fatal 61Lw was a major reaaon the B- 1 wu 
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