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- Spurred by the Watergate
—" scandal;the~Senate: voted-yes—
terday to clamp tight new lim-
" its on. campaign. spending and
T requfre—fn!l_bubliu“dlsclur
-~ , sure of the outside income of
-members of Congress and con:
‘gressional candidates. .
—-« .- The action came as the Sen-
= _ate completed -its fourth-day
of debate on the political cam-
——paign _reform_bill. With. a_fi-
——nal_vote_schedyled Monday,
‘the - Senate adopted these
_._amandmcnts_deslgned_to curb
.. .the influénce of “big money”
: on federal:elections-and candi-
} dates for Congress:
.- ® A proposal by Adlai. E.
Stevenson 'III (D-1IL), ap-
" proved hy voice vote, reducing
{0 $25,000 {he aggreégaté any
~individual. may give to all fed-|
‘—""nral:;candldates-and—pnhuca]—
“committees combined.-At pres-
ent there is no limit and some
contributors have given mil-
hons The bill, as Teported by
“the Rules” Committee; recom-
mended a $100,000 Umlt for a
man; his wife and-minor-child-
ren combined. The Stevenson
“amendment uses a '$25.000 in-|
. dividual Iimit,  which- Steven-|
—— son.said-would-be-more-effecs
——tlve singe"a man_without -an|
immediate family would be
... _limited to $25,000, while. wndcrl
" the committee - version. he.
=z could use-the whole $100,000._ .
. Supporters said any contri-

= S 4

alLof the
~sAn amengment-by Robert]
Z==—W. Packwood (R-Ofe.), adbpted

e do..an, _individqal ‘candidate

. ', like COPE (AFL-CIO), BIPAC

"~ (the_Natfonal _Association_of
—--—Manufacturer - J— _\raiunlm‘y

—hntisehy—s=minar—child-nnder:
T ~the gew- $25,000 -limit: would |
. I

'date .in M%ryland

cnmm:ttee) AMPAC (rnedlcal
profession - voluntary . commit-
tee). .or. CAP (United - Auté
Workers)«to $3,000 in the pri-
mary, - $3,000 in 'a runoff- and
$3,0003n @ generai ei_t}“ﬁ.-—:
- This . would "mean..a. total
Hmit of $9,000't0 any one one can-|

g

spcnd moﬂa than $2BB 000’ pn 5
his prlmary or- $’403 :000-61- hig— —
general electfon' Jin? Virgiﬁié"‘ o
@19 700, and $479 550. " -

® ‘A plan by: Frank. Church ;
(D-IdahoT approved - 84 -to: ls_ud_

o

"‘when a move-to-kill* 1t fai!ed ¥
to Tequire'all mefnbers of Cori- , - ".1'“

gress and candidates for Con- -~ %5 "

| didate - and " would apply to"gtess to_file publit statements

"both presidential_and congres-
sional candidates. At present
there aren’t -any -limits. The
‘Rules.. Committee had pro-
pcsed a h:gher Timi t=85; 000- at’)

detailing all income, all. gifts . .
over $100, listing all assets and
describing all security and
real: estate. dealings In" {he * '~
vear - before ‘filing. .Present _
rules require only partial dls-_""““_‘.?“

each of the three stages for a

$15 000 "total) and 315 000 at
each_stasge_ :ror_a pres:denual
candidate. <. T e
e A proposal by Thomas F
Eagleton (D-Mg.), approved 70,

congress:ona].candldate_(tcu <What wfth Watergate I think

closure,” and Lnurch"_‘a——“sal

the public_has become. f_Hy
aware of the dangers of Sgov- T
ernment by concealment and
COVEI"““ » -

There were snme sugges- | .. i

to-11, limiting spending by a
conﬂressional candidate to-10
cents in the primary for each
voting-age person in his state
or distriet, and 15 éents in the
general. election. - At present
there are’no limits but " the
Rules Committee had - pro-
posed 15 cents for the primary
and 20 cents for the general
election, so Eagleton’s plan re-

| ducés each_ﬁgure.a.m:kel

*.‘The limits “on_ presidentlal
campaighr. spending ynder the
bill are-based on_the cdndres.

|sional limit¥, so the net effect

of the Eaglcton amendment Is
to reduce presidential limits

1as well — to 10 cents for-the

general election. The limits
are to_beeffective-in1975:

tions dpring Senate - debate
that senators might be loading =~ 15,
up .the bill. with ‘so many re-’ .
strictions on spending, or. with

so’ much help. for incumbents
(because low spending-limits .
'would'harm an_unknown chal--
lenger to wellknown. incum- .
bent), .that Its ultimate ap-
proval by Congress.and the ..
President 'might be_ endan: -
gered. It already. faces a rocky
road.in the House. -

Sen. Russe]l B, Long (D-La, i
expressing the sense of' conflz%
sion—over_the_freasure’s. com :
glexltay fe;‘thiby_ﬂr:-lany told the =7

enate, “Thisthing.Js gefling
‘m_ﬁmnpueated—thnt--—fido#%.—'f‘l‘
Lthink everyone understands it, ]
T hope - the-chairman of the—4%—
eommittee - understandsg—it," -
Rules__Committee” CHairman -~ ?

; i;r

Based on present population

'T@u_l‘es“plus—:r—spe al—mini=

mum already in the bill, the

Eagleton amendment means. a

Senate or - presidential candll-_

Howard Cannon (D-Nev.) said

Tnth-a-!aﬂg’h—lhﬂt——he——hadw
pretty good grasp biit .there .
were_certdin _aspects even_he ' . !
round r.'onfus(ng T

" "'73to 8, limiting contributions|

== from=—voluntary—committees|

See_CAMPAIGN,AIZ -Col-1)




