By JOHN W. FINNEY .
Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, June 1 —|
Warning that the natxon is in
danger of becoming a ° ‘“national
security state,” a group of nine
Senators -and 36 House mem-
bers urged today that the mili-
tary be brought under greater
Congressional control and be
radically reduced in size.
““The most_urgent challenge
- confronting Congress today is
to reassert control over: the
military bureaucracy and the
policy ~ decisions it has pre-
empted,” the - Congressional
group declared in a 61-page re-
port.
The report called for a one
million-man reduction in
armed forces, and immediate
start ‘on’ withdrawal of ‘Ameri-

can troops: from 'Vietnam, -for-{,

mation of an interim  coalition
government in Saigon, and a
United States-Soviet' morato-
rium on the testing of multiple
warheads as well as on deploy-
{nent of mlssule defense sys-
ems.

“Beyond. those ./ immedxate

.

steps;  the’ group -propo the
formation - of varl%us :gdmmlt

tees .and agencies, all intended;-

‘to give Congress greater ability
to review the military ‘bud, et
and to establish_priorities .
“tween domestlc and forelgn
needs. |

The report. is a.n outgrowth
‘of a.two-day conference last
March at which members of
Congress, _former Govemment
officials, ~"weapons " @xperts,
economists and foreign Follcy
scholars discussed the military
puager «aid its ‘impact upon
natlonal priorities. .

: Lar, etlg Democratsy the sign-
ers of the report were drawn
from either liberal or anti-Viet-
1am factions in Congress, which
have provided the core of -the
new Congressional anti-Penta-
gon coalition. There was only
one Republican signer—Senator
william B. Saxbe of Ohio.

The report reflects the grow-
ing awareness among the mili-
tary critics of the basic prem-
ises of ‘the defense budget—
premises that they are coming
to believe must be challenged

if they are to succeed in reduc-|. .

_ing the size of the mlhtary es-
blishment. ~ -

The report notes, for. exam-
ple, that.present levels of the
armed forces and the military
budget are based on require-
ments that the United States

must be prepared to hght three}..:

wars simultaneously—a’ majot}
- nuclear war in Europe,a ma-
-jor conventional war inChina
and a “brushfire .war else-
where,” such a8’ “in . South
America N

“If more reahstlc conﬁngen—

) cles are assumed and the de-
fense of our own shores is|that” ;éxamined ' the nations
taken as the primary and proper| basic economic¢ structure in’the} "
1930’s, to investigate the mili-|-

th #to centralize' and expand the}
performance of natxonal secur-report. were:-. ., . i .0
e George Brown Jr., Califomia' Phll-
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role of our armed forces,” the

report says, “substantial “sav-

ings could be made.”
Throughout the report runs

tion” of American society, the

diversion of resources from do-|were:

mestic needs, and the “discon- T W Fulbrlght, Arkansas! Harold

E. Hughes, Iowa; George S. Mc-
GOVern, South Dakota;: Waltef F:
‘Mondale, - Minnesota;: . Gaylord
Nelson, W'lsconsln Wllllam ‘B.|.
Suxbe il

tent”, and “alienation” of the|
people, particularly the young.

The blame for this rmhtariza-
tion is ?Iaced not so much upon
the uniformed military ‘as upon
“lits “civilian_leadership and the|
“linstitutions “they’ have created

ity functions.”

“In ‘the name. of efﬁcien
the - report “said,  “we ' unii ed
the ‘operations of thé armed
services; introduced the tech-| .
niques of . computer manage-
ment, and encouraged "’ close
interactions between the mili-
tary and industry. As a result,|’

power-once chec ed by rivalries| °

and inefficiency is‘now: ‘wielded
as a single force, defying effec:|’
tive democratlc control ”
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From this perspec ve,’

‘Lo
report yie\vedihe present flgh* "H

over deployment'of: a ‘missile
defense system “as a test of
whether or not the national se-

curity stateis. sunk in concrete

for this generatlon

‘What is at issue, i
the ‘ransformation of the Uni
ed States into a -different sort|-
of civilization—into a natlonal
security state” . -

Thus .the :over dlng prob-
lem confronting ngress, . it
continued, . “is -how. {0 resiatl
this interwoven ‘bureaucracy, so
large and entrenched,'so zeal-|
ous - and: parochial, - so- unre-|
strained by an effectlve coun-}
terbalanclng force m ;our}
society.”

What is needed it said ls a

new - national defense policy:

“puilt. around ; {those’:core-

terests which- al‘e 50 vital that
it they were . viglated they
would threaten the: txergr»em

To assist
oping “‘an::
spective ‘for

& 7the
judgment of - the :Defense. Des| ¢
reporLbropo ed

partment,” -the;
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the theme that “bloated” andPriorities to provide continuing
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