SENATE REJECTS

SLUSHFOND CURB
—gCT w1975

Viotes, 48-47, Against Plan
by Election Agency to
Restrict Political Use
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WASHINGTON, Oct, 8—The
Senate ‘disapproved by a single
vote today a proposed regula-
tion of the Federal - Election
Commission that would  have
held all members politically ac-
countable . for - money they
spend from private “office ac-
counts” while they are seeking
re-election. |
It was the first time that
a commission regulation had
i reached the floor of Congress,
tand it was defeated by a 48
'to 47 vote after a debate that
indicated a much bigger majori-
ty against/the measure. .
Under /the 1974 . campaign
law, any regulation of the com-
mission that is disapproved by
one house is dead. It will now
be up to the six-member bipar-
tisan commission to draft a
more acceptable version if it
wishes to continue to press
the issue.
If no regulation is approved,
members of Congress will be
able to accept unlimited contri-
butions to such “slush funds”
and spend the money for purely
political purposes, outside the
ceiling on their campaign
gpending.
. One Defender in Debate

. During more than two hours
& debate, only one member,
Benator Dick Clark, Democrat
of Iowa, defended the Commis-
sion proposal. It was his motion
to ‘axpp'rove;‘the ‘new form  of
political regulation that failed
by a singlé vote. :

The Senate then passed a
resolution{ disapproving the.of-
fice. account plan by a voice
vote. '/
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-2 Surprisingly large vote
or of the regulation: re-
. the relyctance of many
.Sengtors, in the wake of the
Watefgate scandals, to appear
to be: opposing full implementa-
‘tion/, of* the campaign reform
Jdawl. o :
" /Opponents of the regulation |’
charged, that it would clags
a5 political a Senator’s finang-
ing of legitimate officeholder
activity out of his own pocket,
although 'Senator Clark - main.
tained that no ‘“personal ac-
co“untq” would come within ‘its

flect

sensitive subject  ever
ince.! the discovery in 1952

‘M. Nixon maintained such al|'

.privately financed account al-

most forced him to withdraw
‘as the Republican nominee for

i After the vote, Tomas B.|
Curtis, chairman of the com-
mission, said its members were
“obviously disappointed”” but
indicated they were interested
in 'a yrevised version of the
regulatigh that would meet ob-
jections [t raised in the Senate
Rules (zommittee and on- the
floor today. &

Floorj opponents of 1e office
account - rule said it ‘did: not
treat’ Senators and house mem-
bers ‘equally and tended to pu-
nish. incumbents by limiting
their use of such funds while
not -taking any comparable ac-
tion with respect to challen-
gers.| -

Senator Clark maintained
that ‘the regulation would apply
equally to candidates opposing
sitting Senators and Represen-
tatives who happened - office
'acczounts, as soon as they an-
nounced - for office or began ;
rajsing and spending political
money. . |

/At times, the debate became
heéated. Senator Claiborne Pell,
Democrat of Rhode Island,
called it “ridiculous” for the
cammission to oversee how. he
spends his personal income’ in
support of his public office:
Senator Mark O. Hatfield, Re-
publican of Oregon, accused
the' commission of “incompe-
tence” in interpreting its own
regulations.
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