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By JOHN W. FINNEY
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, June 7 —
Shortly after the Senate ses-
sion ;began this morning, Sen-
ator Henry M. Jackson, Demo-
icrat of Washington, whispered
to Senator Howard M, Metzen-
baum, Democrat of Ohio, that
he had “a little amendment
that would just take a few
minutes.”

Senator Metzenbaum ylelded
the floor, and Senator Jackson
proposed an amendment that
would have had the effect
of revising the present export-
control system- and restricting
trade with the Soviet Union.

The amendment would have
given the Secretary of De-
fense power to veto any export
that might “significantly in-
crease the military capability”’
of ‘the Soviet Union or' other
Communist countries, .

The Jackson amendment
might have been routinely adt
‘opted by a voice vote:if Sen-|
Iator Mike Mansfield, . the
imajority leader, had not walked
on to the Senate floor and dis-
covered what Senator Jackson
was proposing. To the annoy-
ance f Senator Jackson, Sena-
tor Mansfield succeeded in
postponing an immediate vote
on the amendment.

Quiet Day Chosen

Senator Jackson chose to
make his move on a day
devoted to noncontroversial
amendments to a military pro-
curement bill. Many Senators
were. out of town.

His amendment had not been
printed in advance, and most
Senators were unaware he

Mansfield told a reporter he had
not heard of the Jackson amend-
until he walked on the Senate
floor shortly after noon.- .-

-:a-.

Mansfield Stal]s a ] ackson Trade Plan

would offer it today. Senator}-

Senator Jackson had in-
formed Senator John C. Sten-
nis, the chairman of the Senate
Armed Services Committee,
about the amendment last night
and. had arranged for Senator
Strom Thurmond, the ranking
Republican. on the committee,
to be a co-sponsor.

With only a handful of the
members of the Senate Armed
Services Committee on the
floor, the Jackson amendment
was -about to be accepted by
Senator Stennis until Senator
Mansfield objected that a “most
momentous amendment” -was
being considered in “a hap-
hazard fashion.” "~

Views of Administration

Senator Mansfield suggested
that before acting on such an
amendment the Senate should
have the views of President
Nixon and Secreta.ry of State
Kissinger.

Senator Jackson expressed
doubt that such views could be
readily obtained. Senator Mans-
field shot back that the admin-
istration *“did it in a hurry
when opposing his troop reduc-
tion amendments rejected yes-
terday by the Senate. .

Richard N. Perle, aide to Sen—
ator - Jackson, told. a reporter
that one reason the amendment
was offered was because “we
don’t trust Kissinger” on trade
relations with the Soviet. Union.

When Senator Mansfield ob-
jected that too much power
would be given to the Secretary
of Defense, Senator Jackson
modified his amendment so that
the President would decide
whether goods or technology
should be exported to the So-
viet Union.

Senator Stennis suggested
the Jackson approach should be
tried out on “an mtenm bas:s’
for 18 months.

. Not satisfied wxi:h such mod1

PINQEC

» mally consults with the Defense

fications, Senator Mansfield ar-
ranged for.a vote on the Jack-|
son amendment to be put off
until next” Tuesday. He made
clear that by then he expected
Senator Jackson to’ “have . ob-‘;
tained . the views - of President
Nixon and Mr. Kissinger on the
amendment.

*Off the floor, Senators pri-
vately complained about the
“high-handed " 'way” in which
they felt Senator Jacksom had
attempted to push through }us
amendment. ~ i ]

Senator George D. Amken Re-
publican of Vermont, said that
if - the Jackson. amendement
were adopted ‘“we probably
couldn’t send spades to the So-
viet Union® because they might
have a military value for dlg-
ging foxholes.” -

Under present law, the Com-|
merce Department determines;
whether to grant export li-|
censes for goods or technology:
intended for the Soviet Union.:
The Commerce Department nor-

and State Departments.

Senator Jackson .complained
|that -the Defense Department
is now consulted only in a “per-
functory” way.

He said his amendment was
“not meant to stop ordinary
commercial trade with the
Soviet bloc unless that trade
can significantly enhance the
miltary capabilities of those
countries.” But at another point
in his speech he observed that
“in many cases the tools :and
techniques needed to manu-
facture - civilian products are
virtually identica to those
needed in manufacturing the
most ' advanced mxhtary de-
vices.” . o
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- By JOHN w. FINNEY
" Special to The New York 'rlma
Th

WASHINGTON June 6+
nate. today rejected propos

<@ o ""_'-'ﬂ'-'-:'»wf"

Ak

fles for reducmg the number of
“iAmerican’ troops overseas, giv-|
g the Nixon Administration
1’ major foreign policy victory.! 1
By a 54-t0-35-vote the Senate
jefeated a proposal by Senator, ;

ke Mansfleld, the majontyl
_'ader. requlnng a 125, 000-man
uction - over: the next’ 181
months in the force of almost‘
450,000 stationed abroad. Then, i

by a margin of 46 to 44, it re: .

jected a compromise offered by'
‘Mr. Mansfield callmg for a
76000 -man reduction, .. i

:: For the Senator, who has;
been seeking for. nearly:. 10!

‘years to reverse what  he de-l
"scribes as an outdated postwar!

_policy of substantial | troop
“‘commitments abroad, it was
probably his worst' defeat on
--the issue. For thé Administra-
tion, which had lobbied ‘inten-;
_ sively against the proposals, it:
“was probably the most_signif-;
g.nt legmlatlv"défense of lts

- QVgrseas:commitmer

' presence, and consequent con-

. intentions despite the apparent
“smovement .

v1ous years those today mdl-
cated that . Senate sennment
was hardenmg agamst troop
cuts at this time. Last- -year
the Senate; by a 48-10:36 vol
apprOved a llO 000-m (

'Representatives - re]ected by Fi
:240-to-163 vote;: a proposal by
-'Representatrve Th

O'Neill;: e of
the. ma]orxty

a; :100;000-man™
3 Congressxonal quarters ,
séveral factors contributing ‘to.
the hardening. attitude: a'g'a'inst
withdrawal :of ' troops- ‘that ‘the!
Unifed’ States began dteployin,
overseas in. ‘substantial numbers
25 years ago.

-'have a destabxhzlng effect on
European allies and lmdermm’
the negotiations with the So-f.
viet Union on. mutual reduc-
tions- of force in:'e

rope.r» :
; Mldeast WaranElement
‘ . Two other interrelated fac-
tors cited were’ theé - October
~Middle East war, which, in- the;
view of leglslators emphasxzed
the importance ‘of an’ overseas

:cem over the Soviet . Union’s

¥

toward ® improved

‘Umted States-Soviet relatxons,
“ZAt least tangentially, in- thé
'opmlon of some sénators, the
Watergate affair influenced the
‘votes. At a time. of uncertainty|.
over polmcal power on ‘the do-

Senate Rejects'E

Co_ntmued From Page l, Col. 1

wais reluctance to take an ac-
tion that could be interpreted

as'weakening the American =

position abroad.

Still another factor cited was|rising. voice:

that with the shift to anall-
volunteer military force, there
was less political pressure “to
bring the boys home.” ="

twas apparent from the

that he contended had become
‘“a myth of the past” and made
the United States “badly over-
extended abroad.” .
Citing the national debt

-'*.| $475-billion, he asked in his

“How . long. are
we going to think we are so
strong, -so - rich, -so . powerful
that" we. think- we can' afford
to be_the. world’s policeman.

|We haven’t got what it takes

debate that there was. lre- in' resources-and we had better
luctance among a. majority to|wake upto reality.”

take a symbolic step toward

+The Mansfreld proposals of-

reversing a post-World War Il|fered-as amendments to a mili-
policy that lead to the commit-|tary procurément bill before the
ments, particularly to ‘the|Senate, did not"specify where

North’ Atlantic Treaty orgam-
zation.

Senator; MamsTield T mad
cléar that"his-pnderlyir

the troop withdrawals should

R

forces from - Western Europe,
where 290,000 men are sta-:
tioned.
- Picking up Mr. Klsslnger’s;
theme Senator John Stennis,)
chalrman of the Armed Serv-
ices Committee, insisted that a
unilateral reduction would
“jerk .the - rug right. out from
under” ' the negotiations with
the Soviet Union on troop re-
ductions, which he said were;
making headway. Recallin, the'
argument of Secretary o
fense James R. Schlesin er.
Senator Sltlenms nnnntmnemtlll aat
with military Ccommitme
stretching . from Thailand to|

-{take lace Throug;:out the de-

Western Eruope, American '
3 fiad“already - been re-
£ very reasonable
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Manstield Says L

US. Appears in
Clear in Chile

" Associated Press
Senate Democratic Leader

Mike Mansfield said yesterday
that a Senate panel thus far
has found nothing to indicate
‘U.S. involvement imr the -over:
throw of Chilean Pre51dent
Salvador Allende.
Mansfield told" _’reporters=
that a Foreign Relations -sub-
committee headed by - Sen.
Gale McGee (D-Wyo.) has
made preliminary checks into
recurring reports that the U.S.
government = Or American-
based multinational corpora-
tions might have provided as-
sistance to a military group
that overthrew Allende. °:
McGee has held- two: ses-
sions on the matter already
and “indicates no substantia-
tion for these allegatlons at
in




