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ernment that you do hIl in your power to
see that this money grﬁb {s rehuked.
i

Sincerely, . HENSY
ETE .

SHELL KNOR, Mo., July 15, 1967.
Congressman DUrRWARD [G. HAaLL,
House of Representativgs,
Washington, D.C.

HoNORABLE CONGRESSMAN: I am writing you
in regard to n letter recpived by me from the
Corps of Engincers at Ijittle Rock, Arkansas,
dated June 26, 18967.

In this letter they linform private boat
dock owners that effectjve January 1, 1968 a
fee will be charged for the use of private in-
stallations on Table ck Lake and other
Federal Impoundments.

The Corps of Engineers quote Federal Law
(65 Statute 290.5, U.S. [Code 140) and state
“the annual rate will b $10.00 plus 7, ccnts
per year for each square]foot of area in excess
of 200 square feet. Thpse charges figure up
to a “fair rental for prjvate usc of federally
owned property”’ of bdtween $2,000.00 and
83.000.00 per acre per yepr.

I consider these charges to be unreasonable,
unfair and unjust sincg we dock owners re-
celve no other henefits {rom these charges.

I respectfully ask y¢ur support of H.R.
11236, which is design to eliminate these
charges by the Corps off Engincers,

Thank you.
pwArD L. LOGSDON,

CRASH PROGRA TO  FIGHT
AGAINST RIOTS, |CRIME, AND JU-
VENILE DELINQUENCY

Mr. BURKE of
Speaker, I ask unani
dress the House for

teeming tenement diptricts of America.

The young people Have been forgotten
and an attitude of ‘o one cares” exists
throughout the Natioh. While we are be-
Ing called upon to sypport all kinds of
spending programs, is very apparent
that these programs have failed to reach
the youth of our counf{ry.

I have filed legislation which calls for
the Department of thle Interior to set up
a grant~in-aid progrgm to provide free
tickets to professiona) and amateur sport
events which would distributed by the
loeal police and fire] departments. Our
Youngsters should haye available to them
the opportunity to reqiew and participate
in events which can|give them the op-
portunity to see such great athletes as
Willy Mays, Mick¢y Mantle, Tony
Coniglario, Louls Apgfriclo, Bill Russell,
Wilt Chamberlain, rdie Howe, Lance
Alworth, and many others.

This program woulld serve a twofold
purpose in sending the kids out into the
fresh air to let th¢m see wholesome
games which they cqn imitate in their
parks and playgrounids, and would en-
courage a better understanding of thelr
police and firemen. [Qur young people
should know and leamn that their police-
men and firemen are|there to help them
and to assist the comrmpunity in maintain-
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ing order and peade. They are the friends
of the youth of Amjerica. '
I am calling upon my colleagues in
both the House and the Senate to join
me in the promotjon of this program, to
reach into the ghettos and bring some
concern and understanding about the
plight of these yolingsters. The program
which was very pppular many years 1go0
in Boston was lthe “knothole gang,”
which provided |free tickets to the
neighborhood of Boston and allowed the
youngsters to seelthe Boston Braves—it
had an immediate reaction. Youngsters
quickly began to gmulate these ballplay-~
ers in their own| backyards and play-
grounds.
Ten million doljars a year for 2 years
would provide tickets for approximately
80 million games gnd the opportunity for
20 million youngsgters to see four or five
amateur or professional games played by
our finest athletey.
I know it is popsible for our amateur
and professional lpagues, including base-
bail, football, basketball, hockey, and
soccer, to sct asile a number of their
seats each game Jor the purpose of this
program, which ywould prove beneflcial
to their own popularity and eventual paid
attendance. The money the Federal Gov-
ernment could prévide would pay for the
price of admissioch for your youth, and
the State d lpcal community could
provide the?undg and arrangements for
transportation to and from the games.
Nothing would prevent the local busi-
ness community |from participating in
the program by shpplying pocket moncy
for the purchase |[of hot dogs, soda, and
refreshments so |the youngsters could
enjoy the game tq its fullest degree.
I would like to [see the encouragement
and development of more people like

Sandy Koufax, | Ted Willlams, Babe
Ruth, Lou Gehlig, Jackie Robinson,
Tony Lazzari, [Bteve Spurrier, Sam

Jones, K. C. Jones, and other alltime
greats.

It is regrettabld that many of our large
universities and| colleges have moved
away from athlefic programs as a reg-
ular part of theif curriculum. Although
the need for edfication in America is
continually on thp increase, the need for
a spirit of coopenation and teamwork is
now in the criticql stage. Let us take our
young people ouf of a dissident atmos-
phere and give §hem direction to good
outdoor and indopr activity—let us show
them that America really cares and
really wants the|young people to enjoy
this great countyy of ours—Ilet us stop
taking negative gteps and act in a posi-
tive way, to reach down into the grass-
roots of the probjem of our youth.

I am today con}acting President John-
son: Vice Presidgnt HUBERT HUMPHREY;
Speaker of the
mack: Democratie House majority lead-
er, CarL ALBeRr; Republican House
leader, GeraLD B. FORD; Senator MIKE
MansFieLp, and Penator EVERETT DIRK-
seN, asking the that they interest
themselves {n thik type of program.

CONSUMER CREDIT PROTECTION

Mrs. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
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for 1 minute, to revise'and extend my re-

marks, and to include extraneous matter.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman ifrom
Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mrs. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
today introducing a comprehensive con-
sumer credit protection bill which in-
corporates “truth-in-lending" legislation
as one of its titles, but which also includes
provisions dealing with many other prob-
lems in connection with the utilization
of credit. It is a very far-reaching meas-
ure with admittedly highly controversial
features.

I am being joined today by a bipartisan
group of members of the Subcommittee
on Consumer Affairs of the House Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency in the
introduction of this bill. Not all of the
cosponsors endorse all of the provisions
of the proposed Consumer Credit Pro-
tection Act, but all of us agree that the
subjects covered In this bill should be
explored in our hearings along with the
title applying to credit disclosure.

The cosponsors of the bill—all of them
members of the subcommittee—are Rep-
resentatives HenNry B. GONZzALEZ, of
Texas, JOosEpH G. MINIsH, of New Jersey,
FrANK ANNUNZIO, Of Illinols, JONATHAN B.
BIncHAM, of New York, and SevyMouURr
HavrprerN, of New York. Other members of
the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, and additional Members of the
House who have seen this proposed Con-
sumer Credit Protection Act, have indi-
cated their intention of sponsoring simi-
lar legislation, but the bill going in today,
as I sald, carries only the names of spon-
sors from the subcommittee handling
the legislation,

I know there will be great interest in
this legislation and In the hearings we
intend to hold early next month, I want
to make {t clear that by including so
many additional aspects of consumer
credit protection in this bill, we have
no intention of delaying action on truth
in lending, now that a bill on this sub-
Ject has finally passed the Senate after
7 years, We do not think the Senate bill
Is adequate and it is our intentlon to
strengthen it as much as possible in order
to protect the consumer in the use of
credit for himself or by others.

Mr, Speaker, I submit at this point in
the REcORD a copy of & press release be-
ing issued at this time to explain the
provisions of the proposed Consumer
Credit Protection Act, as follows:

MRS, SULLIVAN INTRODUCES COMPREHENSIVE
New BiLL SAFEGUARDING CONSUMERS IN
“UTI1LIZATION OF CREDIT”

Congresswoman Leonor K, Sullivan, Demo-
crat, of Missouri, Chairman of the Subcom-
mittee on Consumer Aflalrs of the House
Committee on Banking and Currency, an-
nounced today a plan to incorporate “Truth-
In-Lending” leglslation Into a broadly en-
larged blll with bi-partisan sponsorship to
“safeguard the consumer in connection with
the utilization of credit.”

Tts “Truth-In-Lending’ section duplicates
the scope of the original Douglas bill, which
Mrs. Sullivan has sponsored for four years
on the House side of the Capitol, but with
many of the technieal lJanguage changes rec-
ommended by the Proxmire Subcommitteo
in the Senate, including the use of an “an-
nual percentage rate” instead of “simple an-
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nual rate.” It does not, however, contain the
exe.nptions or modifications in ccverage made
by the bill passed by the Senate compared
to the Douglas bill, Thus, {t includes revolv-
ing credit and first mortgage real estate credit
left out of the Senate bill.

“Required disclosure of finance costs in
credlt transactions 1is vitally important to
the intelligent use of credlt,” Mrs, Sulllvan
declared. “But there are many other serlous
problems in connection with the use of
credit than merely the need for disclosure.
This bill, which other Members of the Sub-
committee handling this legislation have
jolned me In sponsoring, touches on all of
the important gaps {n the protection of the
consumer {n connection with the use of
credit. Not every co-sponsor agrees with all
provisions because it 18 a very broad bill with
many controverslal sections, We are Introdue-
ing it for the purpose of outlining and drama-
tizing the scope of this issue, and as a vehlcle
for hearings.

Members of the Subcommittee on Con-
sumer Affalrs co-sponsoring the measure,
Mrs. Sullivan sald, include: Representatives
Henry B. Gonzalez of Texas, Joseph G. Minish
of New Jerscy, Frank Annunzio of INlinols,
Jonathan Bingham of New York, all Demo-
crats, and Seymour Halpern, Republican, of
New York. Similar legislation, she sald, will
probably be introduced by other Members
of the full Commlittee and of the House.

CONSUMER PROTECTION FEATURES

Mrs. Sullivan sald the blll, known as the
“Consumer Credit Protection Act,” would
cover the following areas of consumer pro-
tection in the use of credit:

1. Require full disclosure of all finance
charges in terms of an annual percentage
rate In credit transactions or, where applica-
ble, In “offers to extend credit™;

2. Establish a Federal cellinz of 18% on the
finance charge in any extension of credit “to
a natural person” (without disturbing state
laws which provide lower cellings);

3, Prohibit the garnlshment of wages to
satisfy debts;

4. Create a Natlonal Commlsston on Con-
sumer Finance to Investlgate all aspects of
the consumer finance industry and report to
Congress by December 31, 1963, on the gde-

" quacy of existing regulatory programs gnd
the desirability of Federal regulation or char-
terlng of consumer finance companies.

INFLATIONARY USE OF CREDIT

In addition to the above safeguards for
the consumer in his own use of credlt, the
bill Includes two sectlons to protect the
public from the consequences of excesslve use
of credit contributing to infiatlon, particu-
larly In periods of national emergency.

Thus, It would restore to the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System standby
powers, such as It exercised during World
War II and part of the Korean War, to re-
strict or control the use of credit during a
national emergency proclaimed by the Pres-
ident.

Another section of the bill gives to the
Federal Reserve System the same powers to
set margin requirements {n connectlon with
trading in commodity futures contracts that
it now holds ‘n the setting of margins for
credit transactions on the stock exchanges.
The purpose of this section, according to the
bill, Is to prevent "the excessive speculation
in and the excesslve use of credit for the
creation, carrying, or trading in commodity
futures contracts having the effect of inflat-
ing consumer prices.”

Congresswoman Sullivan said that Chair-
man Patman of the Committee on Banking
and Currency has authorized her Subcom-
mlttee cn Consumer Affairs to proceed with
hearings early next month on “Truth-In-
Lending’” and related hills, Including her pro-
poscd “Consumer Credit Protection Act.”
Members of the Subcommittee, In addition
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to the co-sponsors of the new blill, are Repre-

sentatives Robert G. Stephens, Jr., of Georgla,
and Richard T. Hanna, of California, Demo-
crats; Representatives Florence P, Dwyer of
New Jersey, Paul A. Fino of New York, Chal-
mers P, Wylle of Ohlo, and Lawrence G. Wil-
liams of Pennsylvania, Republicans.

OTHER ISSUES NOT TO DELAY TRUTH IN LENDING

“Nearly all of the Members of my Sub-
committee have indicated their strong sup-
port for effective ‘Truth-In-Lending’ legisla-
tion,” Congresswoman Sullivan declared.
“But I think there is general agreement also
that disclosure of finance charges is not, in
and of {tself, sufficlent to protect millions of
consumers from the depredations of loan
sharks or the traglc consequences of over-
use of credit by many families misled into
undertaking credit obligations they cannot
handle.

“Personal bankruptcles reflect this In-
creasing problem. We have never held hear-
ings on consumer credit problems and so we
want our hearings to be broad enough and
complete enough to cover the full extent of
the consumer credit issue. My own study con-
vinces me that the bill which I have prepared
deals realilstically with urgent problems
which requires Federal legislation for effec-
tive solutions.

"I hope we can enact the ‘Consumer Credit
Protection Act’ with whatever modifications
the hearings dictate, but I certainly want to
make {t clear that the controversy which s
bound to develop over some features of this
legislation will not be permitted to stymle
effective ‘Truth-In-Lending’ legislation, now
that the Senate has finally, after seven years,
passed a credit disclosure bill.”

Mrs. Sulllvan expressed her deep admira-
tion for the ploneering work done by former
Senator Paul H, Douglas of Illinols {n orig-
inating and battlilng for “Truth-In-Lend-
ing" leglslation. She also pralsed Sensntor
william Proxmire of Wisconsin for his lead-
ership and hard work in winning Senate
passage this year for the first time of any bill
on this subject.

"“Our purpose i{s to try to build a much
stronger consumer protection measure on
the foundation of 'Truth-In-Lending’ legis-
lation, including a sectlon on ‘Truth-In-
Credit Advertising’ which originated with
Chairman Warren G. Magnuson of the Sen-
nte Commerce Committee which we have in-
corporated Intc thls blll. Other sections of
this bill grew out of studies by the Subcom-
mittee on Consumer Affairs and the full
Commlittee.”

SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED CONSUMER CREDIT
PROTECTION ACT
TITLE I-—CREDIT TRANSACTIONS
Disclosure

This title provides for the full disclosure
of the terms and conditions of credit in con-
nection with consumer credlt transactions.
Disclosure requirements provided for are ap-
plicable both with regard to the advertise-
ment of credi{t In connection with a sale or
a loan, as well as in the conduct of an actual
credit transaction. In advertisement, as well
as credlt transactions coming within the
scope of this act, the credltor s required to
provide the buyer or borrower with a state-
ment of the cash sale price, the finance
charge, and the annual percentage rate ap-
plicable to the credit transaction. In addition
to the foregoing, other detailed information
must be provided to the consumer in con-
nection with the advertisement or credlt
transaction involved.

Mazimum firance charge
In addition to such disclosure, the act
provides that a creditor may neither demand
nor accept a flnance charge in connection
with the extenslon of credit which exceeds
the maximum rate permitted under ap-
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plicable State law or 18 percent per annum, .
whlichever is less.
Responsible agency

Regulatory authority to implement the
provisions of this title are vested in the
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System. In addition to authorlty to issue
regulations, the Board is glven powers of
administrative enforcement to secure com.
plinnce with the act. In additlon to such ag.
ministrative enforcement, individuals to
whom information is required to be given
under the act are authorized to bring civil
sult where such information has not been
properly provided,

Confession of judgment

With regard to credit transactlons coming
within the scope of this tltle, the Act pro-
hibits the use of confessions of judgment
{cognovit notes), whereby a debtor walves
his rights to full legal process in thie credi-
tor's attempt to obtaln legal judgment
agninet him.

Criminal penalties

Violation of the act may further result in
the imposition of criminal penalties when
sult is brought by the United States Attor-
ney General.

Regulation of credit for commodity fulures
trading

For the purpose of preventing the specula-
tion in, and the excessive use of credit for,
the creation, carrying, or trading in commod.
ity futures contract, tending to Infinte con-
sumer prices, the act provides that the Board
of Governors shall issue regulntions govern-
ing the amount of credit that may be ex-
tended or maintained on any such contracts,

Emergency control of consumer credil

This title further provides that whenever
the President determines that a natlonal
eme-gency exlsts which necessitates such
action, the Board shall issue regulations to
control the extenslon of consumer credit,

Effective date

The act provides that this title shall take
effect on July 1, 1068.

TITLE II—PROHIDITION OF GARNISHMENT
OF WAGES .

This title provides that the garnishment
of wages is frequently an eiement in the
predatory extension of credit and that such
garnishment frequently results in the dis-
ruption of employment, production, and con-
sumption, constituting a substantial burden
on interstate commerce. Accordingly, pro-
vision {5 made prohibiting the garnishment
of wnges or salary duc an employee. Violation
of the section subjects an indlvidual to pos-
sible fine or imprisonment,

TITLE III~=—COMMISSION ON CONSUMER
FINANCE

This title provides for the establishment
of a bi-partisan nationnl commission on con-
sumer finance to be composed of nine mem-
bers: 3 members from the Senate, to be
appointed by the Preslident of the Senate:
3 members of the House of Representatives,
to be appointed by The Speaker; and 3 per-
sons to be appolnted by the Presldent. The
Commission I8 called upon to etudy and ap-
pralse the functioning and structure of the
consumer flnance (ndustry in the United
States and to report {ts findings, recommen-
datlons, and conclusions to the Congress and
the President by December 31, 1969. The Com-
mission is specifically called upon to include
within the scope of its report and recommen-
dations a discussion of:

“1. The adequacy of existing arrangements
to provide consumer financing at reasonable
rates.

“2. The adequacy of existing supervisory
and regulatory mechanisms to protcct the
public from unfair practices.
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u3. The desirability of Federal chartering
of consymer finance companies, and other
regulatory measures.”

MILITARY POTENTIAL OF SST

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Sgeaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to addfess the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend my remarks,
and to include extraheous matter.

The SPEAKER. Is| there objection to
the request of the ggntleman from New
York?

There was no objeciion.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Sbeaker, the distin-
guished chairman off the House Armed
Services Committee stated, on July 18
in support of the furlds for the develop-
ment of a supersonic|transport that this
plane will have greafj military value. He
said: :

I do not care who njrakea a statement to
the contrary notwiths{anding.

By this I take it hejrefers to the com-
ments of the Secretaly of Defense.

According to Aviation Daily, February
23,1967, Secretary of Defense McNamara
sald, for example, i} testimony before
the Senate Armed Services Committee
on the fiscal year 196f supplemental de-
fense budget:

Except in the most indirect way, I antlcl-
pate no military benefitq from the production
of the supersonic trangport . .. I scc very
little benefit even of a ppin-off character to
military technology ang military programs.

The House has already taken action on
H.R. 11458, the sppropriation bill for the
Department of Transportation, in which
the funds for SST dévelopment are in-
cluded, but the matter is yet to come he-
fore the Senate. I think it would be use-
ful to clarify for the fecord, and for the
consideration of Members of the other
body, the military pofential of this air-
craft.

On March 15, 1967 Secretary of the
Air Force, Harold Bfown, testified be-
fore the House Appropriations Commit-
tee on the flscal year 1968 defense budget
as follows at page 768

Some of the technology having to do with
structurcs, engines, and so on. which was
learned in the United B8tates supersonic
transport program, willl be applicable in a
supersonic bomber dev#alopmem;, and vice
versa, but neither onel|really provides any
substantial help toward|the engineering de-
velopment and detalleddesign of the other.

The technology actually has been flowing
the other way, because ghe supersonic trans-
port design, which the United States 13 now
going ahead with, Includes two things: First.
a variable sweep wing which is an outgrowth
of the work done on thie F-111 and second,
titantum from the Alr{Force YF-12A pro-
gram. The B-70 used stalnless steel construc-
tion, which probably wi|l not he very muc¢h
used in the EST. We did] however, use a good
amount of a type of aﬁﬁnn:csx\ stece! honey-
comb {n the B-70 which may be adaptable
to various structures such as doors and panels
on the SST. So, the tdt:hnology has really
flowed mostly the othet way, Mr. Andrews,
with the YF-12A, B--70,| and F-111 contrib-
uting 1o the U.S. supersdnlc transpori,

Prior to the occasion of this testimony,
Seeretary Brown sent a letter to the
chairman of the Hofise Committee on
Appropriations dated March 7, 1967, ¢x-
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plaining the situation in greater detafl.
In the course of this letter he said:

Our studies have|shown that even when
no development cosls, other than modifica-
tions, are charged toja bomber version of the
S8T, the cost per weapon dellvered to the
target Is greater thaf could be achieved with
a new advanced bofnber of quite different
characteristics, even|though complete devel-
opment costs would|have to be pald for the
latter.

The Secretary’s letter states at an-
other point:

The S8ST provides, at considerable cost,
a capablility to operalte in a flight regime that
does not represent the best means of pene-

trating projected enemy defenses.

And finally:

The Alr Force design for an advanced
bomber has the refuired performance and
payload in a vehicld about one half the slze
of the proposed SST]. Although the advanced
bomber would have ja supersonic speed capa-
bility, 1ts top speeq would avold the more
severe environmental problems of the SST.
Its reduced welght pnd complexity result in
lower procurement gnd operating costs. This
together with {ts| inc¢reased effectivencss
(range, dispersal chnbmty, reduced radar
cross section, ride gunlity at low altitude, et
cetera) provides the advanced bomber with
a very substantial pverall cost effectiveness
advantage over a odified verslon of the
SST.

Mr. Speaker, {t{1s not clear why the
United States is sp anxious to rush into
a costly program df SST development In-
volving many unsolved problems and
great economic risk on the strength of
a nebulous nationpl prestige. It may well
be that our prestize will lose a great
deal more If we show ourselves to be a
nation whose commitments and invest-
ments arc hased |largely on a hysteria
abhout our “imape’—Ilargely and simply
because the Britisk and French are huild-
ing the Concordd—unable to wait and
learn from their| experience—and un-
able to take the afivice of a multitude of
technical and ecqnomic experts within
our own country 4s to the inadvisability
of this effort. It [may well be that the
commereinl developers of the SST could
learn a great depl from the advanced
aireraft planners|in the Department of
Defense Instead pf merely rushing to
build a plane that is bigger and faster
than the Concordp regardless of the ad-
ditional problems|involved, regardless of
the expense, and |regardless of the fact
that it may evenjtually prove to be an
unsound investment.

We have experienced difficulties and
disaster in the Afollo program based on
a race to the moon. Are we not a nation
that can learn from such experiences and
apply the lessons| learned to a venture
such as the SST?

To be sure, the military will learn
something from 411 possible civilian de-
velopments in aerpnautics. This does not
mean that public funds should be hastily
invested in all pofsible and perhaps un-
warranted projects. On the assumption
that the Senate will give sober and seri-
ous consideration to the SST hefore tak-
ing action, I think it appropriate to in-
clude the entirg text of Secretary
Brown'’s letter to| the chairman of the
Houc<e Appropriatjons Committec at this
point in the REcogn:
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE,
OFFICE THE SFCRETARY,
Washipngton, March 7, 1967.
Hon. GEorGE H. MAHgN,
Chairman, Commitite on Appropriations,
House o} Represepntatives.

Dear MR. CHAIRMAN: This Is In response to
your letter of Februaty 10, 1967, on the sub-
Ject of the supersonit transport (SST) as a
strategic bomber,

The Alr Force has ftudled the utllity of a
modified supersonic fransport for the stra-
teglc bomber role arnd is continuing to re-
view this possibility] as the characteristics
and cost of the SST|{become better defined.
In general, our studies have shown that a
modifled SST configyred as a bomber could
perform strategic isslons. However, I{ts
characteristics are r from the optimum
ones in terms of sugvivability and penetra-
tion to the target. Yherefore, it is far from
the most effective approach to the bomber
component of our syrategic forces.

While & joint devdlopment program (FAA
and DOD) of a comfnercial transport and a
bomber version of the SST may result In a
lower total developfient cost than would
separate development programs for a SCT
and a new ndvanced bomber, the extent of
any potentlal savingg s critieally dependent
upon the degree of egmpromise that could be
tolerated in each vejsion in order to achieve
commonality. Beyonfl the development pro-
gram, when all factgrs such as procurement
costs, ten-year operpiting costs, and opera-
tionnl effectiveness nre considered, the sepa-
rate development ofl 8 new bomber appears
to ur to be a more cogt effective approach for

advanced bomber of] quite different charac-
teristles, even thoygh complete devclop-
ment costs would Nave to be pald for the
latter., There are a [number of reasons for
this, some of which fare discussed below,

The SST design {s a large gross weight
(675,000 pounds) veHicle incorporating struc-
tural materials, nerpdynamics, engines and
cnvironmental contfol equipment for high
altitude supersonic (crulse at Mach 2.7. It
does not represent the best design approach
for o high altitude| bombher because of its
large fuselage, high |radar cross section and
lack of compatibility hetween the bomber
refueling requireme &ts and fuel avallability
of the KC-135 tankgprs.

Further, the 88T Frovides, at considerable
cost, a capabllity tdq operate in r flight re-
glme that does not fepresent the best means
of penetrating projected enemy defenses.
Studies and slmulﬂ ted tests have shown
that penetration of pophisticated enemy de-
fenses tncludling suxface-to-alr misslles can
best be accomplished by flylng at low alti-
tude at the highest] speed compatible with -
attaining the necegsary range. A bomber'"
version of the SST|without structural and
engine modificationd suffers very severe deg-
radation In performance when operated at
low altitude. Its top speed would be about
330 knots and its rqnge would be very llm-
ited becausc its englnes are not designed to
operate efficiently nw low altitude. This per-
formance could be |improved by structural
reinforcement of the fuselage, wings, and
tall assembly plus fthe installation of new
englnes, This would|still not provide a very
good homber alrcraft because of the large
amount of fusclage polume avallable for the
low density payloads assoclated with com-
mercial operatlons. This large volume is not
required for the hlg{per density military pny-
loads and results (In higher aerodynamic
drag and greater range loss than would re-
sult from a fuselage designed specifically
for military weapon payloads.




