October 12, 1999

American science a chance. Invest in
the future of weapons science, not in
the past of weapons testing by ratify-
ing the Comprehensive Test Ban Trea-
ty.

EXHIBIT No. 1

us. US-UK
Total tests by calendar Year:
1945 1 0
1946 2 0
1947 0 0
1948 3 0
1949 0 0
1950 0 0
1951 16 0
1952 10 0
1953 11 0
1954 6 0
1955 18 0
1956 18 0
1957 32 0
1958 77 0
1959 0 0
1960 0 0
1961 10 0
1962 96 2
1963 47 0
1964 45 2
1965 38 1
1966 48 0
1967 12 0
1968 56 0
1969 46 0
1970 39 0
1971 24 0
1972 27 0
1973 24 0
1974 22 1
1975 22 0
1976 20 1
1977 20 0
1978 19 2
1979 15 1
1980 14 3
1981 16 1
1982 18 1
1983 18 1
1984 18 2
1985 17 1
1986 14 1
1987 14 1
1988 15 0
1989 11 1
1990 8 1
1991 8 1
1991 7 1
1992 6 0
Total testS ..o 1,030 24
Total tests by location:
Pacific 4 0
Johnston Island ... 12 0
Enewetak ........ 43 0
Bikini 23 0
Christmas Island 24 0
Total Pacific ... 106 0
Total S. Atlantic .. 3 0
Underground ... 604 24
Atmospheric 100 0
Total NTS ... 813 24
Central Nevada ........ 1 0
Amchltka, Alaska 3 0
Alamogordo, New Mexico 1 0
Carlsbad, New Mexico .... 1 0
Hattiesburg, Mississippi 2 0
Farmington, New Mexico 1 0
Grand Valley, Colorado .. 1 0
Rifle, Colorado ... 1 0
Fallon, Nevada ... 1 0
Nellis Air Force Range ... 5 0
Total Other .......cccccooovvcvencvcecceeniniciiciiiinens 17 0
Total tests ... 1,030 24
Total tests by type:
Tunnel 67 0
Shaft 739 24
Crater 9 0
Total underground .........ccoocovvvvriernrinennns 815 24
Airburst 1 0
Airdrop 52 0
Balloon 25 0
Barge 36 0
Rocket 12 0
Surface 28 0
Tower 56 0
Total atmospheric ...... 210 0
Total underwater 1,030 24
Total teStS oo 1,030 24

Total detonations by purpose: Joint US-UK, 24 detonations; Plowshare, 35
detonations; Safety Experiment, 88 detonations; Storage-Transportation, 4
detonations; Vela Uniform, 7 detonations; Weapons Effects, 98 detonations;
Weapons Related, 883 detonations.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

176 detonations (1980-1992) 14 detonations (1980-1992).

Note: Totals do not include two combat uses of nuclear weapons, which
are not considered “tests.” The first combat detonations was a 15 kt weap-
on airdropped 08/05/45 at Hiroshima, Japan. The second was a 21 kt weap-
on airdropped 08/09/45 at Nagasaki, Japan.

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, yester-
day President Clinton sent a written
request to the Senate asking that we
“postpone” a vote on the CTBT. In
light of the President’s outburst on
Friday lashing out at Senate Repub-
licans, and his adamant declaration
that he would never submit a written
request asking the Senate to withdraw
the CTBT from consideration, his deci-
sion to send just such a letter is inter-
esting.

His letter, was a baby-step in the
right direction, insufficient to avert a
vote on the CTBT today. The President
is clearly playing poker with the Sen-
ate, but he doesn’t have a winning
hand, and I think he knows it.

The President sent this letter only
because he realizes he has failed to
make a compelling case for the treaty,
and failed to convince two-thirds of the
Senate that this treaty is in the na-
tional interest. He knows that if we
vote on the CTBT today, the treaty
will be defeated.

His letter did not meet both the cri-
teria set by me and others. For exam-
ple, he requested: (a) that the treaty be
withdrawn and (b) that it not be con-
sidered for the remainder of his presi-
dency.

The President has repeatedly dis-
missed the critics of this treaty as
playing politics. Look who’s talking. In
his mind, it seems, the only reason
anyone could possibly oppose this trea-
ty is to give him a political black eye.
Putting aside the megalomania in such
a suggestion, accusing Republicans of
playing politics with our national secu-
rity was probably not the most effec-
tive strategy for convincing those with
substantive concerns about the treaty.

The fact is, we are not opposed to
this treaty because we want to score
political points against a lame-duck
Administration. We are opposed be-
cause it is unverifiable and because it
will endanger the safety and reliability
of our nuclear arsenal. The White
House and Senate Democrats have
failed to make a compelling case to the
contrary. That is why the treaty is
headed for defeat.

Of course, treaty supporters want to
preserve a way to spin this defeat into
a victory, by claiming that they have
managed to ‘live to fight another
day.” That’s probably the same thing
they said after President Carter re-
quested the SALT II Treaty be with-
drawn. But they will be fooling no one
but themselves.

Before this debate is over, it must be
made clear that to one and all this
CTBT is dead—and that the next Presi-
dent will not be bound by its terms.
The next administration must be left
free to establish its own nuclear test-
ing and nuclear non-proliferation poli-
cies, unencumbered by the failed poli-
cies of the current, outgoing adminis-
tration.
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Without such concrete assurances
that this CTBT is dead, I will insist
that the Senate proceed as planned and
vote down this treaty.

——
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the hour of 4:30 p.m.
having arrived, the Senate will now re-
turn to legislative session.

————

AGRICULTURE, RURAL DEVELOP-
MENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN-
ISTRATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2000—CONFERENCE REPORT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now resume consideration of
the conference report to accompany
H.R. 1906, which the clerk will report
by title.

The legislative assistant read as fol-
lows:

A bill (H.R. 1906) making appropriations
for Agriculture, Rural Development, Food
and Drug Administration, and Related Agen-
cies programs for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2000, and for other purposes.

The Senate resumed consideration of
the conference report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi is recognized.

Mr. COCHRAN. Madam President, I
am pleased to present to the Senate
the conference report on H.R. 1906, the
Fiscal Year 2000 Agriculture Rural De-
velopment, Food and Drug Administra-
tion, and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act.

The conference agreement provides
total new budget authority of $60.3 bil-
lion for programs and activities of the
U.S. Department of Agriculture with
the exception of the Forest Service,
which is funded by the Interior appro-
priations bill.

The Food and Drug Administration
and Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission are included also, and expenses
and payments of the farm credit sys-
tem are provided.

The bill reflects approximately $5.9
billion more in spending than the fiscal
year 1999 enacted level and $6.6 billion
less than the level requested by the
President.

It is $418 million less than the House-
passed bill level and $391 million less
than the Senate-passed bill level.

I must point out that we, of course,
are constrained with the adoption of
this conference report by allocations
under the Budget Act. The bill is con-
sistent with the allocations that have
been made to this subcommittee under
the Budget Act, and it is consistent in
other respects with the Budget Act.

The increase above the fiscal year
1999 enacted level reflects the addi-
tional $5.9 billion which the adminis-
tration projects will be required to re-
imburse the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration for net realized losses.

The conference report also provides
an additional $8.7 billion in emergency
appropriations to assist agricultural



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-23T11:11:59-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




