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termines that the security of the United Staies re-
quires . . .” that Party members should not be employed
there.~ Congress could easily have been more specific.*
Instead, Congress left the Secretary completely at large
in~determining the relevance and weight to be accorded
such factors as the importance and secrecy of the facility
and of the work being done there, and the indispensability
of the facility’s service or product to the national security.

Congress ordinarily may delegate power under broad
standards. E. g., Dakota Central Tel. Co. v. South
Dakota, 250 U. S. 163, 183; FPC v. Hope Natural Gas Co.,
320 U. S. 591; NBC v. United States, 319 U. S. 190.
No other general rule would be feasible or desirable.
Delegation of power under general directives is an in-
evitable consequence of our complex society, with its
myriad, ever changing, highly technical problems. “The

4+ Congress, in fact, originally proposed to limit the Secretary’s
discretion in designating “defense facilities.” H. R. 9490, passed
by both the House and Senate, provided that the Secretary should
determine and designate each “defense plant” as defined in §3 (7)
of the Act. The difference between that version and §5 (a) (1) (D)
adopted at conference is commented upon in Conf. Rep. No. 3112,
81st Cong., 2d Sess., 50 (1950):

“Under section 3 (7) a defense plant was defined as any plant,
factory, or other manufacturing or service establishment, or any part
thereof, engaged in the production or furnishing, for the use of the
Government of any commodity or service determined and designated
by the Secretary of Defense to be of such character as to affect the
military security of the United States.

“Section 3 (7), and the provisions of section 5 relating to the desig-
nation of defense plants by the Secretary of Defense, have been
modified in the conference substitute so as to broaden the concept of
defense plants to cover any appropriately designated plant, factory
or other manufacturing, producing, or service establishment, airport,
airport facility, vessel, pier, water-front facility, mine, railroad, public
utility, laboratory, station, or other establishment or facility, or
any part, division, or department of any of the foregoing. Because
of this broader coverage, section 3 (7) has been changed so as to
define the two terms ‘facility’ and ‘defense facility.’”



