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BILL SUMMARY BY MAJOR PROGRAM CATEGORIES 

1975 
1976 bill compered wlth- Transition quarter 

enacted 1976 
to date estimates 

1976 1975 1976 
bill enacted estimates 

Budget 1976 
estimate bill 

(Title I) Energy 
Research 
and Develop· 
ment Admin· 
lstration ••••• $3,234,939,000$3,879,679,000$3,908,142,000 +$673,203,000 +$28,463,000 $1,100,007,000$1,115,225,000 

(Titles II and 
Ill) Water 
and power 
develop· 
ment: (Corps 
of Enei neers, 
Bureau of 
Reclamation, 
and power 
acencies of 
the Depart· 
mentor the 
Interior): 

Planning 
and con-
struction.1,619,728,000 1,691,666,000 1,795,510,000 

lnvestiea· 
+175,782,000 +103,844,000 543,010,000 608,336,000 

tions.... 85,251,000 83,345,000 85,468,000 
Opera­

tional 
mainte-

+217,000 +2,123,000 22,410,000 24,174,000 

nance.... 641,378,000 687,510,000 716,072,500 
other...... 61,720,000 66,020,000 64,990,000 

+74,694,500 +28,562,500 172,908,000 189,449,000 
+3,270,000 -1,030,000 16,275,000 16,250,000 

Total, 
tnles 
II end 
Ill.. •• 2,408,077,000 2,528,541,000 2,662,040,500 +253.963,500+133,499,500 754,603,000 838,209.000 

(Title IV) 
Independent 
Ollcll: 

AI!JIIIKh• 
111 pro-Fs:.rrr·· _ 295,247,000 295,352,000 295,030,000 ,_.. 
Commb· 
alon..... 33,097,000 35,910,000 35,610,000 

Nuclur 
Reeula- · 
tory 
Commis-
sion..... 135,165,000 219,935,000 202,500,000 

TVA....... 77,400,000 87,800,000 99,754,000 
Other_____ 10,370,000 10,245,000 8,325,000 

Tohl, 

-217,000 -322,000 47,980,000 50,480,000 

+2,513,000 -300,000 8,558,000 8,558,000 

+67 ,335,000 -17,435,000 52,000,000 49,230,000 
+22,354,000 + 11,954,000 27,500,000 27,984,000 
-2,045,000 -1,920,000 2,512,000 1,542,000 

title 
IV..... 551,279,000 649,242,000 641,219,000 +89,940,000 -8,023,000 138,550,000 137,794,000 

Grelld 
total. •• 6,194,295,000 7,057,462,000 7,211,401,500 +1,017,106,500 +153,939;500 1,993,160,000 2,091,228,000 

INDEX TO BILL AND REPORT 

Bill Report 
pace )1118 

2 11 
4 23 

6 37 
8 56 
9 56 
5 30 
7 52 
8 53 
9 56 

Enerfpe~:;r~~c:x~~~s~~~~~~~-~-~~~~~~~_t~~: ________________________________ ~--------
Piant and capital equipment.. ....•.••••••••••••.. ----------·------- _____ ------·---··· 

Dapertment of Defense-Civil: · 
Depertment of the Army: 

Corps of Engineers-Civil: 
Construction, generaL •••••••••.•••....• _. __ -------- __ ·-------••••••• •••••••• Flood control and coastal emtrltncies • • ______________________________________ _ 

g:::;:: r:r.s~r::tioris:::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Mississippi River and tributaries ______ ------- ___ -------··-····-···--·-·-····--
Oper~tion and maintenance, general _______________ ------····------------------
Specaal Recfeatlon use fees •••••...... •••.•. --- --------------------------------
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INDEX TO BILL AND REPORT-continued 

Daplrtment of the Interior: 
Alaska Power Administration: 

Gtnerallnvastiaations .• _____ ______ ••• _ •••••••••••• ___ ------_ ------- ___ • ____ ••••• 
Operation and maintenance. _._ .. _. -··········~·············-····•········-···· 
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Colorado River Basin project .••..•••••••••••••. ---- •• -------------------·-···· ••. 
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Independent Offices: 
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The Public Works for Water and Power DeveloJ>ment and Energy 
Research Appropriation Bill, 1976, is a vital and Important bill that 
provides a substantial ·investment in the future of our Nation, an 
Investment that will pay rich dividends in services and economic bene­
fits for the American people. 

Appropriations are also recommended in the bill for a broad range of 
energy research and development programs that will assist in solvh1g 
the energy crisis and attaining a reason·able level of energy self­
sufficiency. These programs will also strengthen America by research 
and development for defense and defense-related missions. 

The proJects funded in the bill provide for planning or construct­
ing a total of 507 projects under the Corps of Engineers and the Bu­
reau of Reclamation. These projects reach broadly across the Nation 
and affect every state and region and touch the lives of virtually all 
Americans. Appropriations for these projects will provide for flood 
control, additional electric power generation, additional and improved 
waterways for nayigation and transportation, reclamation, recreation, 
abundant and clean water supplies, beach erosion and shore protection, 
among others. 

Included in the total number of projects are 17 new planning starts 
and 19 new construction starts that were not proposed in the Presi­
dent's budget. Testimony before the Committee by administration 
officials di~losed that the budget request was prepared several months 
ago when .the Nation's first priority was to fight inflation, but that 
priority has since changed and shifted to a fight a~ainst recession and 
unemployment. Thus, the Committee has exercised Its prerogatives and 
discretion in setting some priorities. A limited number of projects 
have been added and increased which will not only provide jobs but 
also capital assets for the Nation. 
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The Committee recommends several reductions in the level of appro­
priations for some projects and programs while increases are rec­
ommended for others. The net effect is a recommended appropriation 
bill slightly over the bud2et requested by the Administration. 

The bill recommended oy the Committee provides funding for a 
number of Fedeml agencies to carry out their essential functions 
necessary to serve the people of our Nation, including the Energy 
Research and Development Administration, the Coq>s of E~eers, 
the Bureau of Reclamation, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the 
Federal Power Commission, the Water Resources Council, the Tennes­
see Valley Authority, the Delaware and Susquehanna River Basin 
Commission, and several Federal power agencies such as the Bonne­
ville Power Administration, Southeastern Power Administration, 
Southwestern Power Administration and Alaska Power Administra­
tion, and the programs of the Appalachian Regional Development 
Commission. 

wATER RESOURCE PROGRAMS 

Water is one of our Nation's most valuable resources. Its availability 
is essential to the very existence of communities and the operation of 
industry, the growth of crops and the provision of power by hydro­
power facilities. The ~uestion is not "Should we develop our water re­
sources¥", but rather, 'What is the proper level of funding to develop 
our water resources¥" 

Completed projects have made an enormous contribution to America. 
The Nation IS served by the projects in this bill in many WSJB­
communities and businesses receive water supplies, communities are 
protected from floods, energy is generated from hydro-power facilities, 
commerce is transported on inland waterways, food is grown on irri­
gated acreage, widespread recreation benefits are available to millions. 
Additionally, massive amounts of water will be needed to develop and 
process future energy supplies. 

PROJECT BENEFITS-COMPLETED PROJECTS 

The present value of the Nation of all completed projects for water 
supply, power development, flood control, navigation, reclamation, and 
recreation is evident from the following table: 

PROJECT BENEFITS 

Annual water supply benefits: 
Gallons of water furnished---------------------------- 11,646 billion. 
Number of people served_____________________________ 21 million. 

Annual power benefits: 
Installed generating capacity (kilowatts) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 44 million. 
Net generation (kilowatt hours)_______________________ 225.5 billion. 
Gross revenues. ______________________ .______________ $1.03 billion. 

Flood control benefits to date: 
Estimated value of fiood damage prevented_____________ $41.9 billion. 
Expenditures for ftood control facilities_________________ $8.4 billion. 

Annual navigation benefits: 
Annual traffic tonnage·------------------------------ 2.1 billion. 

Reclamation benefits: 
Acres irrigated.------------------------------------- 9.2 million. 
Annual value of crops produced_______________________ $3.9 billion. 

Recreation benefits: 
Annual visitor daYB------------------------------ __ 450 million. 
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BENEFITS FROH PROJECTS PROI'OSED IN BILL 

These projects are a "capit!l-1 }nvestment" in America. Indeed the 
annual Pubhc Works apptopr1atlons measure has aptly been called an 
all American bill. Just as a private company must make capital invest­
ments to assure future production, the American Government must 
make capital investments to assure a foundation for the future growth 
and prosperity of the Nation. 

The committee believes that the jobs created by the construction 
funds in this bill are more beneficial to the American people than 
those jobs created by temporary ·public service programs. The results 
of the productive jobs created oy this bill-electric power on line, 
flood control facilities constructed, improved harbors and navigation, 
expanded irrigation-will benefit the American people for decades to 
come. · 

The value of the projects included for planning or construction 
under the programs of the Corps of Engineers and the Bureau of 
Reclamation upon completion is evidenced by the following break­
down which summarizes the estimated average benefits expected to 
accrue annually over the life of the projects. 

ESTIMATED AVERAGE ANNUAL BENEFITS FOR PROJECTS FUNDED 
FOR PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION IN THE 1975 BILL 

.tverage 
Gflnval amount 

F1ood control-------------------------------------------- $~ 983,822,000 Water supply ___________________ ---------- ____ ---________ 422, 800, 000 
Power--------------------------------------------------- 1, 614, 221, 000 
lReereation_______________________________________________ 324,254,000 
Irrigation ___________ -------------------- ________ --------- 1, 133, 705, 000 
Water qualitY-------------------------------------------- 104,954,000 Navigation.- ________ --------____________________________ 1, 053, 114, 000 
Fish and wildlife ___ -----_________________________________ 50, 138, 000 
Erosion controL _________________ • ____ • ______ ------------- 40, 335, 000 
Area redevelopment. __ ------- ______ ---_------------------ 81, 663, 000 

Total estimate •• ·---------------------------------- $7,808,996,000 

ENVIRONXENT 

The Committee believPs that the programs funded in this bill offer 
a balanced approach which is proper and which will contribute to an 
economic development policy which will promote progress in America 
and which will provide for preserving, promoting, and protecting our 
environment while developing vital natural resource needs to serve 
~ankind~thus providing a balanced program serving the total public 
mterest. 

The programs administered by the agencies funded in this appropri­
ation bill fulfill a dual role of providing both economic growth and 
enhancing the environment. Flood control and beach erosiOn projects 
pro~ human life, e:CC?Jogy and property. Multipurpose dams generate 
pollution-free electricity through hydro-power, provide water supply 
for municipal and industrial use, irrigation for millions of acres, and 
recreation facilities for millions of Americans. 

Funds are provided in the bill for project investigations underway 
to assure appropriate weight is being given in water resource planning 
to preserving and enhancing environmental values. 

The Committee shares the widespread concern for the environment, 
and it should be realized and emphasized that the several agencies 
involved in water resource development are increasingly aware of the 
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el}vironment and ~ave instituted e~nsive c~al}g~s both in the plan­
rung process and m actual construction to mimmize any adverse im­
pact of their work on the environment. 

. ~e m~jor emphasis of the Energy Research al}d Dev;elopment Ad­
mimstratlon and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission IS to meet the 
expanding requirements for ener~ through the development of new 
technolo~es which will have mimmal environmental effects. 

The bill recommended by the Committee provides a balaneed pro­
gram of development and preservation of the environment in the 
public interest. 

ENERGY 

The mission of the Energy Research and Development Adminis­
tration (ERDA) is as important as that of any agency of the govern­
ment. The cost and availability of energy has a tremendous impact 
on our standard of living, economic growth and national security. 

Th;e era of .cheap, ab!lnd·ant energy which played such an important 
role m enablm~ AJ?erica to become the world's most productive and 
prosperous nation IS at an end. However, we must make certain that 
t~e scarcity of energy does not become a permanent fact of American 
hfe. We must take s~eps to speed up ·and increase conventional and 
new sources of energy. Our goal is to help America to achieve energy 
self -sufficiency. 

The energy crisis with which America is confronted is one of the 
greatest challenges in history. We must res_pond to this crisis through 
the. ~cognition of the severity of the situation, development of sound 
pohmes and programs to deal with the crisis and the allocation of 
necessary resources to solve this problem in the public interest. 

CONSERVATION 

In response to the energy crisis, the American people must develo}.l 
an ethic of conservation. The Committee concurs w1th the words of 
one witness who testified, "We must think conservation. We must 
practice conservation. We must teach our children conservation. We 
must make conservation a way of life." 

. Conservat~on of e~ergy c~n be approached in two ways. First, indi­
vidual;;, busmesses, I~d~stries and government can reduce their con­
sumptiOn of energy m mnumerable ways--lowering of thermostats, 
using less lighting in the home and office, the use of smaller cars, etc. 

The second approach to conservation is to improve the efficiency 
of prod~cing, trans!llitting, and c~:msum~ng energy through technology. 
ERDA IS conducting research m various programs of this nature, 
such as: 

. The development of superconducting cables which would sig­
mficantly lessen the loss of electricity during transmission. 

The development of energy storage systems which could store 
energy generated by solar power or during oft'-peak hours for 
transmission and use later when needed. 

Research into end-use energy conservation-i.e. the more effi­
cient use of energy in appliances and buildings, 'among others. 

However, there are limits to conservation. 

NEED FOR ENERGY SUPPLY 

. A dramatic drop in energy consumption can cause severe economic 
Impact on industnes and individuals. Additionally, even with a strin-
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gent con~erva~ion ethic,, an e~panding supply, of energy is essential. 
There IS a direct relationship between aN a bon's energy consumption 

and living standard. 
Energy is essential to economic growth . 
Ample supplies of energy are essential for national security. 
Large amounts of energy are needed to clean up the environ-

ment--i.e., in the construction and operation of waste treatment 
plants, for mass transit systems and for the operation of recycling 
plants. 

Millions of low-income Americans must not be denied a better 
standard of living because of a shortage of energy. 

The future employment of millions of Amer1cans is dependent 
on an adequate supply of energy. 

0l'TIONS 

There is a tendency to equate the energy crisis with the availability 
of gasoline for cars. The return of plentiful gasoline supplies has 
lessened the sense of urgency about America's energy situatiOn. This 
is most unfortunate because the problem is still extremely serious-­
diminishing supplies of natural gas, a massive drain on our balance of 
payments to import oil, potential blackouts because of the slow pace 
of new electrical power plants coming on line, opposition to the con­
struction of power generating facilities, and soanng costs for fuel and 
power. 

Untold billions of words, thousands of articles and speeches have 
been published and sl?oken about the energy crisis. If rnetoric would 
solve the crisis, AmeriCa would be awash in energy. Despite a govern­
mental reorganization to more effectively deal with the Nation's 
energy requirements, incli1ding the expenditure of large amounts for 
research, the outlook continues bleak at the present time. This bill is a 
positive forward step in providing some constructive solutions. 

The simple reality that we must all face is that for the immediate 
future, our Nation's options in energy are limited. America is con­
suming its oil and natural gas at an extremely rapid rate. Recent 
articles concerninH a study by the National Academy of Sciences have 
stated that our 01! a.nd natural gas reserves are less abundant than 
many experts had previously caiculated. The Geological Survey re­
cently revised downward its estimate of America's potential oil and 
gas reserves. 

Witnesses before the Committee stressed that the two major energy 
options of America for the intermediate term are coal and uranium. 
ERDA has extensive and rapidly expanding R&D programs to assure 
that these two resources can be utilized more efficiently and with mini­
mal environmental impact. · 

ENERGY INDEPENDENCE 

The Arab oil embargo dramatized the vulnerability of America in 
acquiring sufficient energy for its needs and led to a consensus that the 
Nation should work toward the objective of attaining energy inde­
pendence. The original goal of energy independence by 1980 is no 
longer considered feasible. However, the present goal, as described 
to the Committee by witnesses, is to reach a reasonable level of self­
sufficiency so that by 1985 we could withstand, for a considerable pe­
riod of time, any oil embargo. The results of the previous embargo-
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un~ployment in various indus~ries, the threat to na~i~nal security, 
soarmg costs for fuel, the potential of a severe economic Impact if the 
embargo was continued for an extensive period of time-make it clear 
that a reasonable level of energy self-sufficiency is an important goal 
wm:thy of accomplishment. 

The amount of money that will be required in the development of 
the technologies to make America reasonably self-sufficient m energy 
will be quite large. Additionally, large sums of money will be required 
in the exploration and development of new sources of domestic fuel. 
However, to put this into perspective, it should be noted that America 
spent tens of billions of dollars on importing fuel in 1974. The message 
:from that statistic is clear-America must be generous in allocating 
resources to attain a reasonable level of energy self-sufficiency as soon 
as possible. 

As the many technologies in the research and development stage 
come to fruition, this Nation will be able to reduce expenditures for 
fuel from abroad and improve the Nation's balance of payments 
through both the lessened Imports of products from abroad and the 
sale of these newly developed technologies to foreign countries and 
companies. 

FusiON AND SoLAR PoWER 

America's and the world's supply of coal, oil, natural gas and ura­
nium are, of course, limited. Worldwide consumption of these resources 
is extremely high and growing. When one considers the future impact 
of population w-owth and rising living standards on ener~ consump­
tion, the world's future energy needs become staggering. What nature 
has developed over eons of time, man is now consuming at a ra.pid 
ra.te. 

Over the Ion~ range, there is simply no alternative to developing 
new and additiOnal sources of energy. Two of the most important 
potential sources of infinite eneri!Y are solar power and controlled 
thermonuclear fusion. Fusion would use a derivative of seawater as a 
fuel source. Research in both of these technologies has expanded 
rapidly. Based on the level of funding recommended by the Committee, 
the costs for fusion research, including magnetic confinement a~d laser 
fusion, is up by 150% since FY 1974. Costs for solar energy research 
have increased by almost 1,700% since FY 1974. 

The Committee strongly supports these two programs although the 
payoff, in terms of providing significant amounts of energy relative to 
America's total needs, is in the distant future. The energies which 
these technologies oan potentially produce are desperately needed. 
As these technologies become viable, we can lessen our consumption of 
finite resources such as coal, oil and uranium. 

The Administrator of ERDA testified before the Committee: "In 
my view fusion holds very great promise for the long term. We should 
not count on its use until after the year 2000. We have a great deal of 
work to be done to realize this -potential. We have not even proved at 
this time that it is scientifically feasible, much less technologically 
feasible or economically viable." 

The Committee heard further testimony that, while the long ran~ 
promise of solar energy is very bright, the near term outl?Ok is for 
this technology to produce a small amount of energy relative 1

0 the 
overall energy demand.. . . 

These comments do not dettact from the Importance and •bsolute 
neCessity of continuing an aggressive research and de'velop:rnent pro-
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gram in these areas. The Committee has significantly increased the 
funding level of these programs. 

The. point is that these technologies are nm going to bring quick 
results. Because of the complexity of the research and the time needed 
to proceed from the laboratory to pilot plants and ultimately to usable 
energy for public consumption, large scale benefits from these technol­
ogies are in the long range future. 

Nu cLEAR PoWER 

Concerning nuclea,r power-the Committee reports that today there 
are 53 nuclear powerplants operat ing, 73 under construction, and 107 
on order or in the planning stage. The pre~nt op~rating nuclear plants 
represent 7 percent of total installed electrical generating capacity ~ 
the· United States. 

The continued and expanded development of nuclear power is abso­
lutely essential if we are to attain a reasonable level of energy self­
sufficiency. A 1,000 megawatt nuclear plant operating for l year at 
70 ~;>ercent of capacity would produce 6,130,000 megawatt hours. The 
eqmv&lent fossil fuel requirements for 1 year are as follows : 
OfL...L-.L.. .... .....__. __ ,..:..L..~.:~J.'--- .. ·--~-----!.-........ --~- 11 million barrels 
Natural 0&&.-------------------~T-----·----------- 62 billion cubic teet Coat _______ .:. ____________ _.. __ ,. _____ .. :.~--------.. --... 2 million tons 

Intensive research is continuing in many fields, but at this time 
nuclear technology is the only economic power-producing e.ltemative 
to fossil-fuel and hydropower plants, that . has proved practical. A 
recent statement signed by 82 prominent scientists, includmg 10 Nobel 
Prize winn~rs, stated in pef1"t : · 

The U.S. choice is not coal or uranium, we need both . ... 
There are many interesting proposals for alternative energy 
sources which deserve vigorous research e:ft'Qrt, but none of 
them is likely to contribute significantly to our energy supply 
in this century .•.. 

The safety of civilian nuclear power has been under public 
surveillance without parallel in the history of technology. 
As in any new technology, there is a learning period. Contrary 
to the scare publicity given to some minor mistakes that have 
oecurred, no appreciable amount of radioactive material has 
escaped from any commercial U.S. reactor. 

The separat ion of the Atomic Energy Commission into the 
Energy Research and Development Administration (ERDA) 
and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) provides 
added reassurance for realistic management of potential risks 
and benefits. 

In 197 4 the Atomic Energy Commission commissioned an exhaus­
tive study on nuclear plant safety. The director of the study was Prof. 
N ormlm C. Rasmussen of the department of nuclear engineering of the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 

The report put at 300,000,000 to 1 the chances of a resident livillg 
near a nuclear power plant being killed from a reactor accident in any 
one year-and estimated the odds on an injury in any one year are one 
chance in 150,000,000. 

Nuclear power plants are· on line and working successfully. Evidence 
supporta their sa.fety-sa.fety ~ research and development, safety in 

H. Rept. 94-SI9 -- 2 
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construction and safety in operation. Nuclear power is a needed and 
demonstrated method for producing. power during the energy crisis 
and for the future, in the public interest. 

LIQUID METAL FAST BREEDER REACTOR (LMFBR) 

As mentioned, a basic fact central to the longer term energy outlook 
is the simple reality that there is an unlimited demand for energy 
and a limited supply of fossil resources to provide that energy. The 
liquid metal fast breeder reactor will utilize uranium up to 70 times 
more ~fticientlY. than the present generation of nuclear reactors. The 
enorm1ty and rmportance of that fact must not be underestimated. 
Witnesses testified that the breeder will require no uranium mining 
for at least a century since it can utilize the nonfissionable uranium 
which is now accumulating in Government stockpiles as a byproduct 
of the fuel cycle of present day nuclear reactors. 

The vital role that LMFBR's are expected to fulfill in providing 
energy needs in the future is evidenced by the fact that literally every 
industrial nation in the world is aggressively pursuing the develop­
ment of the LMFBR technology._ 

Presently, there are three LMFBR's operating in Russia and a 
fourth, with a capacity of 600 megawatts, is scheduled to begin opera­
tion in 1977. 

~ranee has two operating LMFBR's. One is a ~50 megawatt reactor 
which had generated over 1 billion megawatt hours of electricity by 
t~e ep.d of 1974. France is planning a1,200 megawatt plant for opera­
tion m 1981. 

West Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands and Luxembourg have 
begun construction of a 300 megawatt LMFBR which is scheduled to 
begin o~eration in 1980. 

Two LMFBR's are operating in Great Britain. A 1,300 megawatt 
LMFBR ~planned for operation in 1981 in that country. 

Japan IS planning a 300 megawatt LMFBR for operation in 1981. 
Funds included in the bill are to continue a "base research program" 

for the LMFBR and to proceed with the development of one LMFBR 
demonstration plant. Under the present timetable, this demonstration 
plant would be complete in 1982. Critics who attack the breeder would 
f~reclose the possib~lity of ~eveloping a demonstration plant which, as 
Witnesses have. testified, Will Pf?Ve the sa~ety and w~rkability of a 
technology whwh has the potential of making an enormous contribu­
tion to the future energy needs of theN ation. 

STATUS OF AUTHORIZATIONS 

Legislative authorizations for the programs of the Energy Research 
and ~v~lopment Adminis~ration, and the Appalachian Regional 
Conmuss10n have been considered by the House and are proceeding 
through the Congress authorizing legislation for the Nuclear Regula­
tory Commission has passed the House and Senate. The recommen­
dations of the Committee are within the totals previously approved 
by the House and the Committee recommends that consideration of 
appropriations necessary for these programs proceed in order that 
timely funding may be provided in the new fiscal year. Any required 
authorizations should certainly be forthcoming before the Congress 
completes its final consideration of this bill. The authorization required 
for certain programs of the Water Resources Council has not heeD. con-
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sidered by the House and funds, therefore, are not recommended in the 
accompanying bill. 

EFFECT oF CoMMITTEE ACTioN oN PROJECTED Buool!.'T EXPENDITURES 
(OUTLAYs) IN FISOAL YEAR 1976 AND THE TRANSITION PERioD 

It is estimated that the net budget authority addition of $153,939,500 
in fiscal year 1976 and $981068,000 in .the transition period recom­
mended by the Committee will result in an addition of about $75,000,-
000 in fisCal year 1976 and $60,000,000 in the transition period in the 
estimates for expenditures (outlays) projected for 1976. 

TITLE I-ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

The Energy Research and Development Administration was created 
by the Congress by P .L. 93-438, the Energy Reorganization Act of 
1974, enacted October 11, 1974. 

The Act brought together, in a single agency, the major Federal 
activities in ene!fq research and development. 

The agency oftictally came .into existence on January 19, 1975. This 
is the first annual appropriation bill for ERDA. 

Funds recommended in the bill provide for all ERDA programs 
except for the fossil energy research programs and certain conserva­
tion programs which are under the jurisdiction of the Interior Sub­
committee on Appropriations. 

At the time the Committee was considering the 1976 appropriations 
for this a~ncy, the Committee was aware that ERDA was undertak­
ing a rev1ew and reanalysis of its funding priorities. This was heine 
done because the agency came into· existence after the President s 
budget was submitted to Congress. 
. The Committee fools that it · is essential that funding be provided 

to 11~ up vitally needed research programs. Therefore, it was not 
considered prudent to wait for the agency's reevaluation. 

The Committee recommends a total of $3,908,142;,000 in fiscal year 
1976 and $1,115,225,000 in the transition quarter for the appropria­
tions of ERDA. For fiscal year 1976 this is an increase of $673,203,000 
over 1975. 

For the nonnuclear and fusion research and development programs 
the·bill provides a total of $553,700,000 for fiscal year 1976, which is 
$141,031,000 above the budget estimate· and $296,755,000 above the 
appropriations for 1975. 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

Transition 
quarter 

Appropriation, 1975 ••. -·---"-~-----•------·-·----------·------------------· $2, 4-46, 487,000 .............. __ 
Budpt estim1te, 1976 •• --· -·-------------·------------------: ••••.• : ••• ~:_;_ 3, 005, 387, 000 $914, 731, 000 
Recommtnded,I97L ••• , .. .............................. . .............. ... : 3, 036, 120,000 931,138, 000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation,~~~-----.,....-------------------·~·-···---.. ·--------- +589. 633, 000 ............... . 
Budaet estlm•• --""'-·-·---.•--.... -------------.. ·----;·-·-------- +30. 733,000 +17, 201,000 

A summary of the Committee's recommendations in comparison 
with the budget estimate follows : 



ENERGY RESEARCH AND DlVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION OPERATING EXPlNSES APPROPRIATION 

Fiscal year 1976 
Bill 

Transition period 
Bill 

Item 

OPERATING EXPlNSES 

Sola~J:u'.:r;l~~~~-~~-~-~: ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

=·=~-~~-:.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

19751 

$8,770.000 
13, 800,COO 

281, 600, 000 

Budpt Corw.m.e compared 
estimate bill to budaet 

$57 100,000 $73, 000, 000 +$15, 900, 000 
28', 37o,ooo 33, 370, 000 +5, 000. 000 

31,2, 500, 000 315, 5011, ~ +3. 000. 000 

Budaet C:O.mlttH comparn 
estimate bill to budpt 

$14, 500, 000 $24, 500, 000 +$10, 000, 000 
3,050,000 8, 750,000 +5, 700,000 

li),300, oJa 82, BOO, 000 +2;500,000 

304, 170, 000 lil, 970, OOJ 421, 870, 000 +23, 900, 000 97,850,000 116, 050, 000 +18, 200,000 Total, solar, geothermal, and ad-d eneray systems--~~~~~~'---· · ····· ······=="~===============~===========-============ 
Conservation ~ Md dftllop.-1: -• · 

~::r: = ~~:::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::;:::::::0::::: ~: ~ r: ~ ~: = -~ -+i;iiO;OiiO ----------------------------------------------------
6, 372,000 11,830,000 11, 830, 000 ••••••.••••••• 
5, 800,000 9, 100,000 14, 000, 000 +4. 900, 000 

Total, conservatioo research and denloJIII*I\. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• =="=====-=================4,;'=67=3,=-00=0 ==6,==07=3,=G00===+=1,=400=", 000= 12,172,000 20,930,000 25,830,000 +4,900,000 

Nuclear eaeray development: 
Fusion power research and develofmenL .•••••...... ______________________________ 37,000,000 ~ 500,000 +3. 500,000 
Fission power reactor developmen • ----------------------- ------------------------ 130,745, ooa 109,845,000 -2D, 900, OJO 

85,030,000 120, 000, OOJ 140, 000, 000 +20. 000, 000 
384, 088, 000 443, 675, 000 400, 675, 000 -4J, 000, 000 

i::=r:.~~~~~~:~~~~~~~=~=~=~~~===~=~===~==::::::::::::::::::::::::::: l!: 2l m: m ~~~~~=~~~ 
Advanced isotope separation technoloay -------·-·-------·····-··--·····-••••• ·--~----~~--~;__:_ __ _;,.~--~----....:7,_300;_, 000--~=7....:'-:-300:-:-, ()(h)-=--··-·:-:··=·:-:-·=··=-·-::··=· 

167' 000. 000 186, 200, 000 186, 200, 000 •••••• --•••••• 
26,600,000 30,900,000 28, 000, 000 -2, 900, 000 

646, OSJ, 000 828, 940, 000 828, 940,000 ······--------
11,700,000 24, 200, OD.l 24,200,000 --.-----------

Total, nuclear eneru dll .. ...t. .............. -.~ ........................... 1,32a,49S.OOO 1, 633,915,000 1, 608,015, 000 -25,900,000 454, 539,000 473, 439,000 +17, 900, 000 

Nltlonahtclrib: • · 

==~~:::::::::::::::::~::::~=:~:::::::::::::~::::::~:: 
Total, national .... ,.. •• ~··•···•--·········•----.. -· ..................... . 

Ellvlroallllntll llld llftllr rttMIICh: . 
Biomedicll1nd ... ,_..... IWSiildi. ---···· ···--·-··--·-------·------·-···· · 
~=.-r:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::·:::::: 

Total, 811Yironmental and safety ............................. ........... ...... . 

P1111ram support : 

~~~~:::.i~ ~!~;tiOM~::::: ::::: =::: ::::::::::::::::::::::: =: = =::::::::: = = =:::: = 
f::~~::·~t!~~::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
EEO assigned facilities ••.•••••••• ___ •••••••• _ ••• --·------·--·--------·--•. . ..•••• 

819, 997' 000 
41,400,000 

5, 863,000 

867, 260, 000 

132, 215, 000 
29,570, 000 
3, 210. ooo_ 

i64, 995, 000 

148, 543, 000 
1,065,000 
9,460,000 
8,180, 000 
1, 650, 000 

873, 515, 000 849, 115, 000 -24, 400, 000 
54,000,000 57,000,000 +3,000, 000 
10,945,000 12,945, 000 +2.000,000 

938, 460, 000 919, 060, 000 -19,400, 000 

156, 515,000 160, 000, 000 +3.485, 000 
36,000, 000 36, 000,000 --------- - --·-5,160,000 5, 160,000 ----- ----- ---

197, 675, 000 201, 160, 000 +3,485, 000 

16t614,000 •175, 356, 000 +6, 742, 000 
7,650,000 9, 075, 000 +1, 425,000 

12,290,000 12,290,000 · · · -·-···· · ·-· 9, 480, 000 !1, 555, 000 +75, 000 
1, 984, 000 1, 984,000 ·---·······-·· 

223, 925, 000 221, 925, 000 -2,000,000 
15,100,000 16,500,000 +1, 408,000 
3, 006, 000 3, 606,000 +600, 000 

242, 031, 000 242,031,000 -----------·--

40,500,000 42, 845, 000 +2, 345, 000 
10, 100,000 10, 100, 000 -·------------
1, 400,000 1, 400, 000 -· ------------

52, 000,000 54, 345,o00 +2. 345, 000 

44, 547, 000 '46, 947, 000 +2, 400, 000 
l, 914,000 2, 204, 000 +290. 000 
2,825,000 2, 825, 000 · · · · · ··· · -··· · z; 686,000 2, 704, 000 + 18, 000 

516,000 516,000 -------·------
175, 898, 000 200, 018, 000 208, 260, 000 +8, 242,000 52,488,000 55,196, 000 +2; 708, 000 

11,690,000 12, 660,000 12,660, 000 -- -- --··· · ···· 3,095,000 3, 095, ~GO ••••.•.••••••• 
Total, program tllllllllfl..,...,--.. ..... _ .. ~....,. ........ ,. ... ~-~-~---·-·······-·-·-······-······ 

=7,~~~~~~~~~==~~~~~~~=== Cost of work for..._._ .. ,. ............................... , ...................... . 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~====~======== 

TGUI PI'OCI' .. eolts.-----·-······ ··· ·······-·· ·········-·-·-········ --··········· ··2, 856, 683, 000 3, 401,628, 000 3, 396,855,000 -4, 773,000 924, 576,000 931,329, 000 ~ 753,000 
Cllanp hi M1ecttd --···········-·················-·---·· ······-····-···-····· 211,901,000 279,429, ooo 326, 135, 000 +46. 706,000 84, ass, 000 96,010,000 +11 155, 000 

Graa ......... •·---·--··----~----·····---····························~-••• 1; 1181.584,000 3, 681, 057, 000 3, 722,990,000 +41, 933, 000 1, 009,431,000 1, 027,339, 000 +11, 908,000 
Revenues .......... ......... , ••••••••••••••••• _ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• -~ 190, 000 -675, 670,000 -675,670,000 ------······· -94,700,000 -94,700,000 •••• •••••••••• 

N.et --&iiUCil·-·--······--· ................................... ~.z. 446, 394, 000 3, 005,387,000 3, 047, 320, 000 +41, 933,000 914,731,000 932,639,000 +17, 908,000 
Chanae m ··v··-···--········---·························-···· 93,000 -·----------- - -11, 200, 000 -11,200,000 ···········--- -700, 000 -700,000 

Total, operating budpt lllllii'Fity,.._ •••••• - ••••••••••••••••••• v-·······•·····-2. 446,487, 000 3, 005, 387, 000 3, 036, 120,000 +30, 733,000 914, 731, 000 931,939, 000 +17, 208,000 

• Includes pay raise suppl-tal. • Includes $3,000,000 in costs for scientific and technical education. 

.... 
1:-:> 
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I. SoLAR, GEOTHERMAL, AND ADvANCED ENERGY SYsTEMs 

A. Solar Energy, $73,000,000 
Transition Period, $24,500,000 

The Committee recommends a total of $73,000,000 for the Solar 
Energy program for 1976. This is an increase of $64,230,000 over 1975 
and $15,900,000 over the budget request. 

Solar energy holds great promise for providing energy for man­
kind. ERDA IS rapidly expanding its research and development into 
the development of technologies which will utilize solar radiation 
through direct and indirect conversion into thermal energy, electricity 
and clean fuels. Some of the research programs will have near term 
applications and others are for the long term. 

Because of the rapidity at which these programs are expanding, it 
is essential that the ERDA should be especially vigilant in making 
certain that the funds in this program are wisely spent. 

The Committee urges the Energy Research and Development Ad­
ministration not to preclude the assessment and potential development 
of any promising solar energy technologies. 

The following table outlines the Committee's recommendations: 

Budpt 
Commltt.. Bill compared 

bill to budget 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 (COSTS) 

Sollr tntriY bulldinp and facilities : 
Hlllincand coolinc demonstration •.•.•• ·············---------·- $12,400,000 $15,250,000 +$2, 850, 000 
Research and development.. . ............. ..................... S, 200,000 9, 800,000 +600, 000 
Solar thermaL •••.•.. _. ___ . •.••.•..• -------------------------- 11,000,000 14,275, 000 +3, 275, 000 
Photovoltalc •••••• ___ ___ __ . _ -·---············· ··· ·-··········- 10, 000,000 12, 000,000 +2, 000, 000 
Wind eneriY conversion...................... ................. . 9, 000,000 10,500, 000 +1, 500, 000 
Bloconverslon to fuels................ . ...................... .. 3, 000,000 4, 200, 000 +1. 200,000 
Ocean thermal eneriY convlfsion............................... 2, 500,000 3, 500, 000 +1, 000, 000 
Resource analysis ••••.•• ·-·-··········---·-· ····· · ·-·-·-······ 0 900, 000 +900, 000 

~~:~ ~~~[rt~k:::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~ l: ~: = +~: m: = ----------------------
Total operalinc••Piftses. --·--·-----····--···-·· ................. 5,;7,=100=';,..000==73,;,000~, 000==+~15=, 900,~000= 

TRANSITION QUARTER (COSTS) 

Solar tneriY bUildinp and lacllltln: 
Heatin1 and coolinc demonstration •••••••••..• •.••••••.••••••••• 
Research and development.. ••••••••••••••••••• --· -·-·-··· ····· 
Solar thermal . ••.... . ___ . . •••••••••••••. ·-······--·-----·· -··· 
Photovoltak:. _. __ . ___ .•.••••••••••••• ••• ____ . _. ____ .•.•......• 
Wind ener.,- conversion ....•••••••••••••••••...•.•.... ........• 
Bioconverston to fuels ••••••• ····················--·---·----··· 
Ocean thermal eneriY converli011 ••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••• 

i~:t~~\r.~~~s~~== ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

3, 300,000 
1,600, 000 
3,200, 000 
2,900,000 
2,500,000 

400,000 
600, 000 

0 
0 
0 

4,500, 000 +1,200, 000 
2,600, 000 +1. 000, 000 
5, 100, 000 +1, 900, 000 
4, 700, 000 +1, 800,000 
3, 200, 000 +700,000 
1, 000, 000 +600,000 
1, 600, 000 +1, 000, 000 

500,000 +500. 000 
600, 000 +600,000 
700, 000 +700,000 ----------------------

Total operatin&..,....·-··i······•·•···•·······•········-·- 14,500,000 24,500,000 +10, 000,000 

A brief description of each of these programs follows: 
SoLAR HEATING AND CooLING OF BUILDINGs AND F ACILITIES.--Heat­

ing and cooling through the utilization of solar technology will be 
demonstrated on single and multi-family homes, commercial and 
industrial building$ and schools. ERDA. testified that commercializa­
tion of solar heating and cooling systems leading to their installation 
in 10 percent of new building starts by 1985 could provide a savings 
equivalent to approximately 100,000 to 200,000 barrels of oil per day. 
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Also, substantial research and development, to develop more advanced 
technology for this program, is being conducted. 

SoLA~ THERMAL.-The maiot: goals of the so~ar thermal program are 
to provide a full system capability for the widespread production of 
suP.:plementary electric and thermal power in .the 1980's to meet electric 
uhhty requirements and to provide a full system. eapability for total 
ener~ systems for Government installations, urban and rural com­
mumties, and industrial load centers. 

PHOTOVOLTAIC RESEARCH.-The overall objective of the Photovoltaic 
Research program is to develop economically viable photovoltaic elec­
tric I?O~er sys~m;; suitable for a variety of applications and ca;pable of 
proVIding a Significant amount of the Nation's energy reqUirements 
by the year 2000. 

WIND ENERGY CoNVERSION.-The primary purpose of this pro~am 
is to develop the technology base of large-scale economically viable 
wind energy systems suitable for supplying commercial electric power, 
and to accelerate their conimercial implementation through demonstra­
tion of large-scale experimental systems. 

OcEAN THEltMAL CoNVERSION .-Objective of the program is to estab­
lish a technica.lly and economically viable technology base leading to 
the demonstration and commercial implementation of large-scale float­
ing ~wer plants capable of converting ocean thermal energy into 
sigmficant quantities of elect rical energy. 

BIOCONVERBION TO FUEL.-The goal of this program is to establish 
the commercial practicability of producing significant economic quan­
tities of plant b10mass ·and converting this biomass and other products 
currently considered wastes into clean fuels. 

Four major sources of energy feedstock are considered: urban solid 
wastes, agricultural residues, terrestrial and marine energy crops. 
Fuels and energy products that may be produced i .elude synthetic 
natural gas, alcohol fuels, solid fuels, heat, electricity, fertir zer, and 
petrochemical substitutes. 

SoLAR REsouRCE ANALYSis.-This program will ohtain important 
data. necessary for any economic evaluation of solar energy application. 

SoLAR STORAGE.-This program will develop economic solar energy 
storage systems required by the various solar energy conversion 
techn,plogtes. 

SoLAR INSTITUTE.-This program would fund the start-up costs of 
the Solar Energy Research Institute established by P.L. 93-473. This 
institute would perform research, development, and related nmctions 
as necessary in support of the National Solar Energy Program. 

The National Academy of Sciences is presently conducting a. study 
on the definition of the roles and missions of a solar institute. 
B. Geothermal Energy Development, $33,370,000 

Transition Quarter, $8,750,000 
The Committee recommends a total of $33,370,000 for geothermal 

energy development in 1976. This is an increase of $19,570,000 over 
1975 and an increase of $5,000,000 over the budget request. 

The overall goal is to stimulate industry to exploit the Nation's 
geothermal resources. One objective is to have 20,000 to 30,000 mega-
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watts of power, generated by geothermal sources, on line by 1985. 
Subprograms are: 

Procram 

FISCAl YEAR 1976 (COSTS) 

Geotlle,.:-J.-.r:~ ~nf~~:--------··--···----.--· .. ····-··· 
Resc!':tuW:::::::::·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::: 
Supportln1 R. & 0 ••••••••. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

TCIIII ................. .................. - ................ . 

TRANSITION PERIOD (COSTS) 

~~'rr~?.n!e~r~~r~~~~~ . __ . ___ -----·---------------------
._=\~:t':::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Supportine R. & D .•.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••...••••• T-... •··· ·-· .......... •·· .......... ·-·---·--........ . 

Budpt 

II 
0 

$17, 870, 000 
10,500, 000 

28,370,000 

0 
0 

1, 500, 000 
1,550, 000 

3,050, 000 

Committee Bill comp1red 
bUI to budpt 

$2,700, 000 +$2,700,000 
1,000,000 +iOOO,OOO 

18,270,000 400,000 
11,400,000 +too, OOO 
33,370, 000 +5,000,000 

4, 000,000 +4, 000, 000 
600,000 +600,000 

1, 900, 000 +400, 000 
2, 250, 000 +700, 000 

a, 750, 000 +5, 700, 000 

(1) The Committee recommends $2,700,000 for fiscal year 1976 and 
$4,000,000 for the transition quarter for pilot demonstration plants. 

The Committee strongly supports these plants because of the po­
tential important role geothermal energy may play in expan~ the 
Nation's energy supply. However, the Committee believes that there 
should be substantial participation, through cost sharing, by private 
industry since these are to be vi&ble, energy producing plants. The 
Committee also recommends $1,000,000 for FY 1976 and $600,000 for 
the transition period for plant operation. 

(2) The Committee recommends $18,270,000 for fiscal year 1976 
and $1,900,000 for the transition period for "Resource Utilization and 
Technology." 

This program will focus on those geothermal resource types iden­
tified as potentially feasible for commercial development for both 
near tenn and long tenn periods. Experimental test facilities at geo­
thermal fields will operate under actual field conditions. Increased 
authorization is to help technology keep pace with the accelerated 
demonstration plant. Research will be conducted in hydrothermal 
systems, geopressured systems and advanced geothermal cencept 
which would utilize dry hot rock. 

(3) The Committee recommends $11,400,000 for fiscal year 1976 and 
$2,250,000 for the transition period for ' 'Supporting R&D." This is 
an increase of $900,000 for fiscal year 1976 and $700,000 for the tran­
sition quarter. This program establishes the technical foundation for 
future growth of the #l:eothermal industry and to accelerate its devel­
opment. Priority will be ¢ven to advanced geothermal dri~ tech­
mqueE!, reservoir modeling studies, pumping systems and- heat 
exchanges. 
C. Physical Re&eareh, $315~500,000 

Transition Quarter, $82,800,000 
The Committee rer.ommends a total of $315,500,000 for physical 

research for 1976. This is an increase of $33,900,000 over 1975 and an 
increase of $3,000,000 over the budget estimate. 

This program is involved in basic research about the structure and 
behavior of m11tter, nnd its manifestation as and relationship to energy. 
Numerous experimental and theoretical research programs are earned 
out within physical research. 
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The Committee recommends an increase of $3,000,000 over the 
budget. $2,000,000 of the increase is for the Materials and Molecular 
Sciences programs. These increases support an expanded effort related 
to energy research and development programs. 

$1,000,000 of the increase is for the LAMPF facility. While the basic 
purpose of the LAMPF, Los Alamos Meson Physics Facility, is to con­
duct research in medium energy physics, it has a "spin off role" of 
producing isotopes used in the examination of heart muscles. The 
facility also has the capability of performing cancer therapy. The 
increase is for electricity to increase the amount of time that LAMPF 
can be utilized. 

II. CoNsERVATION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

The Committee recommends a total of $25,830,000 for conservation 
research and development for 1976, which is an increase of $13,658,000 
over 1975 and $4,900,000 over the budget request. That portion of the 
Conservation Research and Development program under the juris­
diction of the Public Works Subcommittee includes: 
A. Electric Power Transmission, $11,830,000 

The objective of the program is to develop more efficient, reliable, 
economical, and environmentally acceptable ways to transmit elec­
tricity. The major thrust of the program is to develop the technology 
which would reduce the amount of energy lost in transmission. The 
Committee recommends $11,830,000, same as the budget estimate, for 
this program. 
B. Energy Storage Systems, $14,000,000 

The goal of the program is the development of energy storage tech­
niques which could be used by electric utilities, in automotive propul­
sion and by new energy generating systems. Successful development 
of this teclinology would bring a more efficient use of electric genera­
tion capacity, a need for fewer additional generating plants and im­
proved operating economy of the utility system. The Committee 
recommends a total of $14,000,000, an increase over the budget of 
$4,900,000 for this program for FY 1976 and an increase of $1,400,000 
for the transition quarter. The development of more efficient energy 
storage technology Is essential to support solar electric power develo{>­
ment programs and to reduce peaking requirements of existing electtlC 
power plants. 

III. N U CLEAR ENERGY DEVELOPMENT 

A. Fusion Power Research and Development, $140,000,000 
Transition Quarter, $40,500,000 

The essential fuel material which would be used in controlled 
thermonuclear fusion is a derivative of seawater. It is estimated that 
the energy that could, in theory, be produced by the fusion of the 
deuterium nuclei present in a gallon of water is equal to that obtainable 
from the combustion of about 300 gallons of gasoline. The enormous 
amounts of water available on Earth thus represents an inexhaustible 
potential source of energy. The production of ener~ from the con­
trolled fusion process has certain unique characteristics which make it 
extremely attractive from the safety and environmental points of view. 
Thus controlled thermonuclear fusion could well be a key answer to 
mankind's long-range energy problems. 

H. Rept. 94•319 ••• 3 
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The Committee recommends $140,000,000 for FY 1976 and $40,-
500,000 for the transition quarter. This is an increase of $20 million 
for FY 1976 and $3,500,000 for the transition quarter. This increase 
is to accelerate the development of this important program. 
B. Fission Power Reacior Development, $400,675,000 

Transition Quarter, $109,845,000 
Research on various advanced reactor concepts are included in this 

program-LMFBR, High Temperature Gas Reactor, gas cooled 
thermal reactors, molten salt. breeder reactor and reactor safety. 

The Committee strongly supports the Liquid Metal Fast Breeder 
Reactor which will utilize uranium up to 70 times more efficiently 
tlian the present generation of nuclear reactors. Because of the poten­
tially important role the LMFBR may fulfill in providing energy in 
the future, almost every industrialized nation in the world is proceed­
inf rapidly with the development of an LMFBR. 

t is anticipated that the commercialization of this technology will 
occur in the 1990's after safety and operability of the reactor Is t;;uc­
cessfully demonstrated. The Committee strongly supports this pro­
gram and in view of the present energy situation, Amenca's dwindling 
resource base ~foil and natura! s~ and the need for improve<! tech­
nology to allev1ate the energy cnsiS, It would be extremely shortsighted 
not to proceed with the development of an LMFBR demonstration 
plant or any other potential future energy source. 

In addition to the LMFBR demonstration plant, ERDA h~ an 
extensive R. & D. program conducting support for the LMFBR. The 
Committee recommends a reduction from the budget request in FY 
1976 totalling $60,500,000 which is comprised of a net of a minu~ of 
$35,200,000 in the base research and development program, a mmus 
of $10,800,000 in the demonstration plant, on add of $3,000,000 in 
LMFBR Safety and a minus of $17,500,000 in selected resources 1_1-P­
plicable to this program. For the transition quarter a total reductiOn 
of $10,700,000 from the budget request has been applied to the pro­
gram and is composed of mmus $9,500,000 in the base research and 
development program, minus $13,000,000 in the demonstration plant, 
plus $1,600,000 in LMFBR Safety and plus $10,200,000 in selec~d 
resources. The. changes to selected resources are reflected elsewhere m 
this chapter. 

The reduction is made to bring into line the pace of funding for 
the R. & D. support program and the pace at which the demonstra­
tion plant is proceeding. The schedule for the initial operation of the 
plant has slipped from 1980 to 1982 because of slippage m procurement 
of components for the plant and a lack of the final approval of the 
environmental impact statement. The Committee feels that it is prudent 
to adjust the funding level so that it is "in line" with the currently 
projected time frame for the development of the demonstration plant. 
C. Naval Reactor Development, $186,200,000 

Transition Quarter, $52,900,000 
The Naval Reactor Program includes design and development of 

improved naval nuclear propulsion plants and reacto~ cores for fut:ure 
suomarines and surface ships. Nuclear powered ships are fulfilling 
an imyortant role in the development and maintenance of a strong and 
effect1veNavy. 
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The Committee recommends no change from the budget estimate for 
the Naval Reactor Program. 
D. Space Nuclear S1stems, $28,000,000 

Transition Quarter, $7,500,000 
. This program provides fuel sources and generators for space mis­

Sions of NASA and DOD. Because of the length of these missions 
~dioisotopic generators (RTG's) are used as an energy source on th~ 
flights. 
. The Committee recommends $28,000,000 for fiscal year 1976. This 
IS a decrease of $2,900,000 from budget estimate and an increase of 
$1,400,000 over fiscal year 1975. Also, the Committee recommends a 
decrease of $500,000 for the transition quarter. 
E. Nuclear Materials, $828,940,000 

Transition Quarter, $236,494,000 
Programs within Nuclear Materials produce enriched uranium to 

fuel civilian reactors, produce special nuclear material for nuclear war­
heads, produce various products for civ~}ian purposes, conduct re­
search mto advanced methods of producmg ennched uranium and 
evaluate the extent of the Nation's uranium reserves. 

A m~jor po~ion of th~ .flplds, $490,770,000, is for the operation 
of uramum enrwhment facilities. Revenues from the sale of enriched 
uranium are estimated at $575,010,000 for fiscal year 1976. 

The other major subpro~ram within Nuclear Materials is "Reactor 
Products Production" which produces a variety of reactor products 
for the weapons, space and R. & D. programs. A total of $201 530 000 
is included for this program. ' ' 

There are no funds included in the bill for new uranium enrichment 
facilities. 

ERDA presently has three uranium enrichment facilities producing 
fuel for the nation's, and many of the world's nuclear powerplants. 
The replacement value of these enrichment facilities is in excess of 
$61)00,090,000. ~e facilities are presently being upgraded so that their 
productive ca.pa?I~Y, can be exf>S!lded. Howev~r, ~timony indicates 
that as these faCilities reach maximum output It will be essential that 
~ew and additional capacity be available. In view of the enormous 
mvest~ent of the Federal Government in the existing facilities and the 
exclusive ~hnology developed by the Government, the Committee 
strongly believes and urges that the next incremento£ uranium enrich­
ment capacity be provided through the expansion of existing Govern­
ment facilities. 

The Committee recommends no change from the budget estimate. 
F. Advanced !~otope Separation Technology Program, $24,200,000 

Transition Quarter, $7,300,000 
This program provides for the investigation and development of 

alternative ways of producing enriched uranium. Lasers would be used 
as opposed to the present methods of utilizing either the gaseous dif­
fusion or gaseous centrifuge technology. 
~n impo~nt potential of this technology is that, if developed, 

e!lriched uramum for nuclear plants could be produced at a. lower price 
smce the production :process would use very little electricity as com­
pared to the gaseous diffusion method. 
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The Committee recommends no change from the proposed budget 
for this program. 

IV. NATIONAL SECURITY 

A. Weapons, $849,115,000 
Transition Quarter, $221,925,000 

This program provides for research, development, testing and pro­
duction of nuclear weapons. 

The Committee's recommended reductions are in the following areas: 
0~-conthlent test readtneaB--~-~--------------------------~------ $4,000,000 
!dlnuten1an III ~eadL-----~-----~------~--------------------- 2,400,000 
B61 boD1b ------------------------------------------------------ 6,500,000 General reduction for &Upp«ge ____ _. ______________ :. _____ ..,______ 12, 500, 000 

~tal ---------------------------------------------------- 24,400,000 

OFF-CONTINENT TEST READINESS 

The budget included $8,000,000 for the Off-Continent Test Readi­
ness Program. The purpose of the program is to have the ca:pability 
to quickly resume atmospheric testmg. However, if the decision was 
made to resume atmospheric testing, expenditures significantly above 
the present level and an extensive period of time would be necessary. 

In light of the Limited Test Ban Treaty, the Threshold Test Ban 
Treaty and the increased capability to carry out effective underground 
testing because of recently acquired, highly sophisticated equipment 
such as advanced computers, it is highly unlikely that atmospheric 
testing will be resumed. 

The Committee recommends a reduction of $4,000,000 in this pro­
gram, for FY 1976 and $1,000,000 for the transition period. 

HINUTEMAN m 

The Committee recommends a reduction of $2 400,000 for the Min­
uteman III warheads (Mark 12). An improved Minuteman III wa,r­
head (Mark 12A) is planned. 

B61 

The Committee recognizes and supports the need for advanced weap­
ons to replace those in the stockpile which are outmoded in order to 
provide for a strong defense program in the n&tional interest. How­
ever, the Committee is not convinced of the need for all of the new 
versions of the B61. The new versions are in addition to the B61s 
presently in the stockpile. 

ERDA, in conjunction with the DOD, should reassess the need for 
all of the new versions of this weapon. This study should include but 
not necessarily be limited to areas such as potential changes in planned 
deployment and the impact of such changes on the need for the new 
versions, the need for and technical problems associated with develop­
ment of improved protective devices, an analysis of the advantages/ 
disadvantages vs. the cost of producing all of the new versions, and the 
need for the new high yield version. 

The study should also include alternative weapon mixes, as opposed 
to the present plans, with regard to the B61 production projection. The 
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al~rnat~v~ ~e~pon mixes should ~nerally satisfy DOD requirements 
while mmrmizmg costs. The Committee du"ects that the retort be com­
pleted 75 days after enactment of this Appropriation Bil 

The Committee recommends a reduct1on of $5,500,000 ·in the B61 
program. 
. The Committee also recommends a general reduction of $12 500 000 
m the Weapons program because of anticipated slippage. ' ' 
B. L&Ser Fusion, $57,000,000 

Transition Quarter, $16,500,000 
The laser fusion. program has. a dua.l role-research in the weapons 

area and ~rch mto laser fuslOJ?. be1J?.g used to generate electricity. 
Should thiS technology prove feasible, It would offer an inexhaustible 
energy source to mankind, since a derivative of seawater is used as 
the fuel. 

This technology utilizes laser beams to produce energy throu~h 
fusion as opposed to the magnetic confinement method utilized m 
another ERDA research program. 

The Committee recommends an increase of $3,000,000 for fiscal year 
1976 and $750,000 for the transition quarter. These funds are to be 
us~d at non-gove~ental fa?ilities. Exte~sive ~xpertise exists and is 
be~g d~!eloped m laser fusi<?n research m pnvate industry and at 
umvers~ti~. ~us, an. e~nston of Federal funds to support these 
efforts IS JUstified. Th1s mcrea.se would provide a total of about $11 -
000,000 to be used at non-governmental facilities. ' 
C. Nuclear Materials Security, $12,945,000 

Transition Quarter, $3,606,000 
The Nuclear Materials Security Program includes R. & D. in im­

proved methods of ~feguarding special nuclear material, operation of 
Safeguards Analytical Laboratory and a Nuclear Materials Reports 
and Analysis System. 

The Committee recommends $12,945,000 for fiscal year 1976 and 
$3,606,000 for the transition quarter. This is an increase of $2,000,000 
for fiscal year 1976 and $600,000 for the transition quarter. 

v. ENVIRONMENTAL AND SAFETY REsEARCH 

A. Biomedica_l .and Environmental Research, $160,000,000 
Trans1tton Quarter, $42,845,000 

The qommittee recommends a total of $160,000,000 for biomedical 
and environmental research for 1976, which is $27,785,000 over 1975 
and $?,485,000 over the bud,zet request. 

This program performs 'biomedical and environmental research in 
SUPJ?O!t of all en~rgy develot>ment. Resear~h is conducted in nuclear 
medicme, the environmental 1mpact of various methods of producing 
energyl th.e development of an art}ficial heart and the biological impact 
of pro<1ucmg energy. The Committee urges ERDA to place increased 
emphasis on the environmental impact of non-nuclear energy. 
B. Waste Management, $36,000,000 

Transition Quarter, $10,100,000 
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This program has the resp01~sibili~y forth~ lon~-terl!1 management 
of ERDA's and eventually private _mdustry s rad10~hve waste. Tht' 
Committee recommends no change m the budget estimate. 
C. Operatonal Safety, $5,160,000 

Transition Quarter, $1,400,000 

This program maintains ai~ !~-erial radiologica! lllO?J-i~oring system 
to be used in case of an unantiCipated leak of radiOactiVIty. The Com­
mittee recommends no change in the budget estimate. 

VI. PROOR.<\1\l SUPPORT 

There are five "subprograms" within Program Support: 
A. Program Direction, $175,356,000 

Transition Quarter, $46,947,000 

This program provides salaries for ERDA personnel which provide 
management direction for the various ERDA programs conducted 
through ERDA field o~ces and Washington headquarters. Th~ Com­
mittee recommends an mcrease of $6,74~,000 for th1~ pr?gram, mclud­
ing $3 000 000 for Scientific and Techmcal Education Ill non-nuclear 
energy and $3 742 000 for additional personnel for an expanded pro­
!!Tam ]evel. The C~mmittee also recommends an increase of $2,400,000 
for the transition quarter. 
B. Community Operations, $9,075,000 

Transition Quarter, $2,204,000 
This proram provides Federal payments to communiti.e~ where 

large ERD facilities cau~ an ex~ive tax burden on localities. The 
increases are for the followmg localities : 

Fisc~. Y~ft~ 1:~ichland (assistance payments)---------------~------ $372• 000 
B. 1lnderson Count.Y--------------------------------~---~------ 896,000 

Transition quarter _______________ .,.... ___ .. --.. ---.. - .. ------- 100, 000 
C. Roane County----------.---------------------------------.. - 801, 000 

Transition qu11:rter-------------------------------------- 100, ggg 
D. Los Alamos CountY------- --·------------------------------ 2~· 

000 Transttioa Qlliarter--.. ---------~-.... --....... - 4 ..... ---.. ------ ' ooo 
E. Los Alam?s Schools ... -----·-------------------------------- 1~· 000 TranSItion quarter~ .. ______ ...,.._ .. _____ :-..._. __________ ..,_,.~.,.+.. • 

C. Security Investigations, $12,290,000 
Transition Quarter, $2,825,000 

Funds are for the investigation of individuals ~quiring security 
clearances and for selective reinvestigations of previOusly cleared per­
sonnel. The Committee recommends no change from the budget 
estimate. 
D. Information Services, $9,555,000 

Transition Quarter, $2,704,000 

Program includes operation of museum, nuclear science exhibits, 
audiovisual services and dissemination of the results of ERDA's re­
searc:h and development programs to the scientific and industrial c~m­
mumty. Increase of $75,000 for FY 197·6 and $18,000 for the transition 
quarter is. to support the National Atomic Museum at Albuquerque, 
New Mex1co. 

E. Equal Employment Opportunity Compliance, $1,984,000 
Trans1tion Quarter, $516,000 

Funds are to assure EEO contract compliance in private facilities 
of contractors of Government agencies. 

VII. CHANGE IN SELECTED RESOURCES 

The Committee recommends an increase of $46,706,000 for FY 1976 
and $11,155,000 for the transition quarter for change in selected re­
sources. Selected resources consists of inventories and goods and serv­
ices on order. The recommended increase is based on increases and 
decreases made in the above programs. 

VIII. ANTICIPATED UNOBLIGATED BALANCES AND OrREn REDUCTIONS 

The Committee recommends a reduction of $11,200,000 ·for antici­
pated unobligated balances. Included in this is a reduction for rental 
payments to the General Services Administration and a reduction in 
the entertainment fund, to a level of $15,000. The Committee is con­
cerned about the increased portion of the travel budget being allocated 
to foreign travel. The Committee feels that foreign travel, not directly 
related to specific ERDA programs, should be held to a minimum. 

PLANT AND CAPITAL EQUIPMENT 

Regular 
fiscal yur 

Transition 
CIUirtll' 

~prQPri.tlon,l975 .... . ... . ................. ............ .. ..................... $788,452,000 ............. . 
Budaet estlmatt1 1976........................................................... 874, 292,000 $185,276,000 
Racomll!ended, 1976.............. . ........................ ....... . .............. 872,022,000 183,286,000 Companson: 

AIIJifoprlations. 1975 •• -· ....................................... .......... ... +83, 570, ooo ............. . 
Bllaaet estimate, 1976 ................... ·----·-----..,..---~-,·-···--···''"'"• -2,270.000 ~. 990.000 

The following table reflects the amounts recommended by the Com­
mittee for plant and capital equipment, and a comparison with the 
budget estimate. 
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~'rojact "'o. ProJect 

Bui!pt esti~ 
mate, fiscal 
year 1976 

BiH compared 
to budpt 
eatimlte 

CONSTRUCTION I'ROJECTS 
Physical Resnrch 

76-2-. Ac:celerator and reactor Improvements and modifications •.•••• $4,000,000 $4,000,000 ------ -· ------

7&-4-a 
7&-4-b 

76-5-a 

76+a 

76-6-b 
76-6-c 
76+-d 

76-6-e 

76-6-f 

76-7-a 
76-7-b 

76-7-c 
76-8-a 
76-8-b 

7&-9-a 

76-10 
76-11 
75-11H: 

75-1-a 

75-1-c 

75-3-e 

75-6-c 

75-7--c 

74-1-g 
74-2--c 

71-1-f 
71-9 

75-+11 
75-k 
74-1-t 

67-3-a 

Fusion Power Research and Development 
Tokamak fusioro test reactor (A-£ and 1on11-lead procurement). 

Princeton Plasma Physics laboratory, Plainsboro, N.J •• ___ . 7, 500,000 
14 MeV intense neutron source facility, los Alamos ScientifiC 

t4 ~~~a~~;r,-iiiteilsitv-iliutrait· iiCiiiiY: ·li.wrence ·l.ivermori---------------
laboratory._ •••• . ___ ----- .•.•.•.•.•.•• _ •••••.•••••••• __ •••••••••••.• 

Assion Power Reactor Development 
Modifications to reactors.----- ••••• . •• ___ •.. . __ --- -- ---._ . 
Sodium components test installation steam and feed water sys­

tem modification, liquid Metal Engineering Center, Santa 
Susana, Calif. • •••••.• . ------ •.• ---- •.•.•.•.•.•.•••••.. 

Test reactor area fire main replacement, Idaho National Engi­
neering laboratory, Idaho ..•. •. -------- •••.••••••• __ .•.• 

Nuclear Materials Production 
Additional facilities, hlah level waste storap, Savannah 

River, S.C ..•.•.•.• -- -------------· .•. •...•.••.. . ...••• 
Additional hlah level waste storage facilities, Richland, Wash .. 
Supplemental N reactor irradiated fuel storap, Richland, Wash . 
Uprate electrical switchyards for Roane substation, Oak Ridge, 

Tenn •••.•• ------------------ ------------------------ -
Conversion of existina steam plants to coal capability, gaseous 

dilfuslon plants and feed materials production center, 
Fernald, Ohio .••••••..••••• ------------ ---- --- -____ •. •. 

Radioactive liquid waste system improvements, Idaho Chem­
ical Processing Plant, Idaho National EnglnHring labor• 
tory, Idaho ••. . .•• __ .•.•. ---- . . ---- ___ _ -- ----- . •. ---- --

Weapons 
MK-12A Mlnutem1n Ill production facilities, various locations. 
Plutonium metallurgy building modifications, Lawrance liver-

more Laboratory, California ..•• •. ••••• _ •.•.•.•.•. ---- --­
Limited life component excllanp facility, Charleston, S.C ••.• . • 
Fire wall construction, Bendix Plant, Kansas City, Mo •.•.•.• . • 
Fire protection improvements, Los Alamos ScientifiC Labora-

tory, New Mexico. 
Biomedical and Environmental Research 

Modifications and additions to biomedical and environmental 

4,000,000 

7, 700,000 

2,200,000 

25, oco, oc.o 
19,300, OJO 
2, 500,000 

8, 100,000 

2, 000,000 

5, 800,000 

3, :lOU, 000 

1, 000,000 
2, 700,000 
2, 000,000 
4, 450,000 

3,200,000 

15,000,000 +$7, 500,000 

2, 000, 000 + 2. 000, 000 

2, 500,000 +2. 500,000 

4, 000,000 --------------

7, 700,000 --·-·---- ----

2,200,000 ------·-·----

25,000,000 ------------- -
19,300,000 -·-·------- ---2,500,000 .............. . . 

8,100,000 -··-----------

2,000, 000 ····-·--------

5, 800,000 ·--·-·-------· 

3, 000, 000 -----------·· -

1, 000,000 ··---------- --
2,700,000 ·~----·-------
2, 000,000 --------------
4,450,000 ------------·-

3, 200,000 ·-------------
research facilities. 

General plant proJects •• --- -------- .•.•.•. ---- •. ---------­
Construction planniAgand desiJII.--------------- ---------­
Retrlevabla surface storap fecility. ---- ••..•.•.•.•.•.• --- -. 

64,670,000 64,670,000 ··--·-·------
6, 000,000 6, 000,000 ---------- ----
5,000,000 ------ ----·--- -5,000,000 

Increases in Prior-year Projects 

Additional facilities, hiah-level waste handlina and storap, 18, 000, 000 18, 000,000 -·-·-··-··----
Savannah River, S.C. 

2, 500,000 2, 500,000 --------------

800,000 ·-------------
2, 900, 000 +2. 900,000 

New waste calcining facility, Idaho Chemical Procasslna Plant. 
National Reactor Testine Station, Idaho. 

Additional to ooilding 350 for safeguards analytical laboratory 
Argonne National laboratory, Illinois. . .... ............. . . 800,000 

Positron-electron joint projects, lawrence Berkeley labora-
tory and Stanford Linear Accelerator Center. . •. ---------------------- --­

lntermediate-levtl waste manacement facilities, Oak Ridge 
National laboratory, TennesSH............ ... ...... . .... 5, 100,000 5, 100,000 -·-·----·--- · -

Cascade uprating proaram gaseous dirtusion plants___________ 119,.100, 000 119,100,000 •••••••••••••• 

Hi~~ti~~~~~- !~~~-f-~~~i~~·- ~-~~~~~~~-:~~e_r~~~~-:~~~~~o:~:. 9, 600,000 9, 600,000 •• -- ·-----··--
Process equipment modifocalions, gaseous dirtusion plants. .. .. 160,000,000 160,000, 000 ------------·-

Fi~ar~J:t(OC:t~~n:~~u-~!- ~!-~~~~~~~-~~~~~i~~~-~~~~~~t~: . 44,600,000 44,600, ooo ----------·-·-
Appropriation requested for projects previously authorized: 

Heavy ion research facilities, variOU$IOCations___________ 11,800,000 11,800,000 --------------
Trident production facilities, various facilities •.... . . . ---- 6, 800,000 6, 800,000 ·-·-------·--· 
Additional facilities, high level waste storage, Savannah 

River, S.C ...•. --------- .. ..•••. ___ ..•.• ___ •. ·----. 3, 500,000 3, 500,000 -·------- -----
Fast flux test facility, Richland, Wash .•. __ . . . ___ . .....•• 80,450,000 80,450,000 -·------------

Total construction DtOiectl. ......... . . . . ........ .... 642,370,000 652,270,000 +:· =· ggg 
General reduction, waste lank COMtruction •••••• ---- -------------------·-· -4,000,000 Is' ooo' 000 Reduction, anticipated unobllplld belance ________________________________ -15,000,000 - , , 

Totalapproprlatloa •••••••••••••••••••••••.•. ••••••••••••• -------- 633,270,000 -9, 100,000 
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P'rejll:t 
No. Project 

CAPITAL [QUIPMENT NOT RELATED TO CONSTRUCTION 

Budl'll esti­
mat., foscat 
y.- 1176 

Solw~e,~~~-~~-~~~~=-----------------·-·--- $2, 000,000 +$2. 000,000 

Physic.al r..::da'!.~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 32,~= J::=:= +tro8;::l 
Tolll solar, potllermal and advanced enerav system devefopmtnt.--::32,~9~20.:.,-000---37.:.,-500__:., -000--+.:.....4.:.., 580,:.:.:::.:000::.;: 

==~~~~~~~ 

l, 700,000 
750,000 1, 700, 000 -- ------·-·-·-1, 500, 000 + 750, 000 

Total conservation rtst~rch and developmeat.................. 2,450,000 3,200,000 +750,000 
Nuclear enerav developmant: ====~===~..;.,;.;.;,;,;.,==:.;;,;;,;;;; 

Fusion power rasearcb and development •.• __________________ ____ 16,000,000 18,500,000 +2, 500,000 
Fission power reactor development______________________________ 51,400,000 49,900,000 -1,500,000 
~aval rea~or development._________________________________ ___ 8, 800,000 8, 800,000 •··---·---·---
Np~e nuc 't" .s~steiN •••••••.•••.••• -------------------------- 2, 600, 000 2, 600,000 ----·--·-···--
A uc ear m~ ena '-------------------------------------------·- 28,100,000 2t 100,000 ····---·--···-

dvanced asotope separation technoloav. ·-------·-·-·---·-··--- 3, 200, 000 3, 200,000 -··--·-·---·-· 
~~~--~~~~~::.:: 

Total nuclear enerav dewllof-.._.......................... 110, 100, 000 111,100, 0011 +1, 000,000 

llllilull«<lfftJ: -

e:~~J.i=~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::: 6!: g,: grg s:: ~:: -.:.~~ 
--~~~~--~2,-22~~-000~·~·-~--~--~--~-~--~--

Total nationaiiiCUIIty ••••••••••••••••••••••• ,. __ •••• , •••••• ·==67,;., 8=70.,;•;.;000,.,;,=68,=87~0,,;000;;.=+;,.;;1•.;;000~, 000;,;,;; 

Envia=u~=-~ f-..:h.......................... 10, 150,000 11,650,000 +1,500,000 ==·llltlll-------·---------·------·------.-··------ 3.350. 000 3, 350,000 ............. . . .....,_____________________________________________ 880,000 880,000 ·--·--·--·-··-

Total environmental and safety r-Id!-..... -----..... ___ •... --14-,-380-,-000--1-5-, 880--. 000 __ ...;+__:.1.-500-,-000-

P~Support: 

r~r:::.:::::::~:::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: ::::::: 3,452,000 
750,000 3, 452,000 ·--···--------

750, 000 ---··-----···· 
Total program Mpport __ •••••••• _. ___ •••••••••• __ ----. _. _ ••• ·==4;;., 202.;;;;;;.;000~=,;;4•.;202;;;;;,;, 00;;,0;,;;--;;-·;;;·;;··;;· ·;;;-;;· ·;;;· _ 

Total capital equipment ollllpliolll.. ••••••••••••••••• -----·---- 231,922,000 240, 752,000 +S. 830, ooo 
~~~~~~~~ Gent fo~~m·L~ autllorlty ......... .. __________________ 2a1,s22. ooo 240,752, ooo ------------·-ra ~ • tiP•- ..,..pment _____________ ___________ ________________ ···-·· --2,000,000 ---2,000,000 

------------~--~~~ 
Total, cepilalequip•tDt--------------·-·-··---- --- ---------- 231,922.000 238,752,000 +6, 830,000 

==~~~~~~~ Grand total, plantand eapitalequipmut.. •••••••• . ••••••••••••• 874, 292,000 an, 022,000 -2,270,00 
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· TRANSITION QUARTER 

Project 
No. .Project 

Budatestl· 
mafe, fiScal 

year 1976 
Committee 

bill 

Bill compared 
to budaet 
estimate 

CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS 

Pbysical Research 

76-2""1 Acceleratound reactor lmprovemlllls and modifications.... . . $1,000, 000 $1,000,000 •••••••••••••• 

fiiSioll Power Research and Development 

71h"Hi Tokamlk f usioll test reector(A-E and lona·lead procurement), 
PriiiCiton Plesma PhysicS laboratory, Plainsboro, N.J...... 3,000,000 5, 500, 000 +$2, 500, 000 

76-3-b 14 MeV lnteDse neutron source facility, Los Alamos Scientific 
Laborltory •••••.• .•••••••• ... . • ••...•••.•••••••••••••••••••••..•••.• 700, 000 +700, 000 

7~ 

76-6-b 
76-6-e 

76-4 
76-
76-11H 

7~1""1 

7~1-c 

74-1-t 
71-1-f 
71-9 

Nuclear Materials Production 

Additional facilities, hl&h level wasta storap, Savannah River, 
S.C •.....•••.•••••••••••... .. ••.....••....•••.....••.• 

Additional hifh level waste storaae facilities, Richland, Wash ..• 
Conversion o exislina steam plants to coal capability,aaseous 

diffusion plants an~ fttd materials production center, Fer· 
nald, Ohio ••.•••••••••••••••••....••.• . .. .......• . .... . 

General plant projects •••••••••••• •...••.. ....•. .•••.••••• 
Construction planninaand deslan •••....••... . . . . •. ..... ... 
Retrievable surface storaae facility •••.••.••......•.......•. 

Increase In Prior YNr Projacts 

9,000,000 
3,800, 000 

9, 000,000 ············- · 
3, 800, 000 •••••••••••• -

5, 000, 000 5, 000 000 • . • • . . • • • • • • 
15,900,000 15,900,000 ••·•••··••• --
1, 500, 000 1, 500, 000 •.•.•....••.. 
5, 000, 000 • •• •••• ••• • •• • -5, 000,000 

Additional facilities, hieh·level waste handling and storage, 
Savannah River, S.C........................ .. .......... 5, 000,000 

New waste calcining facility, Idaho Chemical Processing Plant, 
5, 000,000 ••••••••·•· · ·· 

National Reactor Testing Station, Idaho.................. . . J· 000
500 

•• 
000
000 5, 000,000 ••••••••••• • •· 

Cascade uprating prograrr., gaseous diffusion plants....... ... "'• 28.500,000 ···-······· •. 
Process equipment modifications, gaseous diffusion plants. .. . 37,900,000 37,900,000 •••• -. •••••••• 
Fire, safety, and adequacy of operatin& conditio"S project.s, 

various locations ••.••.••......•.•••••••••••••••••••••.. __ 8.~200_. ooo __ .__a._z_oo_. ooo __ ._._ •. _._ .. _._ .• _._ .• _. 
-1,800,000 
-2,000,000 

-s.aoo.ooo 
Total COMtruetloll prajldl. •••••• ••••••••• •••••••••• 128, 800, 000 127, 000, 000 

Anticipated allppllt.-... •• • . •.• • . • •• • • • •• • •• • • • ••• • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • •• • • • • -.2. 000, 000 

Total appropriation, construction projecb. •• • • ••• • • • • 128, 800, 000 125, 000, 000 
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Project 
No. Project 

Budaat esti· 
matt, fllcal 

year 1976 
Committtl 

biJ 

Bill compared 
to budaat 
estimate 

CAPITAL EQUIPMENT NOT RELATED TO CONSTRUCTION 

Sola~~tllennll, aiiCI..,._, -*IY .,.urns diYIIopment: 

GeoJ,!:f.::fi?~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::··· .. iZOii.·iiiiO···· .. i200;ooo·:::::::::::::: 
Pllysicll- ---· · -········-····················· ··· ·-···· e.aao.oeo a,liOO,ooo +$600,000 

Total solar, pothermaland advanced enaray systems development. B. 200,000 8, 800, 000 +600, 000 

Conservation research and development: 

~= = ·=~-~~=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: ~ ~~: g<Jg ··· · ·~~;006 
Total conservation resurch and developmtnt. •••••••••••••••••• ---500-, 000----9-00-,-000--~+-400......:..-000-

Nuclear eneray development: 
~~sion power research and development.. .... ___ .. _....... . ..... 4, 100, 000 4, 900, 000 +800, 000 
N1ssi~n po;er J••c:or development. . . ............. .............. 8, 600,000 8, 600,000 ··-•·····-··•· 
s ava .... or ··r opment_ _____ ··-···-· ······-······ ········· 1, 325,000 1, 325, 000 ••••••••••••• • 
N~~~=~~u~:t~~i~=-~ms... . . .. . .................... ... ... . .... . . 650, 000 650,000 •••••••••••••• 

Advanced isotope sipi.riiioiiiKiiiiOiciiY~~=: ::::::::::: :::~ :::::: 10
• Foo: ~ 1

0. =:::: :::::::::::::: 
Total nuclear -ray clevtlopmut. ...••• -. ··-- •••• •••••••••••• -::26,:-325=,-=ooo-::--2~7-, 1_2...;5,_000 __ __;+~800-=-, 000~ 

National sacurlty: 

E';~~i=~.::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::: 1~ ffl.· 5 1~ = ~ ---+nso;ooo --~~~--~&_n...;, o_oo __ .. _··~-~--~--~-~--~·· 
Total national ttCVrity.. ... ........ .......... . -·······••· 16,681,000 17,831,000 +1,150, 000 

Environmental and safety research: ============.;;;=~,;;;;;;;;;,;;;; 
~icaland envtronmental research.·-----········ · · ·-· ··--·· 2, 640,000 3, 000,000 +360, 000 

Operati:a"l'=:~~~~=::: :: : : ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::: ~g·, ggg 840, 000 ···-·········· 220, 000 ·········· --· · 
Total environmental and safltY research ••••••••••••••••••...•• --3-,-::700::-:-, ooo=-=---4,-06-0..:..-000~:.....:..=+:.::360.::.::..:, ~000~ 

Pllllfllll support: 

r~~~~:'lciS::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :: :::;:::: ~~g: ~ r:3: ~ :::::::::::::: 
--~~--~~--~~~ 

Totalproaramsapport.. ... .... .................... . ......... 1,070,000 1,070,000 •••••••••••••• 

Total capital equipment obliptlons .•••. · · ·····-· · ····-····-··- 56,476,000 59,786,000 +3. 310, 000 

. . Totalequlf:.'t:tbudptauthority ....... ... ............. ... . .. 56,476,000 59,786,000 +3,331, 000 
Anticipated UIIOb . ................. . . ....... .... . ... ••••••••••••••••••••• 1, 500,000 -1,500, 000 

Total, capitallfluipment ••••••••• -·- .•..•••.••••••••••••••••• 56,476,000 58, 286, 000 +1, 810, 000 



Increases above the budget follow : 
(1) (Project 75-6-c) Positron-electron joint project. Lawrenet· 

Livermore Laboratory and Stanford Linear Accelerator Center. 
This facility is the highest priority facility of the high energy 

.physics community. The objective of the facility is to explore basically 
the structure of matter. This facility will permit the investigation of 
new phenomena which have so far defied theoretical explanation. 

The Committee recommends that $2,900,000 be appropriated for 
architect/engineering and for procurement of long-lead time items. 

(2) (Project 76-3-a) Tokamak fusion test reactor. 
This project is an important element needed by ERDA to meet the 

goal of a demonstration fusion reactor. It is an intermediate step 
between the current experimental devices and the first experimental 
reactor. This facility will demonstrate fusion power densities equal 
to that expected in a power reactor, provide a vehicle for developing 
fusion engineering experience and expertise and gain project manage­
ment experience in a large fusion system. 

The Committee recommends an increase of $7,500,00 for fiscal year 
1976 and $2,500,000 for the transition quarter. 

(3) (Project 76-3-b) 14 MEV intense neutron source facility, Los 
Alamos Scientific Laboratory. 

This facility would be used to test, the effects of high energy neutrons 
on materials under consideration for use in fusion reactors. 

The develoyment of materials which can be used in fusion reactors 
is an essentia keystono toward the ultimate development of a fusion 
reactor. 

The Committee recommends that $2,000,000 be appropriated for 
this facility. 

( 4) (Project 76-3--e) 14 MEV high intensity neutron facility, Law­
rence Livermore Laboratory. 

This project is similar to the previous one (76--3-b} but has a differ­
ent research objective in that it would provide information on ma­
terials to be used in fusion reactors but at a lower flux level than the 
Los Alamos facility. 

The Committee recommends that $2,500,000 be appropriated for this 
facility. 

(5) 'The Committee recommends an additional $4,000,000 above the 
bud~et request for fiscal year 1976 and $1,150,000 for the transition 
quarter for the laser fusion program. These funds are to be used for 
capital equipment for a glass laser facility at R~hester, New York. 
However, these funds are not to be obligated until the State of New 
York and private industry haYe committed their portion of the funds 
to proceed with the project. Upon completion, this facility would be 
a 1iational user facility. 

(6) Other capital equipment increases, as outlined in the followin~ 
table are: 

Solar, geothermal and advanced entfiY systems----- ----------------- --· -·-·--···· 
Conservation research and development •• ------·--·-·---·-· -···-···· · ·······-···· 

~~~~:.;~~~~? a~~v~r~'!a·,eit:::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Fiscal year 
1976 

$4,580, 000 
750,000 

2, 500,000 
1, 500,000 

Transition 
quarter 

$800,000 
400,000 
800,000 
3&0,000 
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Because of the h~g~et l~vel of funding for the operating expenses 
of thes~ programs, 1t IS unportant that appropriate capital equipment 
be prov1ded to support the programs. 

Recommended decreases from the budget estimate follow : . 
(1) A reduction of $4,000,000 because of slippage in the waste 

tank construction program. -
(2) A reduction of $2,000,000 in capital equipment requested 

for m~ st?rage devices for computer operations at the LOs Ala­
mos Scientific Laboratory. 1'he committee is informed that the 
~otal cost. of t~e storage system is $6,000,000. No funds are included 
m ~he Bill smce the Committee has not had an opportunity to 
review the need for the total system. 

. (3). A decrease of $1,500,000 in capital equipment for the 
L1qwd ~etal Fast Breeder Reactor (LMFBR). This reduction is 
appropriate because of the lower level of funding in operating 
ex~_>enses for this program. 

( 4) A reduction of $1 million for capital equipment for the 
weapons program. 

(5) A general reduct~~n of $2 million for.fiscal year 1976 and 
$1,500,000 for the. transition quarter for cap1tal equipment. 

(_?~ The Comm~ttee recommends a reduction of $15,000,000 for 
anticipated unobligated balan~es in Plant and Capital Equip­
ment for fiscal year 1976 and $2 million for the transition quarter. 

CoST OvERRUNs 

The Atomic Ener~ Commission, one of ERDA's major predecessor 
agency's encou~tered .tre~endous cost overruns in ma:f!y of its R & D 
programs. An mvestigation by the Appropriations Committee into 
these overruns concluded that among other things: 

(I) There.has been a lack of effective, long-rano-e planning· 
(2} Plannm~ has not included realistic cost est~ates · ' 
(3) Cost estlm!lte~ initially presented to the Congress ~vere not 

based _upon any s1gmficant degree of design data and/ or the con­
structiOn packages were not well defined or scoped prior to their 
presentation for authorization; 

(4) Sour?es of funds "!-sed for ~he procurement of hardware 
syste~s V'!l;r1es. Some ~re. m operatmg expenses and some in con­

. structwn h~e appropnatlons. 
~~1tnesses testified th~t steps are being taken to improve the capa­

bility ~ ~uratt:;ly estlmat:e costs of its various projects. A reVIew 
m~hamsm IS bemg esta~hshed in which senior management will 
rev1ew, on a monthly baSis, the status of the major projects which 
ERDA has underway. This mechanism will keep track of funds 
schedules and perfonnances. ' 

T!Ie. ~m~ittee is ~opeful that this will enable ERDA to become 
realistic m Its cost. estimates and improve the management of it.s pro­
gram~. Tpe Committee should be notified immediately when it appears 
that Sigmficant cost overruns may occur. 
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TITLE II-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-CIVIL 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

i2.:!1E~~!:J!z~::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1975 ...••••••••••••••.........•........•••••.••••••••• •.•••• 
Budget estimate, 1976 ••••••••••••••••••..•••.•.......•••....•••••••••••••• 

R11111lar 
fiscal year 

Transition 
quarter 

$65. 284, 000 .•••••...••••• 
62, 200, 000 . $15, 550, 000 
63,924, 000 17,182,000 

-I, 360,000 -+t. 724. ooo ---+i;s3z;ooo 

Funds are provided under this heading to surveys and activities as 
follows: 

General Investigations 

Survey Type of survey 
Fiscal year 1976 transition 

1976 quarter 

Alabama: 

=:t::: ======::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :V:::::::::: ro8: :J:m ~:l: ~ 
Montgomery to Gadsden, Coosa River channel, (detailed konomlc Nav.......... I 315, 000 160, 000 

restudy). 
Villaae Creek ••••••••. ..•• . •......•••••..••........••••••••.•• FC...... . .... 45,000 20,000 

------------------Total, Allblllll •• ! ..•...........••................................... ~--- 500,000 130,000 
======= 

Aluka: 
Metropolllil Ancharall-----········---···-----·············· fC........... 183,000 75,000 
Rlverund lllrMI'sln Alalki(IIJdmlntierlm) •••••••.••••••••••••• FO........... 1300,000 1100,000 
~~~ NllblltarN •••••••••••••••••...••••••.••••••••••• FC........... 334,000 80,000 -------

Total, .U--~----···-···· .. ··-· ......... .,._ .................. ",. ....................... """" 817' 000 255, 000 

Arizona: 
Gila River and blbutarlts (Gila drain), Arizona and New Mexico ••••• FC.-........ 1 200,000 145,000 
PhOIIII1 metropolitan are~~. .................. ~---~-----l----·••· FC.._........ 1815,000 1 200, 000 -------

Total, Altilou..-............... :: ••••••••••••••••••••••••••. ••••••••• -.-··==1'=, 0=15,;,, 00=0 ===24=5'=, 0=00 

Arkansas: 
Little Rock metropolitan area .....•••••••••••••••.......••..•.•• FC........... t 475,000 1 125, 000 
Ouachita River Basin, Ark. and La ••••••• •••••••••••••• • ••••••••• FC.... ..... .. I 40,000 175,000 
Pine Bluff metropolitan area •.•..••••.•..••••••.••.•.........••• FC....... .... 275,000 25,000 
White River Basin Reservoir ...... . ....••..• . •••••...•......••.. FC........... t 100, 000 I 25,000 
White River Bull Shoals and Norfork ....••••...•••••••.....••.•.. FC........... I 25, 000 1 50,000 
White River, Piney Creek •.•••.•..... •••••••••••••••••••••••••.. FC......... . . 20,000 5,000 
White River, Polk Bayou ••••••••...•••.••.•••••••••••••••.. . . .. FC..... . ..... 20,000 5,000 

------------------Total.~ ...................... ~ ..... ---~-"""~-·•------------···---- ....... ------·· 955,000 310,000 ======== 
Callfornie: 

Alameda Creek upper )lllo •••••.••••• _ ............. , .......... FC •••••••..•. 

~~\=s ~~!:t::::: :::: ======: = = ::: =: ::::::::::::::::::::::: ~&::::::::::: 
Carmel River and tributaries •.•.....••..•.......•....••••••••••• FC •••.•.•.••• 
Coast of northern California ••....••....... . . .••••.... •••••••••• Nav ••••..•••• 
Eel River .•••..•••••••••••••.•••.••.......•.........•••••••..• FC •••••••••.. 
Fisherman's Wharf, San Francisco County ..•••••.........•••••••• Nav ••••.•.•.. 

li':m~St' H~~r ~iiii iiiv·.::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~¥::::::: ::: 
Los Angeles County drainaae area review . •..... ..•••.......••••• FC ••••••••••• 
Los Angeles-Long Beach Harbor (San Pedro Bay model study) . ••••• Nav •••••••••• 
North coast of Los Anaeles County ••••••••..•.•••...••••.••••..• Nav •••••••••• 
Northern California streams ••••••••••••••••••••••.•.••••••...•• FC ••••••••••• 
Novato Creek and tributaries ••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••.• FC •••••••••• 
See footnotes at end of table p, 36. 

75,000 
40,000 
90,000 
50,000 
50,000 
50,000 
45, 000 

: t~: :Jgg 
70,000 

450,000 
•25, 000 
303,000 
32,000 

fg·= 
25:000 

0 
10,000 
20,00:J 

I 60, 000 
I 50,000 

20,000 
60,000 

'·~. 000 65,000 
0 

r 
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Survey Type of survey 

Callforn ia-Continued 

~~;:;:,s~:e~~~~:::::::::::::::::·····················-----·· Nav .•••••••• 
Po~nt Mugu to San Pedro breakwater·················· · ··· ······ FC •.•••••••• 
Sacramento River deepwater ship chinriil·------ -- ---- -----·---- ~E ••••••••••• 
Sacramento River-San Joaquin Delta ···· ········------------ Fr··------· 
Sacramento Valley navigation · ····················------ - · --------­
Salinas River inclu~ing part ot.Saiiiias:Moiiierey-metioJiOtiiinlru·· ~~v •••.•..••• 
San Diego County streams flowing into Pacific Oc:ean •• rc··-······· 
San Dieao County, vicinity of Oceanside ······-------- B(·--------­
San Dieao-Harbor-Sweetwater River (2d.entrarice):::::::::::::: ::· N ----- -·--­
San Francisco Bay and Sacramento-San Joaquin 0e1ta water quality. av .•••..•..• 

and waste disposaL.. . ........... FC 
San Francisco Bay area (in depth) .•.. · ···---------··········· · · · ••••······• 
San Francisco Bay, collaction and disp0$8ioi.fioitiii i"cielirii·------- ~=~---------­
San Joaquin River basin............ · · ·····- ·--·-----­
San Luis Obispo County ••...••..•... ··-- ------------······ ····· FC •••.••••••• 
Santa Ana River basin and Orange Cou-ntY· · ······ ················ ~8-··· - ---- - -

~gE:~~~~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~====~=-=·=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Walnut Creek ~n ·•·· ······ ••········• ••••••• BE ••••••••••• 

• • •·• • •••••••• ••• ---- · -- ·-------.-••••..••• FC ••••••••••• 
Totel, California ••••••.... ..•.••••....•••• 

Colorado: Metropolitan Deliver and South Platte River and tributaries fC 
Colorado, Nebruka, and Wyoming, total. ' .......... . 

Cannectlcut: 
C.llldlcat River Nsin authorfatlon rttort. ,. _ _...._.. Muu- ,._ 
,.:....u..NewH~pshlre,andV~ · _., -•········ 

.. .=.:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :r:::::::::: 

General investiptions 

Fiscal year 1976 transition 
1976 quarter 

~000 S25,000 
58,000 24,000 
1~000 J 25,000 
120,000 45,000 
50,000 IS, 000 

145 000 •25, 000 
325:000 60,000 

1160,000 130,000 
20 000 0 

125: ooo 115,000 

1100,000 15,000 
260,000 95,000 
•45,000 •15 000 

1190,000 •ss:ooo 60,000 15,000 
350,000 65,000 
90,000 20,000 
30,000 10,000 
25,000 0 
80,000 20,000 
50,000 25,000 

3, 696, 000 964,000 

600,000 121,000 

50,000 50,000 

31,000 0 

Total, ~--~··•-····•"'-•···-·········~---····: ••.• ·.·-~-~~-----~:::---...::.:.:...:.:.: 
130,000 1 10,000 

111,000 60,000 
Delaware: Christina River lllsin, ......... -7. •••••••• : •••••••••••••• ~ •• fC _________ _ 

District of Columbia: Metropolitan Washinaton, D.C., water supply, total. Spec_ •••••••• 
70,000 15,000 

= 
Aorlda: =======.;;,;,.;;; 

150,000 160,000 

Clearwater Pan............. ....... . .. . Nav 
~~:Si!~t::~~e ~nal.- ------------:-:::::::::::::::::::::: sp.C::::::::: 
Jacksonville HarborjMiil cove)"-·············-········--·-·---- FC ••••• ------

!~!:r~~~~i~~Iiii~~~~~I~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Nassau County (Amelia Island) •..•..• :···---------------- --·--- BE ••••••••••• 
Ok-"obee Waterway •••••••..••••.. -----------------------·- BE ••••••.•••• 
Pensacola and Tallahassee metropolitan.iiiii"Oiiler-iirtiaii--i········ Nav •••••••••• 
St Johns County... . .............. • Nl ••••• FC ••••••••••• 
Shores of northwest Florida •·••···•••········ · ·•••····• BE ••••••••••• 
Tampa Harbor, East Bay channeli::::::······· · ········· ···· ···· BE ••••••••••• 
VC!'usia County shores •• .•. ••••..••..• :::::······ ····· ··· · · ··· · Nav •••••••••• 
Willou&hby Creek. •····· ••••······•••• BE. •••••••••• 

• •••· · ···••••••••••·•• ---- -•·••········• •••• Nav •••••••••• 
Total, Florida •••••..••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

a.L . 
$11111.::::::::-------·-····························· FC ••••••••••• 
SaVMnlhlliwr llliilii"~ifi-NOitii"CiiDi·················------ Fe ••••••••••• , • Ina, and South Carollaa •• FC ••••••••••• 

39,000 
600,000 
385,000 
20,000 

320,000 
I 40,000 

49,000 
15,000 

102,000 
• 75,000 

I 150, 000 
180,000 

65, 000 
65,000 
60,000 

115,000 

2,080,000 

585,000 
61,000 

29,000 
225,000 

rr·: •too' ooo 
• 15: ooo 

0 
20,000 

0 125,000 
55,000 
30,000 
20,000 

0 
40,000 

0 

600,000 

55,000 
20,000 

83,000 40,000 

729,000 115,000 Total, Georlia ••••••••••••• - ............................................ i .•. ---:-:----.....:.:.:.:.: 

50,000 22,000 Guam: Harbors and rivera in territory of Guam, lllltll •••••••••••••••••• ""'---------===::==:=====,.,;,; 
llawlll: 

75,000 15, 000 
16,000 0 

1300,000 180, 000 

391,000 95,000 

=~=lit IIIWIII ................................. :. FC .......... . 
K~~ea~~t .. , .. ;tit~oiMiti-GPOiii.-iiGidac···--·---------·-· Clnlp _______ _ 

u •••••••••••••••••• NIV •••••••••. 

Total, Jt~t~ .. c.ti ............................. _ .... ___ ..... _ .. :_ ....................... --~------.:..._ 

See footnotes at end of tabla p, 36. 
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Survey Type of survey 

Idaho: 
Blf! Wood River and tributaries ....... --- --- - -- ----------------- FC ••.••.•.••• 
Bo1se metropolitan region and Upper Snake River and tributaries, FC •••••..•••• 

Idaho and Wyominf. 
Columbia River and ributaries, Washington, Oregon, Idaho, Man- FO ••••••.•..• 

lana and Wyoming. 
PacifiC Northwest River basin, Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and Colnp ••••••.• 

Washington. 

General Investigations 

Fiscal year 1976 transition 
1976 quarter 

$22,000 
160,000 

11,000,000 

100,000 

$31,000 
10,000 

1311,000 

10,000 

Total, ~----····-·········..:1. ........................ 1 •• ,.,. ••• _ ••. '= =;;;1•,;;2,;82;;•,;000~===3=6=2;,, 00=0 

Illinois: 
Chicago-south end of Lake Michiaanklllinols and Indiana .•.•.•••.• FC........... 192, 000 32,000 
East Cape Girardeau, Clear Creek, ortll Alexander, Preston, and FC........... 60, 000 15,000 

Miller Pond DrainaJe and Levee Diltrict. 
Fox River, Ill. and W1s ••••••••••••••••••••••••...••.•••••••••• FC........... 1250,000 50,000 
~sk_as~ia lsl~nd Drainaie and .Levee District •••• ~--,···----- --.-·. FC •••••••• ~-- 20,000 10,000 
MISSISSIPPI R1ver, CasSVIlle, W1s, to mile 300, IllinOIS, Iowa, MIS· fC...... ••••• 107,000 25,000 

so uri, and Wisconsin. 
Mississippi River, Coon Rapids Dam to Ohio River, ttl., Iowa, and Mo. FC........... 136,000 30,000 
Mississippi River old channel mllell1-117, Illinois and Missouri. ... FC........... 30,000 5, 000 

~C:::~~~~ :t~ociifOicC:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::: ~~~:::::::::: n:= ~: &\'& 
Saline River -·-··•-· -·------ -----------··-··-···- ---- ------ --- FC........... 70, 000 20,000 

~': m=~~-~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~~::::====== s~:= 2 ~~: m 
-----------------Totat,llhlaiL .................................................... .J..;/4.-., ==1,=0=7=6.=000====2=80='=000= 

Indiana: 
Columbus •••••••.. . ............. ....•....•••• ---------------- FC •••• J. .... ~ 
Fort Wayne metropolitan area ..... .....•...•.•.••••••••••••••. . ft.J ..•...... 
Indiana shoreline erosion, Lake Michigan . .•••.•••••••••••••...•. § .......... . 
Wabash River Basin authorization report, Indiana and Illinois •••••• ~---····· 
Wabash River navigation, Indiana and Illinois •.•..•..•••••••••••• Nev ••••••••• 

Total, 1idiUtH:.: •••••••••••••••.. ..., ......•...••••••••••••••••••••••• -

35,000 
43,000 
80,000 

1150,000 
1325,000 

10,000 
40,000 
20,000 

135,000 
I 75,000 

-------
633,000 180,000 

====== 
Iowa: 

Des Moines RIVII' eroeton •••••••••••••••••••.•..•..•••••••••••• ~--·-·-····· 115,000 120,000 
Iowa end Cedar Rivers, Iowa Mil-----·--------------······· ;c··········· 92,000 30,000 
U,.r Big Sioux Rlver,towa llldS. Dell.w........... ... ......... • •......... ___ 1_20_,_ooo ___ ~ __ 30_, 000_ 

Total, Iowa............................. •• .•• 227,000 80,000 

Klns:~~ansas River;·Great Bend, Klaus to John Martin Dam, Colo ••••• fC ••••••••• ~. 1150,000 1 40, 000 
Arkansas River, Gread Bend, Klaus to Tutu, Okla ••..••.....••.• FC.......... . 140,000 5, 000 
Grand (Neosho) River, Kans. and Okla ••••••••••••.•..•••...••... FC........... 0 10, 000 
Klnsas River and tributaries . .. ·······-------·----------------- Fe_____ 50,000 65,000 
Verdigris River, Kans. and Okla .•.•.••.••• ••••.................• FC •••••• --"" ___ 1_2_oo_,_ooo ____ •_so_. o_oo 

Total, ~ ............. : .................. .a.~ .............. ~-~---···'-~···===5=40,;' =00=0===1=80='=0=00= 

Kentucky: 
Green and Barren ..................................... ______ Nev.......... 1 25,000 • 8, 000 
Louisville Harbor •..•..... ----------------- ------------ --- -- __ _ Na'--·----- 1 30, 000 • 10,000 
Lower Cumberland and Tennessee Rivers below Barkley Canal, Ky. 

and Tenn •••• -------------------------······ · •.•• .••.•...•. NIV.......... 100.000 30, 000 
Metropolitan Lelington region .•... ------------- ·-·····--------- Fe._________ 250,000 50,000 
Upper Cumberland River basin (resume study) .••.•.••..•.••••.•. FC ••••••••••. ___ •_75..;.,_ooo ____ •_2_5_,ooo_ 

Total, tlldi!IJW....._ ••• ~-~---·-·····~--~········ ····"····----··--·==480,~000====12=3,'=000= 
Louisiana : 

Barataria Bay Waterway (Dupre Cut> .. ------- -- --____ ----·- ••••• Nav......... . 50,000 l~·. ~~ 
Barataria Bay Waterway, entrance channel. ....... . . ....•.....••• Nav.......... 70,000 
Gull Intracoastal Waterway-High level highway crossings ..•••.•.•• Nev.......... 70,000 20, 000 
Gull Intracoastal Waterway, Louisiana-Texas section, Louisiana and Nw.......... 50,000 20,000 

Texas. 
louisiana coastal area .••• •••••••.........•.••••••••. ...•.•..•• FC----····· 160,000 70,000 
Ouachita River Basin, Ark. and La. (See Arkansas) ___ ____ ________ _ 
Mississippi River, Baton Rouge, La., to Natchez, Miss _______ __ _____ Nev.......... 35,000 10,000 
New Orleans-Baton Rouge metropolitan ·..-. •••••••••• ·---- -·-·-- FC •• ·-···•·· ____ 6_35..;., _ooo ____ 1_oo_,_oo_o 

Total, ~-4••-···•··········..-•·••··•·········•••uu•••••••••••·•=~1,=0=70,;'=00=0===250='=000= 
Maine: St. John River,hlil-:"-•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••• FC ........... ==,;6;;0;,, 000;,;;,===40=·=00=0 

See footnotes at end of table p. 36. 
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C...l iiMitiptloa 

Survey Filcal ya
976

r 1976 frllllitlollq ..... _ 

Type ot llfVIY 1971 --

Meryl~~: 

=:r:=::r~ce:.=.~polldl• '111~!~--.----=---- ~L-----· $15,ooo o Blllillort~ttuatrea POII.~.-N YlqiliL ...... ______ 80,000 0 
. Cllleapeakl a-,......, Marytms •••• (jVif.=tiji""""""""""·········· ft........... 90,000 $20,000 

-• -•· and en ., •••••••••••••••••••. S,.C... ....... 2, 035,000 395,000 

Total, .. JW2! ... : .......... ·-·--····---·--·--·······------·····:.-~2,-:-220:-,;,_000 __ _.:..41:..:.:5,:.:.000.:..:. 
Masaebusttb: =: ~=~ <g:~~~inMi·----------··--··-----········----- Nev.......... 45, ooo 

1
1o;o;

000
ooo 

Ca 1 Cod 11111~ shores >---------·-----------········-·---- Nav.......... 30,000 
HC:.icRtver My ----------------------· ·····-·········BE........... 45,000 15,000 
Plum Island' Ill, N.Y., and Vt. •......•.......•••••••••••••••. FC........... 40,000 lfl,ODO 

Quincy, coe.taiitiei.n;::: ::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: Vt::::::::: ~: = 1S. oog 
Total, » Q lb ................ : ...................... :: ••• ,~ •• ~----2-44,_000 ____ 60,_000_ 

Michiean : 
g;:;t ~t:n:---·iii·-------·----------------------·-···· flaw_ ••••••• 
Great takes, part~c~'\~y T:. ·s~~~~!~d"-iaice· £rie;iRChiciiM- ""·-······· 

Metropolltln DIIIIIIII-Suparlor, Mich., Minn., N.Y., Ohio, 1'1., aiiCT 

60,000 
• 50,000 

15,000 
I 15,000 

cr!~-i.liia=st-·iavirince·suwiy-,;aviiiticin-saiOO-iXtiiMIOR; PC •••••••• _, 
Mf!:n, lllin~s. I n.diana, Minnnota, New York, Ohio, Penn-

540,000 50,000 

MoS:roa H 'rt::d Wisconsin •••••••••••••.. . .. ____________ ________ ............ 1,900,000 275,000 

water 1ev!1s J U.i-ci.iiiiiiciS;"Mictiiian~-~iili.ois-iftciiaiii--liliiint:· "---······· 
1 20• 000 1 5• ooo 

sota, New York, Ohio, Pennsytvanle,and Wisco.isin •••• .' •..•.. .. S,.C......... 220, 000 75, 000 

Total, ~--·····-··~··--*-····; .................... ; .... ;; .. '" .. --2,-790_;_, 000---435,.:...:.:..000:..:..:. 
MIIIIIIOia: 

~Y~-:!F: :..rflw Min. _, Wll •••••••.•...•...•........ Nlv.......... 85,000 

u~:_ .==.:~~~:~~!~~·~~~: =~~::::::: 63,00: 35,ooo 

0 
0 

Totel -q' ·----------·-··----··--·····--·--·····--······----··-,.--1-48,_000 ___ 3_5;,_, 000-
~: . 

. .. ~~::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~:::::::::: Ps: = l:: = ---......... --.:...._ 
.•••. --- -· •. ---------·-··----· --·--·-··· 122,000 53, 000 

======'=-=-~.;.;. 
Tolll, Mississippi 

Missouri: = La1~~~ C\::kOt~~s:!"-'!';.··------------·········~···· FC........... 100,000 30,000 
Plattl:fcreek.ll ~·•· o.Mf "-················· FC........... 600,000 125,000 

~t f•nr1:ve.;:::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~8::::::::::: ~: = l8: = 
sit!~,; ~r:·orn:n•:r'!~";,iiSS'ciUrilftciiuliiciii.~~- ------·-----· · Nev.......... 75·000 zo.ooo , --------------- FC........... 385,000 85;0110 __ ....:_ ___ .:.._ 

Totel, Missou1i.... • • -·-····· ······---------- 1,210,000 2911,0110 

Montana: Flathead end Clarlc Fork River Basins, '*1 ... ;.: ............ FC ••••••••••• =....;."'!!15,~000~-=-==.;20,;,;;.,000~ 
N ebreske: Platte River and trlbutlrfes, 1111.: ....••• :.: ...•.... : ..... =FC,;·,;··;,;,·;;··;;·;;··;;·;;· ==,;50.;;;,;;,000;;,;,==~25;;,;000;;, 
N IW Hampalll,.; 

~=J:t.:-;::~ ... ...,_(Wilder _Like, N.H. ad Vl to FC •••• __ ._, 45,000 30, ooo 
Nortll ln4,faa llell:llll ••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• _BE_ •• _--_--_··...;· -;-__ 30..;.,_ooo ___ 1:.:.5•:..,:;000~ 

Toll!, New ............... ;:.-;' ••••• .,_ •••••••••• : ••• _................... 75, 000 45,000 
New Jersey: =======-._...;..,= 

g•::n m,:tro~itan area .•.... .•••.......•••••••••••••••••••• FC..... • • 234,000 66,000 
HI k are k'~• s or~ 1' New Jersey ....••••••••••••••••••••••••• FC ••••• :.:::. 25,000 5 000 

:m ::~uu bvt!':rini~·~;!:r.;Ysi"Y-ci.aiitiiOD:-.-.;ci·ri.v::::::::: ~~¥:::::::::: ·~=:= s U:= 
Rarib~ Ri~

1

( -.::::::::~::::·::~::::::::::::~~=:::::::::: ~g::::::::::: 1 m: := 1 ~ = 
Total, New Jersey.. .......................... ....•••••••••• ---82-4,-000------221,-000-

See footnotes at end of tlble p, 36. 
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General investlptlona 

Survey Type of survey 
F'ncel year 1976lrulltlon 

1976 qllll"tlr 

New Mexico: 
$1~000 $40,000 Pecos Rlvtr 1nd trlbutlrles It Clrhlllcl.. ••••••••••••••••••••••••• FC ••••••••••• 

Rio Gr1nde and tributaries, New Mellco 111d CaloriiiO' ••••••••••••• FC ••••••••••• __ ...:.._ ___ _ 375,000 90,000 

Tolll, New MtM •••.•.•••.••• : ••••••••••••••••••••• -:. • ..'!!'~-------~--:-~. 
New York: =======~= 

515,000 130,000 

Bit Sandy Creek, Mexico Ptllll. ••••••••••••••••••••••• -···-· ·• Nn .••••••••• 
Bullalo metropolitan area.----- --- -- -------- ------------------- FC ••••..••••• 
Delaware River tributaries in New York---- --- ------------------- FC .••. . •••••• 
Great Lakes to Hudson River Waterway (Troy lock and clam) ________ NaY .••••••••• 
Gowanus Creek channeL •• __ ---------------------------------- NaY.·····---
Irondequoit Creek .•••. __ ------------------------- ____ --------- FC ••••••••••• 
Northeastern United States Water Supply,_New Yor~1 Connecticut. Spec •••.••••• 

Delaware, District of Columbia, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jtrsey, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Ver-

Og~=}.!~~~~~~-~~-~~~~~~a: ____ ________________________ Nav •••••••••• 
Oswego River besln •••• ----------- ------ ---------------------- FC ••••••••••• 
Stlawrence Seawey, edditi-llocks ••••••••. •.•••.•........••• Nav •••••••••• 
Saranac River et Morrisonville • ••........•.•..•••••••••••••••••• FC ••••••••••• 
Susquehanne River besin euthorization report, New York, Penn- Ctmp. ••••••• 

w:~k~~n~~;,:~d"~~r:~~n~·J ____________________________ • _ •• ----- FC ••••••••••• 
Westchester County strums, New York and 8Yram River, Conn ••••• FC •••••...• _ 

• so.ooo •to, ooo 
•275,000 ··------------
~000 10,000 

I , 000 I 25, 000 
I 20, 000 I 10, 000 
I 25, 000 I 10, 000 
910, 000 165, 000 

•20,000 •10,000 
65,000 60,000 

202,000 30,000 
110,000 • 10,000 
569,000 131,000 

48,000 
I 150,000 

12,000 
150,000 ------­

Total, New M.L. .... ·--·-···'--············;··-·········-············=~,.,;,====~ 2, 434,000 533, 000 

Nortll Carolln1: 
Cepe Fear River ••••. ----. __ ----------------------------------- FC ••• _______ _ 
C1rollna Btach Inlet ••••.. __ -------------·---·----------------- NaY .•••.•.. .• 
~=RI~:-~~~--~~~ -~--~·_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_- ~&::::::::::: 
hlnoke Rlwer (South Boston and vicinity), N.C. end Vt. ---------- FC •.•....•••• 
S.pr Crllk Besln, N.C. and S.C .... ----------·----------------- FC ••••••••••• 

40,000 0 
85,000 25, 000 

•40 000 • 20,000 
1U:ooo 42, 000 
75,000 35,000 
65,000 41,000 --------

Totll, North C.IIIM ............................. ~-~---·-----··········:··========== 428,000 163,000 

North Dlkota: Red Rlwer of the North, N. Dlk. 1nd Minn., toll! •••.••••• FC ••••••••••• 
Ohio: ==.=,====== 

190,000 90,000 

gr:J!~n~h~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~::::::::: 
~~:h~~:~=ir-miiiiiiiMtit:"<ililo,;_:iiitiifii.t:·"r;;-vc~ri<:- :.C::::::::: 

and Pennsylvenle (sec. 1081, Public law :;o£-500). 
Maumee River Buln, Ohio, lndiane, end Mithipn _________ _______ ~--------

50,000 
186,000 

1160, 000 
310,000 

57,000 
50,000 

15,00: 
11011,01111 

250,000 

0 
15,000 Muskingum River btsin ••••••• --------------------------------- FC--····-·· Ohio River port development. •• ______ __________________________ •-······· _______ __:.._ 160,000 •30, 000 

Total, a:/!. .................. ~---················:·····----····-··-···-======~;.,;,. 873,000 410,000 

Old•--: . 
~ .... lid lriiMIIIrlta ••••• ______ , ___ ••••••••••••••••••• F'C. •••••••••• 

r.:L ~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: r.f.:::::::::: 
. , ........ -::.-:::: •.••••.••• ~--------·················· FO-...... _ •• 

1210,000 • so.oog 

~= 45, 000 
•50,000 • 50,000 --------

Totll.~---·-···········-··································-··-======~ 330,000 145,000 

oreaon: 
Chltco Rlvtr ····----·----· ---------·-·····-· •••••• ___ ••••••• __ Nav ••••. .•.•• 
Columbia River It thtiiiOUth ••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•.•••••• Nev •••••••••• 

~~n~':~opoliiA_n_ iiii: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~g::::::::::: Sllvtts River and tributlries. _______ _______________________ ___ __ Fe __________ _ 
Tllllmook Bay and Ber. _____________________________ __________ Nev ••••.•.••• 
Wlllamtlte River and blsin euthorizltlon report. __________________ Camp _______ _ 

67,000 0 
125,000 • 5,000 

90,000 0 
255,000 35,000 

1100,000 125,000 
24,000 tl,OOO 

160, 000 20,000 -------
Total, ~~ ..... ...... ~ ••••••• ~~---·····················-·--·-·····•~t.•t '========-= 

m,ooo -.ooo 
hnnsylvenia: 

Beaver River besin, Pennsylvania and Olllt ••••••••••.••• : •••••••• ....... ~ ••••• : 
Chester Creek Basin _____ __ ----------- ____ -- ---------------- -- - FC ••••••••••• 
Potomac River, North Brench (mint dreinage), Pennsylvania, Mary- FC·--·-······ 

land, and West Virginia. 

275,000 65,000 
105,000 25,000 
270,000 53,000 

17,000 
45,000 

26,000 
20,000 

125,000 20,000 

209,000 

~~":H'I ~hf!'j!;~~!:::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :.:.:.::::::: Susquehanna River besin, mine drainap _________________________ FC •••• l ••• ..a.. ____ ;__ _____ __ 

!101, 000 Tolll, ,._,., ........................................................... ==,;,;,======...,= 
See footnotes It end of teble p. 36.. 
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General Investigations 

Survey Type of survey 
Ascal year 1976 transition 

1976 quarter 

$660,000 $153, 000 

50,000 0 
55,000 0 

Total, Rhode Island _ - ---- --------------- 765,000 153,000 
==~==~= 

Sotlth Carolina: 
60, 000 20,000 Gtoraetown H1rbor, Iaiii. ••.••• : ______ :_; ________________ .•.• ""···----··· 

·======~ 
lu•btr River, N.C. and S.C. (see North Clrolina). 

South Dlkota: 
~111 Soutll Dekola weter IUDPIY------··:.r-·-·········-··· •·• FC..·-·-·-•·-
MISSOUrl Riwer, S. D1k., Nebr, N. Oak., and •ooL ............. :·.- JC.. ......... ~~ 

Totti, South Dakota •• 

Tennes-: 
Metropolitan raglan of Mtll_pllls •••• ~-~--------------~- F.C ••••.•• ..;,.:.. 
Metropolitan ...aJon of NuliVIII•---·-~---·-····-~----J...-•• -fC.. •••••••• ". 

I 10,000 
175, 000 

• 30,000 
30, 000 

185, 000 60,000 

50, 000 
150,000 

45, 000 
40, 000 

------------------200, 000 85, 000 Totti, T........_ ___________ ,.: ... : .... ~------·:__-__ ·_·. -·-· •I 
Tens: . . ==;,;,;;;,.;,;.~==~== 

Bruos River a......,.blltalles ••••••••••••• _ ----••••••••••••••••• , Fe ______ • __ •• 
Bullelo Bayou-~---~-------·····-··············-·-- FC ••.••.• . •.• 
Colo redo River lliil.trillutllles. ·--------------· · •••••• ___ ••• ___ _ FC •••• ______ _ 
Corpus Christi slllp allen~~ Ha111or IIIIM.-.•••• ~----·-- ------· Nev •••••• •• •• 
Galveston Bay ... ~MYipuOIIItudJ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Nav _________ _ 
Johnson Creek __________ __ -- ------------------- ____ _____ ____ __ FC .•••••••••• 
lake Wichita, Holliday Creek.·-------- --------- ------- --------- FC ••••••••••• 
Unm~ille Bayou-Caney Creek, Tras Palacios ••••••••••.•.•••••.••• FC ••••••••••• lower Sabine River and tributaries _____ __________________ __ _____ FC ••••••••••• 
Palo Blanco Creek and Cibolo Creek at and in vicinity of Falfurrias, FC _______ __ _ _ 

Tex. 
Red River and tributaries, Texas and OlduomL.---------------- FC •••.•••••. • 

~=~lf~tclr:~·~r:~!:.:::: : ::: : :::: ::: :::::::: :: ::::::::::: ~r:::::::::: 
San Jacrnto River and tributaries (Cypress Creek) _______ __________ FC __________ _ 
Shores of Gulf of Mexico and Gtlveston Bay in Galveston County .•. •• BE •••••••••.• Texas coast hurricane. -- -------- ___ _____ ____________ __ ___ __ __ • Spec ________ _ 

1500,000 
75,000 

•250. 000 
1400,000 

42, 000 
215, 000 
57, 000 
42, 000 

• 25, 000 
'65, 000 

96, 000 
45, 000 

t fg; ggg 
•so. 000 

1445,000 

1125,000 
20,000 

150,000 
•too, ooo 

0 
50,000 

0 
25,000 

I 20,000 
I 25, 000 

45, oog 

7 000 
•2~ 000 • 3 ,000 

1100,000 

2, 317,000 627,000 Total, Texas__________________________ __ -----------

lltlh: 
70, 000 15, 000 

35, 000 0 

Celoredo. Rlver ·ltld trlbutllles a....-&a Faly, Utili,:--· FC~-----'---· 
. Colorldl, New Mtxlct,""' .,....,_ 

Jordan River buln •••••• --------···---·····---------··----·· FC ..... .._ ••• 

105,000 15,000 Totti, Utah_ _ --------

t70, 000 50, 000 
tOO, 000 25, 000 

50,000 0 
50, 000 35,000 

VIralacl-..:.._~ "'-- VI "' I d " h .,.......,, . " • . ,.....,.., ..... r, r,..n a an .. ort ....... na ••••••••••••••••••••••• FC ________ __ _ 

~::;rvir"iiraiiii'iiriiriiit'iinici"Aitxiiich-ii-irii:::::::::::::: fc:::::~:::: 
Rolnokt River, upper basin·-··----------··----··-···---------- FC ••••••••••• 

370,000 110,000 Total, Vir1in la. : .................................................. ----·· 
============ 

100,000 25,000 
100,000 25, 000 

146, 000 25,000 
100,000 25,000 
140,000 20,000 
175;000 25,000 
100,000 25,000 

Washington: 
Chehalis River and tributaries •• ···-------- _____ ___ ______ _______ Fe ........... . 
Grays Harbor and Chehalis River, Hoquiam River __________________ Aav ••• - ... . 
Metropolitan Spokane and Spokane River and tributaries, Washing-

ton and Idaho.------- _____ _ ---- -----_____ _____ __ -----· ----- lC ••••••••••• 
Okanogan River and tributaries· ------- --- --------- -------·--- -- FC .......... . 
Puget Sound and edjacent wlters authorization report __ _________ __ C41f111 • .' •••••• 
Sno~omish River a~d tributarils. ____________________ , •••.•••••• Nev-••••••• , 
Yak•ma Valley, regiOnal water mana,ernent supply •••.•.•••.••• ::.· tt~ ...... ;.(. 

------------------Total, ~lo'ft .......... ______ _; ___ ~---,.-: .. ·~--·~--~---··•----·---·--·-· 761, 000 t70,000 
====== 

100,000 30 000 
200,000 63:000 

1400, 000 190,000 
450, 000 105,000 

300,000 65,000 

West Virginia: 
Gauley River •• ___ ---- --- -------------------- ------ -- ------- -_ 'FC.~---·-' --·-
Kanawha River basin authorization report. West Virginia, North Comp_., ___ _ 

Carolina, and Vircinia. Metropolitan region of Charleston ___ ______ __ ____________________ FC ••••••••••• 
Metropolitan region of Huntington, W. Va., Ashland, Ky., and Ports- ~~--.---.... 

mouth, Ohio. 
Metropolitan region of Wheeling, W.Va. and Dltlo, ................. FC.._ ••••••• --------

Total, West Virai~ia. _ •.. -----·------ ------- __ 1,450,000 353,000 

See footnotes et end of table p. 36. 
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FlscM ,....! 1976 ~ 
Type of •I'VIY li:l. ...--

Wltconsln: 
CIIID,._. llftr •.••..••••••••.••••••.••.• ~---··"····-···~--'-·· R........... $80.000 $40.000 ..................... ICiwnlltt........................ ............ 52,000 30,000 _____ ___;~ 

T otll. ................ --··-·····~--·····-····--····-· •••••••••••.••• ===:E":".:132,~000;;===:=;=-'70,~000~ 
Total, .............. --···-··---···----~·-~······-'-·· 37,153,000 t, &32, 000 

=~====~===-
Coordination studies with other .......... ·--·········--·········-·········· l, IZO, 000 450,000 
Review of IUthorlHd prajtcts: ===='===== ... 

=:::: :.~.:f :Oi=<i«::Ii6.-fiiiiiiiC~Liw·9i=6ii5~~~~~~~~~~~:::::~::::: .=::: •1~: 
lleview for delluthoriutton (sec. 12, Pllblic Law 93-251).............. ........... 300,000 50,000 
Dtlalled ~restudies (Montaomery to Gadsden, All)...................... • (315, 000) • (60,000) 

--:-----~..;__~ 

Subtotal, review of authorized ,..._..--···· ······························· 1,149, 000 260,000 
===~=~==-= Collection and study of basic data: 

Streamallina (U.S. GeoiOiical Survey) ••.••• ---------------------------------- 440,000 110,000 
Precipitation studies (National Weather Service)................................ 2fiO, 000 65,000 
Fish 1nd Wildlife studies (U.S.F. & W.S) ••• ······ ··-··-··········-··-·········- l, 500,000 ~ 0111

000 International watlr studies •••••••.•..••.••.•••.• ----------·------------- ----- 340,000 "'"• 
Flood pllln manqement services .. -------·----------------------------------- 11,000.000 2.1125. OIID 
HydroJOilc studies ••••. • ••••.•••••••• . •..•. -- -------------------------------- 270,000 68, DOD 
Scientific and technlcll information centers ......... ---------------------------- 100,000 2538,,!!!!! 
Coutal data colltctlon..................................... ... ............... 150,000 ,_ --------

SUbtalll, C..alllon end study of lillie data._................................. 14,060,000 3, 650,000 
"-"" ... ~--······················-············-···-·········-·· 1Z. 000,000 3, 200,000 --------

Subtotll........ ......................................................... 29,029,000 7, 560,008 
Antlclplted addltlonllllftOIIIiplied canyaver biiiiiCIIIlld ot111r adjust· •••••••••••••• -z. 258,000 -10,000 

-m. 
Grend .................... ---·--·····-··-··········...; ••••••••• .,.. 

•tncreaaln budaet 
1 Unbudpted. 
•Listed under Alabama. 

63,924,000 17,112,11110 

Note: Explanation of symbols used uader type of proJect: Na~avlption; FC-IIood aalnll; BE--IIelcll trillion; 
Comp.-.nprllltnslve basin survey; Spec.-survey under special sbldiel. 

CoMXITTEE CoXKENTS 

Montgomery to Gadsden, Coosa River Channel, Alabama, Eco­
nomic Restudy. The Committee has included $375,000 in the bill for 
this restudy. The Corps should complete this study not later than 
July, 1976, and apply the resources required to complete this study 
without further delay. 

Chicago-South End of La.ke Michigan Dlinois and Indiana. The 
Committee does not intend for any of the funds provided for this 
investigation to be used for further study, planning or construction 
of any land treatment system of waste water management in the state 
of Indiana. 

Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Seaway Navigation Season Extension, 
Michigan, Tilinois, Indiana, Minnesota, New York, Ohio, Pennsyl­
vania. and Wisconsin. The Committee supports this demonstratiOn 
project. The Corps should, however, study the long range aspects of 
this project to insure that there will be no negative e11'ects on the shore­
line and that there will be no increase in water levels which could 
cause flooding. 

Westchester County streams, New York and Byram River, Con­
necticut. The Committee deplores the length of time the Corps of 
~l"S has taken on this study. It is undel'Stood that the Corps 
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has been reviewing various aspoots of this project for 20 years. This 
is too long. The Committee expects it to be completed at the earliest 
possible time. 

Cabin Creek, West Virginia. The Committee is not impressed with 
the Corps' action during the past year on this study. The study has 
been completed for over a year, but no action has been taken to seek the 
necessary legislative authority so that the project can proceed. The 
Corps should expedite this project. 

Review of Completed ProJects (Sec. 216). Funds provided over 
the budget request by the Committee for Sect1on 216 projects are allo­
cated as follows: 

Fiscal year 
1976 

Transl&n 
quarter 

Caales Mill lake, Ind .................... ......... _______ ----· •• __ 
Buren River Lake, Ky .............................. ................. - ••••••••••• 
Rouah River Lilla, Ky .................................... - --··--··-··-··---·· 

$30, 000 $10, 000 
6, 000 --·-----····· 

13,000 --~----------· 

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL 

App~rla&n, 1975 •••••• _ .•.•••••••••••••••••.•• _ •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

~::Omm~~~~~~i~?J~:.::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
ComJiarison: 

ApplQprlatlon, 1115 . ........... ........................................ . 
Budpt estimate, 1176 •••••••••• ···· ···----·-··-················-··---·-· 

Reeuler fiscal 
year 

Transition 
~uarter 

$974, 841, 000 ·---------------
1, 092, 700, 000 $360, 000, 000 
1, 157, 015, 000 408, 883, 000 

+182, 174, 000 ··--------··--·­
+64. 315, 000 +48, 813,000 

The following table shows each project for which funds are recom­
mended for advance engineering and design (planning), land ~ui­

. sition, and construction. Immediately following the table, the Com­
mittee has outlined. special reductions and changes made in the 
budgeted projects together with selected other Committee actions. 



Budget estimate, fiscal year 1976 

Typt-, State and proJects 
Conatraetlon Planning Tralllitlon 

quarter 

(1) (2) (3) (4) 

Alabama: 
~N) 
(MP) 

1ohn Hollis Bankhead lock and dam (rehabilitation).... ..... . ........ $1,680,000 ---------------- $8SO,OOO 
1ones Blulllock and dam--------------------------------------------- 2, 100, 000 -- ---- - --------- 1,100,000 (m Mobile Harbor (Theodore Channel) ___________________________________ ---------------- 80,000 - ---------------
Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway, Ala. and Miss. ..................... . 52,000,000 ------- -- ------- 21,900,000 
Tombigbee River and tributaries (see Mississippi) 
West Point Lake (see georgia) 

Alaska: (FC) Chena River Lakes, Fairbanks. ____ ___ __ __ __________________________ _ 
(N) Humboldt Harbor • • •• •• --- - -- . ---- ____ •• •• • -----·-- ··-·------·· --- - --
(MP) Snettlsharn pawer proJect .•••••.. ___ ------ ----------·------------- ----

Arizona: 

13,000, 000 
2, 9110,000 
4,000,000 

10,075,000 
700,000 

2,000,000 

(FC) Indian Bend Wash.-- ---- --------------------··---········------------ 1,150, 000 ------ ·---------
(FC) Phoenix and vicinity (including New River) stace 1..----------------- 900,000 - ----------- ----

500,000 
200,000 
15,000 (FC) Phoenix and vielnity (lneludiog New River) stage 2 •• . -- ---------- ---- --------- - ------ $8SO,OOO 

Arkansas: 

~Wai> R:8:e!n L:t~r -= = = = ======== ==== ========= :::: = == :::::::::::::::::: =: ::: 

~
FC Dierks Lake •• _______ --------------------------••••••••• --------------
FC Gillham Lake . •••••••• -- ••• -····-·········-- --------- -- ----------··· •• 
N) McClellan-Kerr Arkansas River navigation SJStem bank stabilization 

3,500, 000 ····· - ---------· 900,000 
1,800, 000 ·--·------------ 40,000 =:::: :::::::::::::::: --------2iii;ooo· 

.. ---·------------ _________ ..... ... ....... . 2, '179,000 

Construction 

(5) 

$1,680, 000 
3,100,000 

180,000 
72, 000,000 

13,000,000 
2,980,000 
4,000,000 

n- allowance 

PI~ 

(6) 

1,150, 000 ----------------
900,000 ---------------- -------i35ii;ooo· 

8,500,000 
1,686,000 

906.000 
800, 000 

2, '179, 000 and channel rectlllcation, Arkansas and Oltlahoma ••••••.•.•••••.••• 
(N) McClellan-Kerr Arkansas River navigation SJStem, loeb and dams, 

Arkansas and Oklahoma................................ ............ 8, 000,000 ---------------- '100, 000 3, 800,000 --------- -----·-

~
MP) Norfork Lake, hia'hway bridle ........................................ -· --------··--- - 300,000 125,000 ••••••••••••.••• 300,000 
MP) Norfork Lake, urilte8 and 4........................................... ................ 250,000 80,000 ····----------- - 250,000 
N) Onachlta and Black Rivers, ArkiiDI88 and Louisiana.---------------- 2,000, 000 ---·--- -- --- ---· 2,800,000 4,400, 000 ............... . 

~~g~ ~:~~~~~~~-~~~================================================== ================ --------~~~:~. ----- ----~~- ================ 1~u~ Red River em8rllency bank protection (Bee Louisiana.) 
Red River levees and bank stabilization below deuiaon dam, Arlranaas, 

Louisiana and Texas... . . .... ... ... ... ........... ........... ........ 8,150,000 •••••••••••••••• 
(FC) Village Creek, 111Ckaon and Lawrence Counties ..•••••••••••••••••••••• -------------··· 180,000 

California: 

(FC) 
2,100,000 4,000,000 ......... ..... .. 

40,000 -- ---------- ---- 180,000 

FC) Alameda Creek (Del Valle Reservoir)...... . . ......... ..... .......... . 1,810,000 ------ --······· · ·······--- -- -- -- 1,810,000 •••••••••••••••• 
N) BodBKa Bill'-···· · · · ·······-·----··············· ········· ··· ···········.... ............ l!O, OOO 10,000 •••.••••••.•.•.••••••••••••••••. 
FC! Buchanan Dam-H.V. Eastman Lake..................... ............. 2,300,000 ................ 1,000,000 2,200,000 •••••••••••••••• 
FC Chest~ North Fork of Feather River... . . ........................... 1, 200,000 •• •••••••••••••• 1,1500,000 1, 200,000 ............ ... . 

f8 §~~=:~8r:r:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ------2;: ;:- :::::::::::::::: ------~;:;:- ------i;:~:- :: ::::::~~~: 
(FC Dry Creek (Warm Springs) Lake and ChanneL...... . ............... 1, 800, 000 ...... . ......... 1,000,000 1, 800,000 ............... . 

11\;~~~--~~:::::~~:r:::~:~:::::~~~~~::~~:i-~-~ :·~·:1.· :.::: :;:;;;:;~~: :;:::_~::.~ ~--~~~~~~: ;::-~·::~~ 
~;:a? .... 43,000.000 ____ ___________ _ 

~~> k~aro~E~~~t1~ii:!~r~~~~~~:_:: :::: : ::::::: :::::::::::::::: :: ::::::~:~. -- -- - ----~::- ::: ::::::~::: ::: : ::::~~~: ---- - ----~;:-
<Fc > Sacramento River and maJor and minor tributerles......... . ........ . 200, 000 . ............... 50,000 200,000 ------- --- -- ----
(F C) Sacramento River bank protection ... . ...... .... . .................. . . . 2, 800, 000 . . .............. 1,500, 000 3, 000, 000 ......... . . ... . . 
(FC) Sacramento River, Chlro Landing to Red Bluft. .................. ... 1, 660, 000 ....... .. ....... - ---- -- --- -- -- -- 1,660, 000 --- ----- -- - -- - --
(N) Ban Diego Harbor. . . . . . .......... .... ... ............. ........... . .... 3,200, 000 --- -- --- ----- --- 900, 000 5,300,000 ------- --------· 
(FC) Ban Diego River (Mission Vlllley) . ......... ................ ... . .. .. ... --- -------- ----- 75,000 25,000 . ...... . .... . . .. 75,000 
(BE) Ban Diego (Sunset Clills)(seg. A) ... ---- - - -- ------- ------ -- --------- ------------------······--- --- -------- -- -- - --- -- - - - .... .......... .. 110,000 
(N) San Francisco Bay to Stockton (1ohn F. Baldwin and Stockton 

~(~g~> t€~~u~t~~~:f;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~ ~~~~~ =- ~=- ~~~~ ~~~~~ : :::::: :~::: : ::::::::::: :::: : ::::::: 

2

600:~'.: 
000

000:::: ------- -: : : - ::: : ::: :~~:~: 
800,000 ---- - -------- --- 800, 000 -- - -- -- -------- -Colorado: 

i
FC! Arkansas River and t ributaries above 1ohn Martin Dam ___________ ___ ....... . ....... . 250,000 
FC Bear Creek Lake· -- - ---- ------ -- -------·-·--·- ---- ---- -- - ----------·-· 14,800,000 - ------ ------- --
FC Chatfield Lake . . ..... . . .. . ..... --------- - - --· - ·--·----------- ----- --- · 2,100, 000 ---- -- -- --- -----
FC Trinidad Lake..... . . ........ ......... . . . . ... ............ . ..... . ...... 4,400, 000 --- -- - --- - -- --- -

Connecticut : 

80,000 
4,000, 000 
1,100,000 

300, 000 

~~8l ~!'kb~m:--~~::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: -·----~~~~~- --- - - · - -a~;ooo· ...... :~:~-
Delaware: 

(FC) Delaware coast protection ......... .... ---- -- ------ -- --------------- --· -------------- -- ------ -- ------- - ............ . .. . 

14,800,000 
2,100,000 
4,400,000 

6,800,000 
1,500,000 

910, 000 

250,000 

(N) Inland Waterway from Delaware River to Chesapeake Bay, Del. and 
Distrl!t~r ~~~iii&:·· · · -------- - - -- -- ---- --- ·--------------·--·· ·---- --- 600, 000 __ _ ..... ........ 446, ooo 800, ooo .... .......... .. 

(FC> P~~fan1~Y.f~~~~-~~~~~~~-~-~~-t~-~~-t=~~~-~r-~~~~~-~- --------- - ------ 630,000 --· ----- -- -- - - -- ------ --- ---·- · -
Florida: 

630, 000 

(FCl Central and IIOUtbern Florida. ... .... .... ..... .................. ...... 8, 500,000 ............ .... 2, 150, 000 10,000,000 -- --···---------
(FO Dade County (Bal llal'boar) (nlbnbll111811lent).................... .... 2, 300,000 ... . . .......... . ------ ---- --- -- - 2,300, 000 -- --------------

~~~~ j>o~ai ru~~~~lsiii!:.:~ =~~~==~===~===~=~~=~~:=~==== ::::::::::::::::::::: · ·----a:7oo; ooo· == :::::::::::::: · --·--i; 77o; ool !: :::::: == :::::::::::::: 
(N) 1ackaonville Harbor (1965 act).- · -- ------------·--··---·------- -- --- - - 3, 500,000 ---- ------ · -- --- 550, 000 5,000, 000 ... ............ . 

{!r> !~~e~~~~:~~=~: : ::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : :::::: :::::::: : ----- ---~:~- ========i~:~= ---------~=- --- -- - --~:~. = =======i~;~= 
(N) Tampa Harbor (main channel). . . ........ . . ...... .... .... .... . . .... .. 5,500,000 ........... . . . . . 1,575,000 7,300,000 . . . . ........... . 

Tralllitlon 
quarter 

(7) 

(C)$8SO, 000 
(C)1,800,000 

(C)500,000 
(0)29,000,000 

(c) 10, 075, 000 
(0)700,000 

(C)2, 000,000 

(C)500,000 
(C)200,000 

(P)15,000 
~ 

(C)900,000 00 
(C)40,000 

(C)201,000 

~C)850,000 
P)125,000 
(P)SO,OOO 

(C)2,900,000 
~P)50,000 
P)15,000 

(C)i;400,000 
( )40,000 

(P)10,000 
~0~1,000, 000 c 1,500,000 

[P~1411,000 
c 800,000 

(C)1,000,000 

(C)I!OO,OOO 
(P )20,000 
(C)50,000 

(P)280,000 
(C) 1, 300, 000 

(C) 15, 000, 000 
(1')65,000 

(C)50,000 
(0)1, 800,000 

(C)lp 500, 000 
( )25, 000 
(P)S, OOO 

(0)200,000 
r~as.ooo c 20,000 

( )600,000 

(P)80,000 
(Clt,ooo, ooo 

c;.) ( c 1) 100, 000 
(C 500, 000 (t) 

(0)2, 000,000 
(0)2,000, 000 

(C)210,000 

(C)446,000 

(0)3, 650, 000 

(C)1, 000,000 
(C)3, 000, 000 
(C)~500,000 

( )70,000 

(P)35,000 
(C)3, 050, 000 



Type, State and projects 

(1) 

(MP) Geo~~rs Lake .•.•..... ------- --- - -- --- - -- -- - - -- - --- --------------------
(MP) Richard B. Russell Dam and Lake, Ga. and S.Ca. ••••••••••• . •••.•.. 
(N) Savannah Harbor (widening and deepening) •.. . . ....•••.•.•.•.•••••.• 
(BE) Tybee lsland _______________ ~,..,.~ ... ., .... ., . .,""'..,._ ... Too' __ ... _______ ,.,. ........... - ..... 

~P) West Point Lake, Ala. and ua ................. .' .............•........ 
Hawa.il: 

Butlget estimate, fiscal year 1976 

Construction 

(2) 

$2,954,000 
4,400,000 

850,000 
1,169, 000 
2, 600,000 

(3) 

Transition 
quarter 

(4) 

:::::::::::::::: -----i2:200:ooo· 
--- ----- -------- 850,000 

M3,000 

Construction 

(5) 

$2,954,000 
4,400,000 

850,000 
1,169,000 
2,600, 000 

House allowance 

Planning 

(6) 

!I
~ Barbers Point (deep draft) Harbor, Oahu·------- - - ----------------· ------··-·-·- - ---- $100,000 25,000 -·--------- --- -- $200,000 

m ;~:~~!iJt~t~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::: ::::::::~;~= --------~~~~- --------~;:- ========~:~= --------~~~-
> Lahaina, small boat harbor-·---··----------------------------------·- 700,000 ---------------- 200,000 700,000 ------------···· 

Idaho: 
(MP) Dworshak Dam and reservoir •••.•.••••.•.••••.•..••.•...••....•....•. 
(FC) Ririe Lake .. __ ---·-·-- --- _- ---- ••••• •••..•.• . • _. ___ __________________ _ 

4,000,000 
3,800,000 

1,1100,000 
900,000 

4,000,000 
8,800,000 

Illinois: 

IFC! Carlyle Lake·------------ -----······-··-----·--·-- ··- --····- - --- ------ 2,000,000 ·--------------- 4110,000 2,000,000 -·------······-· 
FC Columbia Drainage and Levee District No.3......................... 400,000 ••••••••••....•• 200,000 400,000 ---·····-·------
FC East Moline................ ..... .... ........................................ .......... 182,000 .•••••.•••. •.••• •••••••••••• • 182,000 
FC East St. Louis and vleln1ty, Cahokia Creek low dam.·· ·-·-·-------·---·---··-·---·-· --·-········---- 7110,000 •••••••••••• : .:: ········------·-

(FC East St. Louis and vicinity, Interior tlood control.. . ............ ..... 1,400, 000 -· ····-·---- ____ 8110,000 1, 400,000 ------------·- -· 
(FC) Eldred and Spankey Drainage and Levee District •••••••.. .•.••••••••• --- ------ ·-·--·· ---·------ - · --- - ---- -------- ---- ••••••••.••••••• 110,000 

18~ E~~~~~~~l~e~~i~~~~i~~i~~i~i~~:~~:~~ ==::::~~~~~= :::::::::::::::: :========~~= ~:a~m ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
IlUnol~ Waterway, Duplicate Locks, Illinois and 1udlana ••••••.•...•.• ----- - ---------- ---·----400,"ii00" 100,000 

C) Kasll:ask!n hland Drainage and Levee District •••••••••••••••••••.••. . -·------------·- 200,000 80,000 ------·-----·--- ········200;ooo· 
(N) Kaskaskia River navigation.............. ........................ ..... 6, 300,000 •••••••••••••••• 850,000 ----··o;aoo; oo() ............... . 

~
FC) Levee District No. 28 (Dively), Ka!okask!a River..................... 400,000 .••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••.••• 400,000 .••••••••••••••• 
i'O) Little CnlumPt River •••••••.•••••••••••••••••••.••••••• •••••••••••••• -------- --····--................................ 1110,000 • ••••••••••••••• 
S) LocknndDnmll3(temporarylock),Ill!oolsandKentuck:V---· · ·-····· 21,100,000 ----····-······· 2,1110,000 21,100,000 •••••••••••••••• 

fi§~ ~~J~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: ······--~~~=- :::::::::~~:~: :~~~~~~~~:~~ ······--~~~=-
N) M~~~~~~~: ~J~:O~.?.~'-~~~~-~:~~--~!~~:~.~~~~~-~- 8,000,000 .••••••••••••.•• 700,000 8,000,000 ••••••••••••••.• 

!~!§OJ i:e:~~~:::::~:::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::: : :::: ::::::::::::::::::: ····-···:r~· ::::::::~~:~: !: a ····-·-·=::::r ::::::::~~:~: ~ Saline River and tributaries................... ........................ 380,000 • • . • •••• •••••••••••••••• 380,000 •••••••••••••••. 
Smithland locks and dam, nllno!s, Indiana and Kentucky............. M,OOO, 000 :::.:.::::...... 14,885,000 84.,000,000 ••••••••••••.••• 

(FC) South Beloit •••••••••••••...•.....•.........••••••••••••••••••••••.... --· ------·-···- · 80,000 20,000 ..•••••••••••••• 
(FC) Wood River Drainage and Levee District. •......•••••••••••••••••.••• . ·-·-------··· - · · •••••••••••••••• ··--········ -- - - ------------ ·-·· 

110,000 
70,000 

Indiana: 

~~8~ ::: :~::: £::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: .: ...... 700;00ii" 
(FC) Big Walnut Lake (Land Acquisition) ...•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ---------------- ······-·aoo;ooo· 

1150,000 110,000 
1,1110,000 

105,000 
885,000 
100,000 

········100;ooo· ....•..• ~:~. 

~~> ~~~-n~: ~-iiiiiiCi.m;&;iiiiiiaiia-.miliieitiUCkY:::::::::::::::::::: 2
• ~:::: :::::::::::::::: 

(FC) Evansville.-----· ••••••••••••••..•••.. ------·························• 1, 8110, 000 •••.•••••••••••• 1,150,000 

810,000 
2,635,000 

820,000 
1,8110,000 

(FC~ (FO 
(FO 
(FC 
(N) 
(FC) 

Illinois Waterway, Calumet-Sa& modlftcatlon pt. I (1100 Illlnola) 
Illinois Waterway, duplicate locks (1100 llllnols) 
Island levee.---·--···················---······· · ··--------···· ·······- 200, 000 •• ---·····------

}!~!,e~~ffl:·s: -::-:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: .... --.. aoo: OOii" :::::::::::::::: 
Mason J. Niblack levee (pumping tacll!tles)........................... 1,019,000 -------·--------
Newburgh locks and dam, Indiana and Kentucky....... . . . . ..... . ... 7, 800,000 --------····-··· 
Patoka Lake .. ----.................................. .................. 5, 000,000 ••••••••••••.••• 

580,000 

100,000 
578,000 
575, 000 

1,885, 000 

200,000 
300,000 
300,000 

1, 273,000 
7,800,000 
5,000,000 

Smithland locks and dam (see Ill!nola) 
(N) Uniontown locks and dam, Indiana and Xen~----····--·~··· 

Inwa: 
1,810,000 1,810,000 50,000 

(FCl Bettendorf •.. ------ ----- - -------···-·-----·········---···- ···-····-··· 100,000 ••••••••.. ------ 600,000 100.000 -------···------
(FC~ ·ll~ Sioux River at Sioux City, Iowa and S. Dak........... ......... . ...... . ......... ................... . ...... ... . ... 400,000 · ·-·--· ··· · ····. 

~~g~ ~:~~'W~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ------~~:;::- :~:~:::~~:~~ 1, ~:5 ···---~~=- ~~~~~~~~~~:~~ 
(FC) MI'ISOUri Riverlevpesystem, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, and Nebm.'lka. ... 300,000 •.•..•••••.•••.• 200,000 1100,000 •••••••.. •...... 
(N) Missouri River, Sioux City to mouth, Iown, Kansas, Mlasouri, and 

NebrnskB........... . . . . . . ..... ... . . . . .. . . ................. ........ . 3,000,000 •••••••••••••••• 1,000,000 .. 000,000 
.. 780,000 
7,11110,000 ~~g~ ~~=~~~-e_-_-_::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~:~:::: :::::::::::::::: I.==· 

Kan!l:ls: 

(FC) 

~~g~ 
(Fcl 
(FC) 

(FC~ (FC 
(FO 
(FO 
(FO) 
(N) 
(FC) 
(FC) 

(FO! (FO 
(FO 
(FC 
(FC 

Arkansi\S-Rcd Basins chloritlr rontrol (see Oklahoma) 

~~~~~~ot~~tiite::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ··· ··---~~:~. ········200;ooo· ~:::: ........ ~:~. ········200:ooo· 
Clinton Lake •••••••••• ··-·-·------ -------------------···············- 6, 900,000 •. •• •• •••••••••• 2,600,1»1 7, 500,000 ••••••••••••••.• 

~r1f!!J!: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ...... :~~:~. --·-··-·iii:iiiiii. -····---~~:~ ....... :~~: ~- --·····-iii:ooo· 
~~~~~~t~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ...... ~:~:~. --------i46;"iiiiii" ····--~~~~:~. ···---~:~:~. ········i4i:OiiO" 
~3ta~I:~~:::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ...... ~:~:~. ········200;ooo· ~: ~ ...... ~:~:~. ········200;ooo· 
Kansas City 1962modlficatlon........................................ 7,500,000 •••••••••••••••• 2,150,000 7,500,000 ••••.••••••••••• 

~~~-~~~~~~::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ···-··i;ioo;ooo· ......... ~:~. 5~: ~ ··-···i:iiiii;ooo· ......... ~~-
Marion.... ... ..... .............................. ..................... . 1,200,000 ····-···--·----- 429,000 1,500,000 •••••••••••••••• 
Missouri River levee system (1100 Iowa). 
Missouri River, Sioux City to mouth (aee Iowa). 
Perry Lake area (road Improvements)................................. 200,000 •••••••••••••••• 400,000 200,000 •••••••••••••••• 
Tomahawk Lake............... ....................................................... 200,000 75,000 •••••••••••••••• 200,000 
Towanda Lake •••• --·-········--•••••••••• ········----···------··--··· •••••••••••••••• ·····----·--···· •••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••• 50, 000 
Wintleld. •••. •••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••• •••••••••••••••• 1111,000 • ••••••••. .••••• •••••••••••• •••• 1111,000 
Wolf·Oof!ee Lake.......................................... . . . . ........................ 400,000 100,000 •••••••••••••••• 400,000 

Tmmltlon 
quarter 

(7) 

(C)$2) 200,000 
(C 850,000 

(C)M3,000 

~P~50,000 p 25,000 

~0)900,000 
0)200,000 

(0)1)600, 000 
(C 900,000 

~Cl4110, 000 c 200,000 

(C)7110, 000 
(C) SilO, 000 

(P)40,000 
(0)25,000 
~C)lOO,OOO 
Cl5110,000 

(C 630,000 

g>ao,ooo 
( )850,000 

~0)140,000 
(0 2P160,000 8 )70,000 

( J200.000 
(P)20,000 

(0~700,000 S lao,ooo c 110,000 
( )300,000 

(0)14, 885,000 

(P)20,000 
(P)25,000 

(P)50,000 
(C)l, 300,000 
(LA)400, 000 

(C)885,000 
(C)100,000 

(C)1, 350,000 

(C)580.000 
(C)500,000 
(CllOO,OOO 
(C 573,000 
~0)575,000 

(0 1,885, 000 

(C)IIO,OOO 

(C)600,000 
(Oll, 000,000 
(C 1,600,000 

(P)60,000 
(C)700,000 
(Cl600,000 

(0~,2. 000,000 
C)550.000 

(0)1,450,000 

(0)2011, 000 
(P)54,000 

(0)2, 600,000 
(0)216,000 

(0)5, 152,000 

(C) lp 900, 000 
( )75,000 

(C)2,150, 000 
(P)50,000 

(Cl574,000 
(C 440, 000 

(0)400,00o 
~Pl75,000 
P40,000 

(P)100,000 

tj:lo. 
0 

tj:lo. .... 



Type, State and proJects 

(1) 

Budget fltlmate, .ll!cal year 1978 

Con!'tnlotlon Planning 

(3) 

TransiUon 
quarter 

(4) 

Construction Planni111 

(8) 

Kentucky: . ,_.. 
!FC) Big Sandy River, dam No.3.. ••••• --------- --------------------------- ---------------- ---------------- ---------·-----· $305,000 .......... ;~----

li'C) B~~-~~-~~~-~~~-~~-~~~~-~~~:-~~~~~~~----- ··· · ·-----····-- $350,000 ·--------------~ ·-····---------- $850,000 
(li'C) Boone County.------------------------------------------------------- --·------ ---·--- - ---·---------·- ---------------- ···--------·---- 50,000 

~Jg~ g~;i~!':L&k&::::=====::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: =::= ·-------i~ooo- :::::::::::::::: r:::= 
Cannelton locks and dams (see Indiana). 

~~ ~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~==~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~=~~l~~~ :::::;:~: ~~~:~~~~~~- :;;~;;~~~:~ ----;~;- ~-~_:;~:~~~ 
Look and dam 53 (temporary lock) (see IlliDo1a). 

(li'C) Martin ...•..•••••. _ . .••••••••• ___ •••••••• ___ ·----- -----••• _. ____ •••• __ 
(li'C) Martins Fork Lake..------------------------------------.. _______ ..... 
(FC) 
(li'C) 

~!t~~~::tJ~~-~5~-~~!: ______ __ _______________________ _ 
Red River Lake.-----------------·····-------------------------------

000,000 
2,900,000 

1,100,000 
1,000, 000 

(FC) 
(FC) 
(FC) 

Smithland locks and dam (see IlUDOis ) 
Southwe~tem Jefferson County--------------- -- ·-- ----- -·---- -- -- --- - 1, 880,000 ----------------

~~1?0:~1~~e <Piwliii::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ------~:~~~:~. --------200; ooo · 
Uniontown loeks and dam (see Indiana) 

(MP) Wolf Creek Dam, Lake Cumberland (rehabiUtstion).................. 6,0150,000 ---·------------
(FC) YatesvUie Lake ••• ··-------····- -----------------·-···············.... 1, 400,000 ---·--·----·-··-
(N) 
(FC) 

~~ 
(FC) 

(N) 

Louisiana: 
Atehalalaya River and Bayous Chene, Boeur and BL'ICit •••••••. ••... • 
Bayou Bodcau and trlbutariPS. --------------- --------------------- -- ­
Bayou Lafourche and Lafourche Jump Waterway ••••.. .•.•••••• . ...•• 
Calca.sieu River at Devll's Elbnw ...... •••.•....•••••......•••.•.....• 
Lake Pontcllllrtraln and vicinity •••••..•••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••.• 
Larose to Golden !.feadow ••.•••••••... . •.•••. •. •. •••••••.•••••••••.. •• 
Missfssippi River outlets, Venice, La------------------- --------------­
Mlssis~ppi River-gulf outlet.------- -----· - ------ ------ __ . __ .•.•• . •.. 
New Orleans to Venice ••.•.. -----------------------------------·------
Ouachita and Blllck Rivers (see Arkansas) •••....•.•••.....•.•••••.... 
Ouachita River levees •••••..••••••••••••. •••••.•.•.•••• ' ···--··-------
Overton-Red Riwr Waterway (lower 31 miles only) •••••••....•••••... 

Ret! River emergency bank protertlon, Lonisiana, .ukans&5, Okla-
homa, and Texas .... __ . ••.••... .•• ------•...••••• -------·--------·- -

Red R!va levees and bank stsbiUsatlon below Denison Dam (see 

1,500,000 
2,000,000 

400,000 
5,022,000 

ZI,OOO,OOO 
1,600,000 

500,000 
1,000,000 
6,100, 000 

2,100, 000 
1,100,000 

4, 000,000 

350,000 
1, 240,000 

750,000 
5'rl,OOO 

1,420, 000 
2,461>, 000 

74,000 

3,800,000 
800, 000 

2, 100, 0()1) 
1,000,000 
1,000, 000 

7,3:10,000 
1,000,000 

650,000 
4711,000 

2, 700,000 

320,000 
00,000 

1,475,000 

000,000 
2,900,000 

1,300,000 
1,000,000 

1,880, 000 -------------·-· 

----- -~:~~:~. --------200~000-
6,0.'10, ()()I! 
1,400,000 

4,200,000 
2,000, 000 

400,000 
5,022,000 

23,000,000 
2,200,000 
1,000,000 
1, 600,000 
6,100, 000 

2,100,000 -----· -····-···· 
1,500, 000 -- -----··-·-----

5,000,000 

Arkansss) ..••.••• ••.• . •••••• ······· ··-·-- -----· --- ..•••••••• -- •• -- •• 

~~~ ~:!:J:~r~:;:~~~~~=~~~~-~~e_r_~~-~~~~~~~~:~:::::::::::: - ·---~::~~- --------i33~ooo- ------~:~~:~. -----~:~:~. ----·-··ua;ooo· 
Mslne: 

(MP) Dickey-Lincoln School Lnkes--- --- -- -------------·---------------- --· . ·----- -·-·- ·--- 1, 060,000 895,000 ----------·----- 1, 060,000 
(N) Frenchboro Harbor---------- -··------ ---- -------- ----- ---····--- --·· - 565,000 ------------- --- ----------- - -- -- 5811,000 ...••••••••••••• 

Maryland: 
(FC) Bloomington Lake, Md and W.Va •...•• ----- --------- -- --- --··----- --

Inland waterway from Delaware River to Chesapeake Bay (pt. II) 
(see Delaware). 

Potomac Estuary pilot water treatment plant (see District of Colum­
bia.) 

6,200,000 ------··-------- 3,800, 000 6,200,000 -------- -- -----· 

Massachusetts: 
(FC) Charles River Dam....... . . . . ..... ......... . . ................ . ...... . 11, 000,000 ---·--·-·-·-- --- 3,500, 000 11,000,000 ..••.•.•..•.... . 
(FC) Charles River natural valley storage areas •••...•. ---- ------------ -- - -- --- --- - - ---- · · ·· 200,000 90,000 ..••• ,..... . . ... 200,000 

~~b> ~~~~N-~~h~:r:r~;;;.::: : : : : : : :::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::: : : : :: ::: : :: :::::::::::::::: ~:= ------·-·m;ooo· :::::::::::::::: 1:g::: 
(FC) Saxon ville .. -------~·.:!J"·"·•·••r··•·•··""'" •••• ·-·-·-···.···--·· •.•.••......... .. -------. . . . ...•.•...... . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . 500,000 ••...•••••••. ••. 
(N) Weymouth-Fore and TOWII R!Ters •••. ••••.•••••• ••• ••••••••.••.•••• - 2,000,1100 - -- - · -······· · · · 4()(),000 2,000, 000 ••• ••••••••.• . •. 

Michigan: 
(N) Great Lakes Conneetingchannels •••••. . .. . ••••• . -----------------· --- 974,000 -- - - - --------------------- --- --- 974,000 --- ---- -- ------ -
(N) kxinlrton Harbor . . -- ----· · --- ------- --- - -----· - ---- - -- -- ·--- -- -··---- 500, 000 -------------- - - 320,000 500,000 -··--------· --- -

m~ ~~~lJ.f!'ff~l!;IH~bor::::::::: : : : : ::::::::: ::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::: -----·-·aii;ooo· 45
' 
000 15

' 
000 

-----· - "iii~ooo- --- -- ----~:~. 
(N) Ottawa River Harbor, Michigan and Ohio . • •••••••••••••••.•.••••••.• . . ..••• •• . . .... . ··------·?o;ooo· ······--·io;ooo· -------·· ------- 70,000 
(FC) ' Red Run drain and lower Clinton River... . .......................................... 5()(),000 115, 000 ----------- ----- 500,000 
(FC) River Rouge, 1962 act. --- ---- -- -------------- -- ----- ---- ---- ------ --- · 2, 200,000 ---------··----- 300,000 2, 200,000 -·----- ------·--
(FC) Saginaw River,1958---·-······ ········· ···········-'-·····---4 2,300,000 --------------- - 880,000 2,300,000 -··-------· ···· · 
(N) Tawas Day Harbor •.. --- --··-- - -- -----··-- - -- -- --·-- --- - --- -·------ -------- --··---------··----·-···-- - - -- -·--·----- --- 50,000 - ····------·· · ·· 

Minnesota: 
(N) Beaver Bay Harbor . ••. • • . • ·· · ·-······ -··------ ·------ - -····· --· . • . •• • -- - -- .••• . •.• •.. 100,000 -------·- -- . . .•• •• • ••• ••••••••.. 100,000 
(FC) Big Stone Lake-Whetstone Biver,Mlnnesotsand 8. Dak. . . . . . . .. . . . . . 900,000 --·-- ---- ------ - 100,000 900,000 -------- ------ - -

~
N) Knife River Harbor •. .. -- - ------- · · -······------·-·-- - - ·--· - -·- - --- --·------ - - · ··----- 60,000 ------· -- --- - -- - ····- -- - -------- 60,000 
N) Lutsen Harbor ... • ------- - ------ -- -- --- ---· -··- · ··---- -·-····------ --- --- -- -- -------- - 85,000 --- -- --·- ·-----· -··------···---- 85,000 
FC) Mankato and North Mankato-- - -----·····------····--- ----· ------- --- 2,200,000 --· -- ·---- ------ 1,300,000 2,200,000 - -·····-------·· 

<~8 ~~s!':~ti{i~~~-~-~~::::: : : : ::: :: :::::::::: ::::::::::: : : :::::::: :: :: ::: :::: : : ::: :::::: : - - - -----~~~:~. ----- ----~~- ---·--·-ioo;ooo· - -------~~~:~. 
!~g~ ~h:~~~~~~~e!.~~~~:::::::: :::: : :: :: :: : : : :::: :::: : : : : : ::: : : : :::::::: : : : :::::::::::::::: ~~ 1~::: :::::::::::::::: :::::: 

Mississippi: 
350,000 (FC) Edinburg Lake (phase 1) • • ••• ---·----------------- -- --- -- -- ---· --- - - - - -··---- -------- 350,000 ------ -- - -- - ---- -·····- - ----···· 

(FC) Tallahala Crl'Ck Lake--- -- -- - - - · ··- -- - --- - ---------···· · · ·-······----- 1,000,000 - - -· ·····---- --· 1,100,000 1,000,000 - -······-·-----­
Tennessce-Tombigbce Waterway (see Alabama) 

(FC) Tombigbce River and t ributaries, Mississippi and Alabama •. •• •••. •• • 
(N) Yazoo River, Belzoni Bridge (advance participation) • ••...••••••••... 

700,000 
150,000 

800,000 700,000 
150,000 

Traualtlon 
quarter 

(7) 

(P)$15,000 

(P)10,000 

(C)1, 000,000 

(C)700,000 
(C)1,144,000 

&C)350,000 
(C 1,240,000 

(C)750,000 
(C)527,000 

< c~ 1, 420, ooo 
(C 2, 465,000 

(P)\'5,000 

(C)3) 800,000 
(0 800,000 

(C) 2, 100, 000 
(C) 1, 000, 000 
(0)1,000,000 

(C)7, 350,000 
(C)1) 700,000 

(C 750, 000 
(C)1,350,000 
(C)2, 700,000 

(C)320,000 
(C)SO,OOO 

(C)1, 700,000 

(C)9, 000, 000 

(P)396,000 

(C)3, 300,000 

(C)3, 500,000 
(P)90,000 

(P)20,000 
(C)600,000 
(C)400,000 

(C)320,000 
(P)15, 000 

r)10,000 
( )115.0CO 
!C)300,000 
C)880,000 

(C)lOO,OOO 

(C)1,800,000 
(P)30,000 

(C)~100,000 
( )60,000 

(P) 110, 000 

(C)l,lOO, 000 

(C)800, 000 

~ 
~ 

t;. 



Budget estlmaw, ftscal year 19711 

TyJll', State and projects 
Construction Planning 

(1) (2) (3) 

Missouri: 
(FC) Blue River Channel, KaDli8S CitY------------------------------------····· ---- ------- $t00,000 
(MP) Clarence Cannon Dam and Reservoir___ ______________________________ $24,100,000 --------------- -
(MP) Harry B. Truman Dam and Reservoir--- ----------------------------- 45,500,000 ----- -----------
(FC) Little Blue River ChanneL.----------------------------------------- 2,100, 000 ----------------
(FC) Little Blue River Lakes (LA>---------------------------------------- 2,500,000 --- -------------
(FC) Long Braneh Lake.------ ----------- ------------- --------------------- a.soo.ooo ----------------
(FC) Meramec Park Lake____ ____ __________ ____________ ____ _________________ 5,500,000 -------- - -----· · 

Mississippi River between the Ohio and Missouri Rivers (regulating 

(FC) 
works), (see Illinois). 
Mississippi River AgrloulturalAreaNo. 8 (Elaberry Dralnace District)_-------········· 
Missouri River levee srstem (see Iowa). 

168,000 

Transition 
quart« 

(4) 

$100,000 
5,100,000 

14,450.000 
850,000 
800,000 

2,000,000 
1,300,000 

House allowa11C8 

CoosUuctlon Planning 

(5) (6) 

----i24.'ioo;ooo· -------~~~-
46,500,000 
2,100,000 
2,500,000 
4,300,000 
6,500,000 

168,000 

Missouri River SioUJ[ City to mouth (see Iowa). 
(FC~ Perry County brainage and Levee District 1, 2, ~---------------- ----- -----·········· - 1611,000 ••••.•.......••• ·······--------- 1611,000 

~~g> ~~:,:m~ ~~-: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ---- -i.,.-ooo; ooo- :::::::::::::::: ------&;400;ooo· -----i...-ooo; ooo- ........ ~~ ~ _ 
(FC) Union Lake, State Highway 186 (advance participation)................ 1,CXIO,OOO -------·······-- -----···-·-···-· 1,1m,OOO ········-·------

Montana: 
~FC) Billings (western untt>---------·----- · ·····--·------··-··-··---···---· ···········----- 110,000 --··------------ -·-···---- --···· 110,000 
(MPl Libby Dam, Lake Koocanusa.. ••••••••••. - ----- -- --·········---------- 14,800,000 --·---·········· 6,000,000 14,800,000 ····-·- -- -------

l/6) ~i~~Ycfur~~~~-~~-~~~-~~::::::::::::::::::::::: :: :::: ::::: :::::::::::::::: --------~:~- ---------~~~~- :::::::::::::::: ~::::: 
Nebraska: 

(MP) Oavins Point Dam-Lewis and Clark Lake (relocation of Niobrara), 
~~ ~~:.·~!!.~-s"Ysiefii(seeiiiw&i: - ---- - -··········-----------·-· 
Missouri River, SioUJ[ City to mouth (see Iowa). (FC) Papillion Creek and tributaries lail:es _____ ____________________________ _ 

Nevada: 

a. 700,000 1,27$,000 a. 700,000 

8,900,000 3,100,000 11,900,000 

(FC) Humboldt River and tributaries •....•........••••.•••..•........••.•. ·······-·-·--··· 
New Jersey: 

~b) i~~¥f!;~~:::-:~~:~:~~================================ : :::::~~~~~: ·····---~~:- ~:5 ::::::~:~:~: --------~:::-~ Newark ~ay, Hackensack, and Passaic Rivers ••••••.•.•...•.••••••••• ------- --- - -···· -·--·----------· ······---------- 1,600,000 -- ----········ --
New Mexico: 

711,000 86,000 7&,000 

(FC) Cochiti Lake.... ...................................................... 1,200,000 -----------·-··· 318,000 8,200, 000 -··--········-·· 
(FC) Loe Esteros Lake __________________________________________ ••••••••••• 8,400,000 ··-·--···--····· 944,000 3,400,000 --············-· 

a) New~~~fi~ra~~~::f~~~~~~~~i=i:i~~:;~:~~~~i=ij~==== ::::::i;~;~: ·····---~~:~- --------~~:~- ::::::i;;~;~: ···--- --~~~:~. 
BE) r~ ~:::~~ ~~:=~ ~ t'~:'ta~e~olnt::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~:~:~ :::::::::::::::: ~:= N~:~ :::::::::::::::: 
'~~ Hamlin Beach State Park (rolmbursement) •••.•••••• ------ --- - ------· 733,000 ··· · ···-- - --- --- - ----······----- 7:::::: :::::::::::::::: 

E?> ~1?'a~~~~:~:.i~i~~=~~~=~~~~~~=~i~r1ii===================== --------~:~- ================ ----··:·m:m· 2 ~:5 ============= === 
(N) New York Harbor, anchorages.--------·-····-····-- -------·-········· 1•600•000 ··· ----------··· • ' ' ' -------··ro;ooo· 
~~> ~1~;!ra~,:oo~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: --------~~~- :::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: 126,000 
(FC) Staten Island (Fort Wadsworth to Arthur Kill)----------·-··--·-···- - --------- ---000· • ·····----------- -······-5ii5_0iiii_ --------~~~~-
~~g~ ~~~~~::::::: ::::::: :::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: dgg: ooo : : : : : : :::::::::: ··-··--·roo;ooo· 1,aoo: ooo ___________ __ _ __ 

North Carolina: 400 000 130 000 400 000 -··-··-· -· ----- -(N) Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway, highway bridges •. •• ----··-··-·------ • ----------···- -- 1 :!JJJ' 000 11 400' 000 -···· ··· ·-------
(FC) B. Everett Jordan Dam and Lake •.••••••.•.•.• -- ----- ---·········---- 11•:::::: ::: ::::: : ::::::: ':!JJJ• 000 '433' ooo -· -······--- ----
(FC) Carolina Beach and vicinity------····· ······ --·- -----··········-·---- 11,400 000 ---------------- 2,116:000 6 400' 000 
~~gl ft~~~g~'f.iili'i..i.ke:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: :::: ___________ :__ __ 1oo,ooo oo. ooo __ _____ : ___ ~---- --······ioo;ooo· 

m
> ~~~Rls~~~~~tJ:) ~.:';~-~~!~~~: _________ __ _____ __ _______ ______ ---·-···7oo_ooo_ ---------~~~~- --------500;ooo· --------7oo;ooo· 70' 000 

MOI'ehcad City Harbor (1!170 act>---····· -··· -----············--------- • 120,000 60, 000 ------- -- ---···· --------izo:ooo· 

8J !E!~mir~r~:::::::::::: ::: :::: ::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: ~tl::= ::~ ================ ~~:~ 

!H) N~~~~?=:::::=:::=:::::::::~~~~=::: :: :~::: :::: :;~;~ ::::::::~~: -- -~= : :::;~;~: :::::::;;;: 
~FC) Missouri River, Garrison Dam to Lail:e Oahe. ··········· ·····--······ • · ··········--· · · • -- ------- -- ---- -

0 ·~~~~l~m:~,:~~:m:~::~:=~::=:::=:::~:=~:=:::::~~ j~~- =:=~::~~~illill _____ ;~~ _ j~! ===~~~=~~ill ill~ 
(N) Hannibal locks and dam, Ohio and West VIrginia..... . . ... ..... . . . ... 3,866,000 ··-·-·---ro·ooo-·······------·-- 8•3116• ----·····ro;ooo· 
~:~~ ~ec~::/~~:-~r-~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : : -- ----2;~;~- :::::::::::::::: - · ··--i;~;~- -----·2;~;~- :::::::::::::::: 
(FC) Musklngum Rtver lakes (rehabilitation) •••••••••....... ---········· --- • 

~Fcl ~~~f~fe!keL!i~~~~-~~~~~~~!:__ _ _ ____ _______________ __________ 709•000 -------··so·ooo· ---------io;ooo· ·····---~~:~. -········so;ooo· 
(~r whfow I:l:iii'!ootsaniidaiii; -oiii(iimciwesi'vifiinii::::::::::::::::: ---····:ioo;ooo· -- ---- -----~---- 600,000 4,100,000 · · ····-····-·-·· 

Transition 
qu:mer 

(7) 

(P)$100, 000 
(C)5,100, 000 

(C)14,450,000 
(C)850,000 
(C)800,000 

(C)2, 400,000 
(0)1,300, 000 

(P)U!O,OOO 
(C)6,400,000 

(C)&. 000, 000 
(P)75,ooo 
(P)l6,000 

(C)1,276,000 

(C)3, 100, 000 

(P)86,000 

{P)60,000 
{0)640,000 

(P)60,000 
(0)700,000 

(0)818,000 
(C)9t4,000 

(P)35,000 
(C) I) 260,000 

(C 500,000 
(0)400,000 

(C)30,000 
(0)56,000 

(0)600,000 
(C) 1, 100, 000 

(P)40,000 

(C)600,000 

(C)130,000 
(C)l) 200,000 

(C 200,000 
(C)2, 116,000 

(P)60,000 

(C)500,000 
~P~60,000 p (0,000 
(P)60, 000 

(P)200, 000 
(C)50,000 
(P)30,000 

(C)2, 974, 000 
(0)50,000 

(0)1,000,000 
(C)4, 100,000 

(0)600,000 
(0)1,439,000 

(C)l) 260,000 
(C 160,000 

(P)10,000 
(C)600,000 

11:>-
tTC 



Type, State and proJects 

(1) 

Oklahoma: 

Budget estimate, fi.'ICal year 1976 

Construction PlanDing 

(2) (3) 

Transition 
quarter 

(4) 

House allowance 

Construetion PlanDiog 

(6) (6) 

FC! Arcadia Lake ••••• --------·-------·····-------····----······--·--···· -----······----- $300,000 $100,000 $800,000 
FC Ark8.118118-Red Basins chloride control, Oklahoma, Kansas, and Texas •• ----- ----------- 1,260,000 «6,000 ---------------- ----·ii~200;ooo· 
FC Arkansas-Red River Basins cblorlde control, area Vlll ••.•••••••••••.••••••.•••••.•••••••••••••••••••• ---·-····--····· 200,000 --·········--·--

~~l ~$~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ -----1;~- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ------f~~~- 1;m~m ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
MP) Fort Gibson Lake, units 5 and 6. ------------------·-----------·------ ---- ----··-··--- 350,000 100,000 --------·-·····- 350,000 

fg~ e;a~ii~~=======::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ------~~~- :::::::::::::::: ::::::~:~:~: ~~5! :::::::::::::::: 
McClellan-Kerr Ark8.118118 River navlgatlon system (see Arkanllas.) 

~~~~ 5r~:.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ -·-··i.-~:.-~- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ -----+i.:~- ------~::::- ::::::::~~:~: ~ ) ... 13,800,000 ------ ---- ------
Oregon: 

(FC) Applegate Lake (LAl---··--------··-- - ---- --·---------- -- ----- ··----- 300,000 ----------------
(FC) Beaver Drainage District.--------------------------------- - -- -- ------ 100,000 ----------------
(MP) Bonneville lock and dam (2d powerhouse) Oregon and Washington.... 17,500,000 ·---------------
(MP) Bonneville lock and dam (modiftcatlon for peaking), Oregon and 

~~g~ 2~ai£J-~!i~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : :::::: ---- --~~::::- ::::::::~:~: 

100,000 
200,000 

13,000,000 

500,000 
200,000 
250,000 

800,000 
100,000 

18,000,000 

- -----~~~~~- · ··---- -200~000-
400,000 

(N) Columbia and lower Willemette Rivers, Oregon and Washington (40 

~~l ~Ji~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~m~~mmm~~ :::: ::~E~E: ::::::::~~I~: --- ---~i~i- -- ----~~~~~- ========~~~= 
~~? e§~t~r-~~=~:i:::~~:-~:0~~;:~~~~===== ~m:a :::::::::::::::: k5:5 -- -- -~~~s- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
(MP) McNary lock and dam, Lake allnla, Oreg. and Wash___ ______________ 4,100,000 ----------- ----- 1,000, 000 4,100,000 ----- -----------
(FC) Sceppoose Drainage District......... . . .... ...... .............. . . . . ... 100,000 - --·---------·-· 400,000 100,000 ------- - ---- -- -· 

The Dalles lock and dam (see Washiogton). 
(FC) Wlllamette River Besln bank protection____ _______________ ____ _______ 400,000 ----·-·- -------- 950,000 

Pennsylvania: 

{~g~ ~:l~~t~~~:~~~~:~~~~~~~~=====:::::::::::::::::::::::::: -----~~:::::- :::::::::::::::: - -----~::::-
400,000 

10,500,000 
431,000 

1,200,000 

r~r~ fi?~~i~~#~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ =====~~~~:= ========~~~= ------~~~~;- =====~~~~=:= ========~~~= 
Inl ~~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ -----:t;~:r =========~~~= ~:~~m -----:t;a~s- =========~~~= 
(MP) Toclllf:: Island Lake (relocation or Route 209 only) ______________________ --- ------- -- -- ---·--···----------------------- -- 2,500,000 ----·-- -----··· · 
(FC) Tyrone •••• -----·· ·····- ---····------------------··-------·---·--·-···· 1, 700,000 · ····------····- 750,000 1, 700,000 --- · ····--·--·--

Puerto Rico: 
(FC) Portugues and Bucana Rlvers.. •.•.•••••• -------·--·---------··-------- 5,000,000 1,225,000 6,400, 000 

South Carolina: 
(N) Cooper River, Charleston Harbor . . •.. ---·------···-----------------·- 3,000,000 --·····-------·· 1,273,000 3,000,000 ----····-------· 
(N) Little River Inlet, S.C. and N.C----- ------- --- - ------------···------· ---------· ··---- 380,000 100,000 ----- -----·····- 380,000 
(N) Murrells Inlet •• ••. ••••••• --- ---· · - -- --· ··· · - -· - · -····--------· · --- ---·----- -···-·····- 300,000 -··---······---· ······---- --···· 300,000 

Richard B. Russell Dam and Lake (see Georgia) . 

(FC) 

South Dakota: 
Big Stone Lake-Whetstone River (see Minnesota). 
Oavins Point Dam-Lewis and Clark Lake (relocation of Niobrara) 

(see Nebraska). 
Sacred Heart Hospital, emergency bank stabilization, Yankton, 

8. Dal<-••• ---- ----- •• --- _____ •••• __ • _. _ •• __ • _. -----·. ______ --·---- --
Ten~: 

Big South Fork National River and Recreation Area (see Kentucky). 
(MP) Cordell Hull Dam and Reservoir ••••••.•.••••••.•.••••••••••.••••••... 

125,000 125,000 

1,000,000 420,000 1,300,000 
Texas: 

(FC) Alpine ••••. ••••••. •• •.•••••. •• ••••••• . .•••••••.•••••. ••••••••••••••••• ---·······---- - · 70,000 20,000 ------···-- -· ••• 70,000 
<Fc> !~~!d-:BBSiiliichiori!ii.-.;~iiiroi"<'&e;io!i:iiii.Om.&r··-------------- ---·------------ ---------------- -···------------ 1' 500' 000 ···-------------

~~§} :~)i~~~~-::::::::~::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ======~=~=:= --------~:~~r 3,
3

~~ ======~=~=:= --------~:~r 
(FC) Bu1Jalo Bayou and tributaries. . . ... .... ............................... 1,473,000 ··· --···-· · · ·--- -········------· 1,473,000 -···--------···-
(FC~ CarlL. Estes Dam and Lake •• . ---·---------···--------------- ------- ---- -· ·--·------ 400, 000 135,000 -------------- -- 400,000 
(FC) Clear Creek ....•••••.. -----------------------------------------------·--------·------- 300,000 75,000 ---------·-----· 300,000 

~§~ §=~~~~~~~=~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::~:~:~: :::::::::::::::: ::::::::~:~: ------i~m:~r ========:=~= 
(N) Corpus Christi ship channel (1968 act)................ ................ 1, 900,000 •••••••• •••••••• 650,000 1, 000,000 --·-··· · - -- · -·· · 

!
FFCC) El Paeo ••• . . ....••••• . ---·- --- ---------------- --· -··-- --- ------------ - 4, 000,000 --------- - ------ 1,332,000 4, 000,000 - - ··--------·· · · 

) Freeport and vicinity, hurricane flood protection.···-- -- -----------··· 4,300, 000 ---------------- 900, 000 4, 300,000 ---------------· 
N) Freeport Harbor------------····-----·-··--------···---------·-------- ---------------- 1011,000 30,000 -· -------------- 100,000 
~l ~e::~iaie~~~:i~~~~ticiri~-ieiOOBiioiiinM&i8io.:-<ia· 1' 400' 000 ---------------- ------·--·-- ----

1
•400•000 - -------- -------

~~g~> ~~E~:~~::~~;~~~~~;~~~~;~~;~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~ ========~~:= ::::::::~~~~: ~~~~~~~~~~~ --------~~:-
cFC Lakeview Lake.---------------·-·----------------····----------·----- 2, 500,000 ----····-------- 2, 398,000 2, 500,000 ----------------
(FC Lavon Lake modification and East Fork channel improvement •••. ---- 3, 680,000 ---------------- 581,000 3, 880,000 -·--·····-------

Tn\llsitlon 
quarter 

(7) 

(C)$450, 000 
~P)«G,OOO 
Cl100,000 

(C 605,000 
(C)4&0,000 

(C) 2, 000,000 
(C)~400,000 

(P 100,000 

(C)1) 500,000 
(C 100,000 

(C)1, 526,000 
(P)OO,OOO 

~C)1, 770,000 
C)4, 109, 000 

(LA)lOO, 000 
(0)200,000 

(C) 13, 600, 000 

(C)500,000 
(P)200,000 
(0)250,000 

~0)350,000 
< c a, 500, ooo 

(Cl300,000 
(P 100,000 

(Ol1, 300,000 
(0 ~600,000 

(C 800,000 
(C) 1, 000, 000 

(C)400,000 

(C)950,000 

(C)2, 900, 000 

(C)1,300,000 

(C) II, 000,000 

(P)130,000 
(P)OO,OOO 
<P>ro.ooo 
(C)10,000 

(C) 1, 900, 000 
(C)9, 314,000 
(C)2, 100,000 

(C)750,000 

(C)l, 750, 000 

(C)1
1 
273,000 

(PJ100,000 

(C)520,000 

(P)20,000 
(0)700,000 

cc>a. 314. ooo 
(P)75,000 
(P)20,000 

(P)135,000 
(P)75,000 

(P)100,000 
(C)685,000 
(0)200,000 
(C)I)5(),000 

(C)l, 332, 000 
(C)OOO,OOO 
(P)30,000 

(P)1S,OOO 
(P)12,000 

(0)400,000 

(C)21 398,000 
(CJ731,000 

~ 
c:D 



Budget estimate, fiscal year 1976 lloUS& allowance 

Type, State and projects 
Cons'.ructlon 

(1) (2) (3) 

~~g~ Tex~~~~- ~e ~-~~::~~~~-~::::::::. _ .::::::::·:::.::::· _ .:::_: :::::::::::::::: $~: :l 
~~~ e:~:s~~i-~;;:e;:::::::=::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::=: ~::::::::::::::: ~:5 
~rc;~ ~~~~'tr~~ii"r'ii-n·d:--vicinitY.- <hlirriciirii.-iio.>d-tinite.:iioti>::::::::::::: : ::: --- --i;;: ooo:ooo---· .. ---~~:~. 

Rt>d Rtver emergency bank protection (see Louisiana) •••• . •.•.. ...... 
Red River levees and bank stabilization below Denlaon Dam (see 
Arkansa~\ •• .••.•. •••••••••.• -·- - ·· -··· --------··-·········· • •• -

(FC) San Antonio Channel Improvement.......................... ......... 2,200, 000 -- --············ 
(FC~ San Gabriel River •.••.••• --·· ···································· ··- 6, 850,000 ··-···········-· 

<{~8> ~!i~r~~~;~~'k V!Ciirtii-(liimie&niift:oocfproiooiiiini::::::.::::::::::: 1,=:l ::::::::::::~: 
~g ~~1:~~:.:-·n,·N:c:::::::·::::::::::::: ::::: ::::::.:::::::: :: : ::: :::::::::::::::: ~: ooo 
·FC) Vince and LittPe ~I nee Bayous. .................... ............. ... . . . 200,000 - ---····-· ······ 

Vll'ldnla: 

i
FC~ "Buena VIsta (pb&se 0------················· ------· -········-····· -- ··· ··----------- 150, 000 
FC Fourmile Run, titY of Alexandria and Arlington COIUlty........ .•.. :· ~·:l :::::::::::::::: 
FC Gathright Leite ... .•.•••.•.•••••• ~---·- · - - ··- ···· ·-- - ··- -· - - - · - -· ···· · , , 

Transition 
quarter 

(4) 

$50,000 
110,000 

CollBtructlon Plannlnc 

(5) (6) 

$350,000 
WI,OOO 
70,000 

150,000 --.---··-.o.·ooo· :::::::::::::::: 
50,000 
40,000 ---··········:·= ···--··-iw;ooo· 

1,225,000 --·--s7;ooo;ooo ········---·----

1,100,000 
2,607,000 

490,000 
85, 000 
50,000 

300,000 
250,000 

60,000 
1,900,000 
2,200,000 

2,200,000 ·- ----·········· 
7, 000, 000 ----·-··--------

650, 000 ·•·•·•· •·· ••••·• 
·-- -- -~:~:~. ---·-···i50;iiil 
-·--· -- - -------- 300,000 

200,111» -- ---·······----

-------------··· 150,000 
6,265,000 --- ---- -···--··· 
8,600,000 -- -- · -- -· ······ · 

Potomac estuary pilot water treatment plant (see District of Colwnbla) 
Tug Fork Valley (see Kentnolty) . 350 000 160 000 350,000 

~~~~ ~r;':a~:cwr~~~.meffietiii:::::::::::::::::.::::::::::::::::: : :: -.------·230:ooo· ........... : .... -----------: .... --------230:ooo- ............... . 
Washington: 

BonnevJUe lock and dam (see Oregon). 
(MP) Chief 1o!l<lph Dam-Rufus Woods Lake, additional units-- --- ---- --- - -­

Columbia and Lower Wlllamette Rivers, Oreg. and Wash. (4Moot 
52,600, 000 14,500,000 55,000,000 

(BE) 
(MP) 

(MP) 
(MP) 

{
MP) 
MP) 
MP) 

(MP) 

chann~l). (Bee Oregon) 170, 000 ··-·····- ···-··· ··-···· ·····-··· 
f~~NS\~~ka~iil~~{~~~~~~~;~uiis::::::::::::: :::::::::: : : ::: ·····-iaoo:ooo· ------··--·----- 400,ooo 2,300,ooo 

Little Oooae lock and dam, Lake Bryan •...••.••.• -----· · -·· · · --· · ---· 
1 
.. , 900000.•000

000 
··· · · ······ ···- - ···----·- · · ·· --- 6 ~·:l 

Little Oooae lock and dam, Lake Bryan- Additional unite........... . u •• • ••••• • •••••• • 2,300,000 1 • • 
Lower Columbia River basin bank protection (see Orgeon). 
Lower Granite lock and dam---- -----·- --··· · ·····················- ··- 13,100,000 ••••••••·••••••• 2,000,000 

2,800,000 Lower Granite lock and dam-Additional units. ........... .... ....... U,OOO,OOO •••••••••••••••• 
i.Jower Monumental lock and dam..... .................................... .. . ...... ........ 900,000 -------- -- -- ---- ---- -· --- ------ -

4,300,000 2,500,000 

13,100,000 
H,900,000 

900,000 

i,300,ooo 

170,000 

Lower Monwncntal Lock and Dam-Additional units .•...... ..... .•. 
McNary Lock and Dam (see Oregon). 

~MP) The Dalles Lock and Dam-Additional units •• • · · · ····· ·-···- · · ····· 700,000 . ..•. ..•••.. ..• . 300,000 700, 000 •.•••..•. . •.•.•• 

~Jg} ~:~~~Fi7~F.~i~~!li~~=~~~~~~=~:~~~~:~=o::~~~~~~:::~~~~:::: ::::::::::: : :~:::::~~-~~: · --- - ---~~~- :::::::::::: --------~:r::r 
(PC) Wes~~~];!~;k Lalr.e • ••••. ----·-- · ·-·············· - ·-··-- -- ·---- ---- -- 6,800,000 · · -· · · ····· ----- 1,500,000 6,800,000 

~~n:~;or.a~~~~-~~~.:.......................... ... ..... .. 6,200,000 ---·-········--· 2,500,000 6,200,000 (FC) 
(FC) 
(FC) 

Coal Rinr Basin. -•· --·-··-----·.--·-··············------·-········· 500,000 . ••••••••••.•... tOO,OOO 500,000 
East Lynn lake •• · · -···· . •. ..•. ..•..•.••• _. .••••.•.• _....... . ...... 4, 700,000 _ •• .••.•••. . ••.. 300,000 4, 700,000 
Hannibal locks and dam (see Ohio}. 

(FC) R .D. Bailey !;al<~. ••• · ·····- --·····-···············----- --- -- - · 16,300,000 •..••••.•.. .. ... 
<Fc> ~~f~a~~\iee-xeitiiiCkY-r ··-············· ·······-····-··---- ·······---· ·---- 100' 000 

Wisconsin: 
(FC) Lafarge Lake and Channell::nprovemenL................. .... ....... 3, 000,000 -·-······· ······ 

~~b) ~:a?J~ g~~~~:-:::::::===-- =: =:=========== ===:::::::::::: :: : ::::: : : :::::::::::::::: 1::::= 
(I'C) State road and Ebner coaleea. ••..•••• -·--·············•············· - -- -·· · -- --· · --- · 127,000 

Wyoming: 
(J'C) Sheridan.. ... ..... •••• ·· · ·················--·-··· ···-······ ······· 

MJscELLJ.NEOUS. 
600,000 

4, 750,000 
40,000 

1,400,000 
25,000 
20,000 
80,000 

18,000,000 ................ ·······-ioo:ooo· 

3,000,000 ··· ··········---
- --- - -·- -- -----· 100,000 
-----·- --- - · - -- - 50,000 
· ·········· ··-·· 127,000 

600,000 

Trsnaltlon 
quarter 

(7) 

(P)$50,000 
(P)UO,OOO 

(P)40.000 

(P)40,000 
(0)1,225,000 

(0)1,100, 000 
(0)3, 000,000 

(0)490,000 
(0)85,000 
(P}50,000 

(P)300,000 
(0)250,000 

(P)60, 000 
(C)1,900,000 
(C)2, 200,000 

(P)160,000 

(C)17, 000.000 

(0)400,000 

(C)2, 800,000 

(0)2, 000,000 
(C)2, 300, ooo 

(C)2, 500, 000 

{
0)300,000 
0)300,000 
P)180,000 
(P)15,000 

(C)l, 500, 000 

(C)2l500, 000 
(C 400,000 
(C 300,000 

<c>s .... soo, ooo 
(r)iO,OOO 

(C)l.r.. 400, 000 

~
r)25,000 
P)20,000 
P)80,000 

Small navigation projects not requiring specific legislation cOOing up to 
$1,000,000 (sec. 1(17).................... ... .... ......... ........... . . . 1,500,000 •••••••••••••••• 1,500,000 •••••••••••••••• 500,000 

Small projects for flood control and related purposes not requiring 

(N) 

(FC) 
500,000 

spec! ftc lellslation costing up to $1,000,000 (sec. 205).. . .... ......... .. -'. 000,000 •••••••••••••••• 1, 000,000 6,300, 000 •••••••••••••••• 1, 615,000 
Emergency "Btreambank & Shoreline protection (1974 Mod) . (Sec.14)... 1,000.000 . ••••••••••••••• 250,000 1,250,000 •••.•••••••••••• 250,000 
Recreation facllltlea at compl~ted projects_....... ... . ..... .... ....... 20,000,000 -··············- 4, 000,000 21,000,000 •••••••••••••••• 4, 000, 000 
Flab and wildlife studies (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service). . ........... 1, 900,000 .••••••••••••••. 500,000 1, 900,000 •••••••••••••••• 500,000 

~~1)~~~-~!-~~~~-~~~~~t-~~~~~-~~~~~~-~~~-!~:. 600,000 · ·········--- -- - 150,000 600,000 - ----·--·-····· · 150,000 
Streambank Erosion Control Evaluation and Demonstration (Sec. 32 

1974 Act) •••••••• -............................................. ..... . ••• ••••• •• •• •• •• •••• •••••••••••• •••••••••••••••• I, 000,000 . •••.••• ••••• ••• 1,000, 000 
Aquatic plant control (1965 Act) ..................................... . 1, 600,000 •••••••••••••••. WI,OOO 1, 600, 000 ••••••.. •••••••• WJ,OOO 
Employees compensation..... .... •••••••• . •••••••••••.••. ••••.•.••.• 2,190, 000 •••••••••••••••• 600,000 2, 190,000 .•••• .•.•••••• •• 600,000 
Reduction for anticipated savings and slippages... .............. . . .... - 62,085,000 •••• •• . • . . •..••. -21,165,000 -115, i19, 000 •••••••••••••••• -24.405,000 

l---------l--------l---~~--l---------l---------l--------

(I' C) 

1, 069, 650, 000 24,050,000 360, 000, 000 1, 132, 178, 000 24,837,000 4<8, 883, 000 

Orand total, construction, generaL. ••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• (1, 092, '100, 000) (1, 157, 015, 000) 



50 
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Bodega Bay, California, Channel and Harbor Project.-Looal in­
te~ have reql!ested a delay- in preconstruction planning studies 
pendmg completiOn of a local m~er~'s· study on economic viability of 
th~ harbor complex a~d dete~mation of a local sponsor. In view of 
this del!I-Y the $50,000 UICluded m the fiscal year 1976 Budget will not 
b~ reqmred .. The $10,~ req-qested for the 1976 Transition Quarter 
WIU be reqmred for contmuatlon of planning in that period. 

Corte Madera Flood Control Project, California.-The bill provides 
~250,000 ~or a re~valuation of the Corte Madera Project. No funds are 
mc!uded m the hill for fu~~er cons~ruction. The two upstream towns, 
~hich wex:e part of the original proJect, no longer wish to participate 
m the proJect. Therefore, only 3,000 feet of the project in Ross remains 
to be co~pleted. It may weil be desirable to use other economically 
and environmentally acceptable methods to accomplish a desirable 
l~v.el of flood protect.ion. The Corps should participate with a local 
citizens group comprised of (1) representatives of those living along 
the creek where the project will go; (2) representatives of those living 
down~ream where the project ~as been completed; and (3) a repre­
sentative of the College of Mann Board of Trustees· in selecting the 
firm to accomplish the study. ' 

San Franmsco Bay to Stockton (John F. Baldwin and Stockton 
s~ip channels). Calif?rnia Funds are included in the Bill for construc­
tion ?f. the Pomt ~dith to Stockton channel in the transition quarter. 

Wilham L. Sprmger La!ce, Dlinois.-The Corps of Engineers is 
ur~ to complete tlie Environmental Impact Statement incident to 
this project at the earliest possible time. 

H;ayward Creek, Massachusetts. The Committee has included $800 -
000 m FY 1976 and $500,000 in the transition quarter for the Hayward 
Creek, Mass. Section 205 project. 

Papillion Creek and Tributaries Lakes, Local Protection Project 
Nebr~ka.-Refo~ulation studies of this project are now underway.' 
Pen.dmg completion of these studies there will be some delays in thiS 
proJect's schedules. Consequently, $2 million of the budget request of 
$8,9oo,ooq for ~seal year 1976 is no longer required. 

. Saw Mill ~1ver, Qhappaqua New York.-The Committee has pro­
vided funds m the hill under Sec. 205 projects to complete design and 
initiate construction of this project. 
~lk qreek Lake, .Oregon.-The Committee is advised that this proj­

e~t IS bemg ree:x;ammed by the State of Oregon. Pending this reevalua­
tion, the qomrnittee has recommended no funds for this J?i'oject. 
Rel~hon of the Town of North Bonneville, Wash.mgton.-This 

relocation of construction of the second powerhouse at the Bonneville 
~k and Dam project, will.place great stress on the community and 
Citizens. The Corps should aid the town and the citizens by all means 
practicable under the available authorities, including Section 83 Pub-
lic Law 93-251. Thust it is desirable that the Corps: ' 

(a) . Sell lots m the initial town development at prices corre­
spondmg to value of unimproved land with provisions to preclude 
windfall profits to individuals. 

(b) Convey to the municipality without cost those open spaces 
within the initial town development required for common use 
areas ~ot to exceed 1~5 acres; provided that such open spaces shall 
~dedicated to public use and not available for resale. 
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(c) In the absence of standards required by Federal and State 
laws as referenced in Section 83, Public Law 93-261, furnish re­
placement municipal facilities meeting standards and criteria 
recognized by professional technical groups, custom or good prac­
tice and representing wise use of resources in space allocations 
and design; provided that the size and type of these facilities shal1 
be fully justified by the reasonable n-quirements for services to 
the initial town development. 

(d) In the event the appropriate school authorities determine 
that the existing elementary school will not be relocated to the 
new town site, provide replacement for the community service 
facilities now available in the existing school. 

The above is not intended to change th.e provisions of law as set out 
in Section 83, Public Law 93-251 but is intended to convey the com­
mittee's belief that the above position is reasonable, authorized and 
constitute equitable treatment of the people to be displaced by the 
powerhouse construction. 

Tocks Island Lake, Pennsylvania-The Committee is advised that 
the existing Route 209 in Pennsylvania is extremely hazardous. Route 
209 has 300 percent more traffic 'than the national average of t raffic on 
roads of the same class and the accident rate is substantially higher 
than the national average. Therefore, the Corps is urged to proceed 
wit~ the land acquisition and the relocation of Route 209. No funds 
are mcluded for any other aspect of the Tocks Island Lake Project 
pending th~ co!lclusion of the study. which i~ currently underway. 
The Corps IS directed to complete this study m August, 1975, as set 
forth in the Conference Report No. 93-1274 accompanying the Appro­
priations Bill for Public Works for Water and Power Development 
and Atomic Energy Commission Appropriations Act, 1975 (P. L. 93-
393). . 

Cow Pen Creek, Hom Lake, Mississippi.-The Committee has pro­
vided funds in the bill, under section 205 projects, for the Cow Pen 
Creek Flood Control Project. The Corps is urged to proceed with this 
vitally needed flood control project. 

Lavon Lake Modification and East Fork Channel Improvement, 
Texas.-The Committee has provided funds to initiate planning and 
construction of the Collin County Road 115, Tickey Creek crossing at 
Culleoka, Texas. 

Millican Lake, Texas.-The Committee, in recommending the full 
amount of money requested by the Administration for the Millican 
~rvoir, feels v~ry strongly that prior to any additional appropria­
tion for construction purposes, that the Corps should attempt to deter­
mine the extent of the lignite deposits in the area which would be 
inundated by such construction, as well as the Corps' estimate of the 
effect on land values. · 

Peyton Creek, Texas, Local Protection Proiect.-By resolution 
dated December 9, 1974, the Matagorda County Commissioners Court 
withdrew their support and asked that the proiect be deferred. The 
budget request of $200,000 and $50,000 for Fiscal Year 1976 and 1976 
Transition Quarter respectively are no lolljter required. 

Trinity River and Tributaries, Texas.-The Committee in previous 
yeal'S restricted the use of Advance Enlrineering and Desillfl funds, 
with ~t to the navigation features; however. it was not intended 
to preclude the study of all alternatives of the Trinity River project, 
Texas. It was the Committee's intention that while no funds should be 
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spe~t on detailed plans and specifications for construction of the navi­
gation aspects of the J?roject, the Corps would proceed with studies to 
develop a comprehensive analysis of alternatives. These studies should 
include. al~ the feasible navigation altern~~;tives on the Trinity River. 

Wallisville Lake, Texas.-The Committee, again, reaffirms strong 
suppory for the Wallisville Lake, Texas project. The Corps is directed 
to retam the funds previously appropriated for this proJect to insure 
compl<'tion of the :project at the earliest time possible. 

Streambank erosion control.-Section 32 of Public Law 93-251 an­
thorized a National Stream bank and Erosion Prevention and Control 
Demonstration Program. The Committee has included $3 000 000 in 
the bill for this program. The Committee is informed that the ~rosion 
problem is severe and these locations are to be among the initial proj­
ects undertaken within this program: South Charleston, Dunbar-Nitro 
area, Ravenswood, St. All>ans1 New Martinsville and Moundsville, 
West Virginia. 
~ecreatlon facilit!es at completed projects.-Funds are included in 

this cate~ory for Millwood Lake, Ark. and Casey Cove Road leading 
into the Holmes Creek Recreation Area. 

Emergency Streambank and Shoreline Protection (Sec. 14).-The 
Committee has included $250,000 in the bill for erosion control of 
Lake Erie shoreline between Lake Ashtabula Co~ty line and Ash­
tabula Harbor, Ohio. 

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER A~D TRIBUTARIES 

·• • • •• ' ' • .. ' 1 . :I .. .~~.,. T ....... 
I "I •sc 1 r,; l't I I f t. ) 7 \ fii!!II!W .JDtler 
:~~:f~it!9~i7& ---------- --------------------------------------------- 161, 948, 000 ----------------

Recomll!end~d. i976..~~==========~==:====::::~ ::========::=::::=::===::::::: ~~ ~:: ~=: =: ::88 Companson: 

:~:'=~.!~~~7ic:::::=:::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::.::::::;:=::::. +A;:=::g -----+.i."OiiO:ooo 
i '. 

Funds under this h~dinsr are distributed to projects and activities 
as shown in the following table: 

ij 'i " 1'1 t , ) "' ' 1 z ,· .... , • t ""'--iiPii-''i:i= 
Pralect FiSCII ,..,., 1976 transition . 

1wa.. lllllftlr 
I. Gener~llnvestlaatlons: 

(1) Surveys: 
Atchafalaya BISin (water and land resources>--------------- ___ $700, 000 $135, 000 
Mississippi River, Phillips County, Ark, ________ -------------=---=:::: 1 176,000 30, 000 
St. F11ncis River Basin below Wappapello Lake, Ark. and Mo_____ ___ ___ 100,000 25, 000 
Berwick lock-Atchafalaya Basin, L•----------------------------- __ • 15, 000 110,000 

~r: ~~ri~~~-~~i~;,=~~~::~:::::::::::::::::~~:~:~~::::::::~== · H:! ------ira:~-
~nia Cirde Area, Desha County, Ark ____ ___ ____ _________________ :: 71, 000 15,'000 
Loursiana State Penitentiary levee__________________________ •• _ •15,000 •15,000 
Mi~sissippi River-East Bank leVIN, Kentucky and Tennessee. _:·_-_-_-__ :_ • 20,000 120,000 
Obron and Forked Deer Rivers and tributaries, Tennessee. __ ______ ----- I 80,000 15, 000 
~off~~~ loosa~tchl~ Rivers, and Noconnah Creek, Miss__ ___ _________ 100,000 180, 000 
.,:zoo rver ~asrn, Mrss ••••••••••• r-·-..,.--··-··------------->--• I 600,000 100,000 

est Memphrs, Ark _____ __ _ ---------------_ -------- --- - __ __ ------_ • 50,000 • 25, 000 

(b) Coli~t.b!:'· =-·-····-·c···--·•oo•···~--.-~--:··----~---··: .. --2-, 0-30-, 00-0 -~500-, 000-
ltlldy .... --"••••••""·••••••·•-••••••oo•••••••• 150,000 50,000 ------Subtotal, generallnWatiptlllls •• ! •.•. L •••• ________ ___ ! ............ __ 2,180, 000 550, 000 

2. Construction and plannina: 
Mississippi River levees. ______ ____ ____________ __ ____ -------- _______ -------
m:'d like Pumpina Stltion. --------- __ ___ _ ---------------------- ----------

g~~~~~~:tt=~~=~~~i~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
I ll~ 000, 000 I 6, 600, 000 

31, 1:& &'Ill ---is;ooo;ooo· 
I 3, 000, 000 I 

3 650
500, 000

000 I 19, 650, 000 
(50, 000) (lSO: 1100) 
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Commlttte r-mmtlldltloii­

ASCII yur 1976 trensltlon 
1176 quert.r 

2. ~ r:':t::i~~--------··········---------···----------·· I 415,000 =:-T=:a:.rktiitMitiij'is: "jiftitiiiei:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1 t ~: = 
T- Balla: . _ • 

I 690,000 
1, 100, 000 

II, 220,000 

· lloMf 1nd T•us Rlv~ra, tiD--········-······----··--················· 13,000, 000 Rid Rl- ....... __________________________________________________ 11,000,000 II, 350,000 
12,000,000 

Yuoo Belin: . __ Arkabutl•-...--.. ·-~· .. ···-········------··•4l't._,.,;.,.,. .. ,._ ............... , 
Enid Lake. ______ ------.. ------------------------------ ----- ---------
Grenada Lake._-----------------------------------------------------­
Sardis Lake ..... __ -- •• --- __ ----------.----- ----------------------·--­
Grnnwood ••••• _ ----•• __ --------- -----------------------------------
Upper AuXiliary chtnnlls •••..• ------------------- ---------------------
Main Stem ••••• __ ---- _________ ------------_ •• ----------.-•••• -. ------
Tributlritl: 

•330,000 
1270,000 
1660,000 
•360,000 

290,000 
11,000,000 

250,000 

30,000 
130,000 

1300,000 
1400,000 

10,000 
1400,000 

100,000 

Alcllmor•Tippo end Oppossum lily- (tributlrlN) ... __ __ _______ ___ •850, 000 
All work except Ascalmor•Tippo 1nd ~m Bayous_______ ___ __ __ 2, 980, 000 

13e0,000 
300,000 

1500,000 
600,000 

StreambMk erosion control evaluation and tfeillowstratloil................. •1,000, 000 Bl& Suntlowlr River (lndudina Steele Beyvu) __________________________ -- _____________ _ 
Y-blckwltlr: All ~t Muddy Bayou CGntrol structun _____ __ __ ___ ______________ _ 

Muddy Btyou, CGntrol structun (Yuoo biCkw*>-------------------

s~~-:~~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Welt ~tributaries, Kllltucky. ------------------- -- ---------- -------EIIttm Rlpidls •d SGIIIII C..tnl Avoytlles Perishes, La ____________________ _ 
Bushley Bayou, La. (I'IIIR !) ______________ _______________ __________ ___ ___ _ 

Minllllppl River East S.k, Vlcksbure-Yuoo Ar'!z Miss. (I'll- I) __________ _ 
Missllllppl Ri-, hst S.k, Nlldlez Artl, Miss. (rnase i). ·----------------­
Greanville Harbor, Min. (I'll- 1>------------------------------------------

Subtotll, construction and~--·····-········--···-······ .. ·······-

I 5, 420, 000 I 2, 000, 000 
1, 380,000 --------------90, 000 50, 000 

300, 000 I 60, 000 
I 20, 000, 000 I 5, 000, 000 

I 900, 000 I 500, GOG 
35, 000 I 200, Gill 

• 340,000 --------------
11 150, 000 .. 150, OliO 

I 100, 000 I 50; 011 
I 100, 000 I 50, 000 
• 200, 000 1100, 000 

118, 700, 000 43, 400, 1100 

3. Mil I 1 ........................ -----··•---••·-.•···---·· --•· .... -· 145, 600,000 116,000,000 

Tllll_iiiefiiii""''"'"............................................... 166,430,000 59, 925,000 
l1ldlcllll fw IIVIIIIIIIld IIIPPIIL---·-----------···----········ .. ·•-·· -6,480,000 -950, 000 

.f ...... ~~~---······-· ..... -------· ... ~···--·---------.,.···.!#----·-···· 160,000,000 59,000, 000 

•I-ll badcet I Uabudaelld I Plannln&. 

Nonconna.h Creek, .Mississippi.-The Corps has taken too long__to 
complete the study on the Nonconnah Creek ftood control project. The 
needed ftood control and other benefits which could be derived from 
this project are vita.L The Corps should complete the work on this 
study and forward their recommendations to the Congress at the 
earliest possible time. 

Operat-um and Maintenance.-The Committee has recommended an 
additional $1,800,000 in fiscal year 1976 and an additional $700,000 in 
the transition quarter to be applied to needed maintenance for Lower 
Red River, Louisiana; Boeuf and Tensas River; Arkabutla Lake, 
Enid Lake, Grenada· Lake and Sardis Lake, Mississippi. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL 

!:::!~:;:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::: 
c-,artson: 

==:o.:;~~~7&::::::::::::=:::::::=:=:::::::::::::::::: ::::: ::::: 

Reaalar fiscal 
year 

~1: ~66: ggg -----i~·-;a 
576, 073, 000 153; 11&; 000 

+81,496, 000 ---------·~·---­+28, 373,000 +16, ~ 11,000 



54 

Increased funds for projects in the operation and maintenance cate­
gory are shown in the following table: 

J, J., II'~ . '"';;1 ¥ 

GlWf;-_~~~~::. Dl:~c:r-~•-· F11.,111d •-------------------------- '::~; ~ 
Ptrd}~:S~:C,.n A1~irtir~~===: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 177, 000 
W11ter F. Geora~ lock and diiii,-Aii6imi"inciili0r1-r;·---------------- 1 8

44
2• 000 

Tr•nsitlon uarter. ----------------- • 3 • 000 
McCitllan-. Kerr 1rkensaiiiivtr niviiiiion -,ystem:Arkwa iniioliiallci.iia_ 14, ~~ ~ 
OvJ:!~~~~~[;e;.---;------------- ------------------"------ a. 377,000 

T sitlon , A k. end Lt------------------------------ 1, 807,000 
cr..= city H~~=r·ci·i;----------- - -- - --------------- 861~ 000 

:::g !t:~~;:\~:\,::E:: ::::::~:: ::m~::::::::::~~ill: 
Mou llndin H~rllor C81i;·--------------------------------------- 150,000 

==~~;~~'-!i:i'i:'i-!~~:-!!:.!--i:::!!_i_:--~i~:~~~::~;~: 
n T~!~i~n Je~r . . 1~11 model structure, Clllf___ __ ____ ___ ____ ____ 165,000 

Slntl Cruz H1r:c,r Calif- - -- --- ------------------------ -- ------- -- 50,000 
Transition uirter --~::::· ------------------------------------- 298,000 

Jolin Martin Ra:.rvolr C 1 • ---------------------------- ---------- 0 
..... ~l!.~~on .. ~~---oh- ~-~~--~~~~~~~~~~~~~----~~~--~--~------~~~~~~~--~~~ 1~.= 
""-T'"""'ntin"''"'...,.'ooc ee and Rent Rivers, A•-------------------- 2,160 000 
11111111~f"Jar~~or q~:rt•r~------ -----------------------.-------------- 515: ooo 

Transition' ua::~~:---- - - ---------------·-·-·--------··------ Z, 050,000 
Mll8bslppt RtV:r lllt-.i · riliuouri-Riviiiiicn~inniiiiOiis--,ic -r.iinn:- 600. 000 

Wllr.:-:,:wa =River study) _____ ·-·-·-· ·· ______ : __ .: ____ _ ~------ ----- ----

=~rr~~~~;~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~= =~=- - ----~:;:8-
Atchaf:.~~~ ~~~v~:.·=iin-ciiy- iO ·cuiicifiiiik:O-·Li_· ------· · ·-· ·-::-: 1 1

1!7
5; 000

000 
T ·r rt • ------ ----------- , • , 

Bayour:::C~~ :::.r~r-L.i:: ·:----------------------------- ·------ 400,000 
Transition uarter_: ____ -_ ---------------------- ---··--------- 162,000 

Bayou Teche an~ Vermilion Ri" ;.-·ca·-----------------------------· 50,000 
T "ti rt vt • ---------------- --- - - ' ----·--·- 205,000 

Gulll~::'~o:,,c;_ ;J':-i:i:·----------------------------·-·-------- 65,000 
Tr itl rt ' -------·-------------------------------- 5,390,000 

Houma'~!vi0=ti~~· c:~ii"i.i~:::: :::-------------------· ------------ 1, 500,000 
T sltil rll ' --------···--·-·------------ ---- 474,000 

Mer r~ :QUill'--------------------------------------------- 400 1100 
~- rti ver, rti ---------- -----------·-··-------------------- 447:000 

Miu~~':.vW~:r~·s.t~iiio-uii io ·tici.iiiir;·.:a.::::::::: ::::::::::::::: 14, J~: :l 
N•ntk::scRrn qu~~er ______ -. --· ·-· -- ·-· ----·-· · . ... · ·-- . . · -· · --- - 2, 950, ooo 

T '·u!er, rtif----------- ------··-·-------------·-··· --- ·-- 0 
Saain::'A\ver, r~. dikecidis-osal .. r ------· ··--·-·---·-· ··--·----- 25• 000 Tr1nsition uarttr__ P P oject __ ____ __________ _________ __ ___ ___ _____ _ _ 

East Fork-Tom~i bet Riwr-Miss·-----------------·-·--··---·-···------·····-----
Transltion ~arter • .......... , .... : .. ·;,;;·;-•-•-· .. --................. ,. ...... ~ ............... .. 

Black River, Mo~ ___ __ :_---- ·-----------·-·--·- ···-··-· -··· -···--·· 
Newark Bay, Hackensack -ind-PassiiC"fiiviri--ri ·J- · -·- · ·------· -·--- · ·---· ·1-2. oo· · · ooo· ·--T ·r , · ----------------- ---- , . 
Butt ran11~ c'ohn qua1rter __ ---------------------------------- __ __ ___ . 20, 000 

erm . . annes, N.Y •.•...••.•.... ··---- ·--·- . ..• 549,000 
c Tv~nsctc~ qu~rte~y -··-··-----~····-•: ...... : •••• 1t...~:.t- 0 
apeTr!:S1t~on :~~~er · ·~······-.......... .c. ... -. _ ____ ..;_~--··-·-·•··--···'-···-

Ashtabula Harbor (diked-ciis" oiii) ·a hi-.-.-.--.---------------------.---.-.:.--.. -
Transition uarter . .• ~ __ ' 0

------------ ------- ----------------- ·------
Cievtland Har~r (diked diijOiii)"c)bj"""·-~·----------------------·-------------
Fair,!~nJ~t:::r q<~~~~J -ci~ir _: ____ ~: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3, !1111,, Transition uarter ,.,.,.. ), Ohio ... ____ _____ ___ ___ ___ _______ ___ _________ ____ _ 
Huron Harbor (3iktd dis- ·- ·;)-·ali~ -- -- - -- - ·- ·· ·--- - -- ----- -· ··· ---- - --· · ---------T "ti rt pQSI • 10 • • •• ___ ____ __ ____ ____ ___ _________ 1,480,000 
Lorai:~~s:b:rn<~r:ec~'~il- iii--oil;··-· ------ --------------·-·-·-··- 0 

Transition quarter. ~---~~::::::::::::::: :::::: ;: ::::::::::::::::::::::: 

.U...: 

'~ ...... ~, ,IIICI'IIIt 
' ... ' 

$1, 56%, 1100 +$6%1, 000 
391,1100 +1~000 
200, 000 +2t 000 
60, 000 +16, 1100 

2, 419, 000 +657, 000 
718, 000 +3U, 000 

16, 728, 000 +2, 000, 000 
3, 800, 000 +4%3, 1100 
2, 885, 000 + 1, 018, 000 

961,000 --------------450, 000 +450, 000 
0 --------------140,000 +140, 000 
0 -·---------·--847; 000 +to. 000 

150,000 --------------
150, 000 . i150, 000 
500, 000 500, 000 
Z%5,000 Z%5,000 

0 ---···--------5%0, 1108 +500, 001 
20, 000 +20. 000 

250, 000 +15, 000 
50,000 -------·-··--· 320, 000 +22, 000 
50,000 +SO, 000 

571, 000 +75, 000 
168, 000 +46, 000 

1, 173, 000 +I, 013,000 
I, 048, 000 +534, 000 
3, ooo; 000 +950, 000 

830, 000 +230, 000 

775,000 +775, 000 
100,000 +100, 000 
150; 000 +100, 000 
50, 000 +50, 000 

898, 000 +•. 000 
200, 000 +». 000 

2, 500, 000 +I, 365, 000 
800, 000 +400. 000 
270,1100 +181,000 

4~~: ~ -----+iZi:a 
65,000 --------------7, 500, 000 +Z, 110, 001 

1, 500, 000 --------------1, 000, 000 +528, 000 

:~: ~ ------+ti;ooo 
150,000 --------------17, 000, 000 +2. 243, 000 

4, 800,000 +I, 850, 000 
100,000 +100, 000 
100.000 +75, 000 

4, 100,000 +4, 100, 000 
3, 000, 000 +3, 000, 000 

200, 000 +ZOO, 000 
0 0 

400,000 +400,000 
1, 600, 1100 +400, 000 

20, 000 --------------600, 000 +51, 000 
0 --------------4,000 +4,000 

6, 000 +6. 000 
75, 000 + 75, 000 

1, 200, 000 +1, 200,000 
3, 500,000 --------- -----
3, 500, 000 +3. 500, 000 

200, 000 +200, 000 
1, 800, 000 + 1, 800, 000 
2, 500,000 +1, 020,000 

200, 000 +200, 000 
200, 000 +200, 000 

l, 000, 000 + 1, 000, 000 
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Allowlnct: 
1176 end 
trlntillorl 

quarter Increase 

Port Clinton Hlrbar (diked disposll), Oh o___ _ _ ----------· ··-----------··---- $30,000 +$30,000 

Brok~~:~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::·-·--i~M:=- ~= +.Sf: Pine Creek Lake, Okla _______ :___________________________ __________ 356,000 437,000 :lft:t: 
Transition quarter ____________ ·-------------------------· ----·- 89, 000 127,000 +31. 000 

Columbia and Lower Willamette Rivers btlowVanc:ouver, Or•l--------- 4, 290, 000 4,500,000 +210,000 

ctwl~:~~o,nr,:~~~t-::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: :: ~ ~: m: := ---+Z:iiiii."Oiii 
Tr1nsltion quarter •• --------------------------------------·---- 724, 000 724, 000 --------·-----

Dale Hollow lake, Ky. 1nd Tenn.~----- ----------------------------- 1, 299,000 1, 815,000 +516, 000 
Transition qu1rt1r --------------------------------------------- 325,000 390,000 +65, 000 

Slblne-Nec:IMI Wattrw1y, Tex ••.• ---------------------------------- 2, 127,000 3, 500,000 +1, 373,000 

=tii~~~~~~iii~~~~~i~~m~~m~~~~~~mm~mm L~~~ 1·~~~ ;:~~~ 
Wrlaht Patman W:m 8IICII Lake, 1•---------------------------------- 721,000 1, 900,000 + 1, 179,000 

~:~~i~~~Ef~~~JJ.~JJ.~-~~-~-~}}_~-~-~-~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~m~~~ ~.I. I :: li ~~~~~;; 
Chief Joseph Dam-Rufus Woods Like, Wash-------------------- ------ 1, 998,000 2,000, 000 +t.• 

Transition quarter-- ----------------·-----------------·-------- 600, 000 600, 000 --------------
Gray's Harbor and Chtllalis River, Wash----------· --·--------------- 4, 524,000 4, 700,000 +176,1100 Transition quarter ______ ___ ___________________ ___________ ··--·- 550,000 550,000 --------------
Lake Washinaton Ship Canal, Wash------- --------------------------- 1, 520,000 1, 600,000 .....,1100 
Otht~~~~:~~:~:=:~:::::::::~::::::::::::::::::;::::::::=::::~~~=~~:::::~:.=~---=~=:= 

filc:ll,.. lt7&iiiiiii'_________________________________ 80, 429, 000 109,402, 000 +28, 373,000 
~ c -~~·-·· .. ·-·--·-·--~---------..-- 19, 140,000 35,456,000 +16, 216,000 

HoPPER DREDGES 

The Committee has received extensive testimony concemin~ the 
essential d~ng requirements throughout the country. Cntical 
shoaling problems have occurred in most of the major ports. It is the 
Committee's view that additional hopper class dredge capability must 
l>e developed by both the private sector and the Corps of Engineers. 
The priv-ate sector is encouraged to proceed with as many new hopper 
dredges as possible. 

Th.e testimony received indicates that the private sector has plans 
to build three hopper class dredges within the foreseeable future. 
Since these dredges take a long period to build and cost in excess of 
$20,000,000 each, the Committee is not convinced th~ there will be 
sufficient hoJ?per class dredge capability to meet the urgent needs that 
currently exist. 

Therefore, in addition to the rehabilitation and modification of 
existing dredges proposed in the budget, within available funds, the 
Corps is directed to proceed with the construction of one hopper 
dredge to replace the dredge McKenzie which was sunk last year. 
In addition, the Corps should proceed with a review of its require­
ments and the designs necessary for additional hopper class dredges 
needed to complement the capability available in the private sector to 
meet urgent dredging requirements of this class dredge. 

The Committee's action is in no way to be construed to diminish 
contract dredging work which should be accomplished to the maxi­
mum extent possible compatible with competent and efficient capability 
by the private sector in ~e public interest. 
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FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EHEBGENCIEB 

Tr1nlitloll ..... 
t:::t~l~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ·~!! -----,~= 
Colnparlson: 

=:r=rnmit!~~~76~:: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: :::::::: ... :':~ ~ ~-:::::::::::::::: . ' 
, '~ II .. 

This appropriation item is required to finance flood emergency prep­
aration, flood fightin~ and rescue operations, and repair of flood con­
trol and Federal hurncane and shore protection works. 

GENERAL EXPENSES 

. . 
En:,!::~r::::::::::::::::: ::::::::: : :::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Colli..-: 

=r:l:..!~7&~::::::~:::: ~::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: 

Reaalar tisc.t 
yur 

' t t ~ 

I 

TI'IUitloll 
querter 

~=:: ·····iie;i75;0ii6 
42, 500, 000 10, 6&0, GOO 

+~=:: ----·---~25,--
, 1o 

This appropriation finances the expenses of the Office, Chief of 
Engineers, the division offices, the River and Harbor Board1 and cer­
tain research and statistical functions of the Corps of Engmeers. 

SPECIAL RECREATION USE FEES 

} , lf . . 

e::=:~:r~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Comparison: 

Q:=r::l::'it!~~~n: ::::: :.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Reautar lilcal 
year 

Trlftlltlon 
quarter 

$700, 000 .................. . 
1, 900, 000 .. ~ ,.~ ---·----·---1, ~. 000 •••••••••••••••• 

+500, 000 •••••••••••••••• -700, 000 ,_ ••••••••••••• 

This appropriation will allow the Corps of Engineers to use rec­
reation fees collected for authorized recreationjurposes, including fee 
collection, recreation facility development an items essential to the 
health and safety of the using ~blic as authorized by law. Testimony 
presented to the Committee d1d not justify the substantial increase 
requested. · 

REvoLVING FUND 

Limitation on capital.-The Committee recommends a total limita­
tion of $248,000,000 for 1976 and $254,000,000 in the transition quarter 
on the total capital of the :n,volving fund. These are the same amounts 
included in the budget request. 
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The Committee urges the Corps to proceed with the renovation and 
improvement of the facilities associated with the model testing, public 
nse facilities and the shelter housing the model of the San Francisco 
Bay and Delta. This facility, in its present state, is no longer economi­
cal to maintain and does not meet current needs. 

TITLE III-DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAu OF REcLA.xAnoN 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

Reaular fiscal 
yur 

Transltlotl 
quartll 

$19, 427, 000 ----- . •••••••••• 20, 485, 000 $6. 6110, GOO 
20, 892, 000 6, 794, 000 

+ 1, 465, 000 •••••••••••••••• 
+407, 000 • tiM. GOO 

Funds provided under this heading are allocated to surveys and 
activities as follows: 

Type of proJect I 
; . . ~r 

Caflfornia: 
Central Valley: 

Delta support studies . . ••.. _ ••.•.•••..•• _ .. •• .. •••. . _ •• Sp. lnv. 
East Side division, Mid-Valley CanaL . ..••..••••.•••..•• Fell.-1, M&l 
Total water manapment study ••••...• . ••..••••••••••. • Sp. lnv. 

EneriY r-rch and development(gaothermal) •••••••.••• . ••••. ••• . ••••. •. . •... 
Geothermal resources investiplions ... •... . .. . . .... .••...• . •..••.. _ ••. __ . •• . __ 
KI.....U., Butte Valley division (s" Oreron). 
lahontan BHin to1111 water manacement study <- Nevada). 
lake-Yolo Counties study •• ..•. . •...••.. .•....... ..•••.•••• Appr.- 1 
Mendoci110 County study ... . . .. •..••••. ..•••••••••••••••••• Appr.-1, M&l 
Napa County study .• . . ...•. ..••......••.•••. . •.••••••••••• Appr.- 1, M&l 
Sacramenta River drain ace and -pace utilization ••• . ••. ••••. Appr.-1 
San Joaquin Vlllev clninace ••••.••. .••..••...•... . . •. . •. •. . Appr.-1 
Solano County water •••••••••..••. ..••.... .... .....•...•••• Fus.- 1, M&l 
Suisun Marsll manacement study •••••. . .••... ••.. . ••.•.•••• Appr. 
Ventura County Wltlr maNCement.. . . .•.••. ..••. ••••••••••• FeiS.-1, M&l 

House allowance 

Fiscal year 
1976 

Transition 
qurtlr 

$475, 000 $124, 000 
'75, 000 ········ ···-·· 
275, 000 86, GOO 
550, 000 140, GOO 

I, 150, 000 4111, GOO 

50, 000 13, 000 
50,000 13,000 
50,000 13, 000 

150, 000 I 50, 000 
50,000 50, 000 

100,000 50,000 
50,000 13, 000 

17!1, 000 17, 000 

Tot.!, C •• 'lz ........ ~ .. ·····----····--··----------- -----·---·--·===~==~~= 3, 104,000 1, 059, 000 

Colorado: 
CRSP power PllkincC!!piCity • •• •.••••••••••••••••••••••••. Feas.-P 
Dominauez Reservoir • •••. . . •.•.. •••...•• •. .•••..•••••••••. Fus.·M&I, P 
EneriY r-ch ud development(pump storage) •••••••• ••••. . ••••••••••••. •••• 
Front Range unit (lonl's Peak division, P-SMBP) .•.••.•.••.•• f-.-Mil 
Unca.,...are Improvement. . • • • • . . . . . • . • . • • • • . . • • • • • • • • • . • fee .. -1 
Upper Colorado r-study • •••••••.••••.•••••••••••.••• F-.-1, 1111 
Wiler resources planning end engineering r~--··· •••••••• · ···· · · -···•·· ·· 

Total, ............................................... ........ •••••••• 

ldlllo: 
Mlalclokl. Nortll Side pemplna dlvllloa .-.... .... ... . . .... Fus.·l 
SoldlnNst ,._ ... •••ce-t study ................... Sp. lnv. 
Upper Snlke Rlww"WIIilr -..-ttllldy .... ............. Sp. IRY. 

Tat.!, ............................ ···· ·································· 
"-: 

Clalblkll •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Feu.·M&I 
--~- .... , ...... _~------~"·-----.. Appr. 

Total, Klua .. . . ... . . ..... ..... .................... .......... ........... . 

See footnotes at end of table p. 59. 

60, 000 10, 000 
' 150, 000 ' 36, 000 

250, 000 10, 000 
29,000 --- -·-······ ·· 

' 140, 000 ' 50 GOO 
' 250, 000 ~~~ GOO 

2, 647, 000 615, 000 

3, 526, 000 966, OQO 

17~= ........ ii,.ilii 
119, ooo " ·a 
369, 000 185, 000 

t:&= ·········~oi 
205, 000 30, 000 
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Nama and location of study Type of project 1 

Monllna: 
BUIIap water supply unlt(P-SMBP) •••••••••••••••••••••••• FNS.-M&I 
Eateia Montana basins •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Appr. 
TaCit water mana..-t sflldy (P-sMBP) <-Soulb Dakota). 

House allowance 

Fiscal year 
1976 

Traasitioa 
quarter 

$15,000 --------------
64,000 --------------

Total, ................................................................ ==79..;'=000=·=-·=-·=··=-·=-·=··=· 

Nebraska: 
HIPtaad unit (Elkhorn division, P-sMBP) ••••••••••••••••••• Faas.-1 20,000 $30, 000 

Nawada: 
ltllonlln Buln total water manarement sflldy •••••••••••••••• Sp. lnv. 50,000 30,000 

NewMtxtco: 
~ant 8llttt ...... --ftrt QlliiMaa ••••••••••••••••••••• Sp. lnY. 
Gallup............................................... .... Faas.-M& I 
Raton w.W tapply .......................... .............. Appr., M&l 
Tucumcart •• - ........................................... Faas. 

328,000 1~:= 150,000 
•40,000 110,000 
•42, 000 

''· 000 
Total, New ..... ••··········-···.,.·-························•········==~======'== 560,000 240,000 

N orlh Dakoll: 
APP!e Creek unit, N11!1b Dakoll pumplnl division (P-SMBP) •• _ Fus.-M&I, I 
Glmson diYerslon unit, M&l heiiltlts CP-sMBP) .............. Feas.-M&I 
Totalwat8riMIIapment study (P-$M8P) (IH South Dakota). 

I 150,000 140,000 
22,000 20,000 

Total, Nortll Dakota • 112,000 60,000 

Oklahoma: 
Clclla Crelllr ............................................. Fau.-M&I 
Criner Hila. ............................................. Appr.-M&I, I 
McGH Creek..~·-···········-···•······•·············-- Feu.-M&I 
Oldahomatlltrlhar plan •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Appr. 

70, 000 20, 000 
60, 000 10, 000 

150, 000 50, 000 
100, 000 ··--·······-·· 

Total, Ollllboma....................................... ................... 380, 000 80,000 
========== Oregon: 

Klamath, Butte Valley division .............................. Flls.-1, M&l 
Rogue River Basin1 Grants Pass division ...................... Feas.-1, M&l 
Tualatin, second pnase .................................... Feu.-1, M&l 
Umatilla Basin ......................... . . ................. FNS.-1, M&l 
Walla Walla reformulation <- Washington). 
Willamette River ................. ......................... Fau.-1, M&l 

75, 000 32, 000 
225, 000 25, 000 

~: = ······-----45,000 28,000 

Total,~-~-~-..... - ................................. ------·············--·"'·-·· ... -·-·· 468,000 105,000 
====== Sautll Dakota: 

Oalte unit, Mil water flcllltles (hmu division, P-sMBP) ...••• Ftal.· M&l 
ToiJI wat8r Wlllll&amant study, Missouri Ri- upstream of Sp. lnv. 

Gavin's l'allt (P-sMBP). 

Total, South .otl ......... _.;.~.·--···--···············--~---·······i! 
55,000 

265,000 
35,000 
80,000 

320,000 115,000 
Ta.: ========= 

Eflphlnt Butte Reservoir-Fort~ (at flew Malllce): 
~e Marwdltll salilllty ltll4y •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Appr. 
aaa bulns •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.... Feas.-1, M&l 

100,000 25,000 
290,000 75,000 

Toll!, Taaa... ••••• • ............. , ....................................... . 390,000 100,000 

Utah: 

e.~,=:~(=-~~--------------· Fns.-1, M&l, P 

Wahlllloa: 
Chltf Joseph Dam, Colville Indian Reservation and adjacent Appr.-1, M&l 

areas. 
Columbia Bnin, Grand Coulee Dam third powerplantaxtt~~~loll. f-..p 
Walla Walla reformulation .. .... .... . ....................... F-.-M&I, I 
Yakima, Yakima Indian Reservation . ......•••.........••••• ~-
Yakima, Bumping Lake enlargement, reformulation ___________ F-.-1 
Yakima Vall~y water mana1ement study ..•....•.•••••. ... ••• Sp.lnv. 

====== 
509,000 125,000 

100, 000 10, 000 

121, 000 49, 000 
58,000 ·--·-·····--·· 
40,000 --------------125, 000 25, 000 

150, 000 10, 000 

Total, ~ ................... - ................................................................. J ................. _ ....... .. 594,000 164,000 
====== 

W)'vm~ 

==-~~~~:::::::::::::::: f::::.~~· .. ,•. p 28,1100 ···-·········· 130,1100 40,000 

Totll water ~• .... •ant ltU4y (P..SIIBP) (-South Dakoll). 
Up/: Snake Rivar nt1r ........ alllltldy (- Idaho). 

lbl. .,..... ............................... ····-----.--····-···········==158,==000===40~, 000= 
S.. footnota It end of tabla p. 51. 
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Typa of 'rojtct t 

Various states: 
Colol'ado Ri- nt1r qalb ._nMIIIInt ,...._ ........... F-. 
Fi111alld Wikli .. c-dillllllll Aalltldlas .................................... . 
Glntralltlli-u.cand .._..: 

AtmosPhtrlc wat8r resources manapmetlt .....-........................ . 
Ge.fal planniq studies ... .... . ............ .... . ·····----···---·-.·· ·---
Spacial investiptlons: 

Environmenlll and interagency coordination ....................... .. 
Minor work In connection with COIIIPIItad Pl'lllll 11-

vastiptions •••. __ .. ___ •••.. _____ . .•.• _ ••..... .. _ . . _ ••••..•• _. ___ • 
lnvasti11lions ofexlstinl projects ........................ _ ••••. ______ _ 

~:=;et-iiiiritifiid:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::: 
Wmern aneriY a11111111on study __________________ ____ .••••• Appr.-P 

Totll, warillls...._ .......... , .. ~ ..•... -................... -........ . 
Cl-ified pay ral11 (E.O.Illll)• ................................................ . 
Distributive c:llai'JIIS for ..- flcllltlel, uallquldaled obiiDt10111, *--............. . 
General reduct!• due tii•PPIII. llvilll, aad carryover ba~---•·--············· 

~----····-·--·-··························-····--········ 

Fiscal year 
1976 

$1,875,000 
530,000 

4,649,000 
200,000 

I, 376,000 

1877,000 
379,000 
35,000 
36,000 

215,000 

Transition 
quarter 

$640,000 
178,000 

1,632,000 
70,000 

409,000 

smooo 
It:! 
~= 

10,172,000 3,8,000 

444, 000 115, 000 
-118,1100 -It, 000 
-510, 000 ............. . 

20, 892, 1100 6, 794, 000 

• Eaplanation of symbols used under type of project: Appr.-Appraisal; F-.-Faalblllty; Sp. lnv.-5peclal invastip-
tians; 1-lrrlption; P-Power; M&I-Municipal and industrial water. · 

• This amount is remainder of claasllled pay raise not distributed to individual line items. Total classified pay ral11 
-nted to $620 1100. The difference of $176,000 has bean distributed with $49,000 to atmospheric water resources manap· 
IMIIt pr~ram, $97,000 to water resources planninl and enginHring research proanm, and $30,000 to Fish and Wildlife 
Coord1nll1011 Act studies. 

• Unbudpted. 
• lnc:r- in budget 
•lnc:raua in budpt lor Cosumnes River divbloR. 

CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION 

=:t:'a.!.~m::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
a-.-ded,l976 .......................... .............................. . 
c:a.,arts.: 

=.!~m::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Tr-'llon 
quarter 

$244,123,000 ··---·----------
298, 681, 000 $111, ~ 000 
323, 268, 000 t7 ,114, 000 

+79,145, 000 ········------·· 
+24, 587, 000 +6,134, 000 

Funds provided under this heading are allocated to projects and 
activities as follows: 



State and project 

Budget estimate fiscal year 1976 

Construction Pluniac 
Transition 

11-ua.rter 

HouseaUowlliCe 

Fiscal year 1976 
Transition .......... 

Arizona: 
Calif:~~~ Northwest-Pacific Southwest llltlltlt----------·····-···..,. . .:,..; •• ___-:_.,._ .. $2,153, 000 ···-············ $320,000 $2, 153,000 ····-·----·----- $320,000 

Central Valley project: 
~t~:'~i~~ver ....._._···•·-·-········--··...,.··-.L-~ . .t; •••••• _...... 15,000,000 •••••••••••••••• 4, 921,000 15,000,000 •••••••••••••••• 4, 921,000 

~e:~:;:~~~:ibution and drainage IJIIIm ••••••• ..,.."'........................ 15, ~;:::: :::::::::::::::: 4, ;ns. 000 19,:: g: ::::::::::::::::: 5, 450, 000 

AU other San lulSunit-hCllliies::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 14,047,000 •••••••••••••••• 1, 4:~:: 14,047,000 •••.•....•••••.• 1, m:: 
Subtotll, San Luis .... : ..................... ':' •••• -.; •••• ~-·--·-.!.. •. --::-:::::-:::--------=------....;_...;._ _____ _..:.._:__ 

30,000,000 ········-------- 7, 350,000 33,893,000 -------······--- 7, 895, 000 
Auburn-FaiiOift Soutll unit: 

Auburn am facilities (includes Aubum D,. and ~r) 
Fal110111 South- facllities(illdudes F-. s.at11 C. ·····--·-------····· 
Foresthill Divide ••(includesSupr Pia.,..._ .. .:?nr-----·-----·-·----· Other fecllllies ..... r) .•••••••••••••••• --.. ---------.................. ------------------------------....... -............ -

26,735,000 ---------------- 8, 985,000 29, 210, 000 ···········----- 11,050,000 
393005,000 •••••••••••••••• 54, 000 395, 000 ------·-······ 54,000 
•s', ooo000 -.-.·-·.·.·.-•• ·.·.·_··.·.·.·. 75, ooo 5oo, ooo .•. .••.••••••••• 75, ooo 

•••••••••••••• 45, 000 ·---·····················-----· 
Subtotal, Auburn-Folsom South lllt.. •••• ·-··~····--~•••··•······••···---;2::7~, 4::7:-5,-:000:::--.-•• -.-•• -.-.• -.-•• -.-.-•• ---:9:--, :-:11~4-, 000=--:-30:-, -150---, 000--_-'_:.._ ----•• -.-.-•• -.-•• -.-. --:-11:-,-179---, 000...,_ 

:!.~ PlO&nllll ................................ ~ ... ~.............. 10. 360, ooo ................ a. 100,000 •11. 310.000 -·-···---------- ·a. 350,000 
-·-····--·-···-········----- ------.----··-·······---·---··-- 9, 000, 000 ---------------- 3, 260,000 9, 000,000 ------·----·-·-- 3, 260,000 

Total, Central Valley ll'lllllat.--···-············--~---~·-•·-t·····•·-t···•-----,-,=1-, 83~5-, ooo=-_-__ -_-_-_ .-.-..... -__ -_-_---27...:.,-,4-~.:._ooo ___ 99..:.....353__.;,_ooo_.:.:..:;.:.:..:;..:.:..:..:.:..:..:.:..::.::... __ 30..:.....60_5...:....ooo_ 
~~~~~~~~Artu.L~ ==~·==_~s~~~~~~~~~J~~~~~~~==~t~~·~- ~-~--~--~-~-·~--~-~--~--~-==~~·~~·~ 

~~lllllecl. . Siii.Uil v..., a.id ................................................ - ........... ____________ ,._______ 32,311.- ........... " . .., ...... _.,.. .... 31.eot,D ............................. .. 
1411111: ---------·---------·----·-------------------------··--·--·---------................ .., ... _.;:. .................. --..... - .......... ~................... $75, CJIOO 

10,900,000 
50,000 

Teton Basin project, l-Ttlon dwlllll -
Uppe! Snake River project, Silmon Fill ._---··•··-·············""············· 15, 217,-. •••••••••••••••• 2, 100,000 15,217,000 •••••••••••••••• 2, 100,000 

150,000 New Mex1co: ····-··················-···---···············-·····- $500,000 150, 000 ••.••••••••••••• 500,000 

Neva~~a:ntley project. •••. ··••••·••· ··- ·••• • - · ••• ·•••• •·•• ·••••• · -- · --- -----· .••. --- 1, 000.000 •••••••••••••••• 1, 700, 000 I, 000, 000 ••••••••••••••.• 
Pacific Northwest·PICific Selllllwlll......_ ~ ~ • 

Okla~o0umt~• .. rn Nevada water llllllect.. ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ..._ ........ __ _: ~ ""!o··'···-·····~---····. 
a ~.,. _ _ - 1, 000,000 ·•·-··•·•••••••••••••••••••••• 

Oriiii!Mo •• untain Park project ••..•••.•..••••••••. •••..•••..••. . ••. ----- ••• . . . ____ ••. . ___ _ 8, 460, 000 •••••••••••••••• 
2,300, 000 8,460, 000 -·-·--···-------

@ollie Rlvw ..... Jllllltct. lhrlitl cn.w. 
Tualltin pfljecl ••••••••••••••••••••••• :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~~::~:::····-$-'i,-55ci,·cici0· ........ $80 ••• ·.ooo ____ -·······--·-··················· 80,000 ·······z.-·iiii·ciciO 

$2,100,000 7, 550,000 ----····-------· -

1, 700,000 

I, 000, 000 •••••••••••••••• 

2,300,000 

~: -
Palmetto Bend P"ltecl.............................................................. 12,296,000 •••••••••••••••• 3, 914,000 

Washlnaton: 
Chfef Josegh Dam project, Manson .-......................... ..................... . 930, 000 •••••••••••••••• 85, 000 930, 000 •••••••••••••••• 15, 000 

Colu~~~~~::~~~rJ~:~:- ·-- ------··-- ----- -------··---------·-·-··············--·-· 15, 428, ooo •••••••••••••••• 4,876, ooo , •a. 100, ooo •••••••••••••••• •5, 350, ooo 
Third powerplant....... ...... ......................... .... ...... ......... .... . 57,000,000 •••••••••••••••• 13,500,000 66,000,000 •••••••••••••••• 13,500,000 

3,194, 000 12, 296, 000 •••••••••••••••• 

------~------------------------------------------Total, Columbia Buln pro)tct. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~......... 72,428,000 •••••••••••••••• 18,376,000 84,700,000 •••••••••••••••• 18,150,000 
======----~~-===~~====------~~====~~ WaHa Walla project, Touchet ............... -..................................................... 100, OliO 150, OliO •••••••••••••••• 200,000 175, CillO 

Various: 

Drli~,r.A:.:'::':~a:l'¥=~ 8~fit~:~~-------------·········-···----·-----·-····· 5, ooo ············---- 1,000 5, ooo •••••••••••••••• 1, ooo 
Boise project, Payette division, Idaho.......... . . ................................ 680, 000 •••••••••••••••• 150, 000 610,000 •••••••••••••••• 150,000 
Belle Fouidlt project, s.at11 Dakota............................................. 250,000 •••••••••••••••• 650,000 250,000 •••••••••••••••• 650,000 
Chief Joseplt Dam project, Whitastant Couln unit...................... ........... 123,000 ................................ 123,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••• iidii 
~~~~r~:Le:M~c;~;:::::::::::::.-.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~:= :::::::::::::::: &:: m:=: :::::::::::::::: •-
Klamath project, OreiiQII-CIIifomia.................. ........... ................. 1, 65f. 000 •••••••••••••••• 81t;.OIIO 1, 658,000 •••••••••••••••• .,. 
Lower Rio Grande project, Mercedes division, Tuas............................... 245,000 •••••••••••••••• 1$; OliO 245,000 •••••••••••••••• • 
Miscellaneous engineerina services, Colorado....................... . ...... ....... 10,000 •••••••••••••••• s; 000 10,000 •••••••••••••••• 
Palisades project, Idaho .•••.•••.•.••••••••••••••• ____ ----------_ ••••••• -------- 65, 000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 65, 000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Parker-Davis project, Arizona-Califoolla-Nevade. . . ...... .................... ..... 2, 128,000 •••••••••••••••• as,110 2,128, 000 ----·-··-···· •·• 
Rathdrum Prairie project, East Grnnecres unit, ldallo----------- -------------·-··· 418,000 ---------···················--· 418,000 ·······················-·a·· Recreation facilities at elislinc rnarvolrs, various lbta........................... 362, 000 •••••••••••••••• II, liDO 362,000 •••••••••••••••• W!t 
San Anaelo project, Texas.... ........................................... . ...... 20,000 •••••••••••••••• 5;0110 _ 20,000 •••••••••••••••• --~-
Ventura River project, Lake Casltu Rnervoir, Calif. ........... ............. .... ................... . . . ............ .......... ....... 1,500, 000 •••••••••••••••• 81,CI8t 
Washita Basin project, Oklahoma................................................ 35,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 35,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Washoe project, Nevada-California............... . ...... ......................... 825,000 •••••••••••••••• llli• 825, 000 •••••••••••••••• Ui, 110 
Weber Basin project, Utah.................... .... ..... . . ....................... 38,000 . •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.• 38,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Total, drainaae and minor COIIIInlcllon ••••••••••••••••• ~---·············-···· 7, 365, 000 •••••••••••••••• 2, 598,000 I, 865,000 •••••••••••••••• 2, 973,000 
Rellabilitltiollud betterment of 11111111 P"I!ICta: 

Carlsbad project, New Mexico...... ...... . . ......................... ............ 130,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 130,000 ·············-··············.aa 
Crooked River project, Odloco lrrialtion District, Orecon........... ............... . 180,000 •••••••••••••••• ..... 180,000 •••••••••••••••• 10.-
Humbolcll project, Nevada ••••. ..•.•.• ______ .• ___ • _______ •••••••••••••••••.•..•• 350, 000 ••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••• 350, 000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••• 
Rio Grande project, U P- County Improvement District No. I, Teus............... 1, 500,000 •••••••••••••••• 237,000 1, 500,000 •••••••••••••••• 231,1 
::r:i:!~':r~~ ~~~~-~~~~-~~~-~~~~~-~~~~r-~~~~·!.~~r~~~-~~~~~~-~~~~: 1, =.:: :::::::::::::::: zot: 1, ~::: ::::::::::::::: ~ 
Shoshone project, Glrland division, Wyomlnl------··· ···········------ ---------- - 7~ 000 •••••••••••••••• tto;IIDO 700,000 •••••••••••••••• l4t; 

~~~;:~~~~~~: .. or:J:n::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: JJI: ~ :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: Jn: :l :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Uncompahcre project, Colorado........... . . ............... .............. ....... 220,000 •••••••••• ...:.... 4, • 220, 000 •••••••••••••••• 4,• 

-----------------------~------------------------~ Total, rehabllitltion and betterment of ea1st1n1 ............... ................... 5, 702,000 •••••••••••••••• 596, 000 5, 702, 000 •••••••••••••••• 596,000 

..,_llllllalion of authorized projecb.. ............................................................ ~.... 400,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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UPPER COLORADO RIVER STORAGE .PROJECT . .... 
tlscal y•r 

Tr1nsltloR 
qlllrter 

e~:l~=======:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::================= com..-n-: 

$24,621,000 -··------··-·---40, 160, 000 $15, 590, 000 
41, 557,000 16,399,000 

~~~=~~16::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: +16, 936.000 ·---------·-----+1, 397,000 +809. GOO 
1 .. I 

The recommended appropriation is distributed to projects and activ­
ities under this heading as follows : 

House Allowance 

State and project Fiscal year 1976 
Transition 

Construction Planning 
Quarter 

COLORADO RIVER 
STORAGE PROJECT 

Colorado: 
Curecanti unit--------------- $9,700,000 ------------ $858,'000 

Various: 
Transmilllrion division _________ 5, 188,000 ------------ 1,905,000 

PARTICIPATING PROJECTS 

Colorado: 
Auimas-La. Plata project---- - - -----------··-- $464,000 103,000 Dallas Creek project __________ 1, 271,000 ----4o7;ooo- 4:50,000 
Dolores p~ect- ------------- --- ---727;ooo- 300,000 
Fruitland esa project. ______ ------------ 150,000 
San Juan-Chama project ______ 3,509,000 ------------ 1,900,000 San Mi~el woject ___________ -------------- 458,000 125,000 
Savery- ot ook project. ____ 1, 680,000 ------------ 350,000 West Divide project __________ -------------- 269,000 100,000 

New Mexico: 
Animas-La Plata project (see 

Colorado). 
San Juan-chama project (see 

Colorado). 
Utah: 

Central Utah project, Bonne-
13,800,000 5,980,000 . ville unit------------------ ------------Central Utah project, Jensen 

570,000 1,696,000 
UJdt ______________________ 

------------Central Utah project, Uintah 
150, 000 75,000 

Uldt ______________________ 
--------------Central Utah project, Upalco 

100,000 25,000 
UJdt __________________ ____ 

--------------Wyoming: 
840,000 1, 250,000 ~;;-~~j-r~"kj;r"Oj;ci-<~- ------------

Colorado). 
See footnote at end of table. 
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House Allowance 

State and project Fiscal year 1976 
Transition 

Coustruction Planning 
Quarter 

Various: 
Drainage and minor coDStruc-

tion ~rogram: 
Co orado River storage 

project: 
. len Canbon unit, 

Arizona- tab ______ 299,000 ------------ ------------Participa.tin'\ft':.jects: 
Central tab project, 

Vernal unit, Utah •• 195,000 ------------ 65,000 
Emery County proj-ect, Utah _________ 824,000 ------------ 70,000 
Hammond project, 

New Mexico _______ 258,000 ------------ ------------
Total, drainage and 

minor construction 
program. ___ ------ 1, 576,000 ------------ 135,000 

Subtotal __________________ 
$38,861,000 1, 848,000 15,402,000 

Undistributed reduction based on 
anticipated delays .. _____ -- - ---- -1,724,000 ------------ 1 160,000 

To~~~d~~~~~~ ~~e_r- 37,137,000 1,848, 000 15,562,000 

Recreational and Fish aild Wildlife 
facilities : 

Recreational facilities _________ 1,050,000 ------------ 175,000 
Fish and wildlife facilities. ____ , 1, 522,000 ------------ ·1 662, 000 

To~ Recreational and fish 
an wildlife facilities. _____ 2, 572,000 -- ---------- 837,000 

Total, Upper Colorado River storage project ____________ 41,557,000 16,399,000 

1 Represents pay raise costs associated with Executive Order that has not been 
distributed to protects. 

'Includes an additional $47,000 for Bonneville fish studies and $1,000,000 for 
Flaming Gorge modification outlet. 

1 Includes an additional $8,000 for Bonneville fish studies and $449,000 for 
Flaming Gorge modification outlet. 
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COLORADO RIVER BASIN PROJECT 

i~~m~~~!!i!~~=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Comparison; 

Appropriation, tt1S. -----·-----·· •••••••••••••••••••••••..•.•.•••••••.•• 
Bud~~t estlrnalt, ltJI ••••••••• ~-----···-············--·-·········------

Reaular 
lstll '"' 

Traasltioll 
quarttr 

23,000,000 -----·----·---·-29, 240, 000 •• 110. 000 
29, 205, 000 B, 810, 000 

+6, 205,000 ·---------------
-35, 000 ----------------

The allowance includes $21,892,000 for the Granite Reef Division, 
$650,000 for the Salt-Gila Division, $5,750,000 for transmission facil­
ities and $913,000 for miscellaneous items. 

APPROPRIATION TO LIQUIDATE CONTRACT AUTHORITY 

Reaular 
fiscal year 

Transition 
quarter 

Appropriation,1975........................................... . ............. 32,800, 000 ............... . 
Budllt estlmate1 1976......... ........................................ ...... 17,440,000 1, 500,000 
Rtcciinmended, 1976.................................................. ....... 17, 440,000 1, 5011,000 

Com!!~Si:i:i~~~~7&:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::: ... ~~~~~~~-:::::::::::::::: 
This appropriation is required for the liquidation of contract 

authority in connection With the Navajo project participating 
agreement. 

COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROJECTS 

Regular 
fiscal ynr 

Trtnsitlon 
quarter 

:::::;~~~~~:;,~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::: i:: ~~:: ------~;i=:= 
Comp1rison;. . "' . 

Appropri•bon,tm................................... ............. ..... · -7,'teo,lMO ............. _.. 
Appropriation, -..._--·---··--···--·-·•··-····---··--------·----------------

The funds provided are for the construction and operation and 
maintenance of certain works directed toward the enhancement and 
protection of ~he quality of water in the Colorado River for use in the 
U.S. and Me.:vco. . · 

Funds provided under this heading are distributed as shown in the 
following table : 
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House Allowance 

State and project Fiscal Year 1976 

Construction Planning 

TITLE II 
Colorado: 

Grand Valley Systems Improve-
ment and Man8J.tlment unit. __ -------------- $816, 000 

Paradox Valley urut ____________ -------------- 509,000 
Nevada: 

Las Vegas Wash unit ___________ -------------- 207,000 
Utah: 

Crystal Geyser unit •• _--------- -------------- 53, 000 

Total, Title II. __________ ---. ___ ------ __ - -- 1, 585, 000 

TITLE I 
Various: 

Measures below Imperial Dam___ $18, 085, 000 -1-----------1----------Total, Title!________________ 18, 085, 000 -
1----------~---------

Total Colorado River Basin 
Salinity Control Projects. __ _ 19,670,000 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

Retular 
llscll year 

Transition 
Quarter 

$1M,()()() 
104,000 

----------
52,000 

260,000 

6,870,000 

6,870,000 

7, 130,000 

Transition 
quarter 

Appnl(lrlatlon, 1975 •••••••.••••••••••.••.•.•••.•....•. .•••. ••••••••••••••••• 
:='m':J:'-fg~J& ...................................................... . $100. 800, 000 

131, 810, 000 
132, 162, 000 

-----$33."" iii; ii66 
34,017, OliO Comparison: ' ················ ···················-----····-············ 

Am~~~.\:~~91&:·:::::.:·:::::.:·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: +31, 362, OliO 
+352.000 

_______ + ___ 

and main-This appropriation is required to finance the operation 
tenance of Bureau projects for irrigation, power, municip 
dustrial water supplies, and other benefits. In addition to 
tion and maintenance of power generation transmission fac 
the storage dams and reservoirs of completed projects, th 
operates and maintains irri~tion works until the water use 

al and in-
the opera-
ilities and 
e Bureau 

rs are able 

the budget 
to undertake the responsibility. 

The Committee recommendation includes increases over 
as follows:. 

fiscal yea 
197, 

r 
6 

Central Vllle~oject, Clllt........... .............. . . ........................... +$262. 000 
Gl .. do Ullit, yml. (I"Nd r II bctlw)................. ....................... +200, 000 
General rMictbl............................................................... -110,000 

Transitlotl 
q-w 

+$192,0110 
+160,000 

-··----···-·--

I 

} 

'· 

1 
t 
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LOAN PROGRAM 

Rqular 
fiscal year 

Tr1ns111Gn 
quarter 

Ap=rlltlon, I 
Bu estlmat.

1 
975 •••••••••••. . •.•••••••... •... •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

1976. ••••·••· •·•• ·••••••••••·•••••••· •··••••••••••· •••••••• 976 ••••......•.••...•••••••.•.•••••.•.......•....•....•••••• 

$13, 825, 000 •••••••••••••••• 
15,515,000 $3,355,000 

Rtc:Ommtaded, 
Com~arl-: 

23, 315, 000 6, 155, 000 

Approprlltl :::'i:'ii: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: Budaet est1 
+9, 490, 000 ••••••••••••• .•• 
+7, 800,000 +2. 100,000 

This ap 
for canst 

propriation provides :for loans to non-Federal organizations 
ructlon and rehabilitation o:f distribution systems and for 
grants to construct small irrigation projects. loans and 

Funds provided under this heading are distributed as shown in the 
table: following 

House allowance 

State and project 

Arizona: 
Graha 

California: 
m-Curtis project _________________ _ 

Button 

Fiscal 
year 1976 

$1,355,000 

(Sup 
Calave 

willow Improvement District 
plemental)----------------------- I 500,000 
ras County Water District_________ 1 200, 000 

Consol 
La Bra 

idated Irrigation District__ ________ 11,600,000 
nza Water District_______________ 1, 500, 000 

Nevad 
Pond-

a Irrigation District--------------- 11,600, 000 
Poso Improvement District_________ 5, 539, 000 

Redwo 
San L 

od Valley County Water District___ 12,000,000 
uis Water District___________ ______ 1, 511,000 

San L 
Valley 

uis Water District (Supplemental) ___ ------- -------
Center Municipal Water District 

(Sup plemental)_______________________ 11,500,000 
Colorado: 

Water 
Montana: 

Supply and Storage Company _____ _ 

Buft'al 
Nebraska: 

o Rapids Irrigation District. ______ _ 

Centr al Nebraska Public Power and Irri-
gati 

Texas: 
on District. _____ -----------------

58,000 

I 4001 000 

4,660, 000 

Hidalg 
trol 

Utah: 

o and Willacy Counties Water Con-
and Improvement District No. 1~--- 600, 000 

Transition 
quarter 

$400,000 

1500, ()()() 

--------------1400,000 
442,000 

-----i[ ~~~: ggg 
148,000 

I 500,000 

1500,000 

20,000 

1200,000 

780,000 

150,000 

Roy 
Administra 

Water Conservancy Subdistrict__ ____ 520,000 - - ----- ------ -
tion ofloan program______________ 265,000 71,000 

1-----------~-----------
Sub 

Undistribu 
delays .• 

total---- - ------------- ----------- 23,808,000 6, 155,000 
ted reduction based on anticipated 
---------------------------- - --- - --493,000 1------------1------------

Tot al, loan progr&!n------------------- 23,315,000 6, 155,000 

1 Unbudgete d. 
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EMERGENCY FUND 

~~'!:u":'i~9~~76 ______________________________________________________ _ 

~==~· {976 __ ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

~=~:r!:tt'it!9~~76 __________ ___ _______________________ ______________ _ 
' ----------------------...... --- .................. ---------------

Recular 
fiscll year 

TraiiSitlon 
quarter 

$600,000 ----------------1. 000, 000 $20Ct, 000 
400, 000 200; 000 

=:!: = :::::::::::::::: 
':!'h~ E~ergency F~nd is "utili~ to assure the continuous operation 

of.1rngatwn and power sy~e!JIS i!l the event of droughts, canal bank 
fa1lures, da~age to transmiSSion hnes and other emergencies affecting 
Bureau proJects. 

GENERAL ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

::~~!9~~76·-----------------------------------------------------­
~==:~· {976 __ ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

~~Lr:fr;:g:::'it!9~~76---------------------------------------------------, -----........ ------- .. --------·-- ............................................ .. ... ----

Replar 
fllcal year 

Transition 
quarter 

$20.920,000 ---------- ------21, 420, 000 $5, 600, 000 
21, 290, 000 5, 600, 000 

+370, 000 -------·------·­
-1311, 000 --··-···----

Th.is aP,propriation finances the general administrative and techni­
cal d1rection of t~e reclamation program as performed by the Depart­
ment, Denver regwnal and other offices in the seven regions. 

ALAsKA POWER ADMINISTRATION 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

Tnnsllioll 
- qlllrtlr 

Appropriation, 1975 ______ _ 

i!Mi~~~~~·{9~SJ_~: = = = =::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Appropriation, 1975 __ ___ ____ _ 
Budaet estimate, 1976 ________ :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : ::::: ::::::: 

~: 8&'l -----------652, 000 1 .. 000 

+112, 000 -·--------------
-1, 000 • -2.000 

This appropriation provides for the conduct of investigations sur­
veys and comprehensive studies for the development and utilizati~n of 
water. and related resources to assure adequate and economical ower 
supplies to Alaska. The Committee recommends reductions of $s 000 
frOm .t~e budget request for Fiscal Year 19'76 and $2 000 for 'the 
Trans1t1on Quarter. ' 

69 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

i:i:~~~=~!;~l~~==:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::: 
Com!l*rison: 

~&-==~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Reaular 
fiscll year 

Transition 
quarter 

'=: --------$2iii;iicici 
137, 500 209, 000 

+~ = ···-·--·-:.:f;ooo 

This appropriation item covers the expenses of the Alaska Power 
Administration in the operation and maintenance of the Eklutna Proj­
ect which supplies power to the greater Anchorage, Alaska, area, and 
the operation for the Snettisham Project which supplies power to the 
Juneau, Alaska, area. The Committee recommends reductions of $2,500 
from the budget request for Fiscal Year 19'76 and $1,000 for 
Transition Quarter. 

The Alaska. Power Administration is currently operating under the 
authority of a Secretarial order, although it is looking into the possi­
bility of seeking legislative authority. The Committee again strongly 
urges that the agency seek legislation from the ap_{>roprlate Commit­
teeS of Congress to accomplish the objectives of th1s program. 

BoNNEVILLE PoWER ADMINISTRATION 

Rt~ular 
fiscal ye.r 

Transltioll 
quarter 

ApJ!roprlatlotl,lt1!.:-·-··-------------··---····---·- __ ---- ···--·-------____ $172. ooo, oog .•....••••••••• 1 Builatt......._ bt•----·--------------·------·-··--··-·· -·-······-·-----·-

The 1976 budget of the Bonneville Power Administration is the first 
to be submitted pursuant to P.L. 93-454, the Federal Columbia River 
Transmission System Act of 19'74. This "self-financin~" legislation pro­
vides the authority for the Bonneville Power Admimstration to use its 
operating receipts and $1.25 billion in borrowing ·authority to finance 
its programs. Heretofore2 the operation and maintenance and con­
struction programs have been financed by appropriations from Con­
gress. Under the self-financing program, however, this budget requires 
no appropriations. 

The Committee has reviewed the Bonneville Power Administration 
budget for 1976, which provides for a total program of $268,418,000. 
The budget has been formulated in accordance with the requirements 
of the GOvernment Corporation Control Act, and in accordance with 
that Act includes a provision for contingencies which the Committee 
directs shall provide for the purchase of power in low water years; 
repair and/or replacement of facilities affected by natural and man­
made emergencies including the resulting additional costs for con­
tracting, construction, and operation and maintenance work; unavoid­
able increased costs for the planned program due to necessary but 
unforeseen adjustments including en~neering and design changes, 
contractor and other claims, changes m established procedures, and 
relocations; pay raises and ether costs directly attributable to general 
price escalations. The Committee further directs that the purchase and 
handling of power for the account of others on a trust basis be netted 
out of the reimbursable programs as shown in the revised Program and 
Financing Schedule submitted to the Committee. 
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SOUTHEASTERN POWER AnMINIBTRATION 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

~e~'of~::l~nit!9~~76 ------------------ -------------------------------------
R It f -------------------------------------------------------
C~~:.~:~~~d, 976 •••••••••••••• ······ ··· -··· · · ······················-·---

~pproriat!on, 117J ____ ,
1 

__ , _________ ...........• , ..................... . 
udge est1mata,M1I ..... ~ . ............... .,.L ... _..., ... ,.tiJ• .. .,·---l:......,.. ___ .._. ..... _ 

RtRUiar 
fiscal year 

Transition 
quarter 

$946,000 -·--···· · ---·- · · 
I, 024, 000 $263, 000 
1, 000, 000 257, 000 

+54, 000 · ---··-· · · ······ 
-24, 000 -f. 000 

The Southeastern. Power Administ~ation ma~kets power generated 
at the Corps of Engmeers ~yd~lectnc generatmg plants in a 10-state 
area of the Southeast. Deliveries are made by means of transmission 
facilities owned by others. 

This appro~riation is required for system operation and main­
t~nal_lce, wheeling charges, purchase of. energy and general adruinistra­
tion m the So1;1theastern power: mar~etmg area. The Committee recom­
mends reductiOns of $24,000 m Fiscal Year 1976 and $6 000 in the 
Transition Quarter. ' 

SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION 

CONSTRUCTION 

Appropriation, 1975 .• _ ••. ___ ___ ___ • ___ •• __ . • ____ •. ____ _____ ______ _______ ___ _ 
Budget estimate, 1976 . . _____ __ ____ ____ ________ ____ ___ ___ ______ __ __ ________ _ _ 
~::~:.~=~~~d, 1976.__ ____ ________ _________ ______ _______ __ ___ _______ _______ _ 

~e~~~r~::l~it!~i~7s== = =========:=========:======::::::::: : : : :::::::::: 

Regular 
fiscal year 

Transition 
quarter 

$620, 000 ----------------
700, 000 $125, 000 
680, 000 125, 000 

+60, 000 --····--------20. 000 • 

The Southwestern Power Administration is responsible for mar­
keti~g of powe~ produced at Corps of Engineers hydroelectric gen­
erll.ti_ng pla!lts 1!1 the Sou~hwest.. The con~truc~ion appropriation is 
reqmred primarily to contmue mmor modifications and additions to 
e;xisting facilities, and expansion and modernization of communica­
tions and control systems. The Committee recommends a reduction of 
$20,000 in Fiscal Year 1976. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

Appropriation, 1975. ___ __________ _________ • __ ___ __ ____ __ __ _____ ____ ___ •• __ _ _ 
~!':rm~·:~~~~te19~~~::: _____ ____ _______ _ • ___ _______ ___________ _____ • __ • __ _ _ 
Comparison: ' -- --------------------------------------------------

~e~r:fr~::l~n:i~~~: ___ • ·-____ --·-__ •• ________ .......... .. , •••• --~---
a ' -----------.-----------·-------------"'-------· ·--· 

Regular 
fiscal year 

Transition 
quarter 

$5,795, 000 ---- -- --- -- --- --
6, 136, 000 $1, 870. 000 
6, 000, 000 1, 850, 000 

+205, 000 ----------------
-136, 000 -20,000 

This appropriation is required for system operation and main­
~nan~, purchase of power and wheeling charges and general admin­
Istration. The Committee recommends reductions of $136,000 in Fiscal 
Year 1976 and $20,000 in the Transition. 
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TITLE IV-INDEPENDENT OFFICES 

APPALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Regular 
frscal year 

Transition 
quarter 

i~;~~~]~~~~!;J;:~:::: :::: :: : : ::: ::: :::: :: ::::: :: :: : : : :::::: : : :: ::::::::: :::: 
Comparison: 

$1,747, 000 -- ---------- --
1, 852, 000 $480, 000 
I, 830, 000 480, 000 

~e~~:f~.:::i~at!~~~7s: : : : : ::: :::: : : :::: ::::::::::: :::::::::::::: :::::: :::: :: ~~: ~og ----------..--0 

This appropriat ion provides for the salaries and expenses of the 
Federal Co-Chairman and his staff and the Federal share of the 
Commission's administrative exl?enses. The increase over 1975 is re­
quired principally to finance the mcreased cost of the Federal Govern­
ment's contribution to the administrative expenses of the Commission. 

APPALACffiAN REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS 
(Funds appropriated to President ) 

~~~~:r.::~i~.:t!~i~7s::::: : :: ::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::: : ::::::::::::: Recommended, 1976 •••. __ ______________ __ ___ __ _____ __ _______ _______ _______ _ _ 
Comparison : 

Appropriation, 1975.-- -- ----- ----- _____ _ --------------------- ---------·-
Budget estimate, 1976 •.• ---- ----- - ----- - _____ --- -- -- ----- ___ --- ----- - -- -

Regular 
fiscal year 

Transition 
quarter 

$293, 500, 000 -- --- -- -- ------ -
293, 500, 000 $47, 500, 000 
293, 200, 000 50, 000, 000 

-300, 000 ----- - ----- - ----
-300. 000 +2. 500, 000 

The budget program and proposed allowance follow : 

Proaram 1975 1976 Allowance 

Area redevelopment___ __ ____ ___ ______ _______ __ _________ ___ __ $125, 000, ooo $125, 000, 000 $122, 500, 000 
Research, demonstration, and LD.D.---------------------- --- _ 8, 500, 000 8, 500, 000 8, 500, 000 
Hlahway program ••• ------------·---------· ----------------- 160, ooo, 000 160, 000, ooo 162, 200,000 

Tctii • • --··-----···········---·····: ••••••••••••••••• --29-3,-500-.-000--29_3_, 500-, 00-0- -29-3·, 200,000 

AREA DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 

The Committee recommends a total of $293,200,000 for the Appa­
lachian Regional Development Program. This is a reduction of $300,000 
from the budget estimate. 

The Appalachian Regional Commission has not developed a specific 
plan for the expenditure of $5,000,000 for two proposed new programs 
mcident to rural t ransportation and enterprise development. There­
fore, the Committee feels that these new programs should not be 
implemented at this t ime. 

The bill provides $2,500,000 for a mountain craft center in 
Appalachia. 

APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

The Appalachian Development Highway System current ly con­
sists of some 3,278 miles. There are 435 miles on the system which have 
been rated adequate and do not require improvement. A total of 2,685 
remaining miles have been authorized for construction assistance and 
are within the Congressional limit ation of 2,700 miles. In addition, 
1,600 miles of access roads to the development corridor have been 
authorized. In this connection, the Committee has included an addi­
tional $2,200,000 in 1976 and $2,500,000 in the transition quarter for 
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this prog;ram. The ~nds are included to complete the long delayed 
constructw~ of the highway 56 access road in Tennessee and the north­
west extensiOn of t~e Tupelo, Mississippi access road. By Septem­
ber 30, 1976, 1,600_ miles of the development corridors and 720 miles of 
the acce~ roads Will be completed or under construction. An additional 
1,050 miles of the development corridors and 30 miles of access roads 
will be in the design or right-of-way acquisition stage during 1976. 

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Reaular 
fiscal year 

Transition 
quarter 

~~~~r~:i~nit!~i~7&::: :::::::::::::::::::: :·------------------------------ $77, 5oo _______ ________ _ 
Recommended, 1976 ------------------------------- 79,000 $19,000 
Comparison: ··------------------------------------------------ ------- 79,000 19, 000 

~~~r~f~::l~nittr.r.-------~-----------·-·:······-·;····-······r······· • +1. soo .. , ........ ..,. .•. 
I •"---• ... •••-•1111·••-··4>·'-·--"'·•••·~·-••"•"'•••·-·•••• ........ _,.. ,.. ............ _ .. _ 0 

Thi~ appropriation provides for salaries and expenses of the U.S. 
Commissione~ and his staff in representing interests of the Federal 
Government m the Delaware River Basin Commission. 

CONTRffiUTION TO THE DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION 

Regular fiscal 
year 

Transition 
quarter 

~~~~:fr!~~"it!9i~76---- --------------------------·------------------------ $238, 000 ----------------

~:~::!~:~~~· i976..==== ======== ========:::::::::::::::::: : :::::::::::::::: m: ~ $5J:=: 

~~~~fr!:ll~~t!~i~76:: :::::::::::::::::::::::----------------.--------- -23, 000 --- --·- ------. --............................................................................................................................. 

Funds provided under this ~eading represent the Federal share (24 
~ercent) of the cost of operatmg the Delaware River Basin Commis­
sion as provided in the legislation establishing the Commission. The 
bulk of the costs are carried by the contributing states. 

FEDERAL PoWER CoMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

~~~~~~~~~t!9i~7s···---------------------------------------------- - -----
Recommended l976 •• •• · • • •• ·-•• •• • • • • • ·-•••• • •• • • • • •• • • • ·-·• •• • • • • · ·- · ·• • 
Comparison: ' ···----•• •• · • • · · --• • · ••• • · · • • · · · • · ·· · · • · --- · ---•· • ·--•• ·-

~~~':~~~~na.!'U7&-.: .... ---:· --------·--·~-........ -. --------·---.. . 
"'rt '*"·~~~~---... ·-~J .. ., .. .,+ .. ·-~'t··-:.--... ~...;.1\-·--

Regular fiscal 
year 

Transition 
qJ~arter 

$33,097,000 ··------···--··· 
3~. 910,000 $8,558, 000 
~-. 610, 000 8, 558, 000 

+2. 513, 000 ----------------
-300,000 ·---------------
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Hydroelectric regulation ••.•••••••••••••••••• __ •••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••• 
Electric power industry systems evaluation .•••.••••••........••..••••••••••••.. 
Electric power utilities regulation·--------------------------------------- _____ _ 
Natural gas pipeline regulation •• ------------------------------------------ __ _ Natural gas producers regulation ____________________ ---------- ------------- ---
Natural gas Industry systems evaluation .............•.••....•...••.. ••.••.•.•• 
Services to other agencies and public .•. ·--------------------------------------
k~:f~l~~!~~~~~~::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Subtotal: .... ,_ .......... ~_ ...... ____ .......... _ .......... __. ......... _ .. ., .... _ ................................ .. 
Slip pare and otller reductions ••••.. -----------------------------------••••••• 

Regular fiscal 
year 

$5,553,000 
3, 665,000 
4, 563,000 

10, 694,000 
5, 311,000 

456,000 
2, 375,000 

650,000 
2, 643,000 

35,910,000 
-300,000 

Transition 
quarter 

$1,350, 000 
819,000 

1, 109,000 
2, 586,000 
1, 292,000 

96,000 
567,000 
94,000 

645,000 

8, 558,000 
0 

TGIIl----··--·~-- .. ·--,~. .......... .:..-J-~~-----..... -... •---·-•· 35,610,000 8, 558,000 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Appropriation, 1975 •••• _____ •.•• ________ . _. ___ . _. _____ • _ •••.•.•••••••••••.•• 
Budget estimate, 1976. ______________________________ ..••••••••••••••••. _ •• _. 
Recommended, 1976 .•... _____ . _____ •..... __ .• _. ___ • _ •••.•• __ • _. _. ____ ••. ___ _ 
Comparison: 

Appropriations, 1f75 ............................... -·- •••••••••••••••••••• 
Budget estJmat,Jlt76 .............. " .................................................... ..,.. ...... ..: ............... .. 

Regular fiscal 
year 

Transition 
quarter 

$135,165,000 -- ---------- -- --
219, 935, 000 $52, 000, 000 
202, 500, 000 49, 230, 000 

+67, 335,000 ---------------­
-17, 435, 000 -2, 770,000 

The Committee recommends a total of $202,500,000 in the bill for 
salaries and expenses which is a reduction of $17,435,000 from the 
budget request, but an increase of $67,335,000 over the appropriation 
for 1975. A total of $49,230,000 is recommended for the transition 
quarter. 

Public Law 93-438, the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 eE~tab­
lished the Energy Research and Development Administration 
(ERDA) and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). ERDA 
and NRC became operational on January 19, 1975. The duties of the 
NRC include nuclear facility licensing and related functions, reactor 
safety research, and new programs and studies directed by the Energy 
Reorganization Act. The regulatory duties of the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission include the review and licensing involved with applica­
tions to construct and operate nuclear power:r,lants so that the public 
can be certain that the plants constructed will operate with a maxi­
mum of safety. 

The funds recommended in the bill provide for a total of 2,336 
permanent positions which is an increase of 233 new positions over 
1975. A tOtal of $113,626,000 is included for other services which is an 
increase of about $.~2,700,000 over the 1975 level. 

No funds are included in the bill for the 5 passenger vehicles re­
quested in the budget. The Committee suggests that the GSA motor 
pool be used to meet automobile requirements. 

The reduction is applied to payments for GSA rent4tl, new auto­
mobiles, ch-ange in selected resources, the appropriate lapse for hiring 
233 new positions, and a modest decrease in contractual services. None 
of the recommended reduction is applied to the safety and safeguards 
program. 

Further, the Second Supplemental Appropriation Bill for 1975 pro­
vides $44,400,000 for the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. The funds 
provided in that bill did not pass the Congress until mid-June and 
were not available to the Commission until late June. The NRC could 
not therefore utilize all of the funds made available in FY 1975, and 
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there will be a substantial unobligated balance available for carryover 
into 1976. The Committee has taken this carryover into account in 
determining the total funds recommended for NRC in 1976. 

The Committee strongly supports all of the Nuclear Regulation 
Commission activities. The Commission has an important service to 
perform to help alleviate the energy problem and to insure and reassure 
the safety of nuclear power to the people, in the public interest. 

INTERSTATE CoMMISSION oN THE POTOMAC RIVER BASIN 

CONTRIBUTION TO INTERSTATE COMMISSION ON THE POTOMAC RIVER BASIN 

i~~m~~~n~~!:l~~=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Comparison: 

~~~~r~=~~~nit!~i~7&::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Regular fiscal 
year 

Transition 
quarter 

$52,000 --------- -----·-52, 000 $13, 000 
52, 000 13, 000 

0 ----------------0 0 

The Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin was created 
in 1940 by a compact among the four states in the basin, Maryland, 
Virginia, Pennsylvania and West Virginia plus the District of Co­
lumbia and the Federal Government. 

The Commission has the responsibility for Basin-wide water quality 
planning program coordination and assistance. 

SuSQUEHANNA RIVER BAsiN CoMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

=~.::d~~!:9\\?_~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1175 •••••••••••• .'.: •••• -----~--••• ----•••• _.. •••• --·~---
Budlet estimaa li7S •••• - ••••• ,. _____ . . ................... , ••••• , •• 

Regular fiscal 
year 

Transition 
quarter 

$n, soo .............. .. 
79, 000 $19, 000 
79, 000 19, 000 

+1, 500 ---~--.&.oo·~---· o . . _o 

This appropriation will provide for the costs of the U.S. Commis­
sioner and his staff in representing interests of the Federal Govern­
ment on the Susquehanna River Basin Commission. 

CONTRIBUTION TO THE SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMMISSION 

im:1~~~~!:l~-~=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Comparison: 

~~~~~r~:'it!~i~7&::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Re1ular fiscal 
year 

Transition 
quarter 

$~~:: ......... $3i;OOci 
150, 000 38, 000 

g .. ~~---~-~-. 

Funds provided under this heading represent the Federal share of 
the cost of operating the Susquehanna River Basin Commission as 
provided for in legislation establishing the Commission. 
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TENNESSEE vALLEY AUTHORITY 

PAYMENT TO TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY FUND 

Reeular fiscal 
year 

Transition 
quarter 

$n, 400, ooo ----------------
87, 800,000 $27, 500,000 
99, 754, 000 27, 984, 000 

+22, 354,000 ---------------­
+ 11, 954, 000 +484, 000 

The funds provided under this appropriation are distributed to the 
projects and activities as follows: 

CAPITAL OUTLAY 
Water resources development: 

Multipurpose facilities: 

Regular fiscal 
year 

Transition 
quarter 

Duck River project: 
Normandy dam and reservoir ••••••••.•••.•••.•. •.••••.• ---------- $8, 417, 000 $211, 000 
Columbia dam and resei'YOIJ---------------- ------------·--·'····· 10, 400,000 2, 550, 000 

B.,a~ Creek multipurpos!l Wlter control system .................. ,....... 10, 645,000 5, 700,000 
Te=oco dam and reservoor. ·---___________ ... ---·-·-·--·--------__ ___ _ 23,742,000 5, 400, 000 
Additions and Improvements at multipurpose dams..................... 700,000 175,000 

Navigation facilities: 
Railway bridge alterations at Decatur, Ala.............................. 4, 000,000 1, 800,000 
Additions and improvements It naviption flc:llitles..................... 600,000 150,000 

Flood control facilities .. ----------- -------------------------------------- 901,000 250,000 
So~th fhi.ck~mauga Creek project.. _____ ______________________________ 750,000 250,000 

Recreat oon acohtoes __ .. _____ -------- _________ -------------------------.. 800,000 200, 000 
Investigations for future facilities ... -------------------------------------· 46,000 0 
land Between The lakes (development) __________ ----- _______ __ ---·-·-____ 2, 035,000 850, 000 
Fertilizer and munitions development... ___ _ ._ .. ____ • ___ .. __ ___ .___________ 3, 879, 000 875, 000 
General service activities: 

Rono Bridge ___ ---------- ___ __ --- ---------- _________ __ •. ___ _ ··----__ 16, 000 0 
Sparta demonstration project.. ........ ________ ___ __ ____ __ _____ .. ___ .. 275, 000 0 
General facilities .... ___ --- --------------------·--------·----........ 837, 000 102,000 

--------------~-
Total capital oullay ......... , .................... ____ .,...,... .. ~. 68, 043,000 18, 513, oo0 

PROGRAM EXPENSES 
Water resources developm,nt expenses........................................ $12, 066,000 $3, 105, oo

0 

General resources development expenses............................... ....... 10, 050,000 3, 090,000 
Land Between The lakes operation........................................... 2, 650,000 710,000 
Fertilizer and munitions development operation--Chemical facilities............... 9, 103, 000 2, 281, 000 
General service activities ......... -........................................... 1, 050, 000 285, 000 -------------------Totalexpenstt........................................................ 34, 919,000 9, 471,000 

============~ Total_prQiram...... ........................................................ 102, 962,000 27,984,000 
UhobJllattd balance availallle .............................................. ... ____ 3_, 2_o_8,_oo_o __________ o 

Appropriations ______ ::~:·.·.: ............... ! ........ ;:~ .. '----·------- . 99,754,000 27,984,000 

Appropriations to the Tennessee Valley Authority are limited to the 
water resources development program and related activities in the 
area normally financed by the Federal Government. All TV A power 
projects begun since the mid-1950's have been financed from its electric 
power revenues and through the sale of bonds and notes authorized 
by Congress in 1959. . 

Through the years the Committee has strongly supported the 
Tennessee Valley Authority. The committee reflects with great pride 
on its consistent and constant support of the vital and important 
programs of this agency which have, among other accomplishments 
and achievements, prevented much flood damage, promoted naviga-
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tion, produced electric power, cre~ted reforestation1 encou~_ged indus­
trial development and generally rmproved economic conditions of the 
Tennessee Valley area. . . . 

The Committee recommends a total of $99,754,000 which IS an m-
crease of $11,954,000 in the bu~get request, for the Tennessee Valley 
Authority. The increase proVIdes $1,300,000 ~o accel~rate the Be~~;r 
Creek multipurpose wate~ control system proJect whiCh has expen­
enced prolonged construction delays: $2,300,000 to accelerate comple­
tion of the Normandy Dam and $6,000,000 to provide for accelerated 
construction of the Columbia Dam following a slow-down. of cons~ruc­
tion earlier this year, both dams being part of the Duck RI.ver pro~ect; 
$275,000 for completion of the Sparta water. demonst.ratiOn proJe_ct; 
$2,000,000 to begin construction of the railway bndge alteration 
project at Decatur, Alabama; $1,000,000 to advance ~he Lower lplk 
Community demonstration project; an~ $750,000.to begm construr:t10n 
of the South Chickamauga Creek proJect. Fundmg for tJ!ese proJects 
during the Transition Quarter has been adjusted as reqmred. 

The sug~ested allowance includes reductions in the budget reque..c;t 
of several Items totaling $1,671,000. These reduc~ions are recommended 
because the Committee does not feel that testimony presented ade­
quately justified requested increases, including $500,000 for chemical 
facilities ; $702,000 for !ertilizer research ~nd. developmen~; $232,000 
for fertilizer introductiOn; $50,000 for scientific cooperab~n; an~ a 
total of $187,000 for Gener.al Resources Development, u~cludmg 
$130 000 for agricultural proJects, $16,000 for forest and w1ld land 
reso~rces development, $2,000 for ~inerals resou~ces projec~s, and 
$39,000 for intera_gency health. ~rVIce demonst~ations. Fund~ng for 
these projects dunng the Transition has been adJusted as reqmred .. 

The bill provides the bu~get request o~ $23,7~2,000 for construc~10n 
of the Tellico dam reservoir. The Committee directs that the proJect, 
for which an environmental impact statement has been completed ~nd 
provided the Committee, should be completed as promptly as possible 
for energy supply and. flood protection m the public inte_res~. 

The Committee contmues to be concerned over the contmumg escala­
tion of electric power rates by the Tennessee Valley Authority, espe­
cially in view of the fact that TV A is generally regarded as the low-r 
cost power yardstick for the nation. The Committee _fears that the 
yardstick test is being eroded by the recent rate escalation. 

In this connection, the Committee strongly recommends tha:t TV A 
as quickly as possible develop ~t:> o'!n coal resources-open .Its ow_n 
mines on a larger scale and utilize Its own coal supply durmg this 
period of higher coal prices in order to inject more competition in the 
market at this time. 

The Committee strongly recommends that TV A make a thorough 
study of any possible anti-trust and price-fixing violations existing in 
the coal industry. 

It should be pointed out that TY A ~s required by law to ~!lake ~nnual 
payments into the Treasury whi-ch, m the current year, IS estimated 
to ·be $91 371,000-$3,571,000 more than the FY 1975 appropriation of 
$87 800 000. Over the years, TV A has paid $982,781,519 into the Treas­
ury', and the total is estimated to rise to $1,078,781,519 by the end of 
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FY 1976. The total includes $245,000,000 of repayment on the appro­
priation investment and $833,781,519 in interest on the investment. 

In addition, TVA is also required by law to make payments in lieu 
of taxes. It is estimated that these payments will amount to $50,172,000 
in FY 1976. 

The Committee recommends that the Tennessee Valley Authority 
make a study of the feasibility of contracting more construction proj­
ects on a competitive bid basis. 

WATER REsoURcEs CouNCIL 

WATER RESOURCES PLANNING 

=~~~~:!~~¥~·:1~-~~: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1975d2.-T--.--•••• r•--- •• ----•••• -••• -----•• ····~· •• ---. 
Budget estimatt, l:.111 •• __ · ··-- •• ! ... ________ ··------···----~-----··· ... _ 

Re111lar 
fiscal year 

Transition 
quarter 

$9,775,000 ------ -- -- ------
9, 670, 000 $2, 370, 000 
7, 750, 000 l, 400, 000 

-2,025,000 -----------------1, 920, 000 .,-970, 000 

The Committee recommends a total of $7,750,000 for the Water Re­
sources Council which is a decrease of $1,920,000 from the budget 
request of $9,670,000. 

Authorization for comprehensive planning has not passed the House, 
funds requested for this 1tem have therefore been passed over without 
prejudice. 

The Committee has included a total of $5,000,000 for Title III plan­
ning grants to states. This is an increase of $2,000,000 over the budget 
request of $3,000,000. 

The Committee does not look with favor to the Water Resources 
Council reprogramming funds to be used for purposes other than for 
which funds were originally provided without specific prior approval 
of the appropriate Committees of Congress. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

The Committee has again recommended language in the bill to limit 
payment to the General Services Administration for standard level 
user charges. There should be no curtailment of services for 1976. 

CHANGES IN APPLICATION OF ExiSTING LAw 

Pursuant to clause 3, Rule XXI of the House of Representatives, 
the following statements are submitted describing the effect of pro­
visions in the accompanying bill which directly or indirectly change 
the application of existing law. 

1. The bill includes, in most instances, special one-time appropria­
tions for all agencies for the three-month transition period from July 1, 
1976 to September 30, 1976 due to the change in the beginning of fiscal 
year 1977 from July 1, 1976 to October 1, 1976. 

2. The bill provides that certain appropriation items remain avail­
able until expended where the programs or projects are continuing in 
nature under the provisions of authorizing legislation but for which 
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that legislation does not specifically auth?riz~ such ~xtended av&:il­
D,bility. Most of these items have been carried m previous -appropna-

tion bills. . · · f ffi · 1 te tainment 3 The Committee has included limitatiOnS or 0 Cia e~ r b ·n 
or ;ece tion and representation expense for selected age~c~es m ~he I · 

4 F~r the Energy Research and Development Admi~Istr~twn Ian­
~ e is provided to merge the funds provid~d ~n the; bill with funds 

gu gided for this agency in other appropriation bills ~cause two 
~;~~priation subcommittees have junsdiction over vanous ERDA 
programs. f E · d 

5. The bill contains language for the. Corp~ o . n~neers un er 
Flood control, Mississippi River and Tnbu~~ne~ directmg that not 
less than $250,000 be available for bank stabih~atl?n measures. 

6 Lan age is included for General InvestigatiOns of the Bureau 
of Recla~tion limiting the amount of the F~~eral Governm.ents cost 
of an investigation requested by State, mume1pal ~r othCer mter~~ts. 

7. Lan a e is included in Bureau of Reclamat~o~, onstru~ .10n 
and Reh~hftation prohibiting t~~ ?Se ?f appr?pr1~t10ns to 1mtia-r 
construction of transmission faCilitle~ m ce~am circumstances. n 
addition the bill restricts the final pomt of discharge for the Inter-
ceptor d;ain for the San Luis Unit. . r . 

8. The bill, under the U:pper '9?l.orado River Storaf.e ProJect, Imits 
funds available for certam facilities at Lake Powel · . S 

9 Languaue is provided under the Upper Colorado River tor~ge 
Pr~ject allowing Federal age~ci~ to ~iye advances for constructiOn 
of recreational and fish and w1ldhfe faCiht~es. . d d fu d 

10. Language is included to make .available ~ntll expen e n s 
advanced from water users for operation and mamtenance of reclama-
tion projects. . th B 

11. The bill restricts the liability of the Government on e u-
reau of Reclamation's Loan Program. . . . p .. 

12 Certain of the restrictions under the Admmistrative roVIsions 
for the Bureau of Reclamat~on ~ight, in. so.me circumstances, be con-
strued as changing the application of existmg law. . . 

13. Funds are included in the bill for: the Alaska P~wer Admimstra­
tion This Administration is not syeCifically authonzed by l~~· 

14. Certain transfers are permitted under General Pr?VISions-­
Department of the Interior to meet unforeseen ~m~rgen.Cies. These 
provisions have been carried in previous approynat10~ hills. 

15. Language is provided under the A PP!llach1an Regwnal Devel?p­
ment programs limiting the amounts ava1lable for the Appa.lachian 
Development Highway System. . . 

16 Language IS included in the Nuclear Regulatory Comnnss10n, 
Sala~ies and Expenses appropriation permitting tra.nsfef o~ fu~~ 
to other agencies and for those agencies to merge these un s wit 
the appropriations to which transferred. . . 

17. The bill language limit~ the a~o?nt ava1lable for recurnng 
operating expenses of river basm commissions funded under the Water 
Resources Council. . · d · 

18. Title V -General Provisions con~ai~s l~nguage, carne m pre-
vious appropriation acts which place limitations on the use of funds 
in the bill which might' under some circumstances, be construed as 
changing the application of existing law. 
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INFLATIONARY IMPACT STATEMENT 

. Pursuant to clause 2(1) (4), Rule XI of the House of Representa­
tives, the Committee estimates that enactment of this bill would have 
minimal overall inflationary impact on prices and costs in the operation 
of the national economy. 
. The amount proposed for appropriation in this bill totals $7.2 bil­

lion for fiscal year 1976 and $2.1 billion for the transition quarter. 
Thes~ !~'mounts are $153.9 million for 1976 and $98 million for the 
transition quarter above the President's request. This is an increase of 
only about 2.8 percent over the President's budget request. 

Further, this bill is clearly well within the guidelines of the budget 
targets established recently by the Congress in H. Con. Res. 218, the 
Congressional budget resolution. 

When the President's budget was being prepared, inflation was one 
of th~ major problems being considered. Today, unemployment and 
recessiOn are major problems. In addition, the Country is gravely con­
cerned about ener~ related problems. The Energy Research and 
Development Admmistration which was created by the Congress last 
year, did not officially begin its operation until after the President's 
budget was formulated. The Committee has recommended certain 
changes to the budget request which are deemed necessary to carry out 
energy research programs. 

Unemployment and energy related problems are clearly today's 
problems. Unemployment has reached about 9.2 percent. Without suffi­
cient . energy supplies, now or in the future, our economy cannot 
functiOn. 

Jobs ~ill.be provided for energy research and development, to build 
an~ mai_nt~m ~ater suppl,Y, floo~ ?~ntrol, hydro-el~ctric power, navi­
gation, IrrigatiOn, recreatiOn faCilities and to provide lasting capital 
assets for the Nation in the public interest. 

The spending contained in this bill will contribute to solving both the 
unemployment and energy problems. 

Hence the expenditures proposed in this bill, clearly, will contribute 
to economic recovery, rather than inflation. 

LIMITATIONS AND LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

The following limitations and legislative provisions not heretofore 
carried in connection with any appropriation bill are recommended: 

On pages 2 and 3 in connectiOn with Energy Research and Develop­
ment Administration, "Operating Expenses" : 

* * * official entertainment expenses (not to exceed $15,()()0) * * * 
and 

***Provided, That from th.i8 appropriation transfers of sums may 
be made to other <Lgencies of Government for the performance of work 
for which. th.i8 appropriation i8 made, and in such. cases the swrns so 
transferred may be merged with the appropriation to which. trans­
ferred: Provided further, That the amount appropriated in any other 
appropriation act for "Operating Expenses" for the Energy Research 
and Development Administration for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1976, shall be ~r:ged, w_ith.out limitation, with thi8 appropriation." 
and for the transition period 
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Pr(YI)ided, That the amO'ulrlt appr1Yp1'ia:ted in any other appropria~ 
tion act for "Operating Expenses" for the Energy Research and 
Development Administration for the period July 1, 1976, through 
SeptemJJer 301 1976, shall be merged, without limitation, with this 
appropriation. 

On page 4, in connection with Plant .and qapital Equipment. . 
PrO'IJided, That the ammtnt appropriated m any other appropNa~ 

tion Act for "Plant and capital equipment" for the Ener!Jy Research 
and Development Administration for the fiscal year end~nv June 30, 
1976 shall De merged, without limitation, with this appropriation. ' .. and for the trans1tlon quarter 
Pr~ed, That the ammtnt appropriated in any other appropria­

tion Act for "Plant and capital equipment" for the Energy Research 
and Development Administration for the period JUly 1,1976, through 
September 30, 1976, shall be merged, without limitation, with this 
appropriation. 

On page 5, in connection with Energy Research and Development 
Administration, "General Provisions" : 

Sec. 101. Not to exceed 5 percentum of appropriations made avail­
able for the current fiscal year for "operating expenses" and "Pla_nt.and 
capital equipment" may be transferred between such approprur,twns, 
but neither such appropriation, except as otherwise pr(YI)ided herein, 
shall be in,(}1'eased by more than 5 percentum by any such transfers, 
and any such transfers shall be reported promptly to the Appropria-
tions Committees of the House and Senate. . . . 

Similar language of all of the .above have been .carried m prev1ous 
appropriation a;cts for th~ Ato:r~nc Ener~ Comm1ss1~n. 

On page 15, m connectiOn with OperatiOn and mamtenance: 
* * * and such advances shall remain available until expended. 
On p~ge 21, in connection with Bonneville Power Administration 

Fund. 
Expenditures from the Bor:-ne1tille Power Administration .Fund, 

established pursuant to PUblw Law 93-454, are hereby spec~fically 
approved for construction of the following major transmission facili­
ties: (a) transmission lines and related f acilities to integrate genera­
tion into the main Bonneville Power Administration systmn from 
WPPSS No. 3 and No. 5 Nuclear Generatilng Plants near Satsop, 
W ash6ngton. . 

For the period July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976, expend~­
tures at a rate not greater than the quarterly rate provided for fiscal 
year Jt)'f6 are hereby appr_oved.. . 

On page 28, in connectiOn with the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion, "Salaries and expenses": 

* * * offici<il entertainment expenses (not to exceed $1 ,000) * * * 
and 

***Provided, that from this appropriation, transfers of sums may 
be made to other agencies of Government for the performance of work 
for which this appropriation is made, and in such cases the sums so 
transferred may be merged with the appropriations to which trans­
ferred*** 

MINORITY VIEWS OF THE HONORABLE SILVIO 0. CONTE 

OO:he prdop~d Dickeb~Lincoln Dam in northern Maine has always 
n-an willa;lways an environmental disaster and an economic 

bo
11

ofundoggle-_} WI!~ offer. an amendment on the House floor to strike out 
a ndinfc .10r this proJect. 

I hdveNong oppos~ the Dickey-Lincoln project on environmental 
group s. ow, followmg the publication of a GAO report on the "Eco­
nomic Benefits and Cos~ of the Dic~ey-Lincoln Hydroelectric Project," 
I al~o have overwhel:rrn~g econo~lC grounds to oppose this project. 

PICt.ure t~e colossal size of this project. The upper dam at Dicke 
two

1
mlles Wide and 335 feet high, would be the 11th largest dam in tli~ 

wor d and larger than Egypt's Aswan Dam. 
I~ wo~ld destroy. finally and irrevo~ably the St. John River the last 

maJor w1ld~rness ry.ver in New England. Behind the Dickey Dam the 
St. John would be mundat~ by a reservoir 46 to 57 miles long. Bec~use 
the flow of the St. J <_>hn shrmk~ to a small trickle in summer, the water 
level. of the. reservoir would fluctuate up and down by 25 to 40 feet 
creatmg a giant ( 30,090 acres) "bathtub ring." ' 

For environmentalists. and outdoorsmen, the St. John River basin is 
a ~ecca. Blanketed by nch forests, the valley is the habitat of white­
t:uled deer, moo~e and bald eagles, and the river offers some of the best 
h,~ook trout fishmg found ~mywhere. The area is unique. Floodin it 
'"· It!l another la~e, when Mame already has 3,500 lakes would be a crTme 
perpetrated on futur~ generations of Americans. (I have exto1led the 
Cnvironm.ental ecstas1es of the St. John in greater detail elsewhere. see 

·ongress10nal Record, May 22, 1975, E2707-2710 and May 5 1'975 
E2195-2197). ' ' ' 

Economically, Dic~ey~Lincol:q would not be a wise investment of tax­
payer fu!l~s. For an Immense cost, it would "Produce a piddling amount 
~f ele?ttiCity. T~e larger dam would produce only 725 meaawatts of 
peakmg power fo~ only two and a half hours a day. After two and a 

half. hours, ~he turbmes w<;mld have to be shut off for the rest of t.he 
day, othel"Wl.se, the reservoir would run d~ in a matter of weeks. 
~ two-and-.a-half hom:: spurt of "peakmg power," out of a peak 

period ~asts SIX hours, will create more problems than it will 1 
'Vhere Is the other 31;2 hours of peaking power to come from? Mo:~ 

(81} 
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E land needs this powed Forecasts of peak 
over, who says ~hat/::; ng bsolete They were done before 1973, and 
power demand or ' !l're1 ~ eas~ in the price of oil has dropped 
since then the astronom1Ca mer . . the ast year 
electricity consumption btJ~ to 1~~=;=~~~~eporls that i~ 1974 "peak 

For example, Boston Ison nt from the previous year. Dur-
load" conSUJ!lptioBn was w;.n 6.~~:r:ven percent growth. factor, indi­
ing that period, ostonb kiS?n k power demand in the Boston area 
eating that the real cut ac m pea 
was close to 14.percedtd. th ummer. It occurs when the te~perat~re 

Peak power ~s nee ~ . m e s e turned on So from a cost vlewpomt, 
rises and the alr-condltdneb'irr d liars f~r s~ch a marginal purpo:;e. 
it is outrageous tof sphenD. ak 1 Lhtc~ln pro)· ect is still unknown, despite 

The true cost o t e lC ey-
the GAO report just ~elease~. s of Engineers cost estimate of $521.8 

The GAO r~port cites a orp the GAO also details the sh~ck-
million made m July 1~?4. Ho~evfu~t promise to balloon the proJect 
ing number of cost,con mg~nmes is b sed on plans drafted il} 196.3 t;o 
pr1Cetag. The corps c<>_s~ lltu;nb~ lete ~nd unreliable. To get a reahstlc 
1967. T~ese plans a~e7w lo yho so to be trashed and the corps will have 
cost estimate, the .196 p ans ave 
to start from scratch. . ts t the benefit-to-cost ratio for Dickey-

As the. G.AO report I~m. h ·' king. It is inflated by the use of an 
Lincoln IS mflated, an It IS fs nn t the Government (three and a 
artificially low rate of cost o money ~ . . d 

t) a 100 year amortizatiOn per10 · . 
quarter percen heb fit~to-cost ratio is pumped up by the assign-

Furthermore, t e ~ne 'ect to "recreation" and "downstream 
ment ~f large valuesh m ~h~If~~lmillions of dollars will be enjoyed by 
operatiOns" -even t ~mg 1 

Canadians, not A~erfi:~s. t atio is shrinking. In 1965, when i~ was 
Mor~over, the .nke -L~cos l r Dam was figured to have a ratio of 

authorized, the D1C ey- mco n · h d ts b 80 percent). 
1.8 to 1 (meaning th.at ~enefi~ o~t;~~ 1 e if c~he ii'terest rate of 5 and 

However, the ratio rops o . h Government) is used, a rate the 
% percent ( fC?r cost of hmoney to :h: benefit-cost ratio shrinks to 1.3 
Corps recogmzes. Furt ermore, · te t rate is used (which 
to 1 if the m~re realistic~ an~ ysl:I~nfsi:mb':rrassingly small and 
O¥B recogmzes) .. A. ratlftc~tio~ fo~ this project into question. 
brmgs the econom1c JUS hi k b olleague from Massa-

! note that a letter circulated t hs wee . y a centalists are opposing 
h t · ts t a paradox· t at en VIronm 

c . . ~sets pol~ .ou th h a s~bstantial portion of it would be ear­this appropnat1on oug 
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marked for an environmental impact statement. There are two replies 
to that objection. 

First, it's not necessary to stick your finger in a light bulb socket to 
know you are going to get shocked. Similarly, it's not always necessary 
to consult a team of "experts" to recognize a potential environmental 
disaster. The Corps has supplied a number of precedents in this area. 

Second, an environmental impact statement, written by the Corps 
on a Corps project, would not be sufficient in this case. For projects 
authorized prior to 1973, the Corps provides an environmental im­
pact statement that meets the statutory requirements. But it declines 
to provide a comprehensive and balanced review of the project, as has 
been required for all public works projects since October 1973 by 
the "Statement of Principles and Standards" promulgated by the 
Water Resources Council and signed by the President. 

Without consideration of these "prmciples and standards", an EIS 
would be little more than a commitment and recognition of Dickey-
Lincoln. · 

Dickey-Lincoln has been projected to save New England Elec­
tricity consumers about $12 milhon a year-out of total bill surpass­
ing $2 billion. That's a drop in the bucket, and it would not be avail­
able until1985. 

This project won't solve the employment problems in Maine, as a 
significant labor force won'·t be mounted until 1981, 1982, and 1983. 
Even then, maximum employment won't exceed 1,800 man-years. 
After that, employment will dro~ to nothing. 

Maine wil be victimized by a 'boom and bust" employment spectre, 
and in the meantime hundreds of jobs in the timber and paper in­
dustries will be lost due to the flooding and loss of access to 300,000 
acres of prime timberlands. 

The last justification for Dickey-Lincoln is that it is needed to 
protect the town of Fort Kent (population 4,500) from sprin~ime 
floods. An easier and cheaper way to solve this problem would be 
to build flood dikes. This could be done within 18 months and would 
cost about $1.6 million. In its final environmental impact statement 
on the dike proposal, the Corps states that Dickey-Lincoln dams are 
not a fractical solution to Fort Kent's flooding problems because the 
dams could not possibly be built quickly enough to solve Fort Kent's 
immediate problem. '1 

Whether the final cost for Dickey-Lincoln is $600 million or $1 
billioni I am. convil!-ced tha,.t greater public benefits can be gained 
from a ternatlve proJects. 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) 
AUTHORITY FOR 1975 AND THE BUDGET ESTIMATES FOR 1976 

PERllri.ANENT NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY-FEDERAL FUNDS 

!Becomes available automatically under earlier, or "permanent" law without further, or annual action by 
the Cong~ss. Thus these amounts are not Included In the accompanying bill} 

Agency and Item 
New budget (obligation) 

authority, 1975 
Budget estimate of new 
(obligational) authority, 

1976 

(1) (2) (3) 

C'orps of Engineers-Civil: Permanent appropriations ___ - - - --------- ___ $3,825,000 $4,500,000 
Department of the Interior: Reclamation: 

Miscellaneous ap:.fropriations ____ _________ __ ___ ___ ___ ____ ___ ___ __ 3,300,000 3,000,000 
Colorado River asin Project (contract authority) _________________ 12,500,000 ------------------

Federal Power Commission: Payments to States under Federal Power Act_ 80,000 80,000 
Southwestern Power Administration Continuing Fund __ __ _____ ____ _____ 70,000 ------------------

Total, permanent new budget (obligation) authority, Federal funds_ 19,775,000 7, 580,000 

Increase ( +) or 
decrease(-) 

(4) 

+$675, 000 

-300,000 
- 12,500 000 

-------------------70,000 

- 12, 195,000 



NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OT~ BUDGET ESTIMATES FOR 1976 AUTHORITY FOR 1975 AND 

T ''""W BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY-TRUST FUNDS 
PERMANEN ... ,..,. ua1 action by 

tlcall under earller or "permanent" law without '':l:;f;.orbWlj [Becomes available automa Th Y tbeee amounis are not Included In the accom the Congress. us 

Agency and Item New budget (ob~atlon) 
authority, 1 5 

Budget estimate of new 
(obllgational) authority . 

(1) (2) (ll) 

$22,000,000 $22,000,000 ----------Corps of Engineers-Ci~: :rrust_-----------------------·-
8,274,000 11,385,000 Department of the InteriOr. ----------·---------- ---- -
6, 727,000 ------------------Reclamation trust fun'!s-:-- --;- --tii"tSt funds ____ ------------------

235,000 
Bonneville Power AdtmDlB::~~~Administration: Advances for coop-

256,000 
3,334,000 

Energy Research and Develop - - - --- -----·---------------- -- -
3,150,000 erative work ___ ---------- -:--.-- -: -:Miscellaneous trust fund accounts ____ 

3,480,000 2,904,000 ~palachian Reg~gnal cil~R-:~oB~in Commissions- ----.-- -----------ater Resources ounc · 1 

Total permanent new budget tobligational) authority, trust funds-- 43,887,000 39,858,000 

Increase<+> or 
decrease (-) 

<•> 

------------------
+$3, 111,000 
-6,727,000 

-21, 000 
+184, 000 
-576,000 

4, 029, 000 

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOB FISCAL YEAR 1975 AND THE BUDGET 
ESTIMATES OF NEW (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1976 AND THE TRANSITION PERIOD 

PUBLIC WORKS FOR WATER AND POWER DEVELOPMENT AND ENERGY RESEARCH APPROPRIATION BILL, 1976 

-
BUJ compared with-Budget estimates New budget Item New budget ot new (obHgatlonal) (obHgatlonai) ( obHgatJonai) authortty llscal authortta; New budget Budget estlmatee of 

authortty year 1976 and recommen ed (obHgatlonal) new (obHgatlonal) 
11sca1 year 1976 transition period 6 In the bill authortty, t1sca1 authortty, llscal year 1976 year 1976 and 

transition pertod 
(1) 

(2) (3) -T 
(4) (6) 

(6) ITLE I- ENERGY RESEARCH 
AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINIS-
TRATION (EXCEPT FOSSIL FUELS RESEARCH DEVELOP-MENT) 

perating expenses __ ___ _______________ 
2, 446, 487, 000 3, 005, 387, 000 3, 036, 120, 000 + 589, 633, 000 +30, 733,000 

Transition period ___________________ 

---------------- 914,731,000 931, 939, 000 ------------------ + 17, 208, 000 
lant and capital equipment ___________ 

788, 452, 000 874, 292, 000 872,022,000 + 83, 570, 000 -2,270,000 

Transition period ___ ___ __________ ___ 

---------------- 185, 276, 000 183,286,000 ------------------ -1,990,000 
Total, Title L _. _____________ __ 

3, 234, 939, 000 3, 879, 679, 000 3,908,142,000 +673, 203,000 + 28, 463, 000 

Transition period __ - --- - - _____ 
---------------- I, 100, 007, 000 1, 115, 225, 000 ------- ----------- + 15, 218, 000 

See footnote at end ot table. 

0 

p 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1975 AND THE BUDGET 
ESTIMATES OF NEW (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1976 AND THE TRANSITION PERIOD-Con. 

PUBLIC WORKS FOR WATER AND POWER DEVELOPMENT AND ENERGY RESEARCH APPROPRIATION BILL, 1976 

Bill compared with-

Budget estimates New budget 

Item 
New budget of new (obUgatlonal) (obllgatlonal) 
(obUgattonal) authorUy fiscal authority New budget Budget estlmatee of 

authority year 1976 and recommended (obligational) new (obligational) 

fiscal year 1976 trallllltton period 6 In the bill authority, fiscal autborltyti fiscal 
year 1976 year 197 and 

transition period 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (6) (6) 

TITLE II- DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE-CIVIL 

Department of the Army 

Corps of Engineers-Civil 

eneral investigations _______ __________ 65,284,000 62,200,000 63,924,000 -1,360,000 +1, 724,000 

Transition period _____ ___ ___________ ---------------- 15,550,000 17,182,000 ------------------ +1, 632,000 

onstruction, general __________________ 974,841,000 1, 092,700,000 1, 157, 015, 000 +182, 174,000 +64, 315, 000 

Transition period ___________________ ---------------- 360,000,000 408,883,000 ------------------ +48, 883, 000 

G 

c 

ood control, Mississippi River and 
tributaries- - ----- ----------- - --- - 161,948,000 153,600,000 160,000,000 -1,948,000 +6, 400,000 

Transition period ______ --- _____ - ____ --------~------- 53,009,000 59,000,000 ------------------ +6, 000,000 

peration and maintenance, generaL ____ 494,577,000 547,700,000 576,073,000 +81, 496, 000 + 28, 373, 000 

Transition period __ _________________ ---------------- 136,900,000 153, 116, 000 ------------------ + 16, 216, 000 

ood control and coastal emergencies ___ 15,000,000 40,400,000 40,400,000 + 25, 400, 000 ----------------
Transition period ___________________ ---------------- 3, 750,000 3,750,000 ------------------ ----------------

Fl 

0 

Fl 

General expenses __ _ 
Transition period_~~:======::=:==:== _____ ~~·- ~~~·- ~~~ _ 42, 700, 000 42, 500, 000 + 2, 400, 000 

Special recreation use fees 
10

• 
675

• 
000 

10, 650, 000 --- --------------- -200, 000 
Transition period ______ ---=====----_-_-_-_-_- ________ 1_00, 000 I, 900, 000 -

2

5,000 -------- 1, 200, 000 +500 000 
-------------- - ------------ --- - ----- , -700,000 ------------- ----------------

Total, TITLE II 
Tralll!ition peri~d------- -- ---- I, 941, 200, 000 2, 041, 112, 000 

TITLE III-DEP AR TM~~; ~; ~~-~ -~=-=-=--=-=--=-=-=--=-=--;;,;-~-~=~5,:,;79~· ~8;,:75~· ~00~0~-1 ==6=5=2~, 5=8=1~, 0=0=0=,~--;,:-;,--;;,;~~=~~~;,:~;,~;;,;~=~~~~~;_,;;~~-~=~=~=~~~~~: ?~&,~2·~· g~gg 
INTERIOR 

Bureau of Reclamation 

General Investigations 
Transition period __ ----====~====== ___ = __ ___ ~~~ ~=~ ~ ~~~ _ 

Constru~t~on and Rehabilitation 
Trans1t10n period __________ --------

----- ----- ------
244, 123, 000 

Uf!Eer ~o!orado River Storage Project 
rans1tJon period___ __ ____ _ _ _ _ _ --~= ____ _ =~·-~=~·-~~~ _ 

Colorad? River Ba.sin project Trans1tion period ----- ------ 23, 000, 000 
-- - ----- --------- - ----- --------- --

Color~do Ri~er _Basin project (appropria-

tt~on)to hqmdate contract authoriza-wn __ _ 
Transition period"=::----- - ----- - ------------- --- ---- ---- ---------- --

(32, 800, 000) 

Colorado River Ba.sin SaJi 't C 
project________ m :Y ontrol 

Transition period_==--- --------- - ---
---- ------------ ----------------

27, 650,000 

Operation and maintenance 
Transition period ______ -=----------
See footnote at end of table. - - - -

100,800,000 

20,485,000 
6, 660, 000 

298, 681, 000 
91,050,000 

40,160,000 
15, 590, 000 

29, 240, 000 
8, 810,000 

( 17, 440, 000) 
(1, 500, 000) 

19, 670, 000 
7, 130, 000 

131,810,000 
33, 665, 000 

20, 892, 000 
6, 794,000 

323,268,000 
97,884,000 

41,557,000 
16, 399, 000 

29,205,000 
8, 810, 000 

19, 670, 000 
7, 130, 000 

132, 162, 000 
34,017, 000 

+I, 465, 000 

+79, 145, 000 

+ 16, 936, 000 

+6, 205,000 

+407, 000 
+134, 000 

+24, 587, 000 
+6, 834,000 

+1, 397,000 
+809, 000 

- 35,000 
----- -------- ----- ------- ------- --

-7,980, 000 ----------------
--------- ----- ----

+31, 362, 000 

----------·-----
+352, 000 
+352, 000 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1975 AND THE BUDGET 
ESTIMATES OF NEW (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1976 AND THE TRANSITION PERIOD-Con. 

PUBLIC WORKS FOR WATER AND POWER DEVELOPMENT AND ENERGY RESEARCH APPROPRIATION BILL, 1976 

Bill compared with-

New budget Budget estimates ----
New budget or new (obligational) (obligational) 

Item 
(obligational) authority fiscal authority New budget Budget estimates of 

authority year 1976 and recommended (obligational) new (obligational) 

fiscal year 1975 t ransiton period 6 in the bill authority, fiscal authority, fiscal 
year \075 year 1976 and 

transition period 

(1) 
(2) (3) (4) (5) 

(6) 

-
T ITLE III-DEPARTMENT OF THE 

INTERIO &-Continued 

Bureau of Reclamation 

an program------------------------
13,825,000 15,515,000 23,315,000 +9, 490,000 +7, 800,000 

Transition period- __________________ ---------------- 3,355,000 6,155,000 ------------------
+2, 800,000 

mergency Fund-- - ------- ---- - --- -- -
600, 000 1,000,000 400,000 -20 000 -600,000 

Transition period- _______ ----- ______ ----------------
200,000 200,000 ------------- ----- ----------------

21,290,000 +370, 000 -130,000 

----------------

Lo 

E 

General Administrative Expenses _______ 20,920,000 21,420,000 

Transition period ___ -- ____ ____ - ___ -_ ---------------- 5,600,000 5,600,000 ------------------
+ 136, 793, 000 + 33, 778, 000 

Total--------------------------
474,966,000 577,981,000 611, 759, 000 

Transition period----- - - ------ ---------------- 172,060,000 182,989,000 ------------------
+ 10, 929, 000 

~ 
~ 

Alaska Power Administration 

General investigations----------------- 540,000 
660,000 652,000 +112, 000 -8,000 

Transition period __ _______ ________ __________________ 200,000 198,000 ---------- ---- ----
-2,000 

Operati~n and maintenance __ _ 
Transttion period_____ _ --------- 760, 000 840, 000 

T~~~~;;;;;;;;;;;;;r~~~~~~~~~~~;~~~~~~-~:~~~~~~~-~-~1~.~:~:~:~:~:~:~--~1~.~~~=~~~~~~~~~-~-:-:--:-~-~-~-~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~-~---3~~:Js~= 
B 410, 000 407 + 189, 500 1 

onneville Power Administration , 000 ---------------- 0, 500 fund a, ooo· 

Construction 
Transition pe~iod~================== __ __ 1aa, 500, ooo _______ _ _ -133, 500, 000 

--------------- ------------------- -----Operati~n. and maintenance ------ -
Trans1t10n period ______ -========= ________ ~~~ ~~~· 000 __________________________ _ 

TotaL____ _______ ----------------

- 38, 500, 000 
------------- ----------------

Transition period====--------- 172,000, 000 ---- - ------------- ---- -----------------

Southeastern Power Administration 

Operation and maintenance 
Transition period _______ = ___ _ 946, 000 

Southwestern Power Administration 

Construction Transition pe~iod~ - -- --- --- ---- - - -- - 620, ooo 

Operation and maint~~~~:~ ---- ----- --- --------- -----
Transition and period ------------ 5, 795, 000 ------------ ---- -- ------------- -

Total 
Transition-pe~ioci-------------- --- --------------------- ---

Total, title III 

6,415, 000 

1, 024, 000 
263, 000 

700, 000 
125, 000 

6, 136, 000 
1, 870, 000 

6, 836, 000 
1, 995, 000 

587, 341, 000 
174, 728, 000 

Transition period __ -_-_- - -------- - - - --- 655,627,000 
------- -------- ------------

See footnote at end of table. i========i==::;~;:;,~,~~ 

-·---~-~~~~~=-~~~~~~ 
--------- 172, 000,000 -

1,000,000 
257,000 

680,000 
125,000 

6, 000,000 
1,850,000 

6, 680, 000 
1, 975,000 

620, 928, .500 
185,628,000 

+54, 000 

+60, 000 
------

+205, 000 
---------

+265, 000 
---------
34,698, 500 
------- -

---

- 24,000 
6,000 

- 20,000 

-136,000 
20, 000 

s 
-156,000 
-20,000 

+33, 587, 500 
+ 10, 900, 000 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1975 AND THE BUDGET 
ESTIMATES OF NEW (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1976 AND THE TRANSITION PERIOD-Con. 

PUBLIC WORKS FOB WATER AND POWER DEVELOPMENT AND ENERGY RESEARCH APPROPRIATION BILL, 1976 

Item 
New budget 
(obligational) 

authority 
fiscal year 1975 

(1) (2) 

TITLE IV-INDEPENDENT OF-
FICES (excluding ERDA) 

Appalachian Region Commission: Sal-
aries and expenses _______ --------- 1, 747, 000 

Transition period ___________________ ----------------

Appalachian region development pro-

~:!Jde~~~- _ ~:~~~~~~~~~ __ t~ _ ~~~ _ 293,500,000 Transition period ___________________ ----------------

Delaware River Basin Commission: 
Salaries and expenses ______________ 77,500 

Transition period __ ___ __ ________ ----------------Contribution to Delaware River 
Basin Commission ____________ 238,000 

Transition period _______________ ----------------
Total __ ___ __ ___ _____ __ ___ ____ 

315,500 
Transition period ____ __ __ ___ ----------------

·Federal Power Commission 
Transition period _______ -_-:::::=::: -- 33 097 000 , , 

-- -- --------------
Inte~tate C!>mmission on the Potomac 

R1ver Bnsm: 

-
r 

Contri?u.tion to Interstate Com 
i:1s~1on on the Potomac Rive asJn _________ _ 

-- 52,000 
-- ----------------

Transition period_~===== _____ _ 

~ 

-
- 135, 165, 000 

Nucle~r Regulatory Commission: Sal 
ar1e~ .and expenses __________ _ 

Trans1t10n period -----
- --------- ----- --------------------

Susqueha!lna River Bnsin Commission: 
Salar1es .a!id expenses _________ _ 

Tra~uut~on period__________ --­
Contnb~tJOn to Susquehanna Iii~~~ 

Basm Commission 

-
- --
-

77,500 
-- -- -- -- ------

150,000 
- --------- -------Transition period __ -~~ == ====== = 

TotaL ___ __ __ _ 

Transition pe~i~d~ = = = = = ==== 
-
- -

Tennessee Valley Authority: Payment 
Ten.n~see Valley Authority fund 

Trans1t10n period__ ___ ___ _ ----

227,500 
---------------

77,400,000 
---------- ------------

See footnote at end of table. 
----

Budget estimates 
of new (obligational) 

authority fiscal 
year 1976 and 

transition period 6 

(3) 

1,852,000 
480, 000 

293,500,000 
47,500,000 

79,000 
19,000 

215,000 
53,000 

294,000 
72,000 

35, 910, 000 
8, 558,000 

52,000 
13, 000 

219, 935, 000 
52,000,000 

79,000 
19, 000 

150, 000 
38,000 

229, 000 
57,000 

87,800,000 
27,500,000 

New budget 
Bill compared with-

(obligational) ---
authority New budget Budget estimates of 

recommended (obligational) new ~bllgatlonal) 
In tbe btU authority, fiscal aut orlty, fiscal 

year 1975 year 1976 and 
transition period 

(4) (5) {6) 

1, 830,000 +83, 000 -22,000 
480,000 ------------------ ----------------

293,200,000 -300,000 -300,000 
50,000,000 ------------------ +2, 500,000 

79,000 +1, 500 ----------------19,000 ------- ----------- ----------------
215,000 -23,000 ----------------53,000 ------------------ ----------------
294,000 -21,500 ----------------72,000 ------------------ ----------------

35, 610, 000 
8, 558,000 +2, 513,000 -3oo, ooo --------------- --- ----------------

52,000 -------------13, 000 ----- -------------------- ------------- -------- --------

202,500,000 
49,230,000 + 67, 335, 000 -17, 435, 000 --------- 2, 770,000 ~~:::.:.:..:. 

79,000 +1, 500 19, 000 ---------------------------------- ------------ ----
150, 000 

--~---------------38, 000 ----------- --------------------- ----------------
229,000 +I, 500 57,000 --------------------------------- - ----------------

99,754,000 
27,984,000 + 22, 354, 000 + 11,·954, 000 ------------------ +484, 000 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1975 AND THE BUDGET 
ESTIMATES OF NEW (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1976 AND THE TRANSITION PERIOD-Con. 

PUBLIC WORKS FOR WATER AND POWER DEVELOPMENT AND ENERGY RESEARCH APPBOPBIATION BILL, 1976 

Bill compared with-

Budget estimates New budget ---
New budget of new (obligational) (obligational) 

Item (obligational) authority fiscal authoritx New budget Budget estimates of 

authority year 1976 and recomrnen ed (obligational) new (obligational) 

fiscal year 1975 transition period 6 In the bill authority, ftacal authoritys fiscal 
year 1975 year 197 ·and 

transition period 

(1) (2) (3) <•> (5) (6) 

-

TITLE IV-INDEPENDENT OF-
FICES (excluding ERDA)-Continued 

Water Resources Council: Water re-
sources planning _____________ ~- ___ 9,775,000 9,670,000 7, 750,000 -2,025,000 -1,920,000 

Transition period ___________________ ---------------- 2,370,000 1,400,000 ------------------ -970,000 

- -
Total, title IV __________________ 551,279,000 649,242,000 641,219,000 +89, 940,000 -8,023,000 

Transition period _____________ - ... -------- ... ----- 138,550,000 137,794,000 ------------------ -756,000 

- ~ 

Total new b d et ( • . . u g obligational) au-
thof!tY tttles II, III :1nd IV (ex-
cludmg ERDA) ' 

Transition period_~~====------------ 2, 959,356,000 3, 177, 783, 000 3,303,259,500 + 343, 903, 500 
------------ ---------------- 893,153,000 

+ 125, 476, 500 
976,003,000 ------------ ------ + 82, 850, 000 

Totalh ~ew ~udget (oblif.ational) au-
T t O!'J~Y, tttles I, II, II and IV_ 6, 194, 295, 000 7,057,462,000 ransttiOn period _______ ' _______ -==== 7,211,401,500 + 1, 017, 106, 500 

---------------- 1,993,160,000 2,091,228,000 
+ 153,939, 500 

+ 1, 993, 160, 000 +98, 068,000 
Memoranda: 

Appropri~tio!lS to liquidate contract 
authonzat10ns (32,800,000) 

Transition ~~lod== = ===::::::: 
(17,440,000) . (17, 440, 000) ( -15, 360, 000) 

----------- (1, 500, 000) ( 1, 500, 000) ---------------------------------- -- --------------
Total ~ppropriations, including appro-

pnat10!18 . to liquidate contract 
authortzatiOns (6,227,095,000) Transition period==:::::-- -- - - ----- - (7,074,902,000) (7, 228, 841, 500) ( +1, 001,746, 500) 

------------ ---------------- (1, 994,660, 000) 
( +153, 939, 500) 

(2,092, 728,000) ( + 1, 993, 160, 000) ( +98, 068, 000) 

I Public Law 934M created the Bonneville Power Administration Fund to be fin anced from power revenues and sale 0 f bonds, direct appropriations are no longer required. 

0 
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94TH CoNGRESs } 
lst8e8sion SENATE 

Calendar No. 491 
{ REPoRT 

No. 94-S05 

PUBLIC WORKS FOR WATER AND POWER DEVELOPMENT 
AND ENERGY RESEARCH Al>PROPRIATION BILL, 1976 

DECEMBER 4 (legislative day DECEMBER 2), 1975.-Qrdered to be printed 

Mr. STENNis, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
submitted the following 

REPORT 
[To accompany H.R. 8122] 

The Committee on Appropriations, to which was refeiTed the bill 
(H.R. 8122) making appropriations for public works for water and 
power development and energy research, inclu~ the Corps of 
Engineers-Civil, the Bureau of Reclamation, the Bonneville Power 
Adininistration and other power agencies of the Department of the 
Interior, the Appruachian Regional Development Commission, the 
Federal Power Commission, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the 
Tennessee Valley Authority~ the Energy Research and Development 
Administration, and relatoo independent agencies and COmmissions 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1976 and the period ending Sep­
tember 30, 1976, and for other purposes, reports the same to the 
Senate with various amendments and presents herewith information 
relative to the changes recommended: 

FISCAL YEAR 1976 

Budget estimates considered by House __________ _ 
Amount of bill as passed by House _____________ _ 
Increase by Senate Committee (net) ____________ _ 
Amount of bill reported to Senate ______________ _ 
Budget estimates considered by Senate __________ _ 
Amount of appropriations, 1975 ________________ _ 
The bill as reported to the &nate-

Over the budget estimates, 1976 ___________ _ 
Over the appropriation~ 1975 ______________ _ 

62-61)4 0 

$7,057,462,000 
7,225,401,500 
+228,859,000 
7,454,260,500 
7,300,162,000 
6,194,295,000 

+154, 098, 500 
+1,259,965,500 



This lengthy publication was not digitized.  Please contact the Gerald R. Ford 
Presidential Library or the government documents department of a local library to 
obtain a copy of this item. 



94TH CoNGRESS} HOUSE OF REPRESENTATlVES { REPORT 
1st Session No. 94-711 

MAKING APPROPRIATION FOR PUBLIC WORKS, 
FISCAL YEAR 1976 

DECEMBER 10, 1975.-0rdered to be printed 

Mr. EVINS of Tennessee, from the committee of conference, 
submitted the following 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

[To accompany H.R. 8122] 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 8122) mak­
ing appropriations for public works for water and power development 
and energy research, including the Corps of Engineers--Civil, the 
Bureau of Reclamation, power agencies of the Department of the In­
terior, the Appalachian regional development programs, the Federal 
Power Commission, the Tennessee Valley Authority, the Nuclear Reg­
ulatory Commission, the Energy Research and Development Adminis­
tration, and related independent agencies and commissions for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1976, and the period ending September 30, 
1976, and for other purposes, having met after full and free confer­
ence, have a!!reed to recommend and do rec~mmend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments num'bered 3, 5, 7, 9, 44, 
45, 4'8 and 50. 

That the House recede from its disa~eement to the amendments of 
the Senate numbered 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 22, 23, 34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 40, 46, 
47, 49, 53, 54, 55, 56, and 57, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 

the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert no,OOO; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: 
That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 

the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: 
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In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $3,130,765,000; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 

the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $91,1.,507,000; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 

the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $907,64£,000; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 

of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $185,776,-
000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 

of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $66,896,000; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11 : 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 

of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $17,110,000; 
and the Senate agree to the !lame. 

Amendment numbered 12: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 

of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $1 /]~8,61,8,-
000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 

the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $1,08,7 1,1,000; 
and the Senat~ agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31 : 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmezn of 

the Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendlllent, 
as follows: 
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In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $38,160,000; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 32: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 

the Senate numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $~,99~,000; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 42: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 

the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $~88.;300,000; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 

the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $16~.;300,000; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference report in disagreement amendments 
numbered 13, 19, 21, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 33, 38, 41, 51~ and 52. 

JOE L. EVINS, 
EDWARD P. ROT..AND, 

J AMIE L. WHITI'EN' 
JOHN M. SLACK, 
Orro E. PASSMAN' 
ToM BEVILL, 
GEORGE MAHON' 
JOHN T. MYERS, 
CLAm W. BURGENER, 
E . A. CEDERBERG, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
JOHN c. STENNIS, 
wARREN G. MAGNUSON, 
ROBERT c. BYRD, 
JoHN 0. PAsTORE, 
JosEPH M. MoNTOYA, 
J. BENNETT JoHNSTON, 
JoHN L. McCLELLAN, 
JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
M ARK 0. HATFIELD, 
MrLTON R. YouNG, 
RoMAN L. HRusKA, 
CLIFFORD P. C ASE. 

Managers or~, the Part of the Senate. 



JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF THE 
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

The Managers on the part of the House and the Senate at the Con­
ference on the disagreein~?: votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 8122) making appropriations for 
public works for water and power development and energy research, 
mcluding the Corps of Engineers-Civil, the Bureau of Reclamation, 
power agencies of the Department of the Interior, the Appalachian 
regional deve1opment programs, the Federal Power Commission, the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the 
Energy Research and Development Administration, and related inde­
pendent agencies and commissions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1976, and the period ending September 30, 1976, and for other pur­
poses, submit. the following joint statement of the House and the 
Senate in explanation of the effect of of the action agreed upon by the 
managers and recommended in the accompanying conference report. 

The conferees are agreed to the language included in the Senate 
report relating to employee housing. 

TITLE I-ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

Amendment, No. 1: Povides limitation of $25,000 for official enter­
tainment expense instP.ad of $15,000 as proposed by the House and 
$27,000 as provided by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 2: Appropriates $3,130,765.000 for fiscal year 1976 
instead of $3,049.,120,000 as proposed by the House and $3,131,892,000 
as proposed by the Senate. 

The funds appropriated for operating expenses are allocated as 
shown in the following table: 

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 

A pproprlltlon 
fiscal year Fiscal year 

1975 1976 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

Sola~~-=~~~==::.~~~-~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~-t: ________ _ 

=~:s:~rr-~~~~~~~~=======~::::::::::::: :::::::: 
$8, 770,000 $66, 700, 000 
13, 800, 000 31, 170,000 

281, 600, 000 312, 610, 000 

Total, solar, potl!ermal, and advanced enerey systems develoP-
ment. _-- -- ,_ ----------- ----------- ---------------------- 304, 170, 000 410, 480, 000 

Conservation~ 111d development: 
Electric power transmission. ___ -----_--__ -------- __ -·----------
Enerey stonp syStems ••••.• ----•••••• --------------·-·------. 

6, 372,000 16,000, 000 
5, 800, 000 13,000,000 

Total, conservation rasearch and development.............. •• 12, 172,000 29,000,000 

Conference 
allowance 

$1 82, 700, 000 
31, 170, 000 

' 315, 500, 000 

429, 370, 000 

11,830, 000 
14, 000, 000 

25,830,000 
=================== 

(5) 
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 

Appropriation 
fiscll year 

1975 
Fiscal year 

1976 

Nuclear energy development: 
Fusion power research and development__._... . ............. • • 85, 030, 000 120, 000, 000 
Fission power reactor developmenL------ ---- ----- --------- ---- 384,000,000 406, 459,000 
Naval reactor davelopmanL----- ----- ------------- ---------- -- 167,000, 000 186,200,000 
Space nuclear systems •.. ----------- ---- ------------.. . . ...... . 26,600,000 30, 900, 000 
Nuclear materials •. ___ _ --------------- ...• ---- ----- --- . . ..... . 646,080, 000 971, 712, 000 
Advanced isotope separation technology__________ ___ __ ____ ____ __ 11,700,000 25,060,000 

Total nuclear anergy fwlloplllelt ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Ll, 320,498,000 1, 740,871,000 

Conference 
allowance 

120, 000, 000 
1404, 000, 000 
186, 200, 000 
28,000,000 

3 958, 500, 000 
25,000,000 

1, 721, 700, 000 

~~;:::::::::::::::':'::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 8l~: rob:~ ~: ~: ~ ~~ ~: ~ 
".._ tlldldall ..,rit,r ....... ~------ .•••.•••••.•• ---~--- • __ 5_, as_3_,_ooo __ 11_, _94_5,_ooo ___ n_, 94_5,_oo_o 

Total, national ..nty ••.... _. _ .•. _ .• . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 867, 260, 000 973, 694, 000 920, 560, 000 

Environmental •d safety resean:h: 
Biomecllcaland.wiroa,....UI r-ch •.••••••• ._.... . .......... 132,215, ooo 156,515,000 1166,515,000 

~.::::.S~~-·::.:::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::: ~:~I&:~ ~: ~: ~ ~: ~: ggg ----------------------
Total, environmental sand safety -.rch ••••••••••••••••••••• =1:.:64:'=995==, 000==20~1,=57=5,;,, 000===2=11='=67=5=, 000= 

148, 543, 000 
8,065,000 
9, 460,000 
8,180,000 
1,650, 000 

179, 764, 000 
7, 650,000 

12,290,000 
9,480, 000 
1, 984,000 

'175, 592, 000 
9, 075,000 

11,400,000 
9, 455,000 
1, 984,000 

Total, program support . •••. --------------··----------------- 175,898,000 211,168,000 207,506, 000 

Cost of work lor oiiMr'-----········-···············-·····--·----·- 11,690,000 12,660,000 12,660, 000 

Total program costs .• _ .••••.•... ___ .••• ____ ____ ..••..•. . . __ .. . . -- .2, 856,683,000 3, 579,548, 000 3, 529, 301, 000 

Change in selected ASOU«*-····- --···------- ------------·-···--·· 221,901,000 303,459, 000 286, 464,000 

Gr• ...... •·r--•·•-·-~·-,,·•··~-·--•,--,,•··-,·•····•·,3.!1e1.584, 000 3, ~· ~~· ~ 3,815, 765,000 
Revenues IPPW • ••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••.••••••••••••••••• ,..-tzt 190,000 - , , -670,000,000 

Net obliJI!!I~..t.;.· -· ········· ···· ·--···-·••r-- - -·-- ·- - --· -2, 446,394,000 3, 190,837,000 3, 145,765,000 
Change in lllolil..-cr"llll-----·· ·•···""-••··"'·············>·••• 93,000 •••••••••••••• -15,000, 000 

Total, operating budget authority __ •• .. __ •••••.••. . .. .. ....••. 2, 446, 487,000 3, 190, 837,000 3, 130,765,000 

1 The Conferees are a&reed that the amount for solar energy is allocated as follows: Amounts 

Solar energy building and facilities .................... ............. . . ........... $28, 500, 000 
Solar thermal.... ... .............................................................. ..................................................... 10, 600, 000 
Photovoltaic ............................................................................ ··········-·······-··•-.·....-··············-··· 16, 000, 000 
Wind energy conversion.......................................................................................................... . 11, 000, 000 
Bioconverslon to fuels... . .. . ....................... .............. ··········································-··--·-.. 6, 000, 000 
Ocean thermal energy ................................................................. .............. ............ 6, 000, 000 
Resource analysis. ................................................................. .................................................. 1, 500, 000 
Solar stora&e . .•.......... 441!1--·-····-·-···························-··-····················- ···········-··-... ,...... 1, 500, 000 
Solar Institute.......................................................... ................... ......................... 1, 600, 000 

Total .. 82, 700, 000 

• Funding levels for subprograms concur with Senate report 94-505. 
a Funding ltwels for subprograms concur with Senate report 94-505, except for conceptual engineering which 

is $4,000,000. The reductions for fiscal year 1976 and transition quarter are applied to the overall nuclear 
materials program. . . . 

• Funding ltwels for subprograms concur with Senate report 94-505, except for program direction wh1ch 1s 
decreased by $2,408,000. 

The Conferees are in agreement that the off-continent test readiness 
program should not be terminated, nor the scientific team associated 
with the program dismantled. Accordingly, the Conferees agree that 
from within the total sum available for the weapons prog-ram. such 
amounts as are necessary, but not to exceed $8,000,000, may be utilized 
for this program activity. 
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Amendment No. 3: Deletes language proposed in Senate bill whil-h 
read, ": Provided further, That this appropriation shall be available 
only upon the enactment into law of authorizing legislation". 

Amendment No. 4: Appropriates $941,507,000 for the transition 
period instead of $941,439,000 as proposed by the House and $942,2•i2,-
000 as proposed by the Senate. The funds are allocated as shown in the 
table below. 

TRANSITION QUARTER 

OPERATING EXPENSES 

Solar, 111Glhermal, and advanced _ r., systuJs devllopmtnt: 

i~JI.;!.:l~~~~~~=============================== == =======::: ::: 
Total, solar, geot~ermal, and advanced systems development •••.••...••••••••.• 

Cons~~~"~=~~~~:·-··---· ·····-· ·•-·········-•······--····· 
Energy storaae systems •••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••• ~---·-·····-··· 

Total, conservation research and dlv!llo~J¢, •••••••••• •••. , ••.••••••.•••••• 

Nuclear energy development: 
Fusion power research and developmenL . . .. --- -- -----················ · ··---­
Fission power reactor development . . . . ..... .....•.. .....•.••..• •• ...•...•..... 
Naval reactor development . .... _ . .. ..•.... . ... . •••.. . • __ ...... . ... ...•.. .. . .. 

~~:a~u~~~~~i~r:~~~:~::: :::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Advanced isotope separation technology ••••••••.•••••••••••••.•••••••••••• ___ • 

Total, nuclear energy dlveloJ!meal. ••.•• : ......... ...... ~ ••.••• ..,.. ......... .. 

Na\ioaal security: 

=~:::::::::::::::;:::::::::::: : : ::: :: ::::: : :::::::: : : ::::::::::::: 
Nucl-.r materials security ••••••••• : ••• ~ .... ..... ...... . . . . .... .... ......... . 

Budget 
estimate Conference 

fiscal year 1976 allowance 

$17, 400,000 $24, 500, 000 
3, 850,000 I 8, 750,000 

80,342,000 82,800, 000 

101, 592, 000 116, 050, 000 

4, 100,000 
3, 400,000 

2, 673,000 
3, 400,000 

7, 500,000 6, 073,000 

37,000,000 37, 000, 000 
111, 588,000 2 110, 000, 000 
52,900, 000 52, 900, 000 
8, 000,000 7, 500, 000 

262, 392, 000 2 260, 000, 000 
7, 700, 000 7, 300, 000 

479, 580, 000 474, 700, 000 

242, 087, 000 220, 000, 000 
18, 100,000 18,000,000 
3,006,000 3, 006,000 

263, 203, 000 241, 006, 000 Total, national~~-·-·········-· · ··· ·· ······ · · ················· ========= 
&~rn:r~r::rr:n-:=~ireseal'th..... . ......... .. ....................... 40,500, ooo «. ooo. ooo 

=:eatiom::r='"r.;'.~::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~: :::g:: 1f: :~:: -----------
Total, environmental and safety mNn:h..................................... 53,300,000 56,800, 000 ========== Program support: 

Program direction....... . .... ..... ........... ....................... ........ 47,625,000 46,900, 000 

~:c~~~l:rv:ft~~:~i~~~==~=~===~=~=~=~===~=~~~::::::~::::::::::::::~:: :::::::~ ~: ~l~: ~ ~: ~: ~ 
Information services •••......••. ••.••. •••...... ..•........ ___ _______ ____ ..... 2, 686, 000 2, 645, 000 
EEO assigned facilities.. . .......... . . . ............. ... ..... . . ... ....... .. .... 516, 000 516, 000 -------------Total, program.....,.___ ___ _;______________________ 55, 566, 000 54, 865,000 

========= Cost of work for Oliers . . .......... ...... ................ . . . :-•••• ~ •••• ,......... . 3, 095,000 3, 095,000 
===='==========c 

Total program-.: ••••••• ~---·······-····························--- 963, 836, 000 952, 589,000 
Change in selected resources ••••••••.•••.••••••••. .••.•••••••••••• ,_ ..... , ....... 112,505,000 95,918,000 -------------
Revenu~~~::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::.:~:::::.:::~::::::::::~Yit r~: :l ~ ~~: ~: &~ ---=----------

Total, operating budget •11111orft9 .......... ........................... ,...... 963, 941,000 941, 507,000 

1 Funding levels for subprograms concur with House report 94-319. 
• Funding levels for subprograms concur with Senate report 94-505. 

Amendment No. 5 : Deletes language proposed by the Senate which 
read as follows, "1: Provided further, That this appropriation shall be 
available only upon the enactment into law of authorizing legislation". 
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PLANT AND CAPITAL EQUIPMENT 

Amendment No. 6: Appropriates $907,642,000 for 1976 instead of 
$872,022,000 as proposed by the House and $941,292 as pl'Oposed by the 
Senate. . . .. 

The Committee of Conference IS unammous m Its strong support for 
the important Tokamak fusion project _which ~s an essential step to­
ward meeting the goal of a demonstration fusiOn reactor. The funds 
provided will initiate the required work, and as ag~ed to by the Con­
ferees represents a significant co!llillitment to the proJect. 

The changes from the Senate mclude: 
CONSTRUCTION 

Ten megawatt solar thermal test facilitY------------------------ -$5, 000,000 
Safeguard and security upgrarling, (nuclear material&)---------- -~ 350,000 
Safeguard and security upgrading (weapons)---------.. -------; .... - -7, 800,000 
Component test facility, Oak Ridge National Lab-------------~"'" -4, 000, <>og 
Tokamak fusion test reactor·--------------------------------~- --8,000,~0 14 MEV high intensity neutron facllltY-------------------------- -2,500, 

The amounts provided for capital equipment not related to con­
struction, FY 1976 are as follows : 
Solar, geothermal, and advanced energy systems development: 

Solar energy development-------------------------~~~ 1,000,000 
Geothermal energy development----------------:------;--;;,.~ ... ~--' 620, 000 
Physical research ----------------------------------.-. ... -,.-_3_2_, 3_oo_. ooo_ 

Total solar, geothermal and advanced system development-. 33, 920, 000 

Conservation research and development: 
Electric power transmission-----------------------~~"-~----- 1, 700, 000 
Energy storage systemiJ------------------------.... ~;,.~- 750, 000 

Total conservation research and development------,-.------- 2, 450, 000 

Nuclear energy development: 
Fusion power research and development--------:----~-~ .... - 17,000,000 
Fission power reactor development-----~-------.-----~--- 49, 900, 000 
Naval reactor developmeht-------------------------o::-~t~"'-. 8, 800, 000 
Space n~ear systems-------------------~-... r·..--~11 c 1,,........,. 2, 600,000 
Nuclear materials ------------------------------·--------~ 28, 100, 000 
Advanced isotope separation technologY---:------------------- 3, 200,000 

Total nuclear energy development----~--------------~ 109,600,000 

National security: 
lVeapons -------------------------------------------------- 58,150,000 
Laser fusion---------------------------------------------- 8,500,000 
Nuclear materials security---------------------------------- 2, 220, 000 

Total national securitY----------------------------------- 68,870,000 

Environmental and safety research : 
Biomedical and environmental research--------------------
lVaste management ----------------------------------------
Operational safety --··--------------------------------------

10,150,000 
3,350,000 

880,000 
-----

Total environmental and safety research------------------ 14,380,000 
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Program Support: 
Program direction----------------------------------------- 8,452, 000 
Information services--------------------------------------- 750,000 

Total program support------------------------------------ 4,202,000 • 
Total capital equipment obligations ________________________ 283, 422, 000 

Amendment No. 7: Deletes language proposed by the Senate which 
rea~ as follows, ": Provided further, That this appropriation shall be 
a_vailable only upon the enactment into law of authorizing legisla­
hon". 

Amendment No.8: Appropriates $185,776,000 for the transition pe­
ri<_>d instead of $183,286,000 as proposed by the House and $186,686,000 
as proposed by the Senate. ·· · · 

Change from Senate action follows: 
10-megawatt solar thermal facility _________________ :~----------- -$1,250, 000 

CAPITAL EQUIPMENT NOT RELATED TO CONSTRUCTION 

The . amounts provided for capital equipment . not related to con­
struction, for the transition quarter, are as follows: 
Solar, geothermal, and advanced energy systems development: 

Geotherma1 enerey development--------------------.----'------­
Physical r~rcb------------.. --...... --~.----------------:~------

$200,000 
8,000,000 

Total solar., geothermal and advanced energy systems de\velop-
rnent -------------------------------- ------------------ 8,200,000 Conservation research and development : 

Electric power translllisslon__________________________________ 480, 000 
Energy storage systeJDS _____ a ...... .:... ...... L--·--~----------------- 220, 000 

Total conservation research and development_ ______________ _ 700.000 
=== Nuclear energy development: 

Fusion power research and development_______________________ 4, 500, 000 
Fis!don power reactor development_ ________________ .:._________ R, 600, 000 
Naval power reactor deveLopment-----------------------~---- 1,325, 000 
Space n~r srat~-~----------------------------------- 650, 000 
Nuclear IDaterials _______ ~-----~------~--~---------- .. ----~--- 10,850, 000 
Advanced isotope separation technology----------- ------------ 800, 000 

Total nuclear energy development_ _________________________ 26, 72.''>, 000 

National security: 
VVeapons -------------------------------------------------- 14,870, 000 
J.a.ser :tu)d()Q!.~-----------------------------~--------..: ______ , 2, 350, 000 
Nuclear materials securitY----------------------------------- 611, 000 

Total national securitY------------------------------------ 17,&~1,000 

Environmental and safety research: 
Biomedical and enVironmental research_______________________ 2, 640, 000 
~aste maanageEOent-________________________________________ 840,000 
Operational safetY------------------------------------------ 220, 000 

Total environmental and safety research-------------------- 8, 700, 000 

H.Rept. 94•711 --- 2 
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Progratn support: 
Progratn direction---------------------------------,~~~ 
lnfortnation services----------------------------~..-~--~~-

940,000 
130,000 

Total progratn support-------------------------T-~----~~ 1,070,000 

Total capital equiptnent---------------------~~------------ 58,226,000 
Amendment No. 9 : Deletes language proposed by the Senate which 

read as follows, " : Provided furthe?', That this appropriation shall be 
available only upon the enactment into law of authorizing legislation". 

TITLE II-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-CIVIL 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS- CIVIL 
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

Amendment No. 10: Appropriates $66,856,000 for 1976 instead of 
$63,924,000 as proposed by the House and $66,952,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Amendment No. 11: Appropriates $17,110,000 for the transition 
period instead of $17,182,000 as proposed by the House and $16,811,000 
as proposed by the Senate. 

The managers are agreed that the funds provided for the Wabash 
River Navigation proiect, Indiana and Illinois are for the study from 
Ohio River to Terre Haute, Indiana. 

The funds appropriated for General Investigations are to be allo­
cated as shown in the following table. 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

Survey Type of survey 

Alabama: 

~~~::: ~~:::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: =~¥::: : ::::: 
Montgomtl)' to Gadsden, Ccma Rivtr channel (detailed economic Nav ________ _ 

restudy). 
Village Creek ••••••••••••••••••••••••••. ••••• .•. --------- --- -. FC ••••••••.•. 

Alaska: 
Metropolitan Anchorage .•••••. ----- ------- ••••••••••• ---- ------ fe •••• ----·­
Rivers and harbors in Alaska (hydro interim) ••••••.•.•. ••••• ••••• Fe •••••••••• 
Southcentral rail belt .... ..................................... Fe ••••• ------

Arizona: 
Gila Rivtr and tributaries (Gila drain), Arizona and New Mexico ••••• Fe _________ _ 
Phoealx Metropolitan Area ••••• ·-·-···········----------------- FC •••••••••• 

Arkansas: 
little Rock metropolitan area ••••••••••••.•••••.•.••• ••••••••.•• FC •••••• .•• •• 
Quachita River Basin, Ark. and La ••••••••• --------------·----- ·- FC •••••• ••••• 
Pine Bluff Metropolitan Area •••••• ------ ------- -- --- - - -- -- - - · --- Fe _____ ____ _ _ 
Red River below Denison Dam (Bayou Dorcheat) __ __________ ___ __ _ Comp __ _____ _ 
White River Basin Reservoir. •••• - -----·-··-------- ---- ·-------- FC ••••••••••• 
White River Bull Shoals and Norfolk ••••••••• ----·------·-------- Fe __________ _ 

:~:~: ~l~:~: ~~~YB~~:~----~~::::::::: ::::: :::::: :::::::::: : ::: ~g:::: : : : :: :: 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Conference recommendation 

Fiscal year 1976 transition 
1976 quarter 

$40,000 
100, 000 
315, 000 

45,000 

183, 000 
250,000 

• 334,000 

I 200,000 
I 815,000 

I 475,000 
2 40,000 
275,000 
•15, 000 

I 100,000 
25,000 
20,000 
20,000 

$20,000 
30,000 
60,000 

20,000 

75,000 
65,000 
80, 000 

I 45, 000 
I 200,000 

I 125,000 
• 75,000 

25,000 
•10, 000 
I 25,000 

50,000 
5, 000 
5, 000 
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GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

Survey Type of survey 

California: 

~~~~:~:s ==~:~~=:::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~t:: ::::::: Carmel RlveraQd trlbtrllrl.._. ______________ __ _________ ________ FC ____ __ ____ _ 

~~r~ti~!r~ ~~~~~~~ ~: =~=~~ :: ~=~~ ::::: ::~::::: ::::::::: ~~~:::::::::: 
Fisherman's Wharf, San Francisco County ________ ___ ___________ __ Nav _________ _ 
Guadalupe River ___ --- - __ •••• ______ -------------- ____ ------ ___ FC __________ _ 
Humboldt Harbor and BaY--------- ---- ------------ --------- -·- - Nav _________ _ Los Angeles Countv drainage area review ________________________ FC __________ _ 
Los Angeles-Long Beach Harbor (San Pedro model study) ________ __ Nav _______ __ _ 
North Coast of Los Angeles County ___ . _____________ ._. __________ Nav ••••• ____ . 
Northern California Streams ••• _______________ ----- _____________ FC •••• ______ _ 
Novato Creek and tributaries·---- - --------- --- ----- -------- - -- · FC __________ _ 

~~i:r~sWi~e~~~~~: : ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~~::::: ::::: 
Sacramento River deepwater ship channeL __ __________ ______ ___ _ Nav •••••••••• 
Sacramento River-San Joaquin Delta •• ·----------------·----- --- - FC __________ _ 
Sacramento Valley navigation •••• •• ____ • ________________________ Nav ••••••• __ _ 
Salinas River including part of Salinas-Monterey metropolitan area •• FC ••••••••... 
San Diego County streams flowing into Pacific Ocean ______________ FC __________ _ 
San Diego County, vicinity of Oceanside __________________________ BE. •••••••••• 
San Diego Harbor-Sweetwater River ____________________________ Nav _________ _ 
San Francisco Bay and Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta water quality FC. - --------

and waste disposal. 
San Francisco Bay area (in depth>-------------- -- ------------- -- Nav _________ _ 
San Frannisco Bay, collection and dls110$81 of floatilli debris •••••••• Nav _________ _ 

~:~ i~~~~gi:J~eco~a~J~:::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~g::::::::::: 
Santa Ana River basin and Orange County ____ ---------·---------- FC ••••••••••• 

~~~~~tc~a;:b~;~~~ :~ ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: ~~¥~~~::::::: 
Upper Putah Creek ••• ____ ----------------- ____ ------ __________ FC ••••••••••• 

~~~~~~a c~~~~~asiri:: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: rt::::::: :: 
Colorado: 

Metropolitan Denver and South Platte River and tributaries, Collrado, FC .......... . 
Nebraska, and Wyoming, total. 

Connecticut: 
Connecticut River basin authorization report, Connecticut, Massa- Comp •••••••• 

chusetts, New Hampshire, and Vermont. 

~i~~o'!::~n R7::~.0~: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~~:::::: :::: 
Delaware: 

Christina River Basin, tolll ...........• ;;< ••••••••••• --------•••• FC ••••••••••• 
District of Columbia: 

Metropolitan Washington, D.C., water supply, total.·------------·-- Spec •••••••• 
Florida : 

Clearwater Pass _______ ___ ___ --------- ------ --- ------- - __ ---- Nav ••••• ••••• 
Cross-Florida barge canaL. ____ ------------------------- - ______ Spec •• ·---- __ 
Four River basins •• --------- ______ ---------------------- _____ . Fe ________ . __ 
Jacksonville Harbor (Mill Cove) ••••••• ------------------------- Nav •••••••.•• Jacksonville metropolitan area •••••••• _______________ . __ _____ ___ FC __________ _ 
Manatee Harbor _____ _____ ___ -- -- - - ____ ---- --- ----- •. ------ --- Nav •••••••••• 
Miami Harbor •••••••••••• ------ --- -------- -- -- .----- -- __ ------ Nav •••••••••• 
Monroe County __________ ------- -- ------ · ••••. --------------- BE ••••••• . •• 
Nassau Coun~ (Amelia Island>------------------- --- --- --- •••• BE. •••••••••• 
Okeechobee aterway ___ ____ -- --- ______ ______ . _____ ____ _____ . Na1. --------
Pensacola and Tallahassee metropolitan and other urban areas ••••• FC •••••••• . __ St. Johns County _________ . ______________________ __ ____ ____ ____ BE. ••••••••• _ 
Shores of northwest Florida·---------------------·----·-------- BE. _________ _ 
Tampa Harbor, East Bay channels ••••• -------------------------- Nav _________ _ 
Vol usia County shores •• ---------- ____ ---- __________ ---- --- -- __ BE. ••• •• • ___ _ 

Georgia : 

~a~lr~~p~i~~~ ~~r:.~-~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::: ~::::::::.:;: 
Savannah River basin, Geor&ia, North Carolina, and South Carolina •• FC •••...•..•• 

Guam: 
Harbors and rivers in territory of Guam, tlltaL .................... Nav _________ _ 

Conference recommendation 

Fiscal year 1976 transition 
1976 quarter 

~&: i%:~ 
90, 000 25, 000 
50,000 ----· --- - --- -· 
50, 000 10, 000 
50, GOO 20, 000 
45,000 ·---------· -· · 

I 100, 000 I 60, 000 
2 60, 000 ' 50, 000 

70, 000 20, 000 
I 750, 000 I 175, 000 

2 25, 000 ' 15, 000 
303, 000 65, 000 
32, 000 --- --·-·----·-
50, 000 25, 000 
58, 000 24, 000 

120, 000 45, 000 
50, 000 15, 000 

2 45, 000 2 25, 000 
325, 000 60, 000 

I 160, 000 I 30, 000 
20,000 ---------·----

2 25, 000 • 15 000 
I 100, 000 15. 000. 

260, 000 95, 000 
2 45, 000 ' 15 000 

I 190, 000 I 55: 000 
60, 000 15, 000 

350, 000 65, 000 
90, 000 20, 000 
30, 000 10, 000 
25, 000 ·-------------
80, 000 20, 000 
50, 000 25, 000 

600, 000 121, 000 

50, 000 50, 000 

31, 000 --------------
2 30, 000 2 10, 000 

70, 000 15, 000 

150, 000 160, 000 

39, 000 29, 000 
600, 000 225, 000 
385, 000 30, 000 

20, 000 11, 000 
320, 000 I 100, 000 
2 30, 000 • 15, 000 

49, 000 ----------·---
15, 000 20, 000 

102, 000 --------------
2 75.000 • 25,000 

I 150, 000 55, 000 
I 80, 000 30, 000 

65, 000 20, 000 
65, 000 ·--· ----------
60, 000 40,000 

$585,000 
61,000 
83,000 

50, 000 

$55,000 
20,000 
40,000 

22,000 
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GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS-Continued 

Survey Type of survey 

Ha1br lr-:.=.~. ~~~~:::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~iii.;:::::::: 
-'llallealle Bay_.. ;Mtof Metropolitan Honolulu •••••••••••••••••• NaY •••••••••• 

idaho: 
Big Wood River and tributarids .............. ........ . .......... Ft •. - ••.••.• 
Boise metropolitan region and Upper Snake River and tributaries, fC ••• ---···· 

Idaho and Wyoming. 
Columbia Riv_er and tributaries, Washington, Oregon,ldaho, Montana, FC ••• - •••.•• 

and Wyomong. 
Paci~c Northwest River basin, Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and Comp ••...... 

Washington. 
illinois: 

Chicago-south end of Lake Michipn,lllinois, and Indiana ••.••..•• FC.... •••••• -. 
East Cape Girardeau, Clear Creek, North Alexander, Preston, and FC ••••.•••••• 

Miller Pond DrainaRe and Levee District. 
fox River, Ill. and Wis •......••........•.........••........•••. FC •••••••.••• 
Kaskaskia Island Drainage and Levee District.. .............. .. .. . FC.L ••••••••• 
LaMoine River basin study ..................................... fC ••••••••••• 
Mississippi River, Cassville, Wts., to mile 300,111inois,lowa, Missouri , FC ••••••••••• 

and Wisconsin. 
Mississippi River, Coon Rapids Dam to Ohio River, IU.,Iowa, and Mo. FC •.••.•.•••. 
Mississippi River old channel mile 111-117, Illinois and Missouri.. •• FC .......... . 
Muscooten Bay ..• ---------- ..•.......•.•........•..........•. Nav .••••.•... 
Rock River at Rockford .•••••••••••.••••••.•••.•••••.•••••••••• FC ...•.••...• 

i~~~ ;;;:~~~~~~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~~::::::::: : 
Indiana: 

Columbus ..........•••.... . .•.•••. •...... . .... __ ...•. . ____ ... FC ••.•••.•••• 
Fort Wayne metropolitan area .. ................................ FC •••..•••.•• 
Indiana shoreline erosion, lake Michiean ............. ........... BE. •••. •••••• 
Wabash River authorization report, Indiana and Illinois .. . .....•••. Comp •••.••.. 
Wabash River navigation, Indiana and Illinois ........... .......... NaY ......... . 

Iowa: 
Des Moines River Erosion ••..•••.•••••••.•...•••.•.•••••.•••••. FC ••••••••••• 
Iowa and Cedar Rivers, Iowa and Minn ••••...••••.•.•••••.•.•••. FC ••••••••••• 
Upper Big Sioux RiYer, Iowa and S. Oak ••••.••..•.•. . .•••.•••••• fC •••.••••••• 

Conference recommendation 

Fiscal year 1976 transition 
1976 quarter 

75, 000 15, 000 
16, 000 ----------- ---

1 300, 000 I 80, 000 

22,000 
160, 000 

II, 075, 000 

100,000 

192, 000 
60,000 

31,000 
10,000 

1311, ooc 
10,000 

32,000 
15,000 

I 250, 000 50, 000 
20, 000 10, ooc 

225,000 --------------
107,000 25,000 

136, 000 30, 000 
30, 000 5, 000 
26, 000 13, 000 
85,000 30,000 
70, 000 20, 000 
50, 000 15, 000 

2 50, 000 2 35, 000 

35,000 10, 000 
43, 000 40, 000 
80, 000 20, 000 

I 150, 000 I 35, 000 
I 325, 000 I 75, 000 

215,000 
92, OOJ 

120,000 

• 20,000 
30,000 
30,000 

Kansas: 
Arkansas River, Great Bend, Klnsas to John Martin Dam, Colo •••••• FC..... ••.••• 75,000 
Arkansas River, Great Bend, Klnsas To Tulsa, Okla ••...•••.•••••• FC........... 1411,000 

20,000 
5,000 

10,000 
65,000 
45,000 

Grand (Neosho) River, Kans., and Okla •••.••....••.....•••••••• . FC ••...•.....••...•....•. .. 
Kansas River and tributaries .................................... FC........... 50,000 
Verdigris River, Kans. and Okla ................................. FC........... 170.000 

Kentucky : 
Green and Barren*'""·-·················-··················· NaY •••••••••• 
Louisville Harbor ............... ......... .............. . ....... NaY •.•••••••• 

· lower Cumberland and Tennessee Rivers below Barkley Canal, Ky. 
and Tenn ....••........•••••.................•.•.....•.•... Nav •••••.•••• 

Metropolitan Lexington region... ............................. FC ••••••••••• 
Upper Cumberland River basin (resume study) .............. . .... FC ••••••••••• 

Louisiana: 
Barataria Bay Waterway (Dupre Cut) ........... . ................ Hav ••••••••• : 
Barataria Bay Waterway, entrance channel. .... . ........... ... . .. Nav •••••••••• 
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway-High level highway crossings .......... Nav •••••••.•. 
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, Louisiana-Texas section, Louisiana and NaY ......... . 

Texas. 
Louisiana coastal area . . ....... ... ...... . ...................... FC ••••••••••• 
Ouachita River Basin, Ark. and La. (See Arkansas) . . ...... ....... . 
Mississippi River, Baton Rouge, La., to Natchez, Miss .............. llav •••••••••• 
Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet (enlargement) .. •... _ ...... .. ...... NaY •••••.••.. 
New Orleans-Baton Rouge metropolitan area .................... FC ••••••••• 

Maine: 
Passamaquoddy Tidall'rajtcl. •••••••.••••••••••••• ., •••••••••• .- Sptc. •••••••• 
St. John River, total. ••••••••••••••••• ¥····--············-···· FC ••••.•••••• 

Maryland: 
Atlantic coast of Maryland and Assateague Island, Va ..•..•• . .....• BE ••••••••••• 
Baltimore Harbor and channels spoil disposal, Maryland and Virginia. llav ... : ••.••• 
Baltimore metropolitan streams ................................. FC ••••. •••• 
Chesapeake Bay study, Maryland and Vireinia .................... Spec ••.•••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

I 25,000 
I 30,000 

100, 000 
250,000 
I 75,000 

50, 000 
70,000 
70,000 
50,000 

160, 000 

35, 000 
• 90,000 
635,000 

2100,000 
60,000 

28,000 
• 10,000 

30,000 
50,000 

125,000 

15, 000 
15,000 
20,000 
20,000 

70, 000 

10,000 
• 15,000 
100,000 

•50, 000 
40,000 

15,000 --------------
80, 000 -- ------------
90, 000 20, 000 

2, 035, 000 395, 000 
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GENERAl INVESTIGATIONS-Continued 

Survey 

Conference recommendation 

fiscal year 1976 transition 
Type olsurvey 1976 quarter 

Massachusetts: 
~os~on ~ar~or ((debris)h_ .....•..........•.......••••..••..•• _ •. Nav . •••...... 

os on ar or 35ftc annel) ...•...•••.•••....••••••••••••••• Nav 
Cape Cod easterly shores .. •........••.......••.............. -.. BE._-_-_----_-_-_-_­
~~~c1~~vner, Mass., N.Y., and Vt.. .••........••........••••..... FC •••. ::: ..•• 

. d ................................................ BE •......•.•. 
Mich~~~;:cy, coastal streams . . ..... ..... ................ _ .••.. ____ •• fC ........•• . 

Grand Haven Harbor . . ......... .......... . ................... NaY 
Grand Haven Harbor and River (small boat) . . .•..•••........ :.: .. Nav:::::::::: 
Great Lakes connecting channels and harbors • • Hill. 
Great_Lakes, particularly_ Lake Ontario. and LakiiErie, inciiiiitni!MeirO..- Fe •• ::·_-_-_-_-_-_-_ 

45, 000 10, 000 
30, 000 10, 000 
45, 000 15, 000 
40, 000 10, 000 
25, 000 15, 000 
59,000 --------------

60,000 
• 15, 000 
•50, 000 
540,000 

15,000 

:&:: 
50, 000 

pohtan Duluth-Supenor, Mich., Mtnn., N.Y., Ohio Pa., and Wis. 
Great ~akes-~1. . Lawre.nce Se~way navigation season extension, Spec.... . . . .. 1 2, 900,000 

Mtchtgan, tlltnots, l~dtana, Mtnnesota, New York, Ohio, Pennsyl-
vanta, and Wtsconstn. 

I 390, 000 

Monroe Harbor ..••••.••....••••..•...•...•....•.•..•.•.•••••• Nav •••••••••. 
Water levels of the Gr~at Lakes, Mic!Jigan, Illinois, Indiana, Minne- Spec .•••••••• 

Minnes~~~a:, New York, Ohto, Pennsylvanta, and Wisconsin. 

• 20,000 
220,000 

Duluth-Su~erior Harbor, Minn. and Wia .......................... :-iav________ 85,000 ••.•••••...... 
Mtnneapohs-St. Paul metropolitan area .. ...... ..... ....... . ..... Camp........ 63 000 
Reservoirs a.t t_he hea_dwaters of the 1\'ississippi_ River ....... . ...... FC........... • so: 000 ······;·zs:ooo 
Up

1
per MtsdstMss_tppt Rtver small craft locks, Mtnnasota, Wisconsin, NaY......... ••.••••••••••• 35 000 
owa an tssoun. ' 

Mississi~pi: 

. !::*\~&::~~~~:~~~~~-::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: ~~~:::~:::::: 
M1ssoun: 

Cape La Croix Creek, Cape Girardeau ............................ FC .......•.•. 
Metr~politan region of Kansas City, Mo. and Klns ••••••••••.•.•••• FC ......... . . 

i\~~~~~!~;~~i.= ~=~_=i~~ =,ir_:_~:::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~~~~~==: = ::: 
St. Louis metropolitan area, Missouri and Illinois ....... .• .••.•. . . . FC ••••••....• 

Montana: 
Flathead and Clark Fork River Basins, total.................... FC •••••••••. 

Nebraska : 
Platte River and tributaries, tltaL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• .-. FC ••••••••••• 

New Hampshire: 
Connecticut River streambank erosion (Wilder Lake, N.H. and VI. FC •••••••••• , 

to Turners Falls Dam, Mass.). 
North and Foss Beaches •••.•.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•• BE. •••••••••• 

New Jersey: 
Camden metropolitan area ....................... ... ........... FC •••••••.•• 
Delaware Ba~, shore of New Jersey .•• •••••••. ••• ••••••••••.•••• FC .•.•• •.... 
Hackensack iver, N.J. and N.Y ........................... . .... FC ..•••••••. 
Kill Van Kull Channel, Newark Bay Channel, N.J. and N.Y ••••••••. Nav •••.....• 

New ~Jr~i:Yi~:: ~ii::::::::: :::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::: ~g: ::::::::: 
Pecos River and tributaries at Carlsbad ................ .......... FC _ •..•.•••• 
Rio Grande and tributaries, New Mexica and Colorado ............. FC _ .•..•••.• 

New R~~rr~erco at Gallup •. ....•..•• -- ------------ ---- •.•• . ••• _ .... rc ___ ...... . 
Big Sandy Creek, Mexico Bay . .•.•.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Nav . • 
Buffalo metropolitan area .... ....... . .......................... FC •• :::::::. 
Delaware River tributaries in New York . . ....... .... ............. FC . . ....... . 
Great lakes to Hudson River Waterway (Troy lo<:k and dam) ....... NaY •••• . •••• 

~~~~~~~~~~?~~kh;~i~~;i: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: !f:: ::::::~: 
Northeastern Untied States Water Supply, New York, Connecticut, S!Jec ••• · ...... 

Delaware, District of Columbia, Main9, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
N9W Hampshlfe, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island , Ver-
mont, Virginia, and West Virginia. 

Ogdensburg Harbor ........................................... Nav .•.•••••• 
Oswego River basin ....... .... ... . ................. ........... FC .•..•••.•• 
St. lawrence Seaway, additional locks ... ................... .. .. . Nav .• •••.••. 
Susquehanna River basin authorization report, New York, Penn- Comp •.•....• 

sylvania, and Maryland. 
Wallkill River, N.Y. and N.J. .......... .. .... ......... . .... ..... FC ••.•.••.•. 
Westchester County streams, New York and Byram River, Conn • ..• FC •..... . ••• 

See footnotes a t end of table. 

2 60, 000 
77,000 
45,000 

100,000 
600,000 
40, 000 
70,000 
75,000 

385, 000 

75,000 i 

50,000 : 

45,000 

30,000 

234,000 
25,000' 
50, 000 ) 

1100,000 
1247,000 
168,000 

140,000 
375,000 

I 112,000 

• 30, 000 
28, 000 
25, 000 

30, 000 
125,000 
10,000 

' 20,000 
20,000 
85, 000 

20, oOo 
25,000 

30, 000 

15,000 

66,000 
5, 000 

15,000 
135,000 
155, 000 

52,000 

40,000 
90, 000 

I 23,000 

• 50, 000 2 10, 000 
1275,000 -- ---· ·---- .. . 

40. 000 10, 000 
50, 000 25, 000 

• 20, 000 • 10, 000 
• 25, 000 ' 10, 000 
• 10, 000 • 10, 000 
910, 000 165, 000 

• 20,000 
65,000 

202,000 
569,000 

48,000 
1150,000 

2 10,000 
60,00C 
30 '000 

m:ooo 
12,000 

I 50, 000 
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GENERAl INVESTIGATIONS-Continued 

Survey Type of survey 

North Carolina: 
Cape Fear River • ••••••.•••••••••••.••. ...•.. ------····· .••.•• FC .•...•.•. • 

~~~~~ ~:~~ -~:-~:::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::: ::::: r~~: :::::::: 
Nease River ...............................• ___ _ -----·-·-·---- FC • • ••• ---- . 
Roanoke River (South B'ston and vicinity), N.C. and Va .•.. . --- -- - FC . ...••.••• 
Sugar Creek Ba•in, N.C. and S.C .. . . ... . . ... .. . . . . •••••••••••... FC . ••.•.•... 

fl orth Dakota : 
Red River of the North, N. Oak. and Minn., total. •.••••.•.•...•.•• FC. --------· 

Ohio: 
Central Ohio survey ................................. .......... FC •••••••••• 
Cleveland Harbor • •..•.•.•• •. •.•.• ___ •.•...••. •.•.• ... .••••••. Nav •. ----· - · 
Cuyahoga River Basin .•. ____ ••.. ___ .•.. -----·------ .... ----- •. FC . • ---- ••• 
lake Erie-Wastewater manaaement, Ohio~ Michipn, New York, Spec ••..• •••• 

and Pennsylvania (sec. 1081, Public law liZ-500). 
Maumee River Basin, Ohio, Ind., and Mich •••••••....•......••••. C0111p •••••••• 
Muskingum River Basin .• -· - -- - --- --------- ----------- -- - ---· - FC. -------- -
Ohio River port development. ....... .......... .......... ....... llav • • • ••.•••• 

Oklahoma : 
Canadian River and tributaries . ---------- ----·-----····•· · ·"'•· FC • ••.••••.• 

~~~~~h~ir:7:~~~~j:~~::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~f::::: :::: 
Ore1on: 

Chetco River •••• . -------- ____ - ---- ___ ..•.. __ . . .....••••.•••. .. Nav • •••.•.•• 
Columbia River at the mouth ................. .. . . ... . .. . ....... Nav ••••••••• 

if«~n~~~~~o~~~~r~;::: :: : :::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::: : ~t::::: : : : : 
Tillamook Bay and Bar.. ---------- -- -- --. _______ •.... . ____ -- -- Nav .•••. -- --
Willamette River and basin authorization report_ ________ __ ________ Comp •.•. •••. 

Pennsylvania: 
Beaver River Basin, Pa. and Ollio • • ·.-·-············ ······••··- FC •••. .••.. --
Chester Creek SHin . •.••••••••..•.•• ------ ••• . •.•.•.• .•.•.•. •• FC ••••.•••• --
Potomac River, North Branch (mine drainage), Pa., Md. and W. Va ___ FC .•••••.•.•• 

~~~~~~i~l ~~:rhr::i~!~u_d:~::::: ::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :: ~~¥::::::: : :: 
Susquehanna River Basin, mine drainag6 ____ _____ ______ ___ ______ FC .... . . ••••• 

Rhode Island: 
Pawcatuck River and Narragansett Bay drainage basins, Rhode Island 

and Massachusetts. FC ••••••••••• 
Point Judith Harbor and Pond •••••••• •••••.•••••••.•••.• ••••.•• Nav ........ . 
Providence Harbor (debris) ..................... ....... . ........ ""····--·-· · 
Folly Beach ......................... . . . ..... .. . . .. ....... .... . BE. •...•••••• 

Sout~e8~f~~~n Harbor .............. . .. .. ........ .. . ... . . ........ Nav •••••••••• 

Eastern South Dakota water SIIPPIY--·------------······----··· FC •••••.•.••• 
Missouri River, S. Oak., Nebr., N. Oak., and Mont. .......... . ..... FC ••••••• , _. 

Tennessee: 
Metropolitan region of Memphis ............................... ~C. ......... . 
Metropolitan region of Na$hville..... ............. ..... .. ... .. .. C.... .. ... . 

Texa~;azos River and tributaries ............................... .... FC ...... .... . 
Buflalo Bayou and tributaries ........ . . .... ... .................. Fe .... . ... .. 
Colorado River and tributaries ... ... .................... ........ FC .... . ..... . 
Colorado River Channels to Bay City, Tu . ........ . ............. Nav .... . . . .. . 
Corpus Christi ship channel, Harbor Island . . . ................... . Nav ......... . 
Galveston Bay area navigation study ..... ....................... Nav ••••.•.••• 
Galveston Bay shore erosion controL .......................... BE. ....... .. 
Johnson Creek ......•.•............•........ -- --- ---· ...... ... FC ......... --
lake Wichita Holiday Creek ................................. FC .......... . 
Lionville Bayou-Caney, Creek Tres l!lllclot ...................... FC ..... . . ... . 
Lower Sabine River and tributaries .......... .... .. . ..... . .. ..... FC .... .. .... . 
Palo Blanco Creek and Cibolo Creek vicinib of Falfurrias ....... ... FC .......... . 
Red River and tributaries, Texas and Oklahoma ............. ..... . FC .......... . 

~:~i~1;~::tr:~a~fi~-.-.:::: :: ::::::::::: ::::: ::::::::::::: :::: : ~~~::::::::: : 
San Jacinto River and tributaries . ............ . ............. .... . FC .......... . 
Texas coast hurricane .••. __ ____ .... . .. ................ ... --. .. Spec •..••. -- -

See footnotes at end of tables. 

Conference recommendation 

Fiscal year 1976 transition 
1976 quarter 

40,000 . .......... .. . 
85, 000 25, 000 

' 40, 000 2 20, 000 
123, 000 42, 000 
75, 000 35, 000 
65, 000 41, 000 

190, 000 90, 000 

50, 000 1~. 000 
186,000 ............. . 
40, 000 40, 000 

310, 000 250, 000 

57,000 --.------ -----
50, 000 15, 000 

• 60, 000 • 30, 000 

2 210, 000 2 50, 000 
50,000 ............. . 
20, 000 45, 000 

2 50, 000 I 50, 000 

67,000 ............. . 
2 25, 000 • 5, 000 

90, 000 ............. . 
255, 000 35, 000 

I 100, 000 I 25, 000 
24, ooo n. ooo 

160, 000 20, 000 

275,000 
105,000 
270,000 
87,000 
45,000 

125, 000 

65,000 
25, 000 
53,000 
26, 000 
20, 000 
20, 000 

660, 000 153, 000 
50,000 ............. . 
55,000 ............. . 

I 25, 000 I 10, 000 
60, 000 20, 000 

I 10,000 
175, 000 

I 150,000 
150,000 

• 30, 000 
30,000 

I 70,000 
40,000 

I 400, 000 I 125, 000 
75, 000 20, 000 

I 175, 000 I 50, 000 
I 25, 000 1 25, 000 
I 400, 000 I 100, 000 
I 117, 000 I 30,000 
I 50, 000 I 35, 000 
215, 000 50, 000 

~.m -- -·is:-ooo 
• 25, 000 ' 20, 000 
• 65, 000 • 25, 000 

96, 000 45, 000 
45, 000 ............. . 
20, 000 7, 000 

I 50, 000 2 25, 000 
I 445, 000 I 100, 000 
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Survey Type of survey 

Utah : . 
Colorado River and tributaries above lee Ferry, Utah, Arizona, FC .......... . 

Colorado, New Mexico, and Wyo11ina. 
Jordan River Basin . . .................... ...................... FC •.••..•.••• 

Virginia: 
Chowan River, Virginia and North Clrotlna ............. .......... FC ..... . .... . 
James River ... . . .. _____ .................. ................. ... FC .... . ..... . 
Norfolk Harbor anchorage area .... . .... ...... ..... . . ........... Nav ........ .. 
Potomac River streams draining into Alexandria area .............. FC •••••...... 
Roanoke River, upper basin .... ... ............................ . FC .......... . 

Washington: 
Chehalis River and tributaries .................................. FC .......... . 
Grays Harbor and Chehalis River, Hoquiam River .................. Nav ......... . 
Metropolitan Spokane and Spokane River and tributaries, Washing- I'C .......... . 

ton and Idaho. 
Okanogan River and tributanes ..................... ............ FC. ......... . 
Puget Sound and adjacent w·aters authorization report ..... ........ Comp ••...••• 
Snohomish River and tributaries ........ ---------- -------- ---- -- NaY ......... . 
Yakima Valley, regional water management supply ...... ......... . FC .......... . 

West Virginia: 
Gauley River ...................... . ... ... ..... ............. .. . FC.~-- -- -- --
Kamiwha River basin authorization report, West Virginia, North Comp ....... . 

Carolina and Virginia. 
Metropolitan region of Charleston ............................... FC ......... .. 
Metropolitan region of Huntington, W. Va., Ashland, Ky., and Ports· FC..-~·--··· · 

mouth, Ohio. 
Metropolitan region of Wheeling, W.Va. and Ohio . ................ FC .......... . 

Wisconsin: 
Chippewa River .... ........................................... FC . . ........ . 
Harbors between Keno$ha and Kewaunee ........................ Nav ......... . 

Conference recommendation 

Fiscal year 1976 transition 
1976 quarter 

70, 000 15,000 

35,000 .............. 

170,000 50,000 
100,000 25,000 
• 75,000 '25, 000 

50, 000 ........... . .. 
50, 000 35. 000 

100,000 25,000 
100,000 25,000 
146,000 25, 000 

100, 000 25,000 
1200, 000 130,000 

I 75, 000 25, 000 
100,000 25, 000 

1150, 000 
200, 000 

140,000 
63, 000 

1400, 000 190,000 
450,000 105, 000 

300, 000 65,000 

80, 000 
52, 000 

40,000 
30,000 

Total, all S~·-·········•·······•·--· •··---·-·····--···--·····-·····==~======== 38, 807, 000 10, o~. ooo 
1, 970, 000 450,000 Coordination studies with other ............. ..... ... . ......... .................. . 

Review of authorized projects: 
Restudies of deferred projects . .. ----------- --- -- -- -- ---------· .. ---- ---------
Review of completed projects (sec. 216, Public Law 91--611) ..... ........ ........ . 
Review for deauthorization (sec. 12, Public Law 93-251) ... .. ... ...... ......... . . 
Detailed ecanomic restudies (Montgomery to Gadsden, Ala.) ...... . ...... ........ . 
Study of alternatives (Red River Lake, Ky.) . . ........ ..... ........... .......... . 

Subtotal, review of authorized projects-.... . ......................... ...... -

Collection and study of basic data : 
Steam gaging (U.S. Geolo~ical Survey) .. ....... . ....... ........................ . 
Precipitation studies (Nat1onal Weather Serv1ce) ......... ...................... . 
Fish and Wildlife studies (U.S.F. & W.S.) ............... .......... .. ........... . 
International water studies . ... .............. --- . .... -- .. ---- •..• -------------
Flood plain management services ........... ................. .............. . . . 
Hydrologic studies •••.. • __ ••••.•..•• -----· . . ....... ...... . ... ....... ........ . 
Scientific and technical information centers . ....... . ........................... . 
Coastal data collection ........... . ---- .. .. .. ------- . .... --- -.. -- .. -- ---- --- --

Subtotal, collection and study of basic dati ................................. ~-
Researcll and development. •.• .....•••....•••. --••.• --------.-··-- -----···---- -·-

Subtotal. ................. ........................ - .................... . 

Anticipated additional unoblipted c:arryover biJaacee .............. ~ . ............... . 
Grand totaL . .... .......... ....... ........ . --.. - . .... --••.. --·.--·--------

1 Increase in budget. 
2 Unbudgeted. 
a Listed under Alabama. ' 

250,000 43,000 
I 599,000 1167,000 

300,000 50, 000 
I (315, 000) • (60, 000) 

100,000 50,000 

1, 249,000 310, 000 

440, 000 110,000 
260,000 6:0,000 

1, 500,000 425, 000 
340, 000 94,000 

11, 000,000 2, 825, 000 
270,000 68,000 
100,000 25, 000 
150,000 38, 000 

14, 060, 000 
12, 250,000 

3, 650,000 
3, 200, 000 

29, 529, 000 7, 610,000 

-1, 500,000 
66, 836,000 

-500,000 
17, 110,000 

Note: Explanation of symbols used under type of project: Nav-navigation; FC-flood control; BE-beach erosion; 
Comp.--comprehensive basin survey; Spec.-survey under special studies. 
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CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL 

Amendment No. 12: Appropriates $1,228,648,000 for 1976 instead 
of $1,157,015,000 as proposed by the House and $1,255,663,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate. 

The managers agree with the Senate report language relating to 
the Dade County (Miami) Beach erosion and hurricane protection 
project in Florida. 

The conferees agree that of the funds provided for the Tocks Island 
project, not to exceed $500,000 is to be used for the continued plan­
ning and design of the relocation of route 209. The use of the remain­
ing funds is subject to action by the authorizing committees. 

The Conferees are in agreement that no furtheF funds will be pro­
vided for the Big Pine, Indiana project pending resolution of the dif­
ferences in the State of Indiana on this project. 

The Conferees are in agreement that within available funds the 
Corps may continue further studies on alternatives and environmen­
tal matters on the LaFarge Lake and Channel Improvement project, 
Wisconsin. 

The funds appropriated for Construction, general are to be allocated 
as shown in the following tabulation : 

§ 

1 10 

H. Repl. 94- 711 ··- 3 
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(FC) 

(FC) 
-

(FC) 

(MP) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(N) 

(MP) 

(MP) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

Budget estimate for fiscal year Conference allowance for fiscal 
1976/transition year 1976/transition 

Construction, general, State and project 

Construction Planning Construction Planning 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

Arizona: 
Indian Bend VVash _______________________ 1,150,000 ------------ 1,150,000 ------------

Transition period ___________ -- ___ -- --- 500,000 ------------ 500,000 ------------
Phoenix and vicinity (including New 

900,000 900,000 River)-Stage L _____________ -- _---- --- ------------ ------------
200,000 200,000 Transition period ------------ ------- ------------------------

Phoenix and vicinity (including New 
350,000 350,000 River)--;-~tage 2 __________________ -- ----- -------------- --------------

Transition penod ______ ___ _ -- -- - ------ -------------- 15,000 -------------- 15,000 
Arkansas: 

3,500,000 3, 500,000 DeGray ~a~e- __ -.- __________ - ----- --- --- --- ---- ----- ------- -----
TransitiOn period ____ _______ -_-------- 900,000 ------------ 900,000 ------------

DeQueen .~ake __ -.- ______ - ------ ------ --- 1,300,000 ------------ 1,300,000 ------------
Transition penod ____ _ - _ ----- - -- - ----- 40,000 ------------ 40,000 ------------

Dierks Lake _________ - _- _ - _-------------- 905,000 ------------ 905,000 ------- -- ---
Transition period _________ -_- __ --_---- -------------- ------------ -------------- ------------

Gillham Lake ______ __ - ___ ------- --------- 600,000 ------------ 600,000 ------------
Transition period _____ - _- - - - ---- ------ 203,000 ------- ----- 203,000 ------------

McClellan-Kerr Arkansas River nav sys-
tern, bk stab and chan rect, Arkansas and 

2, 779,000 2,779,000 ------------Oklahoma _____ __ __________________ ____ ------------
Transition p eriod __ __ ____ -- _-- ------ - - ----- - - ------- ------------ ------ - ------- ------------

McClellan-Kerr Arkansas River nav sys­
tem, locks and darns, Arkansas and Okla-
homa__ _________________ __ ___________ _ 3, 000,000 ____________ 5, 350,000 _________ __ _ 

Transition period_____________________ 700,000 ---------~-- 1, 600,000 ___________ _ 
Norfork L~~e-Hi~hway bridge ___ _________ -------------- 300, 000 - ---- - --- - - -- - 300,000 

Transition penod ______ _____________ __ - -- ---- - ---- - - 125,000 - - - ---- -- -- - -- 125,000 
Norfork Lake-Units 3 and 4 _______ ____ __ _ - --------- -- -- 250,000 - -- ---------- - 250,000 

Transition period _____ ________ ________ --------- - ---- 80,000 ---------- - --- 80,000 
Oua-chita and Black Rivers, Ark. and La__ ___ 2, 000, 000 _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ 4, 400, 000 __________ _ _ 

Transition period_ _____ ___ _____ _______ 2, 300,000 _____ __ _____ 2, 900,000 ---- - --- - -- -
Pine Mom~.t!lin La~e ______ _______ __ ______ _ - ------- - - ---- 146,000 - - ------ - - -- -- 186,000 

Transition penod_________________ ___ _ _____ ______ ___ 50,000 ____ __ ___ _____ 70,000 
Posten Bayou __ ____ ___________ ___________ -- ----------- - ________ ____ --- - - -- -- ---- - 75,000 

Transition period ____ ____ ___ _________ _ -- - ----- - -- ---------- - - -- -__ _____ __ ____ _ 15,000 
Red River emergency bank protection (See 

Louisiana) __ __________________ ________ _ 
Red River levees and bank stabilization 

below Denison Darn, Arkansas, Louisiana, 
and Texas __ ______ ___ _____ ____________ _ 

Transition period ______ _____________ _ _ 3, 150,000 --------- -- -
2, 100,000 -------- ----

4,000,000 
2,400, 000 

Village Creek, Jackson and Lawrence Coun-
ties ______ _____ ____ __ ______ _________ __ ____ __ _____ ___ _ 

Transition period __________ __ ___ ____ __ _____________ _ 160,000 -------- -- ----
40, 000 ------- ---- -- -California: 

160,000 
40,000 

Alarnedaqr~ek (D~l Valle Reservoir) ____ ____ 1, 810,000 - --- - - --- --- 1, 810,000 -- -- - - - - - ---

Bod~~aB~;~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~~~~~~ ~ ~ ~======== = === -----5o:ooo- ===== === ==== == ==== ===== === 1ransition peri()d____ _______ __________ ______________ 10,000 ________ ______ 10, 000 
Buchanan Darn-H. V. Eastman Lake__ ____ 2, 200,000 - - ------ - -- 2, 200,000 - ------ --- - -

Transition period____ ____ ___ ___ __ _____ l, 000,000 - - --------- - 1, 000, 000 _____ ______ _ 
Chester, North Fork of Feather River_ ___ __ 1, 200,000 _____ ______ _ 1, 200,000 __ ______ ___ _ 

Transition period____ ______ ________ __ _ 1, 500,000 _______ ____ _ 1, 500, 000 _____ ___ ___ _ 
Corte Madera Creek_______ ____ _____ ___ ___ 250,000 --- - --- - --- - 250,000 --- - ----- -- -

Transition period______ ________ __ ____ __ _ 1, 000,000 ____________ ------------ - - ____ _______ _ 



(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(BE) 

(FC) 

(MP) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(MP) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(BE) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

Construction, general, State and project 

Budget estimate for fiscal year 
1976/transition 

Conference allowance for fiscal 
year 1976/transition 

Construction Planning Construction Planning 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

California-Continued 
Cucamong!l.Creek_.__ _________ ___ ____ __ __ _ 2, 000,000 ------------ 2, 000,000 ------------
Dr Tc~!~Io(W~~d-Sprl~~)--L~k~ --~~d- 1, 000,000 ------- - ---- 1, 000,000 ___________ _ 

ChanneL_ ________________ ____________ 1, 800, 000 _ __ _ _ __ _ _ __ _ 1, 800, 000 ------------
Transition period__________ _____ _____ 1, 000, 000 _ __ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ 1, 000, 000 ----- -------

Fairfield ~c~nity st_reanis _______________ __ _ ------ -- ----- - 275,000 -- - ---------- - 275,000 
. , Trans1 t1on period_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _______ - _ _ - - _ - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
'Hidden Dam-Hensley Lake________ ________ 2, 380,000 ------i------ 3, 100,000 · ---------- --

Transition period_______ _____________ 600,000 ------------ 800,000 ------------
Humboldt Harbor and Bay __ ______________ - --- -- - ---- --- 40,000 -------------- 40,000 

Transition period _______ _____ 
7 

_______ -------------- 20,000 -------------- 20,000 
Imperial Beach__ _______ _________ ________ 100,000 ------------ 100,000 --=---- ------

T • • • d .. ' ··'' : ' i 50 QQQ ' 50 000 .!.. I rans1t10n peno '-- __ - --------------- , ------------ , ------------
Lytle and~ arm C_reeks_ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ __ ____ _ _ 8, 506, 000 ___ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ 8, 506, 000 - _- ---------

Transition penod __ -- _________ -- - _- -- --- _ ---------- ------------ --------- --- -- ------------
Marysville. ~ake __ :- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 840, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 840, 000 

Trans1 tion penod _ - ______ ____ - - __ ___ - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Merced County streams________ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 500, 000 ____________ - - 500, 000 

Transition period _____________________ -------------- 280,000 ---- --- ----- -- 280,000 
. Napa River Ba.SiD. ___ __ ____ _ -----.----------- 500,000 ------------ 500,000 -- ----------

Transition period ___ __ ~~~~~.:..:. _ _______ 1,,200, 000 __ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ 1, 200, 000 ----------- -

New ,pelo!l~s Lake.---------------- - ---- - - 40, 100,000 __ __ _____ ___ 43,000, 000 __ __ _______ _ 
p ransttlon penod_ ___ __ ______ __ ______ _ 13,500,000 - - -- - - - --- -- 15,000,000 ------------

ajaro River_ _______________ ____ ________ -------------- 75,000 -------------- 75,000 
. Transition period_- --.-~------------------------- -- 65,000 -- - --- - ------- 65,000 

Pme Flat Lake and Kings River___________ 905, 000 _ __ _ _ _ _ __ ___ 905 000 
T "t' - d I ------------p t sranL 1_on ~er1l -= _ _ _ -. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __________ _ 

or Tan . ~s, an. ms Obispo Harbor___ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 50, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 50, 000 
rans1 tlon penod __ -·- _____________ __ _____________ __ _____ ___ __ _____ _____ __________ _ _ 

Sacramento River and major and minor . --
tributaries______ _______________________ 200,000 ____________ 200 000 

. Transition period_.____ ___________ _____ 50,000 ____________ so; 000 ============ 
Sacramen~.River :Sank protection______ ___ 2,800, 000 -- -- - ------- 3, 000,000 - -- -- -- -- ---

TransitiOn penod____ ___ __ __________ __ 1, 500,000 ------ -- -- -- 1 600 000 
Sacramento River, Chico Landing to Red ' ' ------------

Bluff_____________ ________ ___ _________ 1, 660,000 ------------ 1,660, 000 ___________ _ 
Transition period ______ _______ __ _ 

7 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ______ - _ _ _ - _______ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

San ¥iego .~arbor-.--- -- -- -_ __ __ _____ __ ___ 3, 200, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 8, 000, 000 __ ___ __ ____ _ 
!ans1tu;m peno~-:--- - ---------- ------ 900,000 ------------ I, 500,000 ---------- --

San Dtego,I~.Iver <¥1sswn Valley) __ ___ _____ -- --- - ------- - 75,000 ------ - --- - -- - 75,000 
T!ansttwn per~od ____ __ ____ __ __ __ __ ___ -- -- -- -- -- - - -- 25,000 - --- - -- -- -- -- - 25,000 

San ~1ego. (~unset .Cliffs). (Seg. A.)______ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ __ __ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ ___ _ __ _ _ _ __ _ __ _ __ _ _ _ _ 30, 000 
ransttion penod____________ __ ___ __ __ ______ ___ 5 000 

San Francisco Bay to Stockton (J. F. Blad- - -- -- ------ -- ---- ------- - ------ ' 

win and.~tockto!l ship ch.Q.onels) ____ :-- -~-= - 500,000 __ ___ ____ ___ 500,000 ----- -- -- - - -
Transition penod __ __ ________________ :_ 200,000 _____ ____ __ _ 200 000 s L . R R' . . . I ------------an ms . ~y Iv~r __ ___ _________________ ------------- - ____________ -------------- 100,000 

' , Transition penod ____ ____ ____ ___ ___ ___ : _____ _______ _ ____ ____ ____ --- -- -------- - 35 000 
Walnut C.t:e~k--- -.-- --- - - -- -- -- -- - -- - ---· 800,000 __ _____ ___ __ 800,000 -- -- - -- - ~ -- -

Transition penod_____ ____ __ _______ ___ 600,000 ------ - --- - - . . 600,000 ---------.-:-t-:-



(FC) 

(FC) 

Construction, general, State and project 

(1) 

Colorado: 
Arkansas River and tributaries above John 

Budget estimate for fiscal year 
1976/transition 

Construction Planning 

(2) (3) 

Martin Dam ___________________________ -------------- 250,000 

Conference allowance for fiscal 
year 1976/transition 

Construction Planning 

(4) (5) 

Transition period ________ __ ___________ -------------- 80,000 ---------- -- --
Bear Creek Lake__________ ___ _____ _______ 14,800,000 --------- --- 114,800,000 

250,000 
80, 000 

Transition period____________________ 4, 000, 000 _ -- _____ .: :._.:. \ 4, 000, 000 
(FC) · , . Chatfield Lake__________ ____ _____________ 2, 100, ooo ------------ ; 2, 100,000 

Transition period___ _______ __________ _ 1, 100,000 --------- -- - 1, 100,000 
(FC) Trinidad Lake__ _______________ _________ _ 4, 400, 000 -- ___ _ ___ _ _ _ 4, 460, 000 

. ·. Transition period _______________ ~__ _ _ _ 300, 000 _- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 500, 000 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(N) 

(BE) 

(N) 

(N) 

(N) 

Connecticut: 
Danbury_:-.- -~~--.----- ---o,~:o 'T :.;..,.;"'~ --lL~~'-+'".;·:I 15,800,000 . ---~-- ----- -

TransitiOn penod ____ ---------------- 2, 000,000 , T-----------
Park River _______ __ _____________________ - _- ~- ----- _ _ _ _ 308, 000 

Transition period __ ~ ___ __ -,.-:-.:.-.,.!-·"= _____ _ L __ ___ _____ -- - __ ______ _ 
Delaware: 

Inland Waterway from Deleware River to 
Chesape!"~e Bay! Del. and Md. (Pt. II) __ _ 

Transi twn penod ___ _____ - - - _ - - - - - - - - -
District of Columbia: 

600,000 
446,000 

. 5, 800,000 

. 2, 000,000 
1,500,000 
2,000,000 

600,000 
t 446,000 

Potomac Estuary Pilot Water Tr-eatment 
Plant, :qi~trict o~ Columbia, Md. and Va __ -------------- 630,000 ------- --- ---- 630,000 

Transition penod ___ ___________ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Florida: 
Central and Southern Florida ________ _____ _ 8,500,000 

2,150,000 
10,000,000 
3,650,000 Transition period ____________________ _ 

Dade County (Bal Harbour) (reimburse-
ment) ____ __ __ ________ ________ ___ ____ __ 2, 300,000 ---- ---- ---- 12,300,000 ______ _____ _ 

Transition period ___ ___________ ____ __ _ -- ---- ------ - ------ ---- - ------'-- - --- ---- ___ .,! _______ _ 

Four River Basins______________________ __ 3, 700,000 _______ __ ·_.__ 4, 200,000 ------------
Transition period__ _____ _____ _________ :1,770,000 ----- ------- 3, 000,000 ____ _____ __ _ 

Jacksonville Harbor (1965 Act) __ ~c~·---- ---· 3, 500,000 ________ ____ 5, 000,000 ___ ________ _ 
Transitioll__period ____ ____ ·________ ___ __ 550,000 ----- --- -- -- 1, 500,000 -- -- - --- - - --

Panama Cit;r Harbor____ ____ ______ _______ 600, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 600, 000 __________ _ _ 
Transition period__________ ________ ___ 70,000 ----- ----- -- 70,000 -- ----------

Pinellas C~n~ntY---.-------------- ----- ---- 150,000 ________ __ __ 150,000 --- -------- -
Transition penod ____ ___ ____ _______ __ ______ __ _______ ___ ____ ___ - .,. ______ ____ ___ _ _________ __ _ 

Port Ever~l~des H~rbor ____ ______ __ ______ _ -------------- 100,000 ------- - - ----- 100,000 
Transition penod _____ ___ ____ _________ ------------- - 35,000 ------- ------ - 35, 000 

St. Lucie ~n~et----.- ------------ --- ---- -- - --------- - --- - ------ - - - -- - ----- - - - --:--- 175,000 
TransitiOn penod __ ____________ _______ -------------- ------------ __________ ·____ 30,000 

Tampa Harbor (main channel) __________ ___ 5, 500,000 ---------- -- 6, 350,000 -- --- -------
. Transition period____ __ _________ _____ _ .1, 575,000 --- -:-- ------ ]2, 312,000 -- -~ ---- ----

Georgia: · ; ; 
(MP) · Carters Lake_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 2, 954, 000 ___ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ · 2, 954, 000 ____ ___ ____ _ 

· . ~· Transition period_-.. __________ __ ______ _______ ________ ________ :. :. '- _ ._· ~ _____________________ __ _ 
(MP) Richard B . Russell Dam and Lake, Ga. and j 

S.<!J__ ____ _____ _____ ______ ___ ____ ___ __ _ :4,400, ooo ____ ________ 4, 400, ooo ---------- --

(N) 

(BE) 

(MP) 

Transition period__ __________ _______ __ '2, 200,000 ------- ----- 2, 200,000 ------------
Savannah ~arbor ~widening and deepening)_ 850,000 ------------ 850,000 ----- ----- - -

TransitiOn penod__ ________ ___ _______ 850,000 --- - ------ - - 850,000 ----:------ --
Tybee Island___ ____ ____ __ ___ ____ ___ _____ 1, 169,000 -- -- - ------- 1, 169,000 ---1--------

Transition period ________________________________________ ____ ________________ ---- --------
West Point Lake, Ala. and Ga___ ______ ____ 2, 600, 000 ------ ------ 2, 600, 000 -- ----------

Transition period _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 543, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 543, 000 __ __ __ ____ _ _ 



(N) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(MP) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 
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(FC) 
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(N) 

(FC) 

Budget estimate for fiscal year Conference allowance for fiscal 
1976/transition year 1976/transition 

Construction, general, State and project 

Construction Planning Construction Planning 

(1) (2) (3) (4) 5) 

Hawaii: 
Barbers Point (deep draft) Harbor, Oahu ____ -------------- 100,000 -------------- 200,000 

Transition penod _____ _______________ -------------- 25,000 -------------- 50,000 
Honolulu ~!lrbor, 9ahu ________ _____ ----- _ ------- ------- 60,000 ------- ------- 60,000 

Transition penod _____ _______________ -------------- 25,000 -------------- 25,000 
lao Stream, MauL----------------------- -------------- 105,000 -------------- 105,000 

Transition period ____ ________________ -------------- --------- --- -------------- ------ ------Kaneohe-Kailua Area ______ _________ __ ___ _ 400,000 - ------- ---- 400,000 ----- -------
Transition Eeriod _______ ------------- 600,000 ------------ 600,000 ------------

Lahaina, S!fi.all oa~ harbor ____________ ____ 700,000 ------------ -------------- - -----------
TransitiOn penod ______________ ______ 200,000 ----------- - 100,000 ------------

Idaho: 
Dworshak Dam and Reservoir _____________ 4,000,000 ------------ 4,000,000 ------------

Transition period _________ ______ _____ 1, 500,000 ------------ 1,500,000 ------------Ririe Lake __ ___ __ ____ ________ _________ __ 3,800,000 ------------ 3,800,000 ---- --------Transition period ___________ ~ ________ 900,000 ---- -------- 900,000 --- ---------
Illinois: 

Carlyle La~~- ___ -.--- __ ____ _______ _______ 2,000,000 ------- ----- 2,000,000 ------------TransitiOn penod ____ ___________ _____ 450,000 -- ---------- 450,000 ------------
Columbia Drainage and Levee District No.3__ 400,000 ---- -- ------ 400,000 ------------

Transition period_______ ___ __ __ ___ ___ __ 200,000 -- ---- ------ 200,000 -- -------- --
East Moline _____ _____ ____________ _________ _ - _--- -- --- --- 182,000 ------------ -- 182,000 

Transition p 
eriod __________________ ____ 

------------- - -- - --------- ---- ---- -- ---- ------ ------

East St. Louis and vicinity-Cahokia Creek 
Low Dam ______ ____ __ ______ ___________ _ ------- - - ---- - --- -- - - ------ - - - --- ------- --- ---- -----

Transition period__ ___ _____________ __ __ 750,000 - ----- - ---- - 750,000 - - ------- - --
East St. Louis and vicinity-Interior flood 

controL_ ___ ___ ______ ___ ___________ ______ 1, 400, 000 ____ _______ _ 
Transition period__________ ______ ____ __ 850,000 - ----- - - - -- -

FreeJf~a~ ti~~-p~rl~d _____ ~ ~ = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = 
Harrisonville and Ivy Landing Drainage and 

Levee District No. 2 _________ ___ ___ _____ _ 
Transition period ______________________ _ 

Illinois Waterway, Calumet-Sag modification, 
Pt. I, Il~~ois an~ Indiana _____ __ _____ ____ _ 

TransitiOn penod __ ___ _______ ___ __ __ __ _ 

1,300,000 
550,000 

2,800,000 
630,000 

1,400,000 
850,000 

50,000 
25, 000 

1, 775,000 
550,000 

2,800,000 
630,000 

Illinois Waterway, duplicate locks, Illinois and 
Indiana___ __ ____ __ __ ____ ________ _____ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 400, 000 ___________ ________ ___ ___ _ 

Transition period_____ ____________ _____ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ 100, 000 ___ ___ ___ ________ ________ _ 
Kaskaskia .I~land J?rainage and Levee District_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 200, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 200, 000 

TransitiOn penod ___ _________ ___ ____ ___ -- - -- - -------- 80,000 - - ----- ------- 80,000 
Kaskaskia River navigation____ ___ ______ __ 6, 300, 000 __ _ _ _ __ __ _ _ _ 6, 300, 000 ___ __ ______ _ 

Leve!rdi:l:f~~:&~~02~- -(:Di;~ly)~ - K~sk~ki~- 850' 000 - - -------- - - 850• OOO, ------ ----- -

River __ :-.------.----- ---- ------ ----- - -- 400,000 - -- - -------- 400,000 ---------- --
Transition penod_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ____ __ _____ ·- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - -

Little Cal~~et Riv:er ____ ____ ________ _____ - --- ----- ----- -- ---- ---- - - 150,000 ----- - -- --- -
TransitiOn penod _______ ______________ ---------- -- - - - --------- -- 140,000 ------ ----- -

Lock and dam 53 (temporary lock), Illinois 
and Kentucky________ ____ ___ ____ ______ 21,100,000 - - - --- ------ 21,100,000 - -----------

Transition period___ ____ _______ _______ 2, 150,000 - --- - - - - -- - - 2, 150,000 - - -- - - - -----
175,000 
70,000 

Louisville Lake ...: ______ _________ _____ ___ __ ------- ------- 175,000 -- ------ - -- - --
Transition period _____ __ ___ ______ _____ - -- - ---- ------ 70,000 - - --- ------ - --



Budget estimate for fiscal year Conference allowance for fiscal 
1976/transition year 1976/transition 

Construction, general, State and project 

Construction Planning Construction Planning 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

illinois-Continued 
(FC) 

(N) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(FC)\~; 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) . 

(FC) 

(N) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

~ilan ____ ________ ___________ ___ _________ 
---------- ---- 91,000 ----------- --- 121,000 

Transition period __ _____ ____ _____ _____ --------- -- --- ---- -------- --------- ----- 20,000 
~ississippi River between the Ohio and 

~issouri rivers (regulating works), Illinois 
and ~issouri ________ __ ___ __________ ___ 3,000,000 ------------ 3,000,000 ------------Transition period ______ ______ _____ - ___ 700,000 ------------ 700,000 ------------

Mississipp~ ~iver (?hain of rocks) __________ -------------- ------------ 905,000 ------------TransitiOn penod ___ __________________ ---------- ---- ------------ -------------- ------------
~oline ______ __ __ _________ ________ ------- -- ------------ 130,000 ---------- ---- 130,000 

Transition period __________ ___________ ----------- --- 30,000 -------------- 30,000 
Rock Island _____________________________ 300,000 ------------ 300,000 ---- --------Transition period __________________ ___ 80,000, -------- ---- 80,000 --- -- -------Rockford __ e; _, . .l·..: __ . ___ -l<-- 1L ___________ _____ 200,000 ------ ------ 200,000 ---------- --Transition period _____________________ 300,000 ------------ 300,000 -- ---- ---- --
Saline River and bibutaries _______________ 380,000 ------------ 380,000 ------------Transition period_"_ _________ _____ _____ -------------- ------- ----- ---------- --- - ---- -- -·----
Smithland. locks and dam,· Illinois, Indiana; . · 

and Ke~t~cky --.- ____ ~ __ _, __ _ :.::: ___ . ______ 34,000,000 ------------ 42,000,000 ------------Transition penod __ ______ ___ ______ ____ 14,885,000 ------------ 14,885,000 ------------South Beloit'.; .:. ____________ __________ _____ --- ------·--.!. - 30,000 -------------- 30,000 
Transition period _____ __________ ___ ___ -- -------- --- -. 20,000 -------------- 20,000 

,. } . 

Wood Riv~~ drain~ge and levee district _____ -- ---------- -- -- ----------- -- ---- - ---- --
Transition penod __ __________ __ _______ ___ _____________ ______ ___ _ ~- - ___ ___ ____ _ 

70,000 
25,000 

Indiana: · · 
Big Blue ~a~e,..-: - -.-.- -- -- --- - -- ------ ----- - - - - - - - ----- - - , 150,000 '--~-------. ---- 150,000 

Transition penod __________ _______ ___ ___ ;.. ______ __ ___ . 50,000 ,.. - ;... ---- ---·--- ~ 1 50, 000 
Big Pine Lake_----- - - ---- - -- --- - -- - -- - -- · 700, 000 --'- -- - --- -- - · 550,000 ~ --- - - -- - - --

Transition period_______ _____ _________ 1, 300,000 ----- - ------ 1, 300,000 ---------- --
Big Walnut Lake (land aquisition) .... __ ______ ------ - - ------ 300,000 830, 000 '--- - ------- -

Transition period ___ ___ ______ ____ ____ _ ----- - - --- - - -- ! 105,'000 400, 000 ~ --- - ------ -
Brookville Lake___ _____ _______ ___ ____ ___ _ 2, 635,000 --~- ----- --- 2, 635,000 ·-- ---- ---- --

Transition period ______ _________ _____ .J 885,000 ----~------- 885,000 --------- -- -
Cannelton locks and dams, Indiana and 

Kentuc~Y.- __ - _ -.- ______ ·_ ~ ~ ___ __ _______ _ 
Transition penod _______ _________ __ -- -

Evansville _____ _____ _______________ ___ __ _ 
Transition period _____ ______ _______ __ _ 

620, 000 . __ _____ __ __ .;, 
100,000 - - - - - -- -----

1,850, 000 ------- ---- -
1,350,000 ---- - - ------

620,000 
100,000 

1,850,000 
1,350,000 

Illinois Waterway, Calument-Sag modifica-
tion pt. I. (See Illinois.) __ __ ________ ___ __ ----- - --- - -- - - - -------- - - ------- - --- - ~- - --r ---- -- ---

Illinois Waterway, duplicate locks, (See . · . · · 
Illinois) ____ .. ____ __ ___ __ ___ ______ ____ __ __ _____ __ ;_'f: .. __ ~ - :- ______ __ _ _________ ____ '""" ___ __ ___ ___ _ 

Island levee__ _______ ___ _____ _________ ___ 200,000 __ ' _______ __ .:. 200,000 - -----------
Transition period________ __ _____ ______ 580,000 --- --------- 580,000 ___________ _ 

' ·Lafayette ~ke- --.------ --- - - - - - - -- ----- - -- - --- - - ------ --.--- -- - -- -; - . 300,000 -- ----------
Transltlo~ penod ____ _______ ___ ___ ___ - - - ---- - - - - - - - --~- ---...: _ _!_!.·:. · 100, 000 __ L ___ __ ~·- -- .J 

Levee unit No~ 5_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 300, 000 __ :_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 300, 000 ________ ___ _ 
Transition period _____ :!i"_;:...____ ________ _ 100,000 - -- - - - - - ---- 100,000 -- - -- - ----- -

~ason J.. Niblack levee (pumping facilities)_ _ 1, 019;;000 --- - - - - - ---- 1, 273; 000 - - ----------
Transition period________ ______ ___ __ __ 573,000 ______ __ ____ 573; 000 - --- ---- - - --

Newburgh Jocks and dam, Indianapolis and :· · .. ) 
Kentucky__ ____ ______ __ __ _____________ 7,800,000 ----------- -

Transition period___ ______ __ _________ _ 575,000 --- -- ----- --
7,800,000 

575, ooo· 



(FC) 

(N) 
(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

Budget estimate for fiscal year 

Construction, general, State and project 
1976/transition 

Construction Planning 

(1) (2) (3) 

Indiana-Continued Patoka Lake ____________________________ 5,000,000 ------------Transition period _____________________ 1, 865, 000 ------------
Smithland Jocks and dam. (See IJlinois). 
Uniontown locks and dam, Indianapolis and 

Kentucky.- ____ -.- ______________________ 1, 810, 000 ------------Trans1t10n penod _____________________ 50,000 ------------
Iowa: 

Bettendorf ______ ____ _____ _______________ 100,000 ---------- --Transition period _____________________ 600,000 ------------
Big Sioux ~~ver at ~ioux City, Iowa and S.D _ -------------- ------- -----TransitiOn penod __________________ ___ -- ------------ -------- --- -Clinton ___ ___ ____ __ . ____ ______________ ___ 3,500,000 ---- --------Transition period _____________________ 1,600,000 ___ .) ________ 
Davenport ____ ___ __ _____________________ -------------- 240,000 

Transition period ________________ ____ _ -------------- 60,000 
~arshalltown ______ __________________ ____ 1,500,000 ------ ------Tr . . . d 700,000 _·.::.: J'--------ansitwn Leno ---------------------
Missouri River evee system, Iowa, Kansas, 

~issour~, .and N ~braska ________ _ .: ___ ~ ___ 300,000 ------------TransitiOn penod _____ _: ___________ .: ___ ' 200,000 ------------
~issouri Riv~r, ~i~u;' Cit~ to Mou~~· Iowa, . 

Kansas, ~ISsonn,. and ebrask~ .. ________ 3,000,000 ------------
Transition eriod~---~-- - ----- -------- 1 000 000 • ' -.-----------p 

.• . I. 

·/ 

•. I 

Conference allowance for fiscal 
year 1976/transition 

Construction 

(4) 

5,000,000 
1,865,000 

1, 810, 000 
50,000 

100,000 
600,000 
200,000 
500,000 

3,500,000 
1,600,000 

--------------
-- --- ------- --

' ' 

1, 500,000 
700,000 

500,000 
600,000 

.3, 000,000 
1,000,000 

Planning 

(5) 

------------
------------

------------
------------
------------
------------
------------
------------
------------
--- -:--------

240,000 
60,000 

--- ----- ----
------------

• l ------------
---------- --
----- ----- --
---------- --

Ottu~rr::~itforivp~rl~d~~~=~= ~ = == = := =~==:: = = = = = ==== ====== == = == = ==== == === _ ~ ___ -~~~~~~~ _ = == == == = = == = Saylorville Lake __ --. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 4, 730, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 6, 230, 000 ______ ___ __ _ 
Transition j:)eriod_____________________ 550,000 __________ __ 550, 000 ___________ _ 

Waterloo___________________ _____ __ ______ 7, 550,000 ___ _________ 7, 550,000 ------------
Transition period_____ ___ ___________ __ 1, 450, 000· ---- -------- 1, 450,000 __ __ _______ _ 

Kansas: 
Arkansas-Red basins chloride control. (See 

Oklahoma). 
Big Hill Lake__________ _____ __ ____ _______ 400,000 --- --------- 400,000 ---- -- -- -- - -

Transition period_______________ ______ 209,000 ____________ 209,000 ------------
Cedar Poi:t;tt. Lake-.--,-- -- -------------- - ---- ---- -------- 200,000 - - ------------ 200,000 

TransitiOn penod ___ ___ ____________ __ --------- ----- 54,000 --- ----------- 54,000 
Clinton Lake__ _______ ______ __ _____ __ ____ 6, 900,000 ----------- - 7, 500,000 -- ---- --- - - -

Transition period____________ ___ ___ ___ 2, 500, 000 ------------ 2, 600, 000 ------------
Dodge City;- -----.- ------------------- --- . 2, 150,000 -- - -- ------ - 2, 150,000 --- -- - - -----

TransitiOn penod ____ __________ ____ ___ · 216,000 --------- --- 216,000 ______ ___ __ _ 
ElDorado.~;--- -- -.- - -- - --- -- --- ------- -- - ------- ------- 180,000 - - -- - - -- - - ---- 180,000 Transition penod ____ ______ ______ ___________________ ____ __________________ _____ ___ --------
ElDorado Lake ___ ._·-o..-- ---,- --- --- -,.,. ·--- 9, 600,000 ---- - - - ----- 9, 600,000 - - - - --------

· Transition period·--· ----~---~--- --~--·--- 5, 152,000 - -------- --- 5, 152,000 - ---- - -- ----
Great Bend ________ __ ____ ______ ________ _ - - ------------ 146,000 -- ------- - - --- 146,000 

Transition period ______ ______ _______ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ L _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ ________ _ 
Hillsdale Lake __________ ________ ___ __ _ .:. .:_ 1, 550,000 -~- -- ------- ' 3, 000,000 -~- ---- - -- --

Transition period____ ________ ___ ____ __ 800,000 - ---- - ------ 1, 900,000 _____ _____ _ _ 
Indian La~e.------;:--:------ -- - ---- - --- - --- ----- -- ------- · 200,000 ------ - ----- - - -- - ------ ---

TransitiOn penod ___ _____ .__. ___ ______ __ --- --- -.:-·~- --- 75,000 --- - --- -- - ---- - - -------- --
Kansas City 1962 modification____ __ _____ __ 7, 500,000 __ ______ ____ . 7, 500,000 ___________ _ 

Transition period~------- ------- -- -- -- 2, 150,000 ___ ____ ___ __ · 2, 150,000 - - - - - - - - ----
Kansas River navi~ation ________ ________ __ ----- - - ------- 50,000 --- ---- - ------ 50, 000 

Transition penod ______ _____ ____ __ ____ ------- - --- -- - 50,000 __ ________ 50,000 



Construction, general, State and project 

(1) 

Budget estimate for fiscal year 
1976/transition 

Construction Planning 

(2) (3) 

Conference allowance for fiscal 
year 1976/transition 

Construction Planning 

(4) (5) 

Kansas-Continued 
(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 
(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

LaWTence ______________________________ _ 
Transition period ____________________ _ 

Marion __ __________ ____________________ _ 

Miss~~rin~r~~~ fe~~~;;;t"e~~ -<&~-i~;~~f--~ ~ 
Missouri River, Sioux City to mouth. (See 

Iowa.) ____ - -- _--- - --------------------

1, 100, ooo"- ----------~-
574, 000 ------------

1,200, OOD --------- ---
429, 000 - -- ---- -- ---

1, 100,000 
574,000 

1,500,000 
440,000 

Perry Lake area (road improvements)______ 200, 000 _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ __ _ 200, 000 ___________ _ 
Transition period _______ .:._____________ 400,000 ------------ 400,000 ------------

Towanda Lake----------- - ---~-------- --- -------------- 200,000 ----- -- ---- - -- --------
Transition period _______ ______________ -------------- 75,000 ----- --- ------ ------------

Winfield _________________________________ -------------- 108,000 -------------- 108,000 
Transition period----~~-w~·:··-------------- ----- --------- ------------ -------------- ·-·=----------

Wolf-Coffee Lake ______ ____ ________ _ .;,_ ___ -- ------- ----., 400,000 --------------- -- --------- -

(FC) 

(FC) 

Transition period ________ ______ ___ ,_-___ ----- ------- -- 100,000 -- ---- -------- - - ----------
Kentucky: . -, · 

Big Sandy_l;Uver, ~am No.3 ______________ -------------------------- 305,000 ------------

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 
(FC) _ 

(FC). 

(FC) __ 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(MP} 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 
(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

Transition penod ________________________________________________ _____________ ___________ _ 
Big South Fork National River and Recrea- ···-

tion Area, Ky. and Tenn ______ _:·_:: __ --~--- _ _ _ ___ _ _ ___ ___ _ ,350, 000 ___ _ ____ ___ _ __ 500, 000 
·---- . 

Transition period.,. _____________ ________ ---------------------------·------------- 200,000 

BoonTr~iti%-p~ri~i~-~= = = ==== == == == == === === = === = === = = = === == == ==== = == = == == == === == rg: ggg 
Booneville.J!ake ______ _::_ ____ ~- __ ;._ _ _ __ __ ___ ___ _ _ __ _ _ _ ___ _ 209, 000 _ _ _ _ _ __ _ ___ _ _ _ 209, 000 

Transition penod __ _____________ _____ _____ ____ _________ _______ ____ _________ ___ _________ __ _ _ 

Camp Gro?~d Lak_e __ __ ___ .:_ __ ~~--- - ---- -- --- -- - -------- ·:i :.- 190,000 - - - ------ ---- -- 190,000 
TransitiOn penod ______ ___ ______ ___ ___ -- ------ ---- -- .. 10,000 -- - - - - - ---- -- - 10,000 

Cannelton locks and dams. (See Indiana.) · ' · · 
Carr Fork.~ake __ ______________ ___ ___ •;._:.__ 5, 914,000 _____ .:~- --- - 5, 914,000 ------ -- ----

Transition penod __________ ___ _________ ___ ________ ____ _____ __ ___ _________ _____ ____ __ _____ _ 

Cave Run Lake----------------------~--- 3, 900, 000 --'----------- 4, 400, 000 ------------
Transition period ____ .,._________________ 750, ooo· ------ --- --- 1, 000,000 -- ----- -----

Dayton_r :-:.- -----.- ----- i-----,.,----:------ ---------- - -- - ~- 105,000 ---- - --------- 105, 000 

Franir:~~~~0o~tte~~~ili~;t·~~;~= = == == ==== = - - - -- -2oo:ooo- == = === = == = == ---- - -2oo: ooo- = = === == ==== = 
Transition penod _____ ________________ ----·--- -- ----- ---- ------------ - --------- - - - ------- --

Kehoe Lake ____ _______ ______ __ ___ ___ ___ _ ---- --- -- - - --- ----- -- ---- - 750,000 -- --- ----- --
Transition period ____ ____ ___ ____ ___ __ _ ------ --- ---- - - ----- -- -- - - 700,000 __ __ ___ ___ _ _ 

Laurel River Lake_ ____ __________________ 4, 700,000 ------------ 5, 200,000 --------- -- -
Transition period___ ________ __ _____ ___ 644,000 -- -- -------- 1, 144,000 ---------- - -

Lock and dam 53 (temporary lock). (See 
Il1inois.) 

Martin __ ___ ___ ___ __ ___ ___ __ ______ _____ _ 
Transition period ___ _____ ______ _____ _ 

Martins Fork Lake ___ ____ ______ ____ ___ __ _ 
Transition period ______ ___ __________ _ 

~:h:~s~Yl~0L!k:~~-~~~~ _ ~~~e- ~~~~~~~-! ____ _ 
Transition period ____ __ _____ __ ______ _ 

Red River Lake ________ ______________ __ _ 
Transition period ___ ___ __ ___________ _ 

Smithland locks and dam. (See Illinois.) 

600,000 
350,000 

2,900,000 
1,240,000 

600,000 
350,000 

4,450,000 
1,240,000 

1, 300,000 -------- --- 1, 300,000 ---- --- ----
750,000 . - - - ---- ---- 750, 000' --- - - -- -- - -

1,000,000 ,... ____ ___ ____ ----- -- ------- ·--- --------
527' 000 ----- --- --- - -- ---- -- -- ---- --- -- -------



(FC) 

• ·f ' I ' 

Budpt :es_tima~e for fiscal yea~ : 
· · ' J976/~ransition ·

1 

· Collference allowance for fiscal 
year 1976/transition · 

Construction, general,· St~~· a?~ projoot --·----------~----------------------~·~·· ~· (·~-·~----

(1) 

,. CoDStruction 
l 
' (2) 

\ . 
Planning 

;·. 

' 
1. (3) 

Construction 

(4) 

K~ntucky-Continued , . . . ; ; I 
Southwestern Jefferson·Cou.D.ty _____ _._ _____ '·, 1, 680,000 ----------- - 1, 680,000 ------- -- - - -

... Traruiition period'_~ ~ __ __ _______ __ _ __ _ 1
1 
42o; ooo _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1, 420, ooo · ~ ____ __ ____ _ 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 
(MP) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(FC) 

·(N) 

(N) 

(FC) . 

(FC) 

(N) ., 
(N) 

., 
(FC) 

(FC) 
'\ 

(N) 
(FC) : 

(N) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(N) ,, 

(N) 

(MP) 

(N) 

I ---- --- -- ---Taylorsville ,Lake ___ ________________ __ __ ..: r 4, 574,1QOO ____ ___ _____ 5, 100,000 
Transition period________ __ __________ 2, 465, 000 _____ :. ___ :. _ _ 2, 465, 000 ___________ _ 

Tug Fork y ~lley (~hase 1) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ , 200, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 200, 000 
Transition penod ____ ___ ____ __ _____ _ ·:_ --- - - -- ----- -- 75,·000 ---- ---- -- ---- 75,000 

Uniontown locks and dam. (See Indiana.) 
Wolf Creek Dam--Lake Cumberla.nd (rehab)_ 

Transition period_ ~- __ __ ______ _____ __ _ 
Yatesville Lake ______ ____________ ____ ___ _ 

Transition period ____ __ _ ---- _______ _ _ 
Louisiana: 

6,050,000 , __________ _ _ 

3, 800, 000 --- - - --- - - - -
1,400, 000 -'--- --- - - --- ' 

800,000 --- - -- - - - ---

10,000,000 
3,800,000 
1,400,000 

800,000 

. Atchafalaya River and Bayous Chene, Boeuf • 
and Black_____ ______ ___ ______ __ _____ _ 1, 500, 000' -- ---------- 1, 500,000 ----- -- --- --

Transition period_ ______________ _____ 2, 100,000 ------- - ---- 2, 100,000, ------------
Bayou Bo~~au and. tributaries____ __ _____ __ 2, 000, 000 _ _ _ __ _ _ __ _ _ _ 2, 000, ooo·: ____ __ _____ _ 

TranSition penod ____ ____ _____ ___ ____ 1, 000,000 --- -- ------ - 1, 000, 000' --- ---- -- ---

Ba~a~~;~_u_r~~~ :- -~~~ _ ~~f~~~~~~ __ ~~~~ _ 400, 000; ___ _______ - _ 4~0, 000 - - ---- -- ----
Transition penod _____ __ :.. _ _ __ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ 1, 000, 000 · _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1, 000, 000 ~ _____ ____ __ _ 

Calcasieu ~~ver at ~evil's Elbow__ __ ____ ___ 5, 022, 000 · _ __ _ _ __ _ _ __ _ 5, 022, 000 __ ______ ___ _ 
Transition penod _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ ___ _____ _ 

--
Lake Pont.c~artra~ and vicinity __ __ __ ____ . 22, 000, 000 . ___ ________ _ 

TransitiOn penod _ - -- ---- -- --------- ~ 7, 350,000 _ ----------
Larose to Golden Meadow __ _____________ : 1, 600, 000 ___________ . 

Transition period __ ____ __ ___ ________ ~ 1, 000,000 -- --- - - ----
Mississipp~ ~iver Qutlets, Venice, La ____ __ .: 500, OOO! ___ ___ _____ _ 

TransitiOn penod ______ ______ ____ ___ .:. 550, 000 ' ___ ________ , 
Mississippi River, Gulf outlet ___ _ ---------' 1, 000,000- - -- -- - ----- _ 

Transition period ~ ___ _______ ___ _____ ; 475,000 - ------- ----
M,onroe Fl_o?dwall -: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _________ ___ _______ ___ . 

TransitiOn IVnod_ - _--- -- - ---- -- - - --- ------- - - -- - - - -- - --- ----- · 
New Orleans to enice ______ _____________ ~ 6, 100,000 - - ---- - ---- --

Ouacrf:~!~Bfa~i0~i~;r~: (&~ A;k~;~) ~= 2
' 
700

' 
000 

--- - - ---- ---
· Ouachita J:l.~ver Leyees___________________ 2, 100,000 ----- -- -----

Transition penod____ __ ___ ___ _________ 320,000 - - - - - -- ----~ 
Overton-Red River Waterway (lower. 31 mi ' 

0. p.lll&nsiti~~-p- ;ri~~c--~ ~= = === ~ = == = == = = == 1, 100, 000 I _ ___ ______ _ _ 

Red River emergency bank protection, 
Louisian.a~ Arkan~, Oklahoma, and .Texas-

Trans! tion penod ____ ___ ______ __ _____ _ 
Red River levees and bank stabilization 

below Denison Dam. (See Arkansas.) 

50, 000 --- - --- -- - ~ -

4,000,000 
1,475,000 

_______ _ ,! __ _ 

16,000,000 
5,350,000 
1,600,000 
1,000,000 

500, 000 
550,000 

1,600,000 
1,350,000 

870,000 
460,000 

6,100,000 
2,700,000 

2,100, 000 
320,000 

1~500,000 
50,000 

5, 000,000 
1, 700,000 

Red River Waterway, Mississippi River to 
Shreveport, La__ __ ____ ___ ___ __________ 17,300, 00<1 - --- --- ----- 25,000,000 ________ ___ _ 

T1ansition period __ -=c--~-- - - ---- ------ 4, QJO, 000 - - ------ ---- 10,000,000 ----- ----- --
Vermilion lock (replacement) ___________ ____ ----- -·~------- 133,000 -------- ---- - - 133, 000 

Transition period _______________ ___ ~- _________________ _____ _____ __ __________ _____ _____ ___ _ 
Maine : 

Dic~-Li';looln SchooJ Lakes ___________ ___ ----- --- ------ 1, 060,000 ___ _______ ____ 2, 110, ooo 
',L~tion period_- --_________ __ _ -- - - _ __ ___ __ ______ • 395, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 435, 000 

Frenchbor? ~arbot:--- -- ------------- -- - -- 565,000 ---- --- ---- - 565,000 --- ------- - -
Tra~sitton penod _______ ______ ___ ___ ______ ___ _____________ ___ J._ • ________ _ _ _ __ _ ___ _ __ ____ _ 



Construction, gener:al, St ate ,and. proiect 

(1) 

Budget estimate for fiscal year 
1976/transition 

Con8truction 

: (2) 
I 

Planning 

(3) 

Conference allowance for fiscal 
year 1976/transitioh 

. .. : 

. Construction Planning 

(4) (5) 

Maryland: 
(FC) · Bloo~:r;t Lake,. Md. and W. Va _____ ___ _ 

·- Trarunt10n penod:.. ___ _,.,. .: _· ____ __ _____ _ 
6,200,000 
3,300,000 

8,220,000 
3,300,000 

(N) Inland Waterway from Delaware River to 
. Chesapeake Bay (pt. II). (~e. Delaware.) · 

(FC) 

(FC) 

Potomac Estuary Pil~t W a.ter Treatment : 
Plant. (See District of Columbia~) 

Massachusetts: 
Charles River Dam_____ _____ _____ _______ _ 11,000,000 -- ------ ---- 11,000,000 -- ----------

Transitionperiod_______ ___ ___ ___ _____ · 3, 500,000 - - --- - ------ 3, 500,000 ------------
(FC) Charles R~v.er N at.ural Valley storage areas_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ! 200, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 200, 000 
. r TransitiOn penod______ _ _ __ _ _ ___ _ _ ___ _ _ _ ____ _ _ _ __ __ _ ' . 90,000 _ _ _ ____ __ ____ _ 90, 000 
(N~. ~.: Edgarto~ ~arbor.--- - --- - ----- -- --: - - - --- - -- - ---- - ----- 135,000 -------------- 135,000 

(;0) Nortr-N~~~~:lti~~~---~======= = = ===== ==== ======= === ==== -----60~000- ============== ------60~000 
··: ·f~ :: ·. ·:: Transition period ______ _______________ -------------- 20,000 ------- - ------ 20,000 
(FC) , Saxonville __ ____ __________ ___ ____ _____ ___ ------------ - - - - --- ---- - -- 100, 000 - -- --- - -----

(. _ Transition period ___________ __________ --------------____________ 600,000 ----- - ------
(N) · :. Weymouth-Fore and Town Rivers ____ _____ . 2, 000,000 --- -- ------- 2, 000,000 - --- - - ------

) Transition period______ __ _____ __ ____ __ 400,000 - -- - --- ----- , 400,000 -- - --- - ---- -
Michigan: 

~) · ·· Great Lak~~ conne?ting channels___ ________ 974,000 ·- -- ------ --- '! 974,000 --------- ---
TranSition penod ________________ ___ ____ ____________ _____ ____ _____ _______ ___ - - --------- ---

{N) 

(FC;) 

(FO) 

( FC) 

lFC) 

'fN), 

(N) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(J,?C) 

(FO): 

~FC}: 

Lexington Harbor__ _____ _____ ____ ________ 500,000 _·_________ __ 500,000 ---------- --
Transition period_____ __ ______ __ ______ 320,000 ___ _________ 320, 000 ------------

Ludington Harbor ___ ____________ ________ _ -------------- 45,000 ----------- - - - 45,000 
Transition period- -------------------- -- -- ------ - - - - 15,000 - - - ---- --- ---- 15,000 

New Buff~l~ Har~r- --- -----.------------- 311,000 -------- - --- 311,000 ----- -- - - - - -

Otta!~aru~~~nJ::b~~~Mi~h~~~-dOhl~~= = == = : == ===== = === == ---- -7o,-ooo- : = = = = = = == = == = = ----- -76~ ooo 
Transition period ______ ____ ___ __ ___ __ .:---- ---------- 10, 000 -- -- ------ --- - 10,000 

R ed Run Drain and Lower Clinton River ___ -------------- 500,000 -- --- --------- 500,000 
Transition period ________ _. ______ _____ _ -- - --- - -- -- - -- 115,000 - -- -- - ----- -- - 115,000 

River Rouge 1962 Act-- - - - -- -- -- -- --- - --5 2, 200,000 - -------- - -- ' 2, 800, 000 ---------·---
Transition period________ ___ ___ __ _____ 300,000 __ ___ :_______ 300, 000 - -----------

Saginaw River 1958 Act _____ _____ _ - - ----- 2, 300, 000 -- ------- _-- 2, 300, 000 ,. ____ ____ __ _ 
Transition period__________ ____ _____ __ 880,000 -- ------ ---- 880,000 -.-----------

Tawas Ba:y :aarbo~--- -- -- - -- ---- - - ------- -------- - ---- - ~- ---------- 50, ooo · ----- ---- ---
Transition penod ____________ _____ ---- _ -------- - --- - ------------ ---- - ------- - - - ---- _-- - __ _ 

Minnesota :· 
Beaver Bay: Harbor ___________ ___ ________ ·---·- --- - ------ 100,000 :---------- - - - - 100,000 

Transition period ____ ____ - ---------_- .. -- ___ - ------- _ ------ - --- -- ·--- _----- ----- ------------
Big Stone Lake-Whetstone River, Minn. : 

and S. Dak ____ ___________________ ___ _ ' 900,000 ~ -------- - -- · 900,000 - -- - - - - ---- -
Transition period_________ ____________ 100,000 - --------- -- 100,000 -------- - -- -

Knife River Harbor ___________ _____ ___ ___ - - - - ---- ---- -- 60, 000 - --- --- - - --- - - 60, 000 
Transition period ____ _________ ___ _ ---- --- - ------ -- - _ ;..--- -- - -- - -- ----- - ----- - - - ---- - - - - - -- -

Lutsen Ha_rJ:>or __ __ . __ ___ ___ _________ _____ .: - - --------·- - -- · 85,000 ---- - --- - ----- 85,000 

Man~~:~s~::InJo~h'ki~~~~~= == = === = ==== ----2~2oo:ooo- == = === = == === --- -2;2oo: ooo- = = = == = = = = === 
Transition period____ ___ ___ __ _____ ___ _ 1, 300,000 - - - --- - - -- - - 1, 300,000 - - - - - ---- - - -

Rochester (phase I) ______ __ __ __ __ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 110, 000 _____ __ _ - ___ - _ 110, 000 
TransitiOn penod ________ __ _______ ____ ------ - - - - -- - - 30,000 ------ -- -- - - - - 30,000 

Roseau River __________ ______ ___ _________ - --------- ---- ------------ 100, 000 ------------
.Transition period __ _______ _____ ______ _ ------- - --- - - - ___ __ :_______ 500,000 -- - ---------

Twm Valley Lake _______________________________ _______ · 250, 000 _ ___ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ __ 250, 000 
Transition period ___ _______________ ___ -- - - -------- -- · 60, 000 -------------- 60, 000 

Winona_________________________________ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 400, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 400, 000 
Transition period _____________________ ---- - ------ - -- 110,000 -- ------------ 110, 000 



(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 
.. 

(FO) 

(N) 

: t, 

(FC) 

(MP) 

(MP) 

(FC) 

(FC)' 

(FC) 

(FO) 

(N) 

(FC); 

(FC) 
(N) 

I 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

Budget es~imate for fiscal year 
1976/tranaition 

Construction, general, State and proJect 

cO~truction 
(1) (2) . 

" .. 
MississiJl~: .· , 

Edin urg ~~e _(Phase!) ________________ __ --------------Transition period _____________________ --------------Tallahala ~eek. L!J:ke ___ __________________ I,OOO,OOO 
TranSition tenod ____ . _______ - __ -- _._--- I; IOO,OOO 

.Tenn~ssee-Tom ighee Waterway. (See 
Alabama..) 

Tombigbee River and tributaries, Mississippi and Alabama ____________ ____ ________ __ 
700,000 Transition period ___ __________________ 800,000 

Yazoo River, Belzoni Bridge (advance par-
tic¥'ra tion) __________ __________ __ __ __ ___ I50,000 • ··· ansition period _____ _____ __ _________ 

--------------Missouri: 
Blue River Channel, Kansas City ________________________ 

Transition period _________________ ________________ ~ _ 
Clarence Cannon Dam and Reservoir_______ 24, IOO, 000 

Transition period_ ____________________ 5, 100,000 
Ht S. Truman Dam and Reservoir______ 45, 500, 000 

ransition period__________________ ___ 14, 450, 000 
L.ttl Bl . K Cli 1 I e u~ . Iver . anne--- -- - ---------- - 2, 100,000 

Transition penod____________________ _ 850,000 
Little Blu~ ~iv~r ~kes (land acquisition)__ 2, 500, 000 

Transition penod____ _ __ _ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 800, 000 

LQngBranchLa.ke--------------------~--
.. · Transition period ________ ____ ________ _ 
Meramec Park Lake _____________________ · 

Transition period ____________________ . 
Mississippi Rjver between the Ohio and 

Missouri Rivers (regulating works). (See 
IJlinois.) 

3,500,000 
2,000,000 
5,500,000 
1,300,000 

Planning 

(3) 

350,000 
------------
------------
------------

-- ----------
------------
------------
------------

400,000 
100,000 

--- ---------
----------- -
------------
------------
------------
------------
-------- ----
------- -----

Conference allowance_f<lr fiscal 
year 1976/transition 

Construction 

(4) 

--------------
--------------

I,OOO,OOO 
I, IOO,OOO 

700,000 
800,000 

I50,000 
--------------
--------------
--------------

24, IOO,OOO 
5,100,000 

45,500,000 
14,450,000 
2,100,000 

850,000 
2,500,000 

800,000 

4, 300, 000' 
2,400,000 
5,500,000 
1,300,000 

I 

Planning 
i' 
(5) 

350,000 
---------- --
------------
------------

------- -----
------------
------------
------------

400,000 
IOO,OOO 

--------- ---
------------
------------
---- ---- ----
------------
------------
------------
-- ----------

Mississippi River Agricultural Area No. 8 
(Elsberry Drainage District) ___________ __ 1- --- ___ _ ______ 168, 00~ ,._ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ ___ 168, 000 

Miss~~rlnRt~! r::!,~d;y;~~(S~-~o~:)- -- ._ ___ - ---- -- --- - ------- --- .. !~---- ---- ----- ---- --------

Missouri River, Sioux City to mouth. (See 
Iowa.) 

Perry County Drainage and Levee District· 
1, 2, 3---------- -------- -- ----- --- ---- r------------- 155,000 ., _____ ___ _____ 155,000 

Pine ~:d~e~~~~~--~~=== = = ==== ========= : ==== = = ===== =: === ====== = == ;==== = == = === = = -----5oo,-ooo 
. Tr~nsition period ____________________ r------------,.. ------------ ~--14 _____ 

0
_
0
_ 150, 000 

SmithVIlle Lake_________ ______________ __ 14,000, 000 ------ ------ i , 000, 0 --- ------- --
Transition period ____ __________ -- ----~ 5, 400, 000 ____ ____ - _ --: 5, 400, 000 ------- __ -- _ 

Union Lake, State Highway 185 (advance t 
pa.rticip~t!on)---.---- - ------------------ 1, 030,000 ---------- -- . I, 030,000 ----------- -

Transition penod _____________________ ,. _________________ - _- ----- ,.._- -- _ --- .- - _-- ---- --------
Montana: • 

(FC) 

(MP) 

(MP) 

(FC) 

Billings (Western Unit) __ _____ ____________ ~ ---------- - -- 110,.000 - -- - - --- - - - - - - 110,000 

Libb;rnna:~Lak:ri:K~~~~~~~ = = = = = = = = = = = =: ~-- i 4; soo; ooo- = = = = = = = = = = = = ~-- i 4; soo; ooo- = = = = = = = = = = = = 
. Transition period____ __ __ _____ ______ __ 6, 000, 000 ___ - - --- - _ __ · 6, 000, ooo..: -------- ----

Libby Reregulating Dam power units _______ • ---- - --- ---- 200,000 ·----------- - - 260,000 
. . Tr~sition period ____ ______ __ _______ _ '!'-- -----------; 75,000 r------------- !g· ggg 

Miles City ______ ______ ___________________ - ------------ -;.. __________ · - --------- - - -- ' 
Transition period ____ ________________ _ - -- - ----------------------'-------------- 15,000 



(MP) 

(FC) 
(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 
l 

(FC) 
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(N) 

(FC) 

<~q. 
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(N) 

(BE) 

(FC) 
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(FC) 
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(N) 

Budget estimate for fiscal year 

Construction, general, State and project 
· 1976/transition · 

. ' 

Construction Planning ... 

(1) (2) (3) 
t : • 

Nebraska: 
· Gavins Point Dam-Lewis and Clark Lake 

(relocation of Niobrara);1·! Nebraska a.nd 
South Dakota __ _______ · _______ _____ ____ 3, 700,000 ------- --- --

Miss~:t~~~~~ f:.:!~dsysi;~~ (&~-i~w~) = = = = 
1,276, 000 ------------:. 

Missouri Rive:-, Sioux 'City to mouth. (See 
Iowa.) · · 

Papillion .Qreek !1-nd tributaries lakes __ 8,900,000 ------------· Transition penod ___________ _____ ____ _ 3j.l00, 000 -------- ----Nevada: · 
Humboldt River and tributaries ____ ___ ___ __ .. 

75,000 --- ------- ----Transition period _______ ____ __ ___ ____ ------- -- ---- - 85.000 
New Jersey: 
· ·· 'Corson Inlet-Ludlam Beach ____ ___ ___ _____ ------- --- --- - 130,000 

Transition period ___ _____ ___ __________ 50,000 ---- --- -------Elizabeth _____ __ __________ ____ ________ __ 1,560,000 ----------- -Transition period ___ ___ ________ ____ ___ . 540,000 -- ------ --- -Great Egg. ~arbor .and Peck Beach ________ _ ---- -------- -- 150,000 
Transition penod ______ ____ ·_: __ ___ ___ __ ------ ------ -- 50,000 

Newark Bay, Hackensack, and Passaic 
Rive~-- -- --- - --- - - - ------- - -- - ------- ------------- - ------ --- ---Transition period ___ __ ____ _____ __ __ __ ------- ------- - - ------ ----

New Mexico: .. 
Cochiti Lake ____ ___ __ __ _______ ____ ___ __ _ ! · 3,200,000 

318,000 Transition period ____________________ ' 
Los Esteros Lake _______ _____ _____ __ ____ _ 

' Transition period_ - - -- - - ---- - - ---- -- -
New York : ' 

3,40~000 ~---------- ­
'944, 000 

Conference allowance for fiscal 
year 1976/transition 

' 

Con.Struction Planning 

(4) (5) 

5, 700,000 -------- ----1, 276,000 --------- ---

6,900,000 -------- ----
3, 100,000 ------------

------ --- ----- 75, 000 
---------- --- - 85,000 

--------- ----- 139,000 
-------- ----- - 50,000 

1, 560,000 !- - ----------
540,000 

--------------
-- -- -- - -- --- - -

1,500, 000 
700,000 

3,200,000 
318,000 

4,800,000 
944,000 

------ ------
150,000 
50,000 

---- ------ --
--------- ---

, ____ ____ __ _ 

· · ·.: · <;Jattarau~s. Harbo.r __ __ _____ ____ _______ __ --------- - --- 110, 000 - - - - - - -------- 110,000 
· Transition penod _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _______ ____ ~ ___ ____ _____________ ___ _ _ 
Dunkirk Harbor ___ __________ __________ _ • _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 70, 000 ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 70, 000 

Transition period __________ ___________ ·_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 35, 000 • _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 35, 000 
East Rockaway Inlet to Rockaway Inlet and 

Jamaica Bay (pt. I)_ _____ ____ ______ ____ 1, 630,000 - ------ -----
Transition period ____ _____ ______ ____ __ . 100,000 ------- --- - - - --- - ---- --- - - ---- - - -- ---

Eastlake-Chil.grin River, Ohio and N.Y. (See 

2,980,000 - - - ---- - -- - -

Ohio.) 
Ellicott Creek _________ ______________________ ____ ____ ____ _____ ___ __ ___ ___ _____ __ .. 150, 000 

Transition period ____ ____ ________ _______ ____ __________ ___ ___ __ _ ~ .-- _ ___ _ _ _ _ __ __ 70, 000 
Fire Island Inlet to Jones Inlet____________ 2, 700,000 ------------ : 2, 700,000 ------------

Transition period____________ _______ _ 500,000 ---- - --- - - - - 500,000 ----- --- ----
Fire Island Inlet to Montauk Point____ ___ __ 1, 350,000 - ---- - ----- - 1, 350,000 - - -- - --- -- - -

Transition period_____ _____ __ ____ ___ __ 400,000 - -- - - -- -- - - - 400,000 - ---- -- -- -- -
Hamlin Beach State Park (reimbursement) __ : · 733,000 - - ---------- · 733,000 ----------- -Transition period ____ ______ _______________ ______ ____ ___________ ~ ___ ______ ______ ________ __ _ 
Irondequoit Bay _____ _____ ________ __ ___ __ ___ ________ __ ..: _____ ..._ _ _ _ _ _ _ 50, 000 ______ ___ __ _ 

Transition period~-- - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - ----- - - - - -- - - - ~- - - - - - - - - - -- 30,000 - ---- - -- - --
Ithaca_ __ ____ _________ __________ ___ ____ _ 90,000 ---- - --- -- -- 90,000 - ---- - - -----

Transition period_____________ __ ______ 56,000 · -- - - - - -- ---- 56,000 - --- - - ------
New York Harbor collection a.nd removal of · 

drift _______ __________ : __ __ ___ ~ -- - - ~ - - - 900,000 - - - - - - - - -- -
Transition period_____ ______ __ ________ 500,000 · .. ______ ____ _ 

New York. ~arbor,. anchorages______ _______ 1, 600, 000 ___ _______ _ _ 
TransitiOn penod_____ ________________ 1, 100,000 . -- - - ---- --- -

900,000 - - -- - - - -- ---
500, 000• ~---- -- - -- --

2, 600,000. - - --- - - -- --
1, 100,000 - ---- -- - - - --



Budget estimate for fiscal year Conference allowance for fiscal 

Construction, general, State and p~oj~ 
1976/transition year 1976/transifion 

' • • • ~ t I • • ' ', • 

Construction Planning Construction Planning . . 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

New York-Continued 
(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

,(N) 

(FC) 
\ 

{FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 
(N) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) .. 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(MP) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

Port Ontario _____________________________ -------------- ------------ -------------- 50,000 
· Transition period ___ :. _________________ -------------- ------------ -------------- 40,000 

ScajaquadaCreek __ __ ___ _________________ -------------- 125,000 -------------- 125,000 

State;ri~i!!!d.n &~~~dW~d~~""o"i-th- tc;-A;-ih~~- -------------- ------------ -------------- ---------- --
ElU)----~----------------------------- -------------- ~oo,poo ---------- ---- 100,000 

. Transition period _____________________ -------------- ----- ------- -------------- ------------Wellsville _______________________________ 595,000 ------------ 595,000 ------------Transition period _____________________ -------------- ------------ ----i;3oo:ooo- ------------Yonkers ________________________________ 1,300,000 -- ---- ------ ------------Transition period ____________ _________ 500,000 ---- --- ---- - 500,000 ------------
North Carolina: 

Atlantic Intracoastal · W a;terway, highway bridges ____________________ ___________ 400,000 ------------ 400,000 ------------Transition period _______ ____ ___ _______ 130,000 ------------ 130,000 ------------B. Everett Jordan Dam and Lake __________ 11,400,000 ------------ 11,400,000 ------------Transition period ____________ · _________ 1,200,000 ------------ 1,200,000 ------------Carolina ~e~ch an~ vicinity _______ ________ 433,000 ------------ 433,000 -------- ----. · TransitiOn penod _______ ____ __________ 200,000 ----------- - 200,000 ------------Falls Lake ______________________________ 6,400,000 ------------ 6,400,000 ------------Transition period _____________________ 2,116,000 --------- --- 2, 116,000 -------.-----Howards Mill Lake __ ___ _____ _____________ ------------- - 100,000 --- --- -------- 100,000 

Transition period ____ __________ _____ _ ·---- - ---- ---- - 50,000 ----- --------- 50,000 
Little River Inlet. (See South Carolina.) 
Manteo (S~~llow ~ag) Bay_ ______ _____ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 70, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 70, 000 

Morl:~ds~~; l:~b~~-(197o-A~tf_-_-~ ~ = === = ----- -1oo: ooo- = == == = = = = = = = ----- -7oo; ooo- == == = = = = = == = 
Transition period___ _______ __________ 500,000 ------------ 500,000 -- ----------

Randleman Lake ________________________ -------------- 120,000 -------------- 120,000 
Transition period__ ________________ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 60, 000 ______ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 60, 000 

Reddies River Lake _____ _______________ __ ----- -- ------- 150,000 --- ---- ------ - 150,000 
tTransition _period____ __ _____ _______ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 40, 000 ___ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ 40, 000 

Roaring River Lake _________ ____ ____ _____ -------------- 150,000 -------------- 150,000 
Transition period ___________ __________ --- ----------- 50,000 ------------- - 50,000 

North Dakota: 
Burlington Dam ______ ____ ____ _________ __ -- - - - --- - -- --- 300,000 --- - - --- --- --- 300,000 

Transition period _______________ __ ____ -------------- 200,000 --------- ----- 200,000 
Garrison Dam-Lake Sakakawea._ _ _ _ _ __ __ _ 100, 000 ___ ----- _ __ _ 100, 000 ___________ _ 

Transition period__________ ___________ 50,000 ------ -- ---- 50,000 - -- -------- -
Kindred Lake____ _______ _______ _____ _____ _ _ ___ _ __ _ __ __ _ __ ___ ____ _ _ _ ___ _ _ __ _ _ __ _ _ _ 100, 000 

Transition period__________ __ _________ _ __ __ __ _ _ ___ _ _ _ __ _ _ __ __ __ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ 30, 000 
Minot____ _________________ __ _____ ______ 4, 100,000 --- --------- 4, 100,000 ----------- -

Transition period____ __ ____ ________ ___ 2, 974,000 --- -- ------- 2, 974, 000 ----- -------
Missouri River, Garrison Dam to Lake Oahe_ 200,000 ------------ 200,000 ------------

Transition period_________ ____________ 50,000 - ----------- 50,000 ---------- --
Ohio: Alum Creek Lake _______ _______ _________ _ 

Transition period ____________________ _ 
Caesar Creek Lake ____ __ -----·- __________ _ 

1,500,000 --- ------- -- 1,500,000 --- ---------
1,000,000 ------------ 1,000,000 ------------

11,200,000 ------------ 11,800,000 ------------Transition period ____ ____ ____________ _ 
Chillicothe __ ___ --- - - - - - -- - - _- ___ -- - ____ _ 

3,310,000 ------------ 4, roo, ooo ------ ---- --
1, 000,000 --------- --- · 1,000,000 -- ---------Transition period _________________ ___ _ 

East Fork Lake ___ __ - -_---------- -- _____ _ 
600,000 --------- --- 600,000 k-----------

7,000,000 -------- ---- 7,000,000 ------------Transition period., _________ _______ ___ _ 1,439,000 ---- --- ----- 1,439,000 --- ------- --



(FC) 

(N) 

(BE) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 
(FC) 
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(N) 

(FC) 
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(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 
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(FC) 

Budget estimate for fiscal year 
1976/transition 

Conference allowance for fiscal 
year 1976/transition 

Construction, general, State and project 

Construction Planning Construction Planning 

(1) (2) (3) (4) 5) 

Ohio-Continued 
Eastlake-;qhagrin_ River ______ __ ,_______ __ _ _ __ ___ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ 80, 000 ____ _ __ ____ ___ 80, 000 

Transition penod ___ ___ ______ _________ ______________ ____________ _____ __ __ ______ __________ _ 
Hannibal locks and dam, Ohio and West 

Virginia: -.-- -- - -.----- -- ---- --- - -- ----- - 3, 866,000 - - ---- -- -- - - 3, 866,000 -- - - - - ---- - -TrallSltlon penod _____________________ ________ ____ __ _____ ____ ______ _________ _______ ______ _ 
Lakeview r~rk, Lo.rain ___________ ____ ___ __ - --- ---------- 50,000 --- ---------- - 50, 000 

Transition penod ______ ____ __ ___ __ ____ ______ _____ _____ __ ________ __ __ ________ __ ______ __ __ _ _ 
MiH Creek_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 2, 000, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 2, 000, 000 __ ___ ____ __ _ 

Transition period_____ _____ ___________ 1, 260, 000 . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1, 260, 000 ______ __ ___ _ 
Muskingum River Lakes (rehab) __ ___ ______ 250,000 -- - -- - - - - --- 250,000 ______ __ ___ _ 

Otta!:Rsi~~~nJ:ri~~:(s~~-Mich.ig~y - - -- - 150, ooo ·--- ---- ----- 150, ooo --- ---- -----
Paint Cre~k.Lake________________ __ ______ _ 709,000 . · ----- - - - - - 709,000 -- - - -- ---- - -

Transition penod. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _________ _ _ 
Point Place ____ __ ______ _____ ______ ___ ____ ---- - - - --- - --- 80,000 ____________ __ 80,000 

Will~a~:~!~d )~~k:-~~d:--dtiDt~-Ohio--~~d- ----------- --.. 10,000 -- - -- - - - -- - - -- 10,000 
West Virginia___ __ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 4, 100, 000 . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 5, 300, 000 ___ ___ - - - - --

Transition period___ __________ ___ _____ 600,000 . -- -- ---- -- - 600,000 - - ---- - - -- - -
Oklahoma: 

Arcadia Lake ___ __ ______ ____ ____ _____ __ ______ _____ ____ _ 
Transition period __ ___ __ _____ ___ _____ _ ____ _______ __ _ 

Arkansas-Red Basins ch]oride control, 

300, 000 -- -- - - - - - - - - --
100,000 - -- --- - - - - - - - -

300, 000 
100, 000 

Oklaho~a;, ~'and Texas ___ ____ ____ - -- - - - -- ---- - -' 1, 260,000 ---- - --- --- --- 2, 200, 000 

Arka~:~~~~~t fti~::-:B~~- ~hi~rid~- ~~~:- ----------- ---< 446, ooo . ---- --- ---- --- 746, ooo 
tro1, area VIII. ____ _______ ______ ____ __ __ --- -- -- -- -- -- - __ _____ ___ 200,000 - - --- -- -- - - -

Transition period_ ____ __ __ __ -- - -- -- - --- -- - - - -- - ------ - 100,000 --- --- - -- -- -
Birch Lake___ ___ ______ ____ _ 3, 300,000 -- -- -------- 3, 300,000 - -- - --- - ----

Transition period_ _________ _____ __ ___ 605, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 605, 000 __ ____ ___ __ _ 

Can't!:sti~~-p~;i~d--~~= == == = = ==== == ==== = = == = = = = = = = = =- = == = = = = = = == = = !~g; ggg = === = = = = = == = 
Clayton Lake __ ______ _____ ____ _____ ___ _ . 2, 500,000 _ ________ 2, 500,000 - --- - - -- - -- -

Transition period____ _____ ____ __ __ ___ 2, 030,000 _ - -- - - --- --- 2, 030,000 - -- - -- - - -- --
Copan Lake___ __ __ ___ ____ _____ ___ __ _____ 1, 300,000 ---- -- ----- - 9, 000,000 - - --- - ---- - -

Transition period__ ____ ___ ___ ___ _____ 2, 270, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ __ 4, 400, 000 ___ __ __ ____ _ 
Fort Gibson Lake-Units 5 and 6 __ ________ ____ ________ _ . 350, 000 _ __ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ 350, 000 

Transition period _________ __ ___ ____ __ _ -- - - ----- --- - 100,000 - - -- -- -- - - - - - - 100,000 
Hugo Lak~-.- -----.- --- - -- ---- - -- -- - - - - -- - 2, 224,000 . . - -- - --- - --- 2, 224,000 - - -- - - - -- ---Transition penod _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . ___ ______ - - - ~ __ ______ __ - - __ ______ - - - - - - ___ _ - _ - _ - __ _ 
Kaw Lake______ ___ __ __ ____ ____ ______ __ __ 7, 500,000 ---- - -- -- -- - 8, 200,000 - - - --- - --- --

T ransition period___ __ ___ ____ ___ _____ 1, 408,000 - ------ - - --- 1, 500,000 - -- - -- --- -- -
Lukfata Lake __ ___ _______ ____ __ ___ ____ _____ ___ ________ _, ___ - .- - - __ .__ _ 50, 000 - -- _ --- __ -- -

Transition period ______ ____ ___ ___ ____ ------ -- ----- . __ ____ __ ·_ ___ 100,000 - --- - -- -----
McC1e11an-Kerr Arkansas River Navigation 

system. (See Arkansas.) 
Optima L&;k_e ____ -.- _____ ___ ___ ____ __ ___ _ _ 

Transition penod ______ ______ ______ _ _ 
Skiatook Lake __ ____ ___ ___ _____ ___ _____ _ _ 

Tra.nsi t ion period __ ___ ______ ___ __ ___ _ 
Waurika Lake ______________ ___ ___ ____ __ _ 

Transition period ____ _____ ____ ____ __ _ 

9,800, 000 
1,525,000 
2,000,000 
1, 770,000 

13,800,000 
4,109,000 

9, 800,000 
1, 525, 000 
4,000,000 
2, 770,000 

13,800,000 
4,109,000 
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Construction, general, State and project 

Budget estimate for fiscal year 
1976/transition 

Construction Planning 

(1) (2) (3) 

Oregon: 
Applegate .~ake (L~d Acquisition) _____ __ __ 300,000 ----- ----- --Transition penod __ _____ _________ __ ___ 100,000 -- ---- ------Beaver Dr!l'~age ~istrict ______ ____ _______ _ 100,000 -- ----- -----TransitiOn penod _____________________ 200,000 ------------
Bonneville lock and dam (2d powerhouse) 

Oregon ~~d VVas~gton _____ ______ _____ _ 17,500,000 ---- --------Transition penod _____________________ 13,000,000 ------------
Bonneville lock and dam (modification for 

peaking), Oregon and VV ashington ___ _____ 1,900,000 --------- ---Transition period ____________ __ _______ 500,000 -- ------ ----Cascadia Lake ___________________ _____ ___ -------------- 200,000 
Transition period _________ ___________ _ ------------- 200,000 

Catherine Creek Lake ____ ______ _________ _ 400, 000 - ------ ---- -Transition period ________ ____ ____ _____ 
Columbia and Lower VVillamette Rivers, 

250,000 - -- -- -- - --- -

Oreg. and VV nsh. (40-ft channel)_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1, 000, 000 ·--- --- -----Transition period_____ ____ ______ ___ __ _ 350,000 ___ ______ ___ 
Coos Bay ___ _____ ____ __ _______ _____ ____ _ ______ __ _____ ____ ____ ____ _ 

Transition period ________ __ ________________ ____________ -- __ -----
Cougar Lake____ ______________________ __ 740, 000 ______ ____ __ 

Transition period_ _______ ______ ___ ____ 300,000 ______ ______ 

Days Cree~_Lake (Phase!) __ ____ _________ _ --------- --- -- 100,000 
25,000 

Conference allowance for fiscal 
year 1976/transition 

Construction Planning 

(4) (5) 

1, 100,000 ----------- -
800,000 --- ----- ----
100,000 ---- ------- -
200,000 -- ----------

24,500,000 --- ----- ----
13,600,000 ---------- --

1,900,000 ----- ---- ---
500,000 ----- ------ -

-------------- ------------
-------------- ---- --------

150,000 ---- --- -----
-- ------ ---- -- --- ------ - - -

1,000,000 ---- --------
350,000 -- --- --- - ---

2,000,000 -- ----------
3,500,000 - ----- - -----

740,000 -- ----------
300,000 ----- ---- - - -

500,000 
TransltiOn penod ____ ______ __________ ___ ____ - ______ _ 

Elk Creek Lake_______ ______ ____ ________ _ 6, 600, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _______ _______ ____ ___ _ 
Transition period_____ ______________ __ 3, 000, 000 ----------- ---- - ---- - -- - ------------

John Day lock and dam-Lake Umatilla, 
Oreg. ~d. VVash ________ ____ _________ ___ _ 

TransitiOn penod ________ ______ ______ _ 
Lost Creek Lake ___ --- --- ----------------

Transition period __ _____ __ ____ _____ __ _ 
Lower Columbia River Bank Protection, 

Oregon ~~d VV as!rlngton ________________ _ 
Transition penod ___ _________ __ ______ _ 

MeN ary lock and dam, Lake VV allula, Ore-
gon and VVashin~ton ______________ ___ __ _ 

Transition penod _________________ ___ _ 
Scappoose Drainage District_ _____________ _ 

Transition period __ ________ ____ ______ _ , 
The Dalles lock and dam. (See VV ashington) 
VVillamet~ ~iver ~asin bank protection __ _ _ 

TransitiOn penod ____ _____ _______ __ _ 

5,065,000 
1,300,000 

24,000,000 
8,600,000 

450,000 
300,000 

4,100,000 
1,000,000 

100, 000 
400,000 

400,000 
950, 000 

5, 525,000 
1,300, 000 

24,000,000 
8,600,000 

450,000 
300,000 

4,100,000 
1,000,000 

100,000 
400,000 

400,000 
950,000 

Pennsylvs.nia.: 
Blue Marsh Lake ___ - -- ------- - --- -- ---- - 10,500,000 - -------- - -- 10, 500, 000 ----- - --- - - -

Transition period - -------- ---- -- 2, 900.000 --- ---- ----- 2, 900,000 - --- ---- - ---
(Relocate 9:ruber ~agon VVorks) __ ___ _ ----- ---- - -- ---- ------ --- - 431,000 - ---- ------ -

Transition penod -- .:.-- -- - - -"--"'"'" -- --- -- ---- ----- - - ---- -- - -- - ----- ------ - -- - - ---- -- - ---
Chartiers Creek_______ __ _________ _____ ___ 1, 200,000 - --- -------- 1, 200,000 - -----------

Transition period --- ------- ----- ---- 1, 300.000 - ---- ------- 1, 300,000 --- ------ ---
Cowa.nesque Lake____ ______ _____ ___ ___ __ _ 12,400,000 - --- - -- --- -- 12, 400,000 --- -------- -

'Transition period ---- - -- - ------ -- - - - 5, 000, 000 - -- - - - - -- - -- 5, 000,000 ~- ---- ------
DuBois - :-.------.- --- -------- ---- -- -- --- 2, 000,000 ~ - -------- -- 2, 000,000 -------- - ---

Transition penod --- ------ ----- ------ -- ---- -------- --- ----- - - -- -- ------ ------ ------ ----- -
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Budget estimate for fiscal year Conference allowance for fiscal 

Construction, general, State and project 
1976/transition year 1976/transition 

Construct ion Planning Construction Planning 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

Pennsylvania- Continued 
Gray-'s Landing lock and dam _____ ___ __ ___ -------------- 300,000 - - ------------ 300,000 Transition period ___ ________ __ __ ___ ___ ------ -------- 130, 000 ----- -------- - 130,000 Point Marion lock ____ ___ __________ _______ 

------------- - 200,000 -------------- 200,000 Transition period ______________ _______ ___________ ..... __ 90,000 -------------- 90,000 
Pottsto~-- - - -------------- ~ ------ -- - - -- ------- ----- -- 50,000 -------------- 50,000 Transition period ________ __________ __ _ ------------- - 20,000 ------------- - 20,000 Presque I~e. Penin~ula _________ __ ____ __ ___ 750,000 ----- ------- 750,000 ------ ------TransitiOn penod ______________ _______ 10, 000 --------- --- 10,000 ------------Raysto~ Lake __ __ ____ _____ ___ ____ ______ 4,500, 000 ------ ----- - 4,500,000 ---- --------Transition period ______ _____ _______ ___ 1,900,000 ------ ------ 1,900,000 ---- ------- -Tioga-Hammond Lakes ______ ___ ______ ____ 31,000,000 ------------ 34,250,0QO --------- ---Transition period _____________________ 9,314,000 --- - -------- 9,314,000 - -- -- --- -- --Tocks Island Lake (relocation of Route 209 

only) __ -;-.----_-.- __ ____ ______ __ ___ ___ __ -- --- --------- ------ --- --- 2,500,000 ----- -- -----TranSition penod __ ____ _____ ____ ______ -------------- ----------- - 2,100,000 -- - - --------Tyrone _________ ______ ______ ___ ____ __ ___ 1,700,000 ---- - ------- 1,700,000 --------- - --Transition period ________ __ ___________ 750,000 _______ ___ .... _ 750,000 ------------Puerto Rico: 
Portugues and Bucana Rivers _____________ 5,000,000 ---- ---- ---- 6,400,000 ----- -- -----Transition period _____ _____ ____ ___ ____ 1,225,000 ------------ l, 750,000 ---- --------South Carolina: 

Cooper River, Charleston Harbor_ _______ __ 3, 000, 000 ______ ___ _ _ 3, 500, 000 ""- _____ ___ _ _ 
Transition period__ ____ __ ___________ __ 1, 273,000 ------ ----- 1, 773,000 ,.. _________ _ _ 

Little River Inlet, S.C. and N.C ___________ ------ -- ----- - 380,000 ----- --------1- 380,000 
Transition period ______ __________ _____ ---- - ---- - - - - - 100,000 -- -- - --- -----r 100,000 

Murrells Inlet _______ ___ ___________ __ __ __ ---- -- -- -- - - - 300,000 --- - - - - - -----r 300,000 
Transition period ______ _______________ -- ----- -- - --- __ --- -- --- --· ---- --- ------1- L---- ------

Richard B. Russell dam and lake. (See . 
Georgia.) 

South Dakota.: 
Big Sioux River at Sioux City, Iowa and 

S. Dak. ~~ee low!'.) Transition penod___ _ __ __ _ __ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ _ ____ _ _ _ ___ _ _ __ __ _ _ ______ _______ ,.. - ___ ______ _ 
Big _ Stone Lake-Whetstone River. (See 

Minnesota.) 
Gavins Point Dam-Lewis & Clark Lake 

(relocation of Niobrara). (SeeN ebraska.) 
Sacred Heart Hospital, emergency bank sta-

125, 000 ~ - - - - - - - - - - -biliza.tio~,. Yank~n, S. Dak_ _ _ _ _ _ ____ _ _ _ _ 125, 000 ____ _____ __ _ 
Transition penod _____ _______ ________ _ __ ______ __ _______________ , ___ ________ ___ ~ _____ _____ _ 

Tennessee: 
Big South Fork National River and Recre-

ation Area. (See Kentucky) 
Cordell Hull Dam and Reservoir________ _ _ _ 

Texas: 
Tra.nsition·period ___ _________________ _ 

1, 000,000 ----- ----- --
420, 000 -- ------ - -- -

1, 300,000 ~- ----- - ----
520,000 ·--- -- - - - -- -

Alpine ____ ____ __ _____ _________ __________ ------- ------. - 70,000 -- ------ - - --- - 70,000 
Transition period__ __ __ ______ ______ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 20, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 20, 000 

Aquilla La~~- ___ -.-__ ________ __ ____ __ ____ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1, 500, 000 , _______ ___ _ 

Arka!~:~~ji~dn ~:~~~-~horld; -~~~t~~~-- -(&~- -- ------------ -- -- ------ -- 700• 000 
1 -- --- -------

Oklahoma.) · 



(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(BE) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(N) 

(N) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

Budget estimate for fiscal year Conference allowance for qscal 

Construction, general, State and project 
1976/transition year 1976/transition 

Construction Planning Construction Planning 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

Texas-Cox; tinued 
Aubrey Lake ____________________________ 

2,500,000 ---------- -- 2,500,000 ------- -----Transition period ____________________ 3,314,000 ----------- - 3,314,000 ------------Big Pine Lake _____ __ ______ __ ____ __ ______ 
-------------- 300,000 -------------- 300,000 Transition period __ _______ ___________ ---- ---------- 75,000 - ----------- -- 75,000 Big Spring.-.- ____ -.- ______________________ -------------- 65,000 -------------- 65,000 TransitJ.on penod ____________________ -------------- 20,000 -- ------------ 20,000 

Buffalo B&:Y?U and. tributaries __ _____ ______ 1,473,000 ------------ 1,473,000 ------------TransitlOn penod ______ ________ ______ --- ----------- -- - - ----- -- -
____ _______ .. __ 

--- --- ---- --CarlL. Estes Dam and Lake ______________ --------- -- --- 400,000 -------- -- ---- 400,000 Transition period _______________ _____ 
----- -- ------- 135,000 ----- -------- - 135, 000 Clear Creek ____ _______________ __________ 
-------------- 300,000 ------------ -- 300,000 Transition period _________ _____ _____ _ ------------ -- 75,000 ---------- ---- 75,000 

Clop tin Crossing Lake (Phase I) ___________ ----------- --- ------------ -- ------- ---- -- 300,000 Transition period __________________ __ ------------ -- ----- ------- -- - - -- -------- 100,000 Cooper Lake anti channels ___________ _____ 1,500,000 --- --------- 1,500,000 -- ---- ----- -Transition ~eriod ___ _________ ________ 685,000 ------------ 685,000 ------------Corpus Christi each _____________________ ----------- - - - ____________ 100,000 ---------- --Transition period_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___________ 200,000 ---------- --Corpus Christi ship channel (1968 Act)____ _ 1, 900,000 __________ __ 2,900,000 ---- --------TransitiQn period____________________ 650, 000 ------------ 650,000 ----- -------EI Paso____________________________ _____ 4,000,000 ------------ 4,000, 000 ------------Transition period__ ___ __ ___ __________ 1, 332,000 ----------- - 1 332 000 -- - ---------

~ -

Freeport and vicinity, hurricane flood pro-
tection___ ____ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 4, 300, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 4, 300, 000 ______ _____ _ 

Transition period___________ ________ __ 900,000 ----------- 900,000 --------- ---
Freeport Harbor __ _________ ______________ - ----- -------- 100,000 ________ ______ 100,000 

Transition period _______ ____________ __ --- --- -- --- --- 30,000 ------- ------- 30, 000 
Galveston ,qhannel. (1971 auth) _ _ _ __ __ _ __ _ _ 1, 400, 000 ___ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ 1, 400, 000 __ _________ _ 

Trans1 tion penod ____ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ____ ______ _ 
GIWW-Texas Section--Relocation in Mata-

gorda Bay ____ ____ __ _____ ______ ______ __ - - - - -- --- ----- 35,000 ---- - ------ - -- 35, 000 
Transition period ____________________ _ -------------- 15, 000 -------------· 15,000 

Gulf IWW-Harbor of Refuge at Seadrift ___ _ ----------- -------- ------ · ------- -- -- --- 30,000 
Transition period _____ __________ ______ --------- -----.;. _____ ____ __ ---- --------- 12,000 

Highland Bayou ___ _______ ___ ______ ______ 2, 085,000 -----~----- ·- 2, 085,000 -- ------- ---
Transition period______________ ________ 400,000 - ----------- 400, 000 ------ - - - - - -

Lake Bro~.wood ¥odification ____ _______ __ - ---------- --- 238,000 - --- - - - ---- -- - . 238, 000 
Trans1t1on penod ________ _______ __ _____ - -------- ---- - ------- ---- · - ---- ------ --- ----- -- - - --- ~ 

Lakeview Lake _______ _____ ____ ___ _____ __ 2, 500,000 - - --------- 2, 500,000 --------- - --

Lavo~raf:~!o1J:~fi~~ti~~- ~~~f -:E;;t-F~;k 2, 398, 000 --------- --- 2, 398, 000 --- ---------
Channel improvement____ __ __ ______ ____ 3, 680, 000 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3, 880, 000 __ ______ ___ _ 

Transition period___ ____ ______________ 581,000 ___________ , 731,000 - - ----- - - ---
Lower Rio. grande. Basin (Phase!) _________ - - -------- ---- 200,000 ------ ---- -- -- 350,000 

Tra.ns1t10n penod ___ ______ __ ___ _____ __ - ----- -------- 50,000 -- - - -- ---- ---- 50,000 
Millican Lake ______________ ______ __ ____ __ - ---- -- - ------ 450,000 ---------- ---- 450,000 

Transition period _____ ______ __ ________ .. ----- ----- - - - 110,000 ------ - ------- 110,000 
Mouth of Colorado River __ ________ _______ ---- --- - ------ 70,000 -- ----- ------- 70,000 

Transition _period _____ ______ __________ . ' ... __ __ __ ____ --- _________ ___ : ___ _______ - _- __ ------ - ---
Pecos and vicimty ___ __ ______ ________ ___ _ .. ______ _____ .... 150,000 -- -- --------- - 150,000 

Transition period ______ ____________ ___ - ----------- - , 40,000 -------- -----· 40,000 
Peyton Creek__ ___________ _____ _____ __ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 200, 000 • ___ ___ ____ __ , ___ -- -------

Transition period _____ ______ ___ ______ _ ---- ------ -- - - 50,000 ---- ---- ----- - ---------- --



Construction, general, State and project 

(1) 

Budget estimate for fiscal year 
1976/transition 

Construction Planning 

(2) (3) 

Conference allowance for fiscal 
year 1976/transition 

Construction Planning 

(4) (5) 

Texas-Continued 
(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 
(FC) 

(BE) 

(MP) 
(MP) 

(N) 

(BE) 

(MP) 

(MP) 

(MP) 

Plainview _____ _________ ________ ___ _____ ______________ _ 
Transition period __________________________________ _ 

Port Arthur and vicinity (hurricane flood 

120,000 
40,000 

120,000 
40,000 

protecti<?~) __ __ _ .- ___________________ __ _ 
TransitiOn penod _________________ ___ _ 

7, 900, 000 -------- ----
1,225,000 ------------

7, 900, 000 - - - - --- - - ---
1,225, 000 ---- - -------

Red River emergency bank protection. (See 
Louisiana.) 

Red River levees and bank stabilization below 
Denison Dam. (See Arkansas.) 

San Anto~~ Chan~el improvement ________ _ 
Transition penod ____ _____ ___________ _ 

San Gabriel River ______ __ ______ _________ _ 
Transition period ____________________ _ 

Taylors Bayou ___________ __ :.. ______ ______ _ 
Transition period __ ______ ~ ____ _______ _ 

Texas City and vicinity (hurricane flood 

2,200,000 
1,100,000 
6,850,000 
2,607,000 

650,000 
490,000 

protection)____________________________ 1, 000,000 
Transition period___ _____________ _____ 85,000 ___ __ ___ ___ _ 

Three Rivers __ __ _________________ ______ _ _____ ___ ___ _ --
Transition period ___________ ____ ___________________ _ 

Trinity River project ________ ______________________ ____ _ 
Transition period __ ____ ________________ ___ ___ ______ _ 

150,000 
50,000 

800,000 
300,000 

Vince and Little Vince Bayous_______ __ ____ 200,000 _: __ ________ _ 
Transition period_______ __ __ _____ _____ 250,000 - --- --------

2,200,000 
1, 100, 000 
7,000,000 
3,000,000 

650,000 
490,000 

1,000,000 
85,000 

200,000 
250,000 

Virginia: 
Buena Vis~a. (Phas~ I) ___ ________ _________ _____________ _ 

Tramn t10n penod_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ____________ _ 150,000 --------- - --- -
60, 000 --- - - - ---- - ---

Four Mile Run, City of Alexandria and 
Arlington County __________________ --- - 6, 265, 000 ___ ---- _--- -

Transition penod__ ______________ _____ I, 900,000 ------- - - - --
Gathright Lake___ __ __________ _____ ___ ___ 8, 600,000 -- --- - - - - -- -

Transition period____ ___ _______ ____ __ _ 2, 200,000 - - - -- - - - - ---
Potomac Estuary Pilot Water Treatment 

Plant. (See District of Columbia.) 

6,265,000 
1,900,000 

10,000,000 
2,200,000 

150,000 
50,000 

800,000 
300,000 

150,000 
60,000 

J~r~::rar;1~iih~~ei> ~~~~~~~~} ___________________ ____ _ 350,000 -------------- . 350,000 
160,000 ---- - ---- - ---- 160,000 

----------- - 230, 000 --------- ---Virgi-:J':I3;~~h &!~~~~~~;~t) ~ ~ ~ = = = = = ~ = = = - -----23o; o66 
Transition penod _______ ____________ _ - _ - -- - - _- _ - - _ _ _ -- - _ --- ___ __ _ - - - - - - _____ - _ -- -- -- -- ---

Washington: 
Bonneville lock and dam. (See Oregon.) 

C~id~it~~~~l~~~~- __ __ ___ ___ ____ ___ ___ .. 
Transition period _____________ _____ __ _ 

Columbia and Lower Willamette Rivers, 
Oregon and Washington (40-ft channel) . 
(See Oregon.) 

52,600,000 
14,500,000 

Ediz Hook____ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _____________ _ 

66,600,000 
20,500,000 

170, 000 - -------- ----- 170,000 

2,300,000 
400,000 

Transition period ______________ __ __ ___ . -- -- ---- _ _ __ _ --- _____ -- - _- - ---------- ~ - - - - --- -- - - -
Ice Harbor additional units __ ___ ____ _____ _ _ 2,300,000 

400,000 Transition period __ ____ _____________ - -
John Day lock and dam. (See Oregon.) 
Httle Goose lock and dam, Lake Bryan__ ___ 900, 000 _ __ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ 900, QOO ___ _____ _ - - -

Transition period___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - __ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -



Budget estimate for fiscal year Conference allowance for fiscal 
1976/transition year 1976/transition 

Construction, general, State and project 

Construction Planning Construction Planning 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

(MP) 
Washington-Continued 

Little Goose-Additional units ____________ 18,000,000 

(FC) 

(MP) 

(MP) 

(MP) 

(MP) 

(MP) 
(MP) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 
(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

. (N) 
(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

16,000, 000 ---- --- - --- -Transition period _____ __ ____________ __ 2,800,000 ------ ----- - 2,800, 000 
Lower Columbia River Basin bank protec-

tion. (See Oregon.) 
Lower Granite lock and dam ___ _________ ___ 13,100, 000 ------ ------ 13,100,000 

Transition period ____ ~ _______ _____ ___ _ 2,000,000 --- -- - ------ 2,000,000 
Lower Granite-additional units ___ __ __ ____ 14,900,000 --- --------- 17,900,000 

Transition period _____________________ 2,800,000 ----- ------- 2,800,000 
Lower Monumeritallock and dam _______ ---- 950, 000 -------- ---- 950, 000 

Transition period _________ _____ _____ __ ------------ -- ------------ -------- ------
Lower Monumental- Additional units ___ --_ 4, 800,000 ----- ---- ---Transition period _____________________ 2,500,000 ------------
MeN ary lock and dam. (See Oregon.) 
The Dalles- additional units _______ ________ 700,000 --- ------ -- -Transition period ___ ____ ______________ 300, 000 ---- ------ --
W ahkiakum County Consolidated Diking 

District No.!_ ___ __ ______ _____________ 200, 000 -- -- --------Transition period ______________ __ ____ _ 300, 000 -- -------- --

Wenatche~ ~anyo~s 1 and 2 __ __ __ _________ -----~--------
TransitiOn penod _________________ ___ _ _____________ _ 

284, 000 
130,000 

West Vir~nia: 
Beec Fork Lake____ __ _____ _______ __ _____ 6, 800,000 ------------

Bloo~i~n~~~0Llk~~~~-M;cyl~d.)__ _ __ __ _ 1' 500' 000 - - -------- --
BurnsviWe Lake____ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 6, 200, 000 _______ ____ _ 

Transition period____ ___ _____ ______ ___ 2, 500, 000 ------ -- -- --
Coal River Basin__ __ _______ _____________ _ 500,000 -- - -- -- --- - -

Transition period__ ____ ___ ___________ _ 400,000 -- - - --------
East Lynn. ~ake __ .- _ __ _ _ _ __ _ __ __ _ __ _ __ _ _ _ 4, 700, 000 __ _________ _ 

TransitiOn penod__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 300, 000 ______ _____ _ 

5,800,000 
3,500,000 

700, 000 
300,000 

200,000 
300, 000 

8,000,000 
1,600,000 

6,200,000 
2,500,000 

500,000 
400,000 

4,700,000 
300,000 

Hannibal locks and dam. (See Ohio.) 1 
R. D. Bailey Lake___ ___ __ ____ ___ ___ _____ 16,800,000 ------- - -- -- 22,300,000 

--------- - --
------ -- - - --

----- -- -----
-- - ---- -----
---- ------- -
------------
--- ---- -----
------------
----- -------
------------

------------
----- - ---- --

------------
------------

284,000 
130, 000 

Transition period_____________________ 4, 750,000 ----- -- ----- 5, 300,000 -- ----------
Rowlesbur.g.Lake_;----- - --- - ------------- - - -- ---------- 100, 000 - - - -- -- - -- ----

TransitiOn penod __ _____ ________ _____ _ ------ -------- 40, 000 - - -- ----------
Tug Fork Valley. (See Kentucky.) 

Wisconsin: 

100, 000 
40, 000 

Lafarge Lake and Channel improvement____ 3, 000, 000 · ________ ___ ________ ____ _________ _____ _ 
Transition period_______ _________ ____ _ 1, 400,000 - - - - ------------------ -- ------ ---- - - --

Northport.J~arbor_. ___ __ ___ ·:::. _______ ·.:. __ -.:. __ -1---- - ---- - --- 100,000 - - ---------- - - 100,000 
TransitiOn penod __ __ ___ ______________ - -------- -- -- - 25, 000 - - -- --------- - 25, 000 

Prairie Du Chien __ _____ ___ ____ __ ________ _ .:___ ____ __ ____ 50, 000 -------- - - -- -- 50, 000 
'Transition period __ ______ _______ ___ ___ T- --- --- - - -- -- 20,000 .. -- -------- - -~ 20,000 

State Road and Ebner Coulees ___________ __ -- - --- - - - -- --- 127, 000 - ---- - -- - ----- 127, 000 
Transition period ______ __ __________ ___ ---- - ----- ---- 80, 000 ---- - - -- - ----- 80, 000 

Wyomin~ : 
Shendan_ -:-.------.------ - -- - - -- -- - - - ----- 600,000 - ----------- 600,000 -- ----------

Transition penod _________ ____________ ----- - ---- - - -- - ------- -- -- -- - -- ----- - -- - - - ----------



(BE) 

(N) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

(FC) 

Construction, general, State and project 

(1) 

Miscellaneous: 

Budget estimate for fiscal year 
1976/transition 

Construction Planning 

(2) (3) 

Small Beach erosiOn control projects (Sec. 
103) - -- - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -Transition period _____________________________________ ___ ______ _ 

Small navigation projects not requiring-
specific legislation costing up to $1,000,000 
(Sec. 107) _________________ ___________ _ 

Transition period ___ ___ _____________ _ _ 
1,500,000 

500,000 
Small projects for flood control and related 

purposes not requiring specific legislation 
costing up to $1,000,000 (Sec. 205) __ _____ 4, 000,000 ------------

Transition period_____________________ 1, 000,000 -- - - --------
Small snagging and clearing projects (Sec. 

208)--------- ------ - - ---- - - - ---- - -- - -- -- - ---- --- ---- - -- ---- ---- -
Transition period ___ ___ ____ __ ___ ___ __ _ ________ - - - --- -- ----- -- ---

Emergency streambank and shoreline pro-
tection (1974 modification-Sec. 14)__ ____ 1, 000,000 ___ ________ _ 

Transition period_______ __ ________ ___ 250 000 ___ _____ ___ _ 

Recreatio~ ~acilitie~ at completed projects ___ 20,000, 000 ------------TransitiOn period __ __ __ - --___________ 4,000,000 ---- ----- - --
Fish and wildlife studies (U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife .~rvice) ;- ___ _____ ________ __ - _-- 1,900,000 --- ----- -- --
Transition penod ____ ____ ___ ____ ----- 500,000 --- - --------

Mitigation of shore damages attributable to 
navigati?J?- proje~ts (Sec. 111) ___ ____ ____ _ 600, 000 - -----------TransitiOn penod ______ ________ __ -- -- 150, 000 -------- ----

Streambank erosion control evaluation and 
demonstration (Sec. 32, 1974 Act) __ ______ --- ---- ------ - - -- - ------ ~ Transition period _____ ______ ___ ____ -- -------------- -- - ------- ~ 

Shoreline ~r?sion c~mtrol (Sec. 54) ________ -_ -------------- -------- ---TransitiOn penod ________________ - _- - --- ----------- -----------w Aquatic pl~t cont~ol (1965 Act) _________ __ 1,600,000 ------- ----TransitiOn penod _______ ____ ________ - 450, 000 . --- --------
Employee~ ~ompefi!!ation _________ _____ - _-- 2,190, 000 ------- ----TransitiOn penod ___ ___ ____ _____ ___ __ 600,000 ------------
Reduction for anticipated savings and slip-
p~B----------- ------- - -- -- - -------- - -62, 035, 000 -------- -- · ansition period ______________ __ ____ - 21, 165, 000 ---- --------

'rota} __________ ____ __ _____ ________ 1,068, 650, 000 24, 050, 000 
Transition period __ __ __ __________ 353,785, 000 6,215,000 

'I'otal, Construction, General FY 1976_ (1 ,092, 700,000) -------- -- --
Total, Construction, General 'I'ransi-

(360, 000, 000) tion _____________ ________ ____ - - - ----------- -

Conference allowance for fiscal 
year 1976/transition 

Construction Planning 

(4) (5) 

500,000 ------------
300,000 ------ - ---- -

3,000,000 ------------
1, ooo; ooo -- ---- ----- -

8,300,000 --------- ---
3,415, 000 ----- - --- ---

450,000 ------ ------
100,000 ------------

3, 000,000 ----------- -
500 000 ----------- -

15,000,000 ---- ----- ---
3,000, 000 ---- ---- ----

1, 900, 000 ----------- -500, 000 ------------
600,000 ------------150,000 ------------

3, 000, 000 ----------- -1,000,000 ------------500,000 ----------- -125,000 -------- ----1,400,000 ------- -----
400,000 ------- -----2,190, 000 ------------
600,000 ---- -- ------

-72, 035, 000 -------- ----
-22, 947, 000 ------------

1,202,356,000 26, 292,000 
402,109,000 6, 632,000 

(1 ,228,648,000) 
------~------

(408, 741, 000) ------------

~ 
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Amendment No. 13: Reported. in technical ~isagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House w1l~ offer a motwn to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate whiCh reads as follows: 

That not to exceed $8,000,000 of this appropriation or from 
any previous appropriation under t~is hea~ .s~all be for con­
struction or improvement o~ recreatwn fac1htles at fu~l Fed­
eral expense at projects wh1eh ~vere comple~d or ~vh1eh re­
ceived an approp::iation for proJect c.onstructlon pr1or to the 
approval of Pubhc Law 89-72: Provided further, 

Amendment No. 14: Appropriates $408,741,000 for the transition 
quarter instead of $408,883,000 as proposed by the House and $401,-
578,000 as proposed by the Senate. The fund~ appropriated for the 
transition quarter are to be allocated as shown m the above table. . 

Amendment No: 15: Deleted language proposed by the House which 
read as follows: 

"None of the funds appropriated in this Act for the C?rps 
of Engineers shall be used for the Tomahawk Lake proJect, 
Kansas. 

The Senate deleted funds for this project and language is no longer 
necessary. 

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRffiUTARIES 

Amendment No. 16: Appropriates $163,250,000 for 1976 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $160,000\000 as proposed by the House. . . 

Amendment No. 17: Appropriates $60,300,000 for the transition 
period as proposed by the Senate instead of $59,000,000 as proposed by 
the House. 

Within available funds the conferees are agreed that an additional 
$1 450 000 in FY 1976 and $600,000 in the transition quarter shall be 
av~ilable for the Larto Lake to Jonesville area, La. under the Tensas 
Basin. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL 

Amendment No. 18: Appropriates $582,073,000 for 1976 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $576,073,000 as proposed by the House. . 

The conferees are in agreement that 0 & M funds are to be provided 
as shown in the House and Senate reports. 

REVOLVING FUND 

Amendment No. 19: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and con­
cur in the amendment of the Senate appropriating $700,000 for 1976 
and $950,000 for the transition period. The amendment reads as 
follows: 

"REVOLVING FUND 

For the design of hopper dredges, $700,000, to remain available 
until expended. 
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For "Revolving Fund" for the period July 1,1976, through Septem­
ber 30, 1976, for the design and construction of hopper dredges, $950,-
000, to remain available until expended." 

The managers agree with the Senate report language. 

SPECIAL RECR~:ATION USE FEES 

Amendment No. 20 : Corrects citation 

ADMINISTRA'l'£VE PROVISIONS 

Amendment No. 21: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate which reads as follows: 

Not to exceed $10,000 for official reception and representa­
tion expenses; 

Amendment No. 22: Provides limitation of $248,700,000 on the 
capital of the revolving fund 1976 as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $248,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 23: Provides limitation of $255,000,000 on the 
capital of the revolvin_g fund for the transition period as proposed by 
the Senate instead of $254,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

GENERAL PROVISION 

Amendment No. 24: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate providing language as follows: 

"GENERAL PROVISION 

SEc. 201. To enable payment of any valid claims on the Federal 
Government for the construction of an airport facility at Kelley F lats, 
Montana, section 502 of the Supplemental Appropriation Act, 1968 
( 81 Stat. 773) is amended by deleting the amount "$140,000" contained 
therein and inserting in lieu thereof the amount "$240,000" : Provided, 
That this amendment shall not be construed to change any obligations 
which have been undertaken, in agreement with the Federal Govern­
ment, by non-Federal sponsors of the airport facility to contribute 
to the payment of the construction costs of the facility." 

TITLE III-DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 

GEXERAI, IXV&STIGATIONS 

The managers agree to the proiects added in the Senate Report. 
Both House and Senate provided $4,649,000 for FY 1976 and 

$1,632,000 for the Atmospheric Water Resources Management Program 
(Project Skywater). Further, the Committee of Conference agrees 
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that the Bureau of Reclamation should allocate from within the 
amount made available, sufficient funds (estimated at approximately 
$35,000) to complete the cloud seeding and cloud physics research pro­
gram under a contract with the University of Wyoming. 

CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION 

Amendment No. 25: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate with an amendment appropriating 
$327,308,000 for 1976 instead of $324,268,000 as proposed by the House 
and $327,158,000 as proposed by the Senate. The managers on the part 
of the Senate will move to concur in the amendment of the House to 
~he amendment of the Senate. The Conferees agree with the language 
m the Senate report relating to the Nueces River project, Texas. The 
changes from the Senate bill are as follows : 

Miscellaneous pro~ct programs, Central Valley project, California: 

New Melones-Tracy transmission Une----------~---.----·------" +$100, 000 
Trinity River Action P«<.n.....-.-_,.._ ___ .. -_,...-r----"'---.... ---,-T_ + 300, 000 

Southern Nevada water project, Nevada---~----------------------- + 250, 000 
Canyon Ferry unit, dust abatement, Montana ______________________ - 500, 000 
Lower Marias Unit. Tiber Dam and Reservoir, Mont---------------- + 500, 000 

Amendment No. 26: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate which reads as follows : 

That not to exceed $600,000 of the funds appropriated 
herein shall be made available for restoration of the Scoggins 
Valley Road from Oregon Highway No. 47 to Henry Hagg 
Lake (Scoggins Dam), which shall be nonreimbursable: Pro­
vided further, 

Amendment No. 27: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate providing language which reads as 
follows: 

Provided further, That funds appropriated herein for the 
repairs to the Sa'V'Rge Rapids Dam, of the Rogue River Basin 
projeCt, Grants Pass DiVIsion, may be transfeiTed to the Ore­
gon Fish and Game Commission on a reimbursable basis for 
such work on the South fish way facilities as determined desir­
able by the Secretary of the Interior 

Amendment No. 28: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate with an amendment appropriating 
$98,834,000 for the transition quarter instead of $97,884,000 as {)l"O­
posed by the House and $98,584,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 
mangers on the part of the Senate will move to concur in the amend-
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ment of the House to the amendment of the Senate. The changes from 
the Senate bill are as follows: 

Tr~Jrn~itio" 
Miscellaneous project programs, California Central Valley project: tuarter 

New Melones-Tracy transmission llne--------·------·~--------- +$50, 000 
Trinity River Action pJaa n •u••·'};:-,.------------------------ +200, 000 

Southern Nevade water project, Neva --------------------------- +250, 000 
Lower Marias Unit, Tiber Dam and Reservoir, MonL--------------- +250, 000 

Amendment No. 29: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment o£ the Senate providing language which reads as 
follows: 

: Provided further, That not to exceed $1,400,( 00 of the 
funds appropriated herein shall be made available for restora­
tion of the Scoggins Valley Road from Oregon Highway No. 
47 to Henry Hagg Lake (Scoggins Dam), which shall be 
nonreimbursable 

UPPER COWRADO RIVER STORAGE PROJEOT 

Amendment No. 30: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate with an amendment appropriating 
$41,152,000 for fiscal year 1976 instead of $41,557,000 as proposed by 
the House and $41,867,000 as proposed by the Senate. The managers 
on the part of the Senate will move to concur in the amendment of 
the House to the amendment of the Senate. The changes from the 
Senate bill are as follows: 
Dallas Creek project, Colorado-----·-------------------~-------- +$400, 000 
Fruitland Mesa project, Colorado-·------------------------------ +125, 000 
Savery-Pot Hook project, Oolorado------------------------------- +250, 000 
Jensen Unit, Central Utah project, Utah----------------------~ +50, 000 
Fish and Wildlife facilities, San Juan-Chama project, New Mexico __ -1,540, 000 

Amendment No. 31 :Provides limitation of $38,160,00" for the Upper 
Colorado River Basin Fund instead of $38,985,000 as proposed by the 
House and $37,335,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 32: Provides limitation of $2,992,000 for con­
struction of fish and wildlife facilities instead of $2,572,000 as pro­
posed by the House and $4,532,00 ' as proposed by the Senate. The 
increases over the House amount provide for Fontenelle Reservoir and 
Seedskadee Wildlife Refuge. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

Amendment No. 33: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and 
concur in the amendment of the Senate which adds lanWiage as follows: 

: Provided further, That the amount appropriated herein 
includes $15,394.83 for Colorado River Front Work and Levee 
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System due the Cocopa.h Indian Tribe because of a revision 
of the reservation boundary provided for in a decision of the 
Department of the Interior and a final judgment of the United 
States District Court 

LOAN PROGRAllf 

Amendment No. 34: Appropriates $22,665,000 for 1976 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $23,315,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 35: Appropriates $9,205,000 as proposed by the 
Senate for the transition period instead of $6,155,000 as proposed by 
the House. 

EMERGENCY FUKD 

Amendment No. 36: Appropriates $1,00:',000 for 1976 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $400,000 as proposed by the House. 

TITLE IV-INDEPENDENT OFFICES 

APPALACHIAN REGIONAL CoMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPEKSES 

Amendment No. 37: Technical change adds "activities of the" as 
proposed by the Senate. . 

Amendment No. 3'8: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate which reads as follows: 

as specified in section 105 of the Appalachian Regional De­
vel?pmen~ :\?t of 1965, as amen~ed ( 40 APP· U.S. C. 105), 
wh1eh activities are hereby authorized pendmg the enactment 
of H.R. 4073, or similar authorizing legislation, 

FuNDs APPROPRIATED To THE PRESIDENT 

APPALACHIAN REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS 

Amendment No. 39: Technical change. Changes "programs author­
ized by" to "activities specified in" as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 40: Technical change. Insert "40 App. U.S.C. 
2-405," as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 41: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate 'vhich reads as follows: 

which activities are hereby authorized pending the enact­
ment of H.R. 4078 or similar authorizing legislation, 

Amendment No. 42: Appropriates $288,200,000 instead of $293,200,-
000 as proposed by the House and $283,500,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 43: Provides limitation of $162,200,000 for 1976 
instead of $162,500,000 as proposed by the House -and $160,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate for the Appalachian Highway system. 
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Amendment No. 44: Appropriates $50,000,000 for the transition pe­
riod as proposed by the House instead of $47,500,000 as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Amendment No. 45: Provides limitation of $37,500,000 for the tran­
sition period as proposed by the House instead of $35,000,000 as pro­
posed by the Senate. 

·The managers are agreed that funds are provided for the mountain 
craft center in Tennes;;ee, highway 56 access road in Tennessee, and 
the northwest extension of the Tupelo, Mississippi access road. 

N UCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Amendment No. 46: Provides limitation of $7,000 for official enter­
tainment expenses as proposed by the Senate instead of $1,000 as pro­
posed by the House. 

Amendment No. 47: Appropriates $215,423,000 for 1976 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $202,500,000 as proposed by the House. 

The conferees are agreed that a total of 2,289 permanent positions 
are provided to carry out the activities of the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

Amendment No. 48 : Deletes language proposed by the Senate which 
read as follows : 

and any moneys received by the Commission resulting from 
cooperative nuclear safety research programs notwith.stand­
ing the provisions of section 3617 of the revised statutes (31 
U.S.C. 484), to remain available until expended" 

Amendment No. 49: Appropriates $51,425,000 for the transition 
quarter as proposed by the Senate instead of $49,230,000 as proposed 
by the House. 

Amendment No. 50: Deletes language proposed by the Senate which 
read as follows: 

, to remain available until expended 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AuTHORITY 

PAYMENT TO TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY FUND 

Amendment No. 1: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate with an amendment to appropriate 
$100,025,000 for 1976 instead of $99,754,000 as proposed by the House 
and $91,000~000 as proposed by the Senate. The managers on the part 
of the Senate will move to concur in the amendment of the House to 
the amendment of the Senate. 

Amendment ~ o. 52: Reported in technical disagreement. The man­
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur 
in the amendment of the Senate with an amendment appropriating 
$30,550,000 for the transition quarter instead of $27,984,000 as pro­
posed by the House and $28,200,000 as proposed by the Senate. The 



62 

managers on the part of the Senate will move to concur in the amend­
ment of the House to the amendment of the Senate. 

The funds appropriated under this heading are to be allocated as 
shown in the following table: 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY-PAYMENT TO TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY FUND 

Budget estimate Conference action 

CAPITAL OUtLAY 

Water resources development: Multipurpose facilities: 
Duck River project: 

Normandy Dam and Reservoir_ _______________ 
Columbia Dam and Reservoir _________________ 

Bear Creak multi~urpose water COtltrol system ....•• Tellico Dam and eservoir_ __ ___________________ _ 
Additions and improvements at multipurpose dams ..• 

Navi~ation facilities: 
ailway bridge alterations at Decatur, Ala ___ _______ 

Additions and improvements at navigation facilities._ 
Flood control facilities: 

South Chickamauga Creek project ••••••••.••••.••• 
Other flood control programs •••.•••••••..•••..••• 

Recreation facilities .. _.------------ .•••.•.. ---- ----· 
Investigations for future facilities. _____ •.. ______ . _ ••. _ 
Land Betweeen The Lakes (development)_ ••••.•••••. • 
Fertilizer and munitions development.·-····-·····-··· 
General service activities: 

~::rt:~~f:r- ilemoiisiriiiciri ·p-r"Dieci _-:::::::: :::::: 
General facilities ....• _____ _ ------ __ .• --- -----· •. 

Total, capital9llt!IY---·~--~---···-············ 

PROGRAM EXPENSES 

Water resources develo~ment. . · ···········----------
General resources dave opment: 

Reclamation of orphan strip mine demonstration. _ •• 
Lower Elk Community develo~ment project. .•••••. 
Other Reneral resources deve opment programs •.... 

Land Between the Lakes operation •... ------- ---------
Fertilizer and munitlbns development operation-

Chemical facilities ......••• -------- -.. --- •• --- --- .. 
General service activities .••.. -- ---- --- •. ----- -- __ ----

Total, program UJitiiMI-----------------------
Total g.roeram •• _. __ ••• ___ ••••• __ •• _ ••.•••••••• 

Unobli.ated Janca available •• ··-------- __ ----------
Reductoon for lapse, savinas and slippaat---------- ----

Appropriations •••••••••••••• -----••••••••••. --

Fiscal year 
1976 

$6,117,000 
4,400,000 
9, 345,000 

23,742,000 
700,000 

2,000,000 
600,000 

0 
901,000 
800,000 
46,000 

2, 035,000 
4, 379,000 

16,000 
0 

837,000 

55,918,000 

12,066,000 

0 
0 

~ 237,000 
'650, 000 

10,037,000 
1,100, 000 

35, 09il, 000 

91,008,000 
3, 208,000 

0 

87,800,000 

Transition 
quarter 

$211,000 
I, 100,000 
5, 700,000 
5, 400,000 

175,000 

3,600,000 
150,000 

0 
250,000 
200,000 

0 
850,000 

1,000,000 

0 
0 

102,000 

18,738,000 

3,105, 000 

0 
0 

2,137,000 
710,000 

2, 515,000 
295,000 

8, 762,000 

27,500,000 
0 
0 

27,500,000 

WATER REsOURCES CouNCIL 

WATER RESOURCES PLANNING 

Fiscal year 
1976 

$8,417,000 
10,400,000 
10,645,000 
23, 742,000 

700,000 

2, 000,000 
600,000 

750,000 
901,000 
800,000 
46,000 

2, 035,000 
4, 379,000 

16,000 
275,000 
837,000 

66,543,000 

12,066,000 

2,600, 000 
1, 000,000 
9,237,000 
2, 650,000 

10,037,000 
1,100, 000 

38,690,000 

105, 233, 000 
3, 208,000 
2,000, 000 

100, 025, 000 

Transition 
quarter 

$211,000 
2, 550,000 
5, 700,000 
5, 400,000 

175,000 

3,600,000 
150,000 

250,000 
250,000 
200,000 

0 
850,000 

1, 000,000 

0 
0 

102,000 

20,438,000 

3,105, 000 

350,000 
1,000,000 
2,137, 000 

710,000 

2, 515,000 
295,000 

10,112,000 

30,550,000 
0 
0 

30,550,000 

Amendment No. 53: Appropriates $10,722,000 for 1976 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $7,750,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 54: Provides limitation of $1,300,000 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $1,396,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 55: Provides limitation as proposed by the Senate 
which reads as follows: 

$2,765,000, for preparation of assessments arid plans ( 42 
U.S.C.1962 d(c) ), 

Amendment No. 56 : Provides limitation as proposed by the Senate 
which reads as follows: 

$303,000 for preparation of plans ( 33 U.S.C. 1289), 

/ 

Amendment No. 57 : Appropriates $2,350,000 as proposed by the 
Senate instead of $1,400,000 as proposed by the House. · 

CoNFERENCE TOTAir-WITH CoMPARISONS 

The total new budget (obligational) authority for the fiscal year 
1976 and the transition period recommended by the Committee of Con­
ference with comparisons to the fiscal year 1975 amount, the 1976 and 
transition period budget estimate."; and the House and tlie Senate bills 
for 1976 and the transition period tollows: 
New budget (obligational) authority, fiscal year 1975_________ $6,194,295,000 
Budget estimates of new (obligational) authority, fiseal year 

1976 --------------------------------- ------------------­
Trani'li- period-------------------------------------

Hom*! bill, tBeal J"Mr 19'16----------------------------------

1 7, 300, 162, 000 
1 2, 040, 630, 000 

7,225,401,000 
2,100,728,000 
7, 489, 660,500 
2,104,126,000 
7,440,912,500 
2,115,033,000 

Transit~Q~l pertod.--------;---------------------------
Senate bill, 6leal JMr 19'16----------------------------------

Transf.tlon Mnd-----------------------:-------------
Conten>nce •nl rpent.;----------------------------------­

Transitlon _.. ---------------------------------
Conference agreement compared with-

New budget (obligational) authority, fiscal y€'ar 1975 ______ +1, 246, 617, 500 
Budget estimates of new (obligational) authority, fiscal 
year~----------~------------------------------ +140,750,000 

Transition perlocL-------------------------------- +74, 403,000 
House blll, fiscal year 1976------------------------------ +215, 511, 000 

Transitl* period------------------------~--------- +14, 305,000 
Senate blll, Ileal year 1976..----------------------------- -48, 748, 000 

Transition period..------------------------------- +10, 907, 000 
1 Includes '242,700,000 for fiscal year 1076 nod $47,470,000 for the transition quarter 

not considered by House--these requests included tn H. Doc. 94-1911, S. Doc. 9-i-84, and 
s. Doc. 94-112. 
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JoHN 0. PAsTORE, 
JosEPH M. MoNTOYA, 
J. BENNET!' JOHNSTON' 
JOHN L. McCLELLAN, 
JENNINGS RANDOLPH, 
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Managers on the Pa1•t of the Senate. 
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H. R. 8122 

J\intQ!,fourth Q:ongrr.s.s of tht· tlnittd ~tatts of 5Imttica 
AT THE FIRST SESSION 

Begun and held at the City of Washington on Tuesday, the Jouneenrh day of ]tmuaryt 
one thousand nine hundred and severuy1ive 

Sin Slct 
Making appropriations for public works for water and power development and 

energy research, including the Corps of Engineers---Civil, the Bureau of 
Reclamation, power agencies of the Department of the Interior, the Appala­
chian regional development programs, the Federal Power Commissl.on, the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. the Energy 
Research and Development Administration. and related independent agencies 
and commissions for the 11.seal year ending June 80, 1976, and the period 
ending September 80, 1976, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Se1Ulte and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Oongress assembled, That the foll.owing 
sums are appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other­
wise appropriated, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1976, and the 
period endmg September 30, 1976, for public works for water and 
power development and energy research, mcluding the Corps of Engi­
neers-Civil, the Bureau of Reclama.tion, power agencies of the 
Depa.rtment of the Interior, the Appa.la.chian regional development 
progra.ms, the Federal Power Commission, the Tennessee Valley 
Authority, the Nuclear Regula.tory Commission, the Energy Research 
a.nd Development Administration, a.nd rela.ted independent agencies 
a.nd commissions, a.nd for other purposes, namely : 

TITLE I-ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATING ExPENSES 

For necessa.ry operating expenses of the Administration in ca.rrying 
out the purposes of the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974; hire, 
maintenance, and operation of aircraft; publication a.nd dissemina.tion 
of ·atomic and other energy information; purchase, repair, and clean­
ing of uniforms; official entertainment expenses (not to exceed 
$25,000) ; reimbursement of the General SerVIces Administration for 
security guard services; hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
$3,130,765.000 and any moneys (except sums received from disposal 
of property under the Atonnc Energy Community Act of 1955 and 
the Strategic and Critical Materials Stockpiling Act, as amended, 
and fees received for tests or investigations under the Act of Ma.y 16, 
1910, as :amended ( 42 U.S.C. 2301; 50 U.S.C. 98h; 30 U.S.C. 7)) 
received by the Energy Research a.nd Development Administration 
notwithstanding the provisions of section 3617 of the Revised Statutes 
(31 U.S.C. 484), to remain available until expended: Provided, Tha.t 
:from this appropriation transfers of sums may be made to other agen­
cies of the Government for the performance of the work for which 
tlils a.ppropriation is made, and in such cases the sums so transferred 
may be merged with the a.ppropriation to which tl'8JlSferred : PrO'IJ'ided 
further, That the amount a.ppropriated in any other a.ppropriation act 
for "Operating expenses" for the Energx Research and Development 
Admirustration for the fisca.l yea.r ending June 30, 1976, shall be 
merged, without limitation, with this appropriation. 

For "Operating expenses" for the period July 1, 1976, through 
September 30, 1976, $941,507,000, to rema.in available until expended: 
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Pr01Jided, That the amount appropriated in any other appropriation 
act for "Operatin~ expenses" for the Energy Research and Develop­
ment Admmistrabon for the period July 1, 1976, through September 
30, 1976, shall be merged, without limitation, with this appropriation. 

PLANT AND CAPITAL EQUIPMENT 

For expenses of the Administration, as authorized by law, in connec­
tion with the purchase and construction of ~lant and the acquisition 
of capital eqmpment and other expenses incidental thereto necessary 
in carrying out the purposes of the Energy Reorganization Act of 
197 4, including the acqmsition or condemnation of any real property 
or any facility or for plant or facility acquisition, construction, or 
expansion; purchase of not to exceed three hundred and thirty-four 
for replacement only, and hire of passenger motor vehicles; purchase 
of not to exceed two, acquisition without reimbursement of not to 
exceed two, and hire of aircraft; $907,642,000 to remain available 
until expended : Provided, That the amount appropriated in any other 
appropriation Act for "Plant and capital equipment" for the Energy 
Research and Development Administration for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1976, shall be merged, without limitation, with this 
appropriation. 

For "Plant and capital equipment," except for purchase of motor 
vehicles and aircraft, for the period Julr, 1, 1976, through Septem­
ber 30, 1976, $185,776,000 to remain avallrable until expended: Pro­
vided, That the amount appropriated in any other appropriation Act 
for "Plant and capital eguipment" for the Energy Research and 
Development Administration for the period July 1, 1976, through 
September 30, 1976, shall be merged, without limitation, with this 
appropriation. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 101. Not to exeeed 5 per centum of a~propriations made avail­
able for the current fiscal year for "Operatmg expenses" and "Plant 
and capital equipment" may be transferred between such appropria­
tions, but neither such appropriation, except as otherwise provided 
herein, shall be increased by more than 5 per centum by any such trans­
fers, and any such transfers shall be reported promptly to the Appro­
priations Committees of the House and Senate. 

TITLE II-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-CIVIL 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

CoRPS OF ENGINEERS--CIVIL 

The folio~ appropriations shall be expended under the direc­
tion of the Secretary of the Army and the supervision of the Chief 
of Engineers for authorized civil functions of the Department of the 
Army pertaining to rivers and harbors, flood control, beach erosion, 
and related purposes. 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

For expenses necessa;ry for the collection and study of basic informa­
tion pert&ining to river wnd harbor, flood control, shore protection, 
and reJ.ta.ted projects, restudy of authorized projects, and when author­
ized by law, surveys and studies of projects pnor to auth~rization for 
construction, $66,8'36,000, to remain available until expended: Pro­
vided, That $1,500,000 of this appropriation shall 'be transferred to 
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the United States Fish and Wildlife Service for studies, investigations, 
and reports thereon as required by the Fish and Wildlife Coordina­
tion Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 563-565), to provide that wildlife conserva­
tion shall receive equal consideration and be coordinated with other 
features of water-resource development programs of the Department 
of the Army. 

For "General investigations" for the period July 1, 1976, through 
September 30, 1976, $17,110,000, to remain available until expended. 

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL 

For the prosecution of river and harbor, flood control, shore protec­
tion, and related projects authorized by law; and detailed studies, and 
plans and specifications, of projects (including those for development 
with participation or under consideration or participation by States, 
local ~overn.ments, or private groups) authorized or made eligible for 
selectiOn by law (but such studies shall not constitute a commitment 
of the Government to construction): $1,228,648,000, to remain avail­
able until expended: Provided, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be used for projects not authorized by law or which are author­
ized by law limiting the amount to be appropriated therefor, except as 
may be within the limits of the amount now or hereafter authorized to 
be appropriated : Provided further, That not to exceed $8,000,000 of 
this appropriation or from any previous appropriation under this head 
shall be for construction or improvement of recreation facilities at full 
Federal expense at projects which were completed or which received 
an a:ppropriation for project construction prior to the approval of 
Pubhc Law 89-72: Provided further, That $1,900,000 of this appro­
priation shall be transferred to the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service for studies, investigations, and reports thereon as required by 
the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 563-565) to 
provide that wildlife conservation shall receive equal consideration 
and be coordinated with other features of water-resource development 
programs of the Department of the Army. 

For "Construction, general" for the period July 1, 1976, through 
September 30, 1976, $408,741,000, to remain available until expended. 

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES 

For expenses necess&ry for prosecuting work of flood control, Sind 
rescue work, repair, restoration, or maintenance of flood oontrol proj­
ects threatened or destroyed by flood, as authorized by law (33 U.S.C. 
702a, 702g-1), $163,250,000, to ·remain &vailable until expended: Pro­
vided, Th&t not less tha,n $250,000 sha,ll be aV'a.ilable for bank stabiliza­
tion measures as determined by the Chief of Engineers to lbe advisable 
for the control of bank erosion of streams in the Y &zoo Basin, includ­
ing the foothill area, and where necessary such measures shall comple­
ment simil'ar works planned 1and constructed br, the Soil Conservation 
Service and be limited to the areas of responsibility mutually agreeable 
to the District engineer and the State Conservationist. 

For "Flood control, Mississippi River and tributaries" for the period 
July 1, 1976, through September 30,1976, $60,300,000, to remain avail­
able until expended. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL 

For expenses necessary for the preservation, operation, maintenance, 
and care of existing river and harbor, flood control, and related works, 
including such sums as may be necessary for the maintenance of 
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harbor channels frovided by a State, municipality or other public 
agency, outside o harbor lines, and serving essential needs of general 
commerce and navigation; administration of laws pertaining to pres­
ervation of navigable waters; surveys and charting of northern and 
northwestern lakes and connecting waters; clearing and straightening 
channels; and removal of obstructions to navigation; $582,073,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

For "Operation and maintenance, general" for the period July 1, 
1976, through September 30, 1976, $153,116,000 to remain available 
until expended. 

REVOLVING FUND 

For the design of hopper dredges, $700,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

For "Revolving Fund" for the period July 1, 1976, through 
September 30, 1976, for the design and construction of hopper dredges, 
$950,000, to remain available until expended. 

FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EMERGENCmS 

For expenses necessary for emergency flood control, hurricane, and 
shore protection activities, as authorized by section 5 of the Flood 
Control Act, approved August 18, 1941, as amended, $40,400,000, to 
remain available until expended. 

For "Flood control and coastal emergencies" for the period July 1, 
1976, through September 30, 1976,$3,750,000 to remain available until 
expended. 

GENERAL EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for general administration and related func­
tions in the Office of the Chief of Engineers and offices of the Division 
Engineers; activities of the Board of Engineers for Rivers &nd Har­
bors and the Coastal Engineering Research Center; commercial 
statistics; and miscellaneous investigations; $42,500,000. 

For "General expenses" for the period July 1, 1976, through Sep­
tember 30, 1976, $10,650,000. 

SPECIAL RECREATION USE FEES 

For construction, operation, and maintenance of outdoor recreation 
facilities, including collection of special recreation use fees, to remain 
available until expended, $1,200,000, to be derived from the special 
account established by the Land and Water Conservation Act of 1965, 
as amended (16 U.S.C. 4601): Provided, That not more than 40 per 
r.entum of the foregoing amount shall be available for the enhance­
ment of the fee collection system established by section 4 of such Act, 
including the promotion and enforcement thereof. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Appropriations in this title shall be available for expenses of attend­
ance by military personnel at meetings in the manner authorized by 
5 u.s.a. 4110, uniforms~ and allowances therefor, as authorized by 
law (5 u.s.a. 5901-5902), and for printing, either during a recess or 
session of Congress, of survey reports authorized by law, and such 
survey reports as may be printed during a recess of Congress shall be 
printed, with illustrations, as documents of the next succeeding session 
of Congress; not to exceed $10,000 for official reception and represen­
tation expenses; and during the current fiscal year the revolving fund, 
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Corps of Engineers, shall be availahle for purchase (not to exceed 
two hundred and eighteen of which two hundred and twelve shall be 
for replacement only), and hire of passenger motor vehicles: Pro­
vided, That the total capital of the revolving fund shall not exceed 
$248,7oopoo. 

For 'Administrative provisions" for the period July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976, appropriations in this title shall be avail­
able for expenses of attendance by military personnel at meetings in 
the manner authorized by 5 U.S.C. 4110, uniforms, and al·lowances 
therefor, as authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901-5902), and for printing, 
either during a recess or session of Congress, of survey reports author­
ized by law, and such survey reports as may be printed during a recess 
of Congress shall be printed, with illustrations, as documents of the 
next suoceeding session of Congress : Provided, That the total capital 
of the revolving fund shall not exceed $255,000,000. 

GENERAL PROVISION 

SEc. 201. To enable payment of My valid claims on the Federal 
~vernment for the construction of 1lJil airp'Ort facility at Kelley Flats, 
Montana, section 502 of the Supplemental Appropriation Act, 1968 
(81 Stat. 773) is amended by deletmg the amount "$140,000" contained 
therein and inserting in lieu thereof the amount "$240,000": Provided, 
That this amendment shall not be construed oo chlft.D.ge any dbli$8-tions 
whidh have been undertaken, in agreement with the Federal Govern­
ment, by non-Federal sponsors of tJhe airport facility to contribute to 
the payment of fue construction oosts of the facility. 

TITLE III-DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 

For carrying out the functions of the Bureau of Reclamation as 
provided in the Federal reclamation laws (Act of June 17, 1902, 32 
Stat. 388, and Acts •amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto) and 
other Acts applicable oo fuat Bureau, as follows: 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

For engineering and economic investigations of proposed Federal 
reclamation projects and studies of water conservation a.n.d develop­
ment plans and activities preliminary to the reconstruction, rehabilita­
tion and betterment, financial adjustment, or extension of existing 
projects, to remain available until expended, $20,892,000: Provided, 
That none of this appropriation shall be used for more than one-half 
of the cost of an investigation requested by a State, municipality, or 
other interest: Provided further, That $530,000 of this appropriation 
shall be transferred to the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
for studies, investigations, and reports thereon as required by the Fish 
and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 563-565) to provide 
that wildlife conservation shall receive equal consideration and be 
coordinated with other features of water-resource development pro­
grams of the Bureau of Reclamation. 

For "General investigations" for the period July 1, 1976, through 
September 30, 1976, to remain available until expended, $6,794,000: 
P'1'01Jided, That $178,000 of this appropriation shall be transferred to 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service for studies, investigations 
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and reports thereon as required by the Fish and Wildlife Coordina­
tion Act of 1958 ( 72 Stat. 563-565). 

CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION 

For construction and rehabilitation of authorized reclamation proj­
ects or parts thereof (including power transmission facilities) and for 
other related activities, as authorized by law, to remain available until 
expended, $327,308,000, of which $140,000,000 shall be derived from 
the reclamation fund : Provided, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be used to initiate the construction of transmiSSion facilities 
within those areas covered by power wheeling service contracts which 
include provision for service to Federal establishments and preferred 
customers, except those transmission facilities for which construction 
funds have been heretofore appropriated, those facilities which are 
necessary to carry out the terms of such contracts or those facilities for 
which the Secretary of the Interior finds the wheeling agency is unable 
or unwilling to provide for the integration of Federal projects or for 
service to a Federal establishment or preferred customer : Provided 
further, That not to exceed $600,000 of the funds appropriated herein 
shall be made available for restoration of the Scoggins Valley Road 
from Oregon Highway No. 47 to Henry Hagg Lake (Scoggins Dam), 
which shall be nonreimbursable: Provided further, That the final point 
of discharge for the interceptor drain for the San Luis Unit shall not 
be determined until development by the Secretary of the Interior and 
the State of California of a_plan, which shall conform with the water 
quality standards of the State of California as approved by the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, to minimize 
any detrimental effect of the San Luis drainage waters : Provided 
further, That funds appropriated herein for the repairs to the Savage 
Rapids Dam, of the Rogue River Basin Project, Grants Pass Division, 
may be transferred to the Oregon Fish and Game Commission on a 
reimbursable basis for such work on the south fishway facilities as 
determined desirable by the Secretary of the Interior. 

For "Construction and rehabilitation" for the period July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976, to remain available until expended, 
$98,834,000, of which $78,000,000 shall be derived from the reclamation 
fund : Provided further, That not to exceed $1,400,000 of the funds 
approJ.>riated herein shall be made available for restoration of the 
Scoggms Valley Road from Oregon Highway No. 47 to Henry Hagg 
Lake (Scoggins Dam), which shall be nonreimbursable. 

UPPER COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT 

For the Upper Colorado River Storage Project, as authorized by 
the Act of AJ?ril 11, 1956, as amended (43 U.S.C. 620d), to remain 
available until ex~nded, $41,152,000, of which $38,160,000 shall be 
avai!able for t~e "Upper Co~orado River Basin Fund" authorized by 
sectiOn 5 of sa1d Act of April 11, 1956, and $2,992,000 shall be avail­
able for construction of recreational and fish and wildlife facilities 
authorized by section 8 thereof, and may be expended by bureaus of 
the Department through or in cooperation with State or other Federal 
agencies, and advances to such Federal agencies are hereby authorized: 
Provided, That no part of the funds herein approved shall be avail­
able for construction or operation of facilities to prevent waters of 
Lake Powell from entering any national monument. 

For the "Upper Colorado River storage project" for the period 
July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976, to remain available until 
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expended, $16,399,000 of which $15,562,000 shall be available for the 
"Upper Colorado River Basin fund" authorized by section 5 of said 
act of Apri111, 1956, a.nd $837,000 shall be available for construction 
of recreational and fish and wildlife facilities authorized by section 8 
thereof. 

COLORADO RIVER BABIN PROJECT 

For advances to the Lower Colorado River Basin Development 
Fund, as authorized by section 403 of the Act of September 30, 1968 
( 82 Stat. 894), for the construction, operation, a.nd maintenance of 
projects 'authorized by title III of said Act, to remain available until 
expended $46,645,000, of which $17,440,000 is for liquidation of con­
tract authority provided by section 303 (b) of said Act. 

For advances to the Lower Colorado River Basin Development 
Fund, as authorized by section 403 of the Act of September 30, 1968, 
for the period July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976, to remain 
available until expended, $10,310,000 of which $1,500,000 is for liqui­
dation of contract authority provided by section 303 (b) of said Act. 

COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROJECTS 

For construction, operation and maintenance of projects authorized 
by the Act of June 24, 1974, Public La.w 93-320, to remain available 
until expended, $19,670,000. 

For "Colorado River Basin salinity control projects" for the period 
July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976, to remain available until 
expended, $7,130,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

For operati~n Mld maintenance of reclamation projects or farts 
thereof and other facilities, as authorized by law; '8Jld for a. sdi and 
moisture conservation program on la.nds under the jmisdiction of the 
Bureau of Reclamation, pursuant to law, $132,162,000, of which 
$110,110,000 shall be derived from the reclamation fund and $3,989,000 
shall be derived from ·the Colorado River Dam fund : Provided, That 
funds advanced by water users for operation a.nd maintenance of 
reclamation projects or parts therebf shall be deposited to the credit 
of this appropriation and may be expended for the same objects a.nd 
in the same manner as sums appropriated herein may be expended, 
and such advances shall remain available until expended: Provided; 
further~ That the amount appropriated herein includes $15,394.83 for 
Colorado River Front Work and Levee System due the Cocopah 
Indian Tribe because of a revision of the reservation boundary pro­
vided for in a decision of the Department of the Interior and a final 
judgment of the United States District Court. 

For "Operation and maintenance" for the period July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976,$34,017,000 of which $27,950,000 shall be 
derived from the reclamation fund 'and $978,000 shall be derived from 
the Colorado River Dam fund. 

LOAN PROGRAM 

For loans to irrigation districts and other public agencies for con­
struction of distribution systems on authorized Federal reclamation 
projects, and for loans and grants to non-Federal agencies for con­
struction of projects, as authorized by the Acts of Jul:y_ ~ 1955, as 
amended ( 43 U.S.C. 421a.-421d), and August 6, 1956 ( 43 U.::s.C. 422a-
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422k), as amended, including expenses neee&>ary for carrying out the 
program, $22,665,000, to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That any contract under the Act of July 4, 1955 ( 69 Stat. 244), a.s 
amended, not yet executed by the Secretary, which calls for the making 
of loans beyond the fiscal year in which the contract is entered into 
sh&ll be made only on the same conditions as those prescribed in sec­
tion 12 of the Act of August 4, 1939 (53 Stat. 1187, 1197). 

For "Loan program" for the period July 1, 1976, through Septem­
ber 30, 1976, to remain available until expended, $9,205,000. 

EMERGENCY FUND 

For an additional amount for the "Emergency fund", as authorized 
by the Act of June 26, 1948 (43 U.S.C. 502), to remain available until 
expended for the purposes specified in said Act, $1,000,000, to be 
derived from the reclamation fund. 

For the "Emergency fund" for the period July 1, 1976, through 
September 30, 1976, to remain available until expended, $200,000, to 
be derived from the reclamation fund. 

GENERAL ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of general administration and related func­
tions in the offices of the Commissioner of Reclamation and in the 
regional offices of the Bureau of Reclamation, $21,290,000, to be derived 
from the reclamation fund and to be nonreimbursable pursuant to the 
Act of April 19, 1945 ( 43 U.S.C. 377) : Provided, That no ~rt of any 
other ·appropdation in this Act shall be available for 'aCtivities or func­
tions budgeted for the current fiscal year as general administrative 
expenses. 

For "General administrative expenses" for the period July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976, to be derived from the reclamation fund 
$5,600,000. 

SPECIAL FUNDS 

Sums herein referred to as being derived from the Reclamation 
fund, the Colorado River Dam fund, or the Colorado River develop­
ment fund, 'are 'appropriated from the s~ia.l funds in the Treasury 
created by the Act of June 17, 1902 (43 U.S.C. 391), the Act of 
December 21, 1928 (43 U.S.C. 617a), and the Act of July 19, 1940 (43 
U.S. C. 618a) respectively. Such sums shall be transferred, upon request 
of the Secretary, to be merged with and expended under the heads 
herein specified; and the unexpended balances of sums transferred for 
expenditure under the heads "Operation and Maintenance" and "Gen­
eral Administrative Expenses" shall revert and be credited to the 
special fund from which derived. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Appropriations for the Bureau of Rulamation shall be available 
for purchase of not to exceed twenty-nine passenger motor vehicles for 
replacement only; purchase of two aircraft; payment of claims for 
dama~ to or loss of property, personal injury, or death arising out 
of activities of the Bureau of Reclamation; payment, except as other­
wise provided for, of compensation and expenses of persons on the 
rolls of the Bureau of Reclamation appointed a.s authorized by law 
to represent the United States in the negotiations and administration 
of interstate compacts without reimbursement or return under the 
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reclamation laws; rewards for information or evidence concerning 
violations of law involving property under the jurisdiction of the 
Bureau of Reclamation; performance of the functions specified under 
the head "Operation and Maintenance Administration", Bureau of 
Reclamation, in the Interior Department Appropriation Act, 1945; 
preparation and dissemination of useful information including record­
rugs, photographs, and photographic prints; and studies of recrea­
tional uses of reservoir areas, and investigation and recovery of 
archeological and paleontological remains in such areas in the same 
manner as provided for in the Act of August 21, 1935 ( 16 U.S.C. 
461-467): Provided, That no part of any appropriation made herein 
shall be available pursuant to the Act of April 19, 1945 ( 43 U.S.C. 
377), for expenses other than those incurred on behalf of specific 
reclamation projects except "General Administrative Expenses" and 
amounts provided for reconnaissance, basin surveys, and general engi­
neering and research under the head "General Investigations". 

Sums appropriated herein which are expended in the performance 
of reimbursable functions of the Bureau of Reclamation shall be 
returnable to the extent and in the manner provided bylaw. 

No part of any appropriation for the Bureau of Reclamation, con­
tained in this Act or in any prior Act, which represents amounts earned 
under the terms of a contract but remaining unpaid, shall be obligated 
for any other purpose, regardless of when such amounts are to be paid: 
Provided, That the incurring of any obligation prohibited by this 
paragraph shall be deemed a violation of section 3679 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended (31 U.S.C. 665). 

No funds appropriated to the Bureau of Reclamation for operation 
and maintenance, except those derived from adV'ances by water users, 
shall be used for the particular benefits of lands (a) within the bound­
aries of an irrigation district, (b) of any member of a water users' 
organization, or (c) of any individual when such district, organiza­
tion, or individual is in arrears for more than twelve months in the 
payment of charges due under a contract entered into with the United 
States pursuant to laws administered by the Bureau of Reclamation. 

Not tX> exceed $225,000 may be expended from the appropriation 
"Construction and Rehabilitation" for work by force account on any 
one project or Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program unit and then only 
when such work is unsuitable fur contract or no acceptable bid has 
been received and, other than otherwise provided in this paragraph 
or as may be necessary to meet local emergencies, not to exceed 12 per 
centum of the construction allotment for any project from the a.ppro­
priati~n ''Construction an~ Rehabilitation" contained in thi~ Act, shall 
be available for construction work by force account: Provided, That 
this paragraph shall not apply to work performed under the Reha­
bilitation a.nd Betterment Act of 1949 ( 63 St&t. 724). 

ALAsKA PoWER ADMINISTRATION 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS 

For engineering and economic investigations to promote the devel­
opment and utilization of the water, power, and relwted resources of 
Alaska, $652,000, to remain available until expended : Provided, That 
$30,000 of this 111ppropriation shall be transferred to tJhe United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service for studies, investiga.ti~s, ·and reports 
thereon, as required by the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958 
( 72 Stat. ·563-565). 
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For "Geneml investigations" for the period July 1, 1976, through 
September 30, 1976,$198,000, to remain available until expended. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

For necessary expenses of operation and ma.intem.a.nce of projects in 
Alaska and of ma.rketing electric power and energy, $837,500. 

For "Opera.tion and maintenance" for the penod July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976, $209,000. 

BoNNEVILLE PoWER ADMINISTRATION FUND 

Expenditures from the Bonneville Power Administration Fund, 
established pursuant to Public Law 93-454, are hereby specifica.lly 
approved for construction of the following major transmission facili­
ties : (a) transmission lines and related facilities to integr.a.te genera.­
tion into the main Bonneville Power Administra.tion system from 
WPPSS No. 3 a.nd No. 5 Nuclear Genera.ting Plants near Satsop, 
Wash~n. 

For tlie period July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976, expendi­
tures at a rate not greater than the quarterly ra.te provided for fisc81l 
year 1976 a.re hereby approved. 

SoUTHEASTERN PoWER ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

For necessary expenses of opemtion and maintenance of power 
transmission facilities and of marketing electric power and energy 
pursuant to the provisions of section 5 of the Flood Control Act of 
1944 (16 U.S.C. 825s), as applied to the southeastern power area, 
$1ROO,OOO . 

.~:~·or "Operation and maintenance" for the period July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976, $257,000. 

SoUTHWESTERN PoWER ADMINISTRATION 

OONSTRUCTION 

For construction a.nd ~uisition of tra.nsrnission lines, substations, 
a.nd appurtena.nt facilities, a.nd for administra.tive expenses connected 
therewith, in carrying out the provisions of section 5 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1944 (16 U.S.C. 825s), as applied to the southwestern 
power area., $680,000, to rema.in aV'&ilable until expended. 

For "Construction" for the period July 1, 1976, through Septem­
ber 30, 1976, $125,000, to remain availa.ble until expended. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

For necessary expenses of operation and maintenance of power 
transmission facilities and of marketing electric power and energy 
pursuant to the provisions of section 5 of the Flood Control Act of 
1944 (16 U.S.C. 825s), as applied to the southwestern power a.rea, 
including purchase of not to exceed one passenger motor vehicle for 
replacement only, $6,000,000. 
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For "Qperation and maintenance" for the period July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976, $1,850,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONs-DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

SEc. 301. Appropriations in this title shall be available for expendi­
ture or transfer (within each bureau or office), with the approval of 
the Secretary, for the emergency reconstruction, replacement, or repair 
of aircraft, buildings, utilities, or other facilities or equipment dam­
aged or destroyed by fire, flood, storm, or other unavoidable causes: 
Provided, That no funds shall be made available under this authority 
until funds specifically made available to the Department of the 
Interior for emergencies shall have been exhausted. 

SEC. 302. The Secretary may authorize the expenditure or transfer 
(within each bureau or office) of any appropriation in this title, in 
addition to the amounts included in the budget programs of the several 
agencies, for the suppression or emergency vrevention of forest or 
range fires on or threatening lands under junsdiction of the Depart­
ment of the Interior. 

SEc. 303. Appropriations in this title shall be available for opera­
tion of warehouses, garages, shops, and similar mcilities, wherever 
consolidation of activities will contribute to efficiency, or economy, 
and said approJ?ria.tions shall be reimbursed for services rendered to 
any other actiVIty in the same manner as authorized by the Act of 
June 30, 1932 (31 U.S.C. ~86): PrlYV'ided, That reimbursements for 
costs of supplies, materials, and equipment, '8Jld for services rendered 
may be credited to the appropriation current at the time suoh reim­
bursements are received. 

SEc. 304. No part of any funds made av·ailable by this Act to the 
Southwestern Power Administration may be made aV'a.ila.ble to any 
other agency, bureau, or office for any purposes other than for services 
rendered pursuant to law to the Southwestern Power Administration. 

TITLE IV-INDEPENDENT OFFICES 

APPALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMIBSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the activities of the Federal Cochairman 
and his alternate on the Appalachian Regional Commission and for 
payment of the Federal share of the administrative expenses of the 
commission, including services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, and hire 
of passenger motor vehicles, as specified in section 105 of the Appa­
lachian Regional' Development Act of 1965, as amended ( 40 App. 
U.S.C. 105), which activities are hereby authorized pending the enact­
ment of H.R. 4073 or similar authorizmg le¢slation, $1,830,000. 

For "Salaries and expenses" for the penod July 1, 1976, through 
September 30, 1976, $480,000. 

FUNDs APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 

APPALACHIAN REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS 

For expenses necessary to carry out the activities specified in the 
Ap_palachian Regional Development Act of 1965, as amended, 40 App. 
U.S.C. 2-405, except expenses authorized by section 105 of said Act, 
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including services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, and hire of pas­
sen~r motor vehicles, to remain available until expended, which 
activities are hereby authorized pending the enactment of H.R. 4073 
or similar authorizmg legislation, $288,200,000, of which $162,200,000 
shall be available for the Appalachian Development HighwaY. System, 
but no part of any appropriation in this Act shall be available for 
expenses in connection with commitments for contracts or grants for 
the Appalachian Development Highway System in excess of the total 
amount herein and heretofore appropriated. 

For "Appalachian regional development pro~" for the period 
July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976, $50,000,000, ~f which 
$37,500,000 shall be aV'ailabfe for the Appalaclhian Development High­
way System. 

DELAWARE RIVER BAsiN CoMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary to ca.rry out the functions of the United 
States member of t1he Delaware River Basin Commission, as authorized 
bylaw ~75Stat. 716),$79,000. 

For ' Salaries and expenses" for the period July 1, 1976, through 
September 30, 1976, $19,000. 

CONTRffiUTION TO DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION 

For payment ~f the United States share of the current expenses of 
the Delaware River Basin Commission, as authoriz~ by law (75 
Stat. 706;. 707), $215,000. 

For "uontribution to Delaware River Basin Commission" for the 
period July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976, $53,000. 

FEDERAL PoWER CoMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessazy. for the work of the Commission, as author­
ized by faw, including hire of pas:Jenger motor velhicles, services as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, and not to exceed $1,000 for official recep­
tion and representation expenses, $35,610,000. 

For "Salaries and expenses" including hire of passenger motor 
vehicles, services as '8.uthorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, and not to exceed 
$250 for official reception and representation expenses, for the period 
July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976, $8,558,000. 

[NTERSTATE CoMMISSION ON THE POTOMAC RIVER BASIN 

CONTRmUTION TO INTERSTATE COMMISSION ON THE POTOMAC RIVER BASIN 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay in advance to the 
Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin the Federal con­
tribution toward the expenses of the Commission during the current 
fiscal year in the 'administration of its business in the conservancy 
district established pursuant to the Act of July 11, 1940 (54 Stat. 7 48), 
as amended by the Act of September 25, 1970 (Public Law 91-407), 
$52,000. 

For "Contribution to Interstate Commission on tJhe Potomac River 
Basin" for period July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976, $13,000. 
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NucLEAR REGULATORY CoMMisSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Commission in carryin~ out the pur­
poses of the Energy Reorganization Act of 197 4, mclu~ the 
employment of aliens; services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; puolica.­
tion and dissemination of atomic information; purchase, repair, and 
cleaning of uniforms; official entertainment expenses (not to exceed 
$7,000) ; reimbursement of the General Services Administration for 
security guard serv~~ j hire of passenger motor vehicles and aircraft; 
$215,423,000 : Proviaea, That from this appropriation, transfers of 
sums may be made to other a~encies of the Government for the per­
formance of the work for which this appropriation is made, and in 
such cases the sums so transferred may be merged with the appro­
priation to which transferred. 

For "Salaries and expenses" in accordance with the above provisions 
for the period July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976, $51,425,000. 

SuSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN CoMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary to carry out the functions of the United 
States member of the Susquehanna River Basin Commission, as 
authorized by law (84 Stat. 1541), $79,000. 

For "Salaries and expenses" for the period July 1, 1976, through 
September 30, 1976, $19,000. 

CONTRIBUTION TO SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMMISSION 

For pa.,yment of the United States share of the current expenses of 
the s-usquelianna River Basin Commission, as authorized by law {84 
Stat. 1530, 1531), $150,000. 

For "Contribution to Susquehanna· River Basin Commission" for 
the period July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976, $38,000. 

TENNESSEE vALLEY AUTHORITY 

PAYMENT TO TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY FUND 

For the purpose of carrying out the provisions of the Tennessee 
Valley Authority Act of 1933, as amended (16 U.S.C., ch. 12A), 
including hire, maintenance, and operation of aircraft, and hire of 
passenger motor vehicles, $100,025,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That this appropriation and other funds avail­
able to the Tennessee Valley Authority shall be available for the pur­
chase of not to exceed one aircraft for replacement only, and the 
purchase of not to exceed two hundred and thirty-five passenger 
motor vehicles for replacement only. 

For "Payment to the Tennessee Valley Authority fund" for the 
period July 1, 1976, through SeJ?tember 30, 1976,$30,550,000, to remain 
available until expended, and mclude hire, maintenance, and opera­
tion of aircraft, and hire of passenger motor vehicles. 
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wATER RESOURCES CoUNCIL 

WATER RESOURCES PLANNING 

For expenses necessary in carrying out the provisions of the Water 
Resources Planning Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 1962-1962d--3), includ­
ing services 1as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates not to exceed 
$100 per diem for individuals (42 U.S.C. 1962&-4(5), and 42 U.S.C. 
1962a-4(5), and hire of passenger motor vehicles (42 U.S.C. 
1962&-4(6) ), $10,722,000, to remain available until expended, includ­
ing $1,300,000, for ca~ out the provisions of title I and admin­
istering the provisions of titles II, III, and IV of the Act ( 42 U.S.C. 
1962d(b) ), $2,765,000, for preparation of assessments and plans (42 
U.S.C. 1962d (c) ) , $303,000, for prepamtion of plans ( 33 U.S.C. 1289), 
$1,354,000, for expenses of river basin commissions under title II of 
the Act (42 U.S.C. 1962d(a)), and $5,000,000 for grants to States 
under title III of the Act (42 U.S.C. 1962c(a)): Provided, That the 
share of the expenses of any river basin commission borne by the 
Federal Government pursuant to title II of the Act shall not exceed 
$250,000 annually for recurring operating expenses, including the 
salary and expenses of the chairman. 

For "Water resources planning'' for the period July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976, $2,350,000. · 

TITLE V-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 501. No part of any appropriation contained in this Act shall 
remain aV'8ilable for obligation beyond tihe current fiscal year unless 
expressly so provided herein, except as provided by section 204 of 
Public Law 93-554. 

SEC. 502. No part of any appropriation contained in this Act shall 
be available for ;paying tX) the Administrator of the General Services 
Administration m excess of 90 per centum of the standard level user 
charge established pursuant to section 210(j) of the Federal Property 
and .Administrative Services Act of 1949, as amended, for space and 
services. 

This Act may lbe cited as the "Public Works for Water and Power 
Development and Energy Researoh Approprn..tion Act, 1976". 

8~ of th8 H O'U8e of Repre~entativu. 

Vice Pf'elident of th8 United Statu and 
PruidM!.t of t"M Senate. 



nece.ber 15, 1975 

Dear Jlr. Director: 

Pleaae let tbe Preaidellt bave :repar ta aDd 
reewadat1CDB as to tbe approra.l. ~ theae 
bUla .. 80011 .. J10881ble. 

Robert D. t..i.DSer 
Chie~ ~ft Clerk 

!'be Jloaarable Juea !'. ~ 
D1reetar 
Office or ~ aDd Jtud8et 
WaahiDgtal1 D. C. 




